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Lp-STRONG SOLUTION FOR THE STATIONARY EXTERIOR

STOKES EQUATIONS WITH NAVIER BOUNDARY

CONDITION

DHIFAOUI ANIS

Abstract. This paper treats the stationary Stokes problem in exterior domain

of R3 with Navier slip boundary condition. The behavior at infinity of the data

and the solution are determined by setting the problem in Lp-spaces, for p > 2,

with weights. The main results are the existence and uniqueness of strong

solutions of the corresponding system.
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2 DHIFAOUI ANIS

1. Introduction

We consider a simply-connected bounded domain Ω′ ⊂ R
3, of class C2.1 with

boundary Γ. Let Ω be an exterior domain given by Ω := R
3 \ Ω′. The motion

of viscous incompressible fluid in the exterior domain Ω around the obstacle Ω′

is described by the Navier-Stokes equations, which are non-linear. The Stokes

systems is a linear approximation of this model. Precisely, the velocity u of fluid

and the pressure π satisfy the following stationary Stokes problem:

−ν∆u +∇π = f in Ω,

div u = 0 in Ω,
(1.1)

where f the external forces acting on the fluid, there are several possibilities of

boundary conditions. Under the hypothesis of impermeability of the boundary,

the velocity field u satisfies:

u · n = 0 in Γ,(1.2)

where n stands for the outer normal vector. According to the idea that the fluid

cannot slip on the wall due to its viscosity, we get the no-slip condition:

uτ = 0 in Γ,(1.3)

where uτ = u − (u · n)n denotes, as usual, the tangential component of u. The

problem (1.1) in an exterior domain with the Dirichlet boundary condition, is

the combination of (1.2)–(1.3), has been studied by many authors. We can men-

tion [6, 26, 27, 28, 40, 41] and references therein. However, there are many other

kinds of boundary conditions which also match in the reality. In the physical

applications, we are often encountering situations where the no-slip boundary

conditions does not quite feasible. In this case, it is really important to introduce

another boundary condition to describe the behavior of fluid on the wall. For ex-

ample, hurricanes and tornadoes do slip along the ground and lose energy as they

slip [13]. For the skin of sharks ([22, 23]) or golf balls in the case that the obstacle

may have rough boundaries. Another application of interest can also be found,

for instance, in aerodynamics in drag control of aircraft wings, in order to reduce

the drag, small injection jets are introduced over the wings of the plane [4]. In
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1827, C. Navier [37] was the first mathematician who considered the slip phenom-

ena and proposed the following boundary conditions, called Navier-slip boundary

conditions:
{

u · n = 0

2[D(u)n]τ + α(x)uτ = 0
on Γ,(1.4)

where D(u) = 1
2

(
∇u+∇Tu

)
, n and τ are unit outer normal vector and tangen-

tial vector of the boundary Γ . In (1.4), α(x) is a physical parameter, which can

be a positive constant or a function in L∞(Γ). Here, we consider the case that

α(x) is constant which called the slip coefficient. The first condition in (1.4) is the

no-penetration condition and the second condition expresses the fact that the tan-

gential velocity, instead of being zero as in the slip condition (1.3), is proportional

to the tangential stress. The Navier slip conditions have been extensively studied,

see for instance [2, 3, 14, 17, 25, 31, 32, 39] and references therein. For the case of

Navier boundary conditions without friction (α = 0), let us mention [10, 34, 20],

where the following boundary conditions were used:

{
u · n = 0

curl u× n = 0
on Γ,(1.5)

where curlu is the vorticity field. These conditions coincide with (1.4) on flat

boundaries when α = 0. They were also used in [16] for the study of the non sta-

tionary Navier-Stokes equations in half-spaces of R3. We finally refer to [35, 36]

for the study of the non stationary problem of Navier-Stokes with mixed boundary

conditions that include (1.4) without friction.

The problem (1.1)– (1.4) set in bounded domains has been well studied by vari-

ous authors (see for instance [11, 15] or [12, 39] for the case α = 0 and references

therein). Although in the exterior domain, to the best of our knowledge, we can

just mention [38] where (1.4) was used for the stationary Navier-Stokes equations

in exterior domains with also the assumption that the velocity tends to a non zero

constant vector at infinity. But in the case that the velocity tends to a zero at

infinity we can mention [19, 21], where the authors studied the Stationary Stokes

problem with Navier slip boundary condition in an exterior domain, they posed
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the problem in weighted spaces in order to control the infinite behavior of the so-

lutions. They obtained in the Hilbertian framework, existence results, uniqueness

of variational and strong solutions and another class of solutions called very weak

solution for less regular data.

Since the domain Ω is unbounded, we set the problem in weighted Sobolev spaces,

the weight functions are polynomials and enable to describe the growth or the de-

cay of functions at infinity which allows to look for solutions of the problem with

various behaviors at infinity this is one of the main advantages of the weighted

Sobolev spaces. In this work, we study the problem (1.1)–(1.4) in Lp-theory where

p > 2, we look for the strong solutions that have a different behavior at infinity.

To that end, we combine results on the Stokes problem set in the whole space to

catch the behavior at infinity and results in bounded domains to take into account

the boundary conditions.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the notations, the

functional framework based on weighted Sobolev space. We recall some basic

results concerning the Stokes in the whole space, we give a result concerning

Laplace problem with Neumann boundary conditions. We end this section by

solving a mixed Stokes problem with Navier and Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Finally, in Section 3, we prove the existence and uniqueness of Strong solutions

for the exterior Stokes problem (1.1)–(1.4).

2. Notations and Preliminary Results

2.1. Notations.

In this section, we recall the main notation which we shall use later. In what

follows, p is a real number in the interval ]1,∞[. The dual exponent of p denoted

by p′ is given by the relation 1
p
+ 1

p′
= 1. We will use bold characters for vector

and matrix fields. A point in R
3 is denoted by x = (x1, x2, x3) and its distance to

the origin by

r = |x | =
(
x21 + x22 + x23

)1/2
.
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For any multi-index λ ∈ N
3, we denote by ∂λ the differential operator of order λ,

Dλ =
∂|λ|

∂λ1
1 ∂

λ2
2 ∂

λ3
3

, |λ| = λ1 + λ2 + λ3.

We denote by [s] the integer part of s. For any k ∈ Z, Pk stands for the space of

polynomials of degree less than or equal to k and P∆
k the harmonic polynomials

of Pk. If k is a negative integer, we set by convention Pk = {0}. Let Ω′ ⊂ R
3 is a

simply connected bounded domain that has a boundary ∂Ω′ = Γ of class C2.1 and

let Ω be the complement of its closure in R
3. We denote by D(Ω) the space of

C∞ functions with compact support in Ω, D(Ω) the restriction to Ω of functions

belonging to D(R3). We recall that D′(Ω) is the well-known space of distributions

defined on Ω. We recall that Lp(Ω) is the well-known Lebesgue real space and for

m ≥ 1, we recall thatWm,p(Ω) is the well-known classical Sobolev space. We shall

write u ∈ Wm,p
loc (Ω) to mean that u ∈ Wm,p(O), for any bounded domain O, with

O ⊂ Ω. In this work, we shall also denote by BR the open ball of radius R > 0

centred at the origin with boundary ∂BR. In particular, since Ω′ is bounded, we

can find some R0, such that Ω′ ⊂ BR0 and we introduce, for any R ≥ R0, the

set ΩR = Ω ∩ BR. If X is a Banach space, with dual space X ′, and Y is a closed

subspace of X , we denote by X ′ ⊥ Y the subspace of X ′ orthogonal to Y , i.e.

X ′ ⊥ XY = {f ∈ X ′, ∀ v ∈ Y, < f, v >= 0} = (X/Y )′.

GivenA and B two matrices fields, such thatA = (aij)16i,j63 andB = (bij)16i,j63,

then we define A : B = (aijbij)16i,j63. Finally, as usual, C > 0 denotes a generic

constant the value of which may change from line to line and even at the same line.

2.2. Weighted Sobolev spaces.

In order to control the behavior at infinity of our functions and distributions we

use for basic weights the quantity ρ(x ) = (1 + r2)1/2 which is equivalent to r at

infinity, and to one on any bounded subset of R3.

For k ∈ Z, we introduce

W 0,p
k (Ω) =

{
u ∈ D′(Ω), ρku ∈ Lp(Ω)

}
,
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which is a Banach space equipped with the norm:

‖u‖W 0,p
k (Ω) = ‖ρku‖Lp(Ω).

For any non-negative integers m, real numbers p > 1 and k ∈ Z. We define the

weighted Sobolev space for 3/p+ k /∈ {1, · · · , m}:

Wm,p
k (Ω) =

{
u ∈ D′(Ω); ∀λ ∈ N

3 : 0 ≤ |λ| ≤ m, ρk−m+|λ|Dλu ∈ Lp(Ω)
}
.

It is a reflexive Banach space equipped with the norm:

‖u‖Wm,p
k (Ω) =




∑

06|λ|6m

‖ρk−m+|λ|Dλu‖pLp(Ω)




1/p

.

We define the semi-norm

|u|Wm,p
k (Ω) =




∑

|λ|=m

‖ρkDλu‖Lp(Ω)




1/p

.

Let us give some examples of such space that will be often used in the remaining

of this work.

1) For m = 1, we have

W 1,p
k (Ω) := {u ∈ D′(Ω); ρk−1u ∈ Lp(Ω), ρk ∇ u ∈ Lp(Ω)}

2) For m = 2, we have

W
2,p
k+1(Ω) :=

{
u ∈ W

1,p
k (Ω), ρk+1∇2u ∈ Lp(Ω)

}
,

Now, we present some basic properties on weighted Sobolev spaces. For more

details, the reader can refer to [9, 8, 29].

Properties 2.1.

• The space D(Ω) is dense in Wm,p
k (Ω).

• For any m ∈ N
∗ and 3/p + k 6= 1, we have the following continuous

embedding:

(2.1) Wm,p
k (Ω) →֒ Wm−1,p

k−1 (Ω).
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• For any k, m ∈ Z and for any λ ∈ N
3, the mapping

(2.2) u ∈ Wm,p
k (Ω) −→ ∂λu ∈ W

m−|λ|,p
k (Ω)

is continuous.

• If 3/p+k /∈ {1, · · · , m}, 3/p+k−µ /∈ {1, · · · , m} and m ∈ Z the mapping

u ∈ Wm,p
k (Ω) −→ ρµu ∈ Wm,p

k−µ(Ω)

is an isomorphism.

The space Wm,p
k (Ω) sometimes contains some polynomial functions. Let j be

defined as follow:

(2.3) j =





[m− (3/p+ k)] if 3/p+ k /∈ Z

−,

m− 3/p− k − 1 otherwise.

Then Pj is the space of all polynomials included in Wm,p
k (Ω).

The norm of the quotient space Wm,p
k (Ω)/Pj is given by:

||u||Wm,p
k (Ω)/Pj

= inf
µ∈Pj

||u+ µ||Wm,p
k (Ω).

All the local properties of Wm,p
k (Ω) coincide with those of the corresponding clas-

sical Sobolev spaces Wm,p(Ω). Hence, it also satisfies the usual trace theorems on

the boundary Γ. Therefore, we can define the space

W̊m,p
k (Ω) = {u ∈ Wm,p

k (Ω), γ0u = 0, γ1u = 0, · · · , γm−1u = 0}.

Note that when Ω = R
3, we have W̊m,p

k (R3) = Wm,p
k (R3). The space D(Ω) is

dense in W̊m,p
k (Ω). Therefore, the dual space of W̊m,p

k (Ω), denoting by W−m,p′

−k (Ω),

is a space of distributions with the norm

|| u ||
W−m,p′

−k (Ω)
= sup

v∈W̊m,p
k (Ω)

〈u, v〉
W−m,p′

−k (Ω)×W̊m,p
k (Ω)

|| v ||Wm,p
k (Ω)

.

The proof of the following theorem can be found in [33, Proposition 2.1].
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Theorem 2.2.

Let k, l be real numbers. Let λ be a polynomial that belongs to W 1,p
k (Ω)+W 1,q

l (Ω).

Then λ belongs to Pγ where

γ = max
(
[1−

3

p
− k], [1−

3

q
− l]

)
.

We note that the vector-valued Laplace operator of a vector field v = (v1, v2, v3)

is equivalently defined by

(2.4) ∆ v = 2divD(v)− grad(v)

This leads to the following definition.

Definition 2.3. For all integers k ∈ Z and 1 < p < ∞. The space Hp
k(div,Ω) is

defined by

Hp
k(div,Ω) =

{
v ∈ W 0,p

k (Ω); div v ∈ W 0,p
k+1(Ω)

}
,

and is provided with the norm

‖v‖Hp
k(div,Ω) =

(
‖v‖p

W 0,p
k (Ω)

+ ‖div v‖p
W 0,p

k+1(Ω)

) 1
p

.

This definition will be also used with Ω replaced by R
3.

The argument used by Hanouzet (see [30]) to prove the density ofD(Ω) inWm,p
k (Ω)

can be adapted to establish that D(Ω) is dense in Hp
k(div,Ω). Therefore, denoting

by n the exterior unit normal to the boundary Γ, the normal trace v · n can be

defined in W−1/p,p(Γ) for the functions of Hp
k(div,Ω), where W

−1/p,p(Γ) denotes

the dual space of W 1/p,p′(Γ). They satisfy the trace theorems; i.e, there exists a

constant C such that

∀v ∈ Hp
k(div,Ω), ‖v · n‖

W
−1/p,p(Γ) 6 C‖v‖H p

k(div,Ω).(2.5)

In addition, the following Green’s formulas holds: For any v ∈ Hp
k(div,Ω) and

ϕ ∈ W 1,p′

−k (Ω)

(2.6)

∫

Ω

v · ∇ϕdx+

∫

Ω

ϕ div v dx = 〈v · n , ϕ〉W−1/p,p(Γ)×W 1/p,p′ (Γ) .

The closures of D(Ω) in Hp
k(div,Ω) is denoted by H̊p

k(div,Ω) and can be charac-
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terized by

H̊p
k(div,Ω) = {v ∈ Hp

k(div,Ω) : v · n = 0 on Γ}.

The proof of the following result can be found in [18]:

Proposition 2.4. A distribution f belongs to [H̊p
k(div,Ω)]

′ if and only if there

exist ψ ∈ W 0,p
−k (Ω) and χ ∈ W 0,p

−k−1(Ω), such that f = ψ +∇χ. Moreover

‖ψ‖W 0,p
−k (Ω) + ‖χ‖W 0,p

−k−1(Ω) ≤ C‖f‖[H̊p
k(div,Ω)]′.

2.3. The Stokes problem in the whole space R
3.

We recall here some basic results concerning the Stokes problem in R
3:

(2.7) −∆u +∇ π = f and div u = χ in R
3 .

These results can be found in [5]. Let us first introduce the kernel of the Stokes

operator

N p
k (R

3) =
{
(u , π) ∈ W 1,p

k (R3)×W 0,p
k (R3), −∆u +∇ π = 0 and div u = 0 in R

3
}

and the space of polynomials

Nk =
{
(λ, µ) ∈ Pk × P∆

k−1, −∆λ +∇µ = 0 and divλ = 0
}
.

Recall that by agreement on the notation Pk, the space Nk = {(0, 0)} when k < 0

and N0 = P0 × {0}.

The next proposition characterizes the kernel of (2.7).

Proposition 2.5. Let 1 < p < ∞ and k be integers. Then N p
k (R

3) = N[1−k−3/p].

In particular, N p
k (R

3) = {(0, 0)} if k > 1− 3/p.

The next theorem states an existence, uniqueness and regularity result for prob-

lem (2.7).
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Theorem 2.6. Assume that k ∈ Z and 1 < p < ∞. If (f, χ) ∈ W−1,p
k (R3) ×

W 0,p
k (R3) satisfies the compatibility condition:

(2.8)

∀(λ, µ) ∈ N[1−3/p′+k], 〈f,λ〉
W−1,p

k (R3)×W 1,p′

−k (R3)
− 〈χ, µ〉

W 0,p
k (R3)×W 0,p′

−k (R3)
= 0,

then problem (2.7) has a solution (u, π) ∈ W 1,p
k (R3) ×W 0,p

k (R3) unique up to an

element of N[1−3/p−k] and we have the estimate

inf
(λ,µ)∈N[1−3/p−k]

(
‖u+ λ‖W 1,p

k (R3) + ‖π + µ‖W 0,p
k (R3)

)
6 C

(
‖f ‖W−1,p

k (R3) + ‖χ‖W 0,p
k (R3)

)
.

Furthermore, if (f, χ) ∈ W 0,p
k+1(R

3)×W 1,p
k+1(R

3), then (u, π) ∈ W 2,p
k+1(R

3)×W 1,p
k+1(R

3).

The proofs of Proposition 2.5 and Theorem 2.6 can be found in [5].

2.4. Generalized Neumann problem.

In this section, we are interested into the following Neumann problem:

−∆u = f in Ω and
∂u

∂n
= g on Γ.(2.9)

Our first proposition is established also in [33], it characterizes the kernel of the

Laplace operator with Neumann boundary condition. For any integer k ∈ Z and

1 < p <∞,

N∆
p,k =

{
w ∈ W 1,p

k (Ω); ∆w = 0 in Ω and
∂w

∂n
= 0 on Γ

}
.

Proposition 2.7. For any integer k ≥ 1, N∆
p,k the subspace of all functions in

W 1,p
k (Ω) of the form w(p)− p, where p runs over all polynomials of P∆

[1−3/p−k] and

w(p) is the unique solution in W 1,2
0 (Ω) ∩W 1,p

k (Ω) of the Neumann problem

(2.10) ∆w(p) = 0 in Ω and
∂w(p)

∂n
=
∂p

∂n
on Γ.

Here also, we set N∆
p,k = {0} when k ≤ 0; N∆

p,k is a finite-dimentional space of the

same dimension as P∆
[1−3/p−k] and in particular, N∆

0 = R.

The next theorem states an existence, uniqueness and regularity result for prob-

lem (2.9), for k = 0 and 1 < p <∞.
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Theorem 2.8. For any f in Lp(Ω) and g in W−1/p,p(Γ). Then, the problem (2.9)

has a solution u ∈ W 1,p
−1 (Ω) unique up to element of N∆

−1,p(Ω) and we have the

following estimate:

‖u‖W 1,p
−1 (Ω)/N∆

−1,p(Ω) 6 C
(
‖f‖Lp(Ω) + ‖g‖W−1/p,p(Ω)

)
.(2.11)

If in addition, g in W 1/p′,p(Γ), the solution u of problem (2.9) belongs to W 2,p
0 (Ω)

and satisfies

‖u‖W 2,p
0 (Ω) 6 C

(
‖f‖Lp(Ω) + ‖g‖W 1/p′,p(Ω)

)
.(2.12)

Proof. Let us extend f by zero in Ω′ and let f̃ denote the extended function.

Then f̃ belongs to Lp(R3). Applying [8], there exists a unique function ṽ ∈

W 2,p
0 (R3)/P∆

[2−3/p] such that

−∆ ṽ = f̃ in R
3.(2.13)

Then ∇ ṽ ·n belongs to W 1−1/p,p(Γ) →֒ W−1/p,p(Γ). It follows from [33, Theorem

3.12], that the following problem:

∆w = 0 in Ω and ∇w · n = g −∇ ṽ · n on Γ,(2.14)

has a solution w ∈ W 1,p
−1 (Ω) unique up to element ofN∆

−1,p(Ω). Thus u = ṽ |Ω+w ∈

W 1,p
−1 (Ω) is the required solution of (2.9). The uniqueness follows immediately from

Proposition 2.7 .

Now, suppose that g belongs to W 1/p′,p(Γ). The aim is to prove that u belongs to

W 2,p
0 (Ω). To that end, let us introduce the following partition of unity:

ϕ, ψ ∈ C∞(R3), 0 ≤ ϕ, ψ ≤ 1, ϕ+ ψ = 1 in R
3,

ϕ = 1 in BR, supp ϕ ⊂ BR+1.
(2.15)

Let P be a continuous linear mapping fromW 1,p
−1 (Ω) toW

1,p
−1 (R

3), such that P u =

ũ . Then ũ belongs to W 1,p
−1 (R

3) and can be written as:

ũ = ϕ ũ + ψ ũ .

Next, one can easily observe that ũ satisfies the following problem:

−∆ψ ũ = f 1 in R
3,(2.16)
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with

f 1 = f̃ ψ − (2∇ũ∇ψ + ũ∆ψ).

Owing to the support of ψ, f 1 has the same regularity as f and so belongs to

Lp(R3). It follows from [8], that there exists z inW 2,p
0 (R3) such that −∆ z = f 1 in

R
3. This implies that ψ ũ −z is a harmonic tempered distribution and therefore a

harmonic polynomial that belongs to P∆
[2−3/p]. The fact that P∆

[2−3/p] ⊂ W 2,p
0 (R3)

yields that ψ ũ belongs to W 2,p
0 (R3). In particular, we have ψ ũ = u outside

BR+1, so the restriction of u to ∂ BR+1 belongs to W 2−1/p,p(∂ BR+1). Therefore,

ϕu ∈ W 1,p(ΩR+1) satisfies the following problem:





−∆ϕu = f 2 in ΩR+1,

∇ϕu · n = g on Γ,

ϕu = ψ ũ on ∂ BR+1,

(2.17)

where f 2 ∈ Lp(ΩR+1) have similar expression as f 1 with ψ remplaced by ϕ.

According [Remark 3.2, [9]], ϕu ∈ W 2,p(ΩR+1), which in turn shows that ϕ ũ

also belongs to W 2,p(ΩR+1). This implies that u ∈ W 2,p
0 (Ω).

�

2.5. A mixed Stokes problem.

Let R > 0 be a real number large enough so that Ω′ ⊂ BR. We recall that

ΩR = Ω∩BR and ∂ BR = ΓR. Now, we study the following mixed boundary value

problem: Given f , χ, g, h and a . We look for (u , π) satisfying





−∆u +∇ π = f and divu = χ in ΩR,

u · n = g and 2[D(u)n ]τ + αuτ = h on Γ,

u = a on ΓR.

(2.18)

Theorem 2.9. Assume that 1 < p <∞. Let the pair (u, π) ∈ H2(ΩR)×H1(ΩR)

be a solution to the problem (2.18) with data f ∈ Lp(ΩR), χ ∈ W 1,p(ΩR), g ∈

W 1+1/p′,p(Γ), h ∈ W 1−1/p,p(Γ), a ∈ W 1+1/p′,p(∂BR) such that h · n = 0 on Γ.

Then, we also have u ∈ W 2,p(ΩR) and π ∈ W 1,p(ΩR).
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Proof. The proof of the theorem is made of tow steps.

Step 1. The case 1 < p 6 2.

Since (u , π) ∈ H2(ΩR)×H1(ΩR) then its is clear that (u , π) ∈ W 2,p(ΩR)×

W 1,p(ΩR) for any 1 < p 6 2.

Step 2. The case 2 < p <∞.

Let us introduce the following partition of unity:

θ1, θ2 ∈ C∞(ΩR), 0 ≤ θ1, θ2 ≤ 1, θ1 + θ2 = 1 in ΩR,

θ1 = 1 in BR/3, supp θ1 ⊂ B2R/3.

Then we can write u = θ1u + θ2u = u1+u2 and π = θ1π+ θ2π = π1+π2.

Now it is clear that

−∆u1 +∇ π1 = f 1 and div u1 = χ1 in ΩR,(2.19)

where f 1 = θ1 f − u ∆ θ1 − 2∇u · ∇ θ1 + π∇ θ1 ∈ Lp(ΩR) and χ1 =

θ χ + u ∇ θ1 ∈ W 1,p(ΩR) for 2 6 p 6 6. It is also clear that on the

boundaries, we have



u1 · n = g , 2[D(u1)n ]τ + αu1τ = h on Γ,

u1 · n = 0 , 2[D(u1)n ]τ + αu1τ = 0 on ∂BR,
(2.20)

where h ∈ W 1−1/p,p(Γ) and g ∈ W 1+1/p′,p(Γ), we deduce that (u1, π1) that

satisfies (2.19)-(2.20) belongs to W 2,p(ΩR) ×W 1,p(ΩR) for 2 < p 6 6 see

[1, Theorem 2.1].

Similar arguments show (u2, π2) satisfies the following Stokes problem with

the Dirichlet boundary




−∆u2 +∇ π2 = f 2 and div u2 = χ2 in ΩR,

u2 = 0 on Γ and u2 = a on ∂BR.
(2.21)

Where f 2 ∈ Lp(ΩR) and χ2 ∈ W 1,p(ΩR) have similar expression as f 1 and

χ1 with θ1 replaced by θ2. Since a ∈ W 1+1/p′,p(∂BR), the problem (2.21)

has a solution (u2, π2) belongs toW
2,p(ΩR)×W 1,p(ΩR) (see for instance [7]

or [24]).

Now, suppose that p > 6. The above argument shows that (u , π) belongs

to W 2,6(ΩR)×W
1,6(ΩR) and we can repeat the same argument with p = 6
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instead p = 2. We have W 1,6(O) →֒ Lq(O) for any real number q > 6. We

know that the embedding

W 2,p(Ω′) →֒W 1,q(Ω′),

for any q ∈ [1,∞] if p > 3. Then we have u |Γ ∈ W 2−1/6,6(Γ) →֒ W 1−1/p(Γ)

for all p > 6. Consequently, by the some reasoning we deduce that the

solution (u , π) belongs to W 2,p(ΩR)×W 1,p(ΩR).

�

3. Strong solutions for the exterior Stokes problem

In this section, we are interested in the following problem:

(ST )





−∆u +∇ π = f and divu = χ in Ω,

u · n = g and 2[D(u)n ]τ + αuτ = h on Γ.

In this part, we investigate the well-posedness of strong solutions in W 2,p
k+1(Ω) ×

W 1,p
k+1(Ω) with k ∈ Z. In order to deal with the uniqueness issues, we first need

to characterize the kernel of problem (ST ). We define the kernel of problem (ST ).

For k ∈ Z and p > 2, we introduce:

N p
k+1(Ω) =

{
(u , π) ∈ W 2,p

k+1(Ω)×W 1,p
k+1(Ω);

−∆u +∇ π = 0, div u = 0 in Ω and u · n = 0, 2[D(u)n ]τ + αuτ = 0 on Γ
}
.

The characterization of the kernel N p
k+1(Ω) is given by the following proposition:

Proposition 3.1. Consider an exterior domain Ω with boundary Γ of class C2.1.

We have

N p
k+1(Ω) =

{
(v− λ, θ − µ); (λ, µ) ∈ N[1−k−3/p]

}
,

where (v, θ) ∈ W 2,p
k+1(Ω) ∩W

2,2
1 (Ω)×W 1,p

k+1(Ω) ∩W
1,2
1 (Ω) is the unique solution of

the following problem:

(3.1)






−∆ v+∇ θ = 0 and div v = 0 in Ω,

v · n = λ · n and 2[D(v)n]τ + αvτ = 2[D(λ)n]τ + αλτ on Γ.
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In particular, N p
k+1(Ω) = {(0, 0)} if k > 1− 3/p.

Proof. Let us assume that (u , π) belongs to N p
k+1(Ω). The pair (u , π) has an

extension (ũ , π̃) that belongs to W 2,p
k+1(R

3)×W 1,p
k+1(R

3). Set now

F = −∆ ũ +∇ π̃ and e = div ũ .

Then the pair (F , e) belongs toW 0,p
k+1(R

3)×W 1,p
k+1(R

3) and has a compact support.

Therefore (F , e) also belongs to W 0,2
1 (R3) ×W 1,2

1 (R3). It follows from [Theorem

3.9,[5]], that there exists a unique solution (v , θ) ∈ W 2,2
1 (R3)×W 1,2

1 (R3) such that

−∆ v +∇ θ = −∆ ũ +∇ π̃ and div v = div ũ in R
3.

It follows that (v−ũ , θ−π̃) belongs to
(
W 2,2

1 (R3) +W 2,p
k+1(R

3)
)
×
(
W 1,2

1 (R3) +W 1,p
k+1(R

3)
)
.

Hence, there exits (λ, µ) ∈ N[1−k−3/p] such that (v − ũ , θ − π̃) = (λ, µ), Thus,

(v , θ) belongs to
(
W 2,2

1 (R3) ∩W 2,p
k+1(R

3)
)
×
(
W 1,2

1 (R3) ∩W 1,p
k+1(R

3)
)
, its restriction

to Ω belongs to
(
W 2,2

1 (Ω) ∩W 2,p
k+1(Ω)

)
×
(
W 1,2

1 (Ω) ∩W 1,p
k+1(Ω)

)
and satisfies (3.1).

�

The next Theorem solves the problem (ST ) when p > 2, our study is based on

strong solutions in a Hilbertian framework (see [19]), that’s why we will take the

data f and χ have a compact support.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that p > 2. Let f ∈ W 0,p
k+1(Ω), χ ∈ W 1,p

k+1(Ω), g ∈

W 1+1/p′,p(Γ) and h ∈ W 1−1/p,p(Γ) such that f and χ have a compact support,

h · n = 0 on Γ and the following compatibility condition is satisfied

(3.2)

∀(ξ, η) ∈ N p′

−k+1(Ω),

∫

Ω

f ·ξdx−

∫

Ω

χ ηdx =

∫

Γ

g
(
2[D(ξ)n]·n−η

)
dσ−

∫

Γ

h·ξdσ.

Then, the Stokes problem (ST ) has a solution (u, π) ∈ W 2,p
k+1(Ω)×W

1,p
k+1(Ω) unique

up to an element of N p
k+1(Ω). In addition, we have the following estimate:
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inf
(λ,µ)∈N p

k+1(Ω)

(
‖u+ λ‖W 2,p

k+1(Ω) + ‖π + µ‖W 1,p
k+1(Ω)

)

6 C
(
‖f‖W 0,p

k+1(Ω) + ‖χ‖W 1,p
k+1(Ω) + ‖h‖W 1−1/p,p(Γ) + ‖g‖W 1+1/p′,p(Γ)

)
.

Proof. Observe first that the uniqueness is a straightforward consequence of Propo-

sition 3.1. We now divide the proof of the theorem into several parts.

• Compatibility condition. In this part, we prove that (3.2) is a necessary

condition.

Let (ξ, η) be in N p′

−k+1(Ω). For any (ϕ, ψ) ∈ D(Ω) × D(Ω). Using the same

calculation as in the proof of [19, Theorem 3.7], we have

∫

Ω

[(
−∆ϕ+∇ψ

)
· ξ − η divϕ

]
dx

=

∫

Γ

(ϕ · n)
(
2[D(ξ)n ] · n − η

)
dσ −

∫

Γ

ξτ ·
(
2[D(ϕ)n ]τ + αϕτ

)
dσ.(3.3)

Then, the last Green’s formula holds for any pair (ϕ, ψ) ∈ W 2,p
k+1(Ω) ×W 1,p

k+1(Ω)

by density. In particular, if (u , π) ∈ W 2,p
k+1(Ω) ×W 1,p

k+1(Ω) is a solution of (ST ),

then (3.2) holds.

• Existence. Here we prove that problem (ST ) has a solution (u, π) that belongs

to W 1,p
k (Ω) ×W 0,p

k (Ω). We start with the case 2 6 p 6 6, the proof is made of

two steps.

Step 1. The case g = 0.

Since p > 2 and (f , χ) have a support compact, then we have (f , χ) belongs to

W 0,2
1 (Ω) ×W 1,2

1 (Ω). In addition, its clear that h belongs to H1/2(Γ). Thanks to

[19, Theorem 3.6], problem (ST ) has a solution (u , π) ∈ W 2,2
1 (Ω) ×W 1,2

1 (Ω). It

remains now to prove that (u , π) belongs to W 1,p
k (Ω)×W 0,p

k (Ω). To that end, we

shall use again properties of the Stokes problem in the whole space R
3. Now, we
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first need appropriate extensions of u and π defined in R
3. So let us consider the

following Stokes problem in the bounded domain Ω′

(3.4)




−∆u’ +∇π′ = 0 and divu’ = 0 in Ω′,

u’ = u on Γ.

Since u · n = 0, problem (3.4) has a solution (u’, π′) ∈ H2(Ω′) ×H1(Ω′) (see for

instance [7] or [24]). Setting

ũ =





u in Ω,

u’ in Ω′,
and π̃ =





π in Ω,

π′ in Ω′.

Then clearly, the pair (ũ , π̃) belongs to W 1,2
1 (R3) ×W 0,2

1 (R3). The goal is now

to identify (ũ , π̃) with a solution of the Stokes problem in R
3 that belongs to

W 1,p
k (Ω)×W 0,p

k (Ω). Let us set

(3.5) F = −∆ ũ +∇π̃ and e = div ũ.

In order to apply Theorem 2.6, we need to show that (F , e) belongs toW−1,p
k (R3)×

W 0,p
k (R3) and satisfies (2.8). Therefore, denoting by f̃ ∈ W 0,p

k+1(R
3) the extension

of f by zero in Ω′ , we deduce that for any ϕ ∈ D(R3)

〈F ,ϕ〉D′(R3)×D(R3) =

∫

R3

f̃ · ϕdx + 2

∫

Γ

ϕ ·
(
D(u)n −D(u’ )n

)
dσ(3.6)

+

∫

Γ

(
ϕ · n

)(
π′ − π

)
dσ −

∫

Γ

(ϕ · n)χdσ.

This calculations are the same as in the previous proof of [19, Theorem 3.7].

Since
(
2D(u)n − 2D(u’ )n

)
|Γ and

(
π′ − π

)
|Γ belongs to H1/2(Γ).

∣∣∣〈F ,ϕ〉D′(R3)×D(R3)

∣∣∣ 6
∣∣∣
∫

R3

f̃ · ϕdx
∣∣∣+

∣∣∣〈ϕ · n , χ〉H−1/2(Γ)×H1/2(Γ)

∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣2〈D(u)n −D(u’ )n ,ϕ〉H1/2(Γ)×H−1/2(Γ)

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣〈ϕ · n , π′ − π〉H−1/2(Γ)×H1/2(Γ)

∣∣∣

6 ‖f̃ ‖W 0,p
k+1(R

3)‖ϕ‖W 0,p′

−2 (R3)
+ ‖χ‖W 1,2

k+1(Ω)‖ϕ‖H−1/2(Γ)

+‖2D(u)n − 2D(u’ )n‖H1/2(Γ)‖ϕ‖H−1/2(Γ) + ‖ϕ · n‖H−1/2(Γ)‖π
′ − π‖H1/2(Γ)

6 ‖f ‖W 0,p
k+1(Ω)‖ϕ‖W 1,p′

−k (R3)
+ C‖ϕ‖H−1/2(Γ)

As we have

H1/2(Γ) →֒ W−1/6,6(Γ) →֒W−1/p,p(Γ), for any 2 6 p 6 6
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We obtain

‖ϕ‖H−1/2(Γ) 6 C‖ϕ‖W 1/p,p′(Γ)

6 C‖ϕ‖
W 1,p′

−k (Ω)

6 C‖ϕ‖
W 1,p′

−k (R3)

Then, we have
∣∣∣〈F ,ϕ〉D′(R3)×D(R3)

∣∣∣ 6 C‖ϕ‖
W 1,p′

−k (R3)
.

Since D(R3) is dense in W 1,p′

−k (R3) , then (3.6) is still valid for any ϕ ∈ W 1,p′

−k (R3)

which implies that F belongs to W−1,p
k (R3).

Now for any φ ∈ D(R3), we have

〈e, φ〉D′(R3)×D(R3) = 〈div ũ , φ〉D′(R3)×D(R3) = −

∫

R3

ũ · ∇φdx

=

∫

Ω

div u φdx +

∫

Ω′

div u’ φdx −

∫

Γ

(u · n)φdσ +

∫

Γ

(u’ · n)φdσ

=

∫

Ω

χφdx .(3.7)

Since χ ∈ W 1,p
k+1(Ω). Then, we have

∣∣∣〈e, φ〉D′(R3)×D(R3)

∣∣∣ 6 ‖χ‖W 0,p
k (Ω)‖φ‖W 0,p′

−k (Ω)
6 C‖φ‖

W 0,p′

−k (Ω)
.

Due to the density of D(R3) in W 0,p′

−k (R3), then (3.7) is still valid for any φ ∈

W 0,p′

−k (R3), which implies that e belongs to W 0,p
k (R3). As a result, we have proved

that (F, e) belongs to W−1,p
k (R3)×W 0,p

k (R3).

Let us now prove that F and e satisfy (2.8), which in view of (3.6) and (3.7),

amounts to prove that for any (λ, µ) in N[1−3/p′+k]

∫

R3

f̃ · λdx −

∫

Ω

χµdx + 2

∫

Γ

λ ·
(
D(u)n −D(u’ )n

)
dσ(3.8)

+

∫

Γ

(
λ · n

)(
π′ − π

)
dσ −

∫

Γ

(λ · n)χdσ = 0.

So let (λ, µ) ∈ N[1−3/p′+k] and let (v(λ), θ(λ)) be in W 2,p′

−k+1(Ω) ∩ W 2,2
1 (Ω) ×

W 1,p′

−k+1(Ω)∩W
1,2
1 (Ω) such that the pair (v(λ)−λ, θ(λ)−µ) belongs to N p′

−k+1(Ω).

Now, for any (v, θ) ∈ W 2,p′

−k+1(Ω) ∩ W 2,2
1 (Ω) × W 1,p′

−k+1(Ω) ∩ W 1,2
1 (Ω) such that

div v = 0, computations in Ω yields
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∫

Ω

f · v (λ) dx −

∫

Ω

χθ(λ)dx(3.9)

−

∫

Γ

(v (λ) · n )χdσ − 2

∫

Γ

u ·D(v (λ))n dσ

+2

∫

Γ

v (λ) ·D(u )n dσ −

∫

Γ

(v (λ) · n )πdσ = 0.

Now making the difference between (3.9) and (3.2) with ξ = v(λ) − λ and η =

θ(λ)− µ and recalling that v (λ) · n = λ · n on Γ, yields

∫

Ω

f · λ dx −

∫

Ω

χµdx −

∫

Γ

(v (λ)− λ) · h dσ(3.10)

−

∫

Γ

(λ · n )χdσ − 2

∫

Γ

u ·D(v (λ))n dσ

+2

∫

Γ

v (λ) ·D(u )n dσ −

∫

Γ

(v (λ) · n )πdσ = 0.

Computations on Ω′ yield
∫

Ω′

(
−∆u’ +∇ π′

)
· λdx = 0

= −

∫

Ω′

u’ ·∆λdx + 2

∫

Γ

λ ·D(u’ )ndσ − 2

∫

Γ

u’ ·D(λ)ndσ −

∫

Γ

(λ · n)π′dσ.

The fact that u = u’ on Γ, implies
∫

Ω′

u’ ·∆λ dx =

∫

Ω′

u’ · ∇µ dx = −

∫

Ω′

µ divu’ dx +

∫

σ

µ(u’ · n )dσ = 0

and we deduce that

(3.11) 2

∫

Γ

λ ·D(u’ )ndσ − 2

∫

Γ

u’ ·D(λ)ndσ −

∫

Γ

(λ · n)π′dσ = 0.

Combining (3.10) and (3.11) yields
∫

R3

f̃ · λdx −

∫

Ω

χµdx −

∫

Γ

χ(λ · n)dσ +

∫

Γ

(λ · n)(π′ − π)dσ

−2

∫

Γ

λ ·D(u’ )ndσ + 2

∫

Γ

u ·
(
D(λ)n −D(v(λ))n

)
dσ

+2

∫

Γ

v(λ) ·D(u )ndσ −

∫

Γ

(v(λ)− λ)h dσ = 0.

(3.12)
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Due to the fact that g = 0 on Γ and using the Navier boundary condition in (3.1),

we have

2

∫

Γ

u ·
(
D(λ)n −D(v(λ))n

)
dσ = 2

∫

Γ

uτ ·
([

D(λ)n
]
τ
−

[
D(v (λ))n

]
τ

)
dσ

= α

∫

Γ

u τ ·
(
v (λ)τ − λτ

)
dσ.

Next, using the fact that v (λ) · n = λ · n on Γ,

2

∫

Γ

v(λ) ·D(u )ndσ = 2

∫

Γ

v (λ)τ ·
[
D(u )n

]
τ
dσ + 2

∫

Γ

(λ · n)[D(u )n ]ndσ.

Finally, using that h · n = 0 on Γ, we obtain
∫

Γ

(
v(λ)− λ

)
h dσ =

∫

Γ

(
v(λ)τ − λτ

)
h dσ.

Combining these three expressions and after calculation, we obtain

2

∫

Γ

λ ·D(u)ndσ = 2

∫

Γ

u ·
(
D(λ)n −D(v(λ))n

)
dσ + 2

∫

Γ

v(λ) ·D(u )ndσ

−

∫

Γ

(v(λ)− λ)h dσ.

Plugging this in (3.12) allows to get (3.8).

Therefore it follows from Theorem 2.6, that there exists a solution (z̃ , q̃) ∈

(W 1,p
k (R3)×W 0,p

k (R3)) satisfying the following Stokes problem:

−∆ z̃ +∇ q̃ = F and div z̃ = e in R
3.

Using (3.5), we obtain

−∆(z̃ − ũ) +∇ (q̃ − π̃) = 0 and div (z̃ − ũ) = 0 in R
3.

It follows that (z̃−ũ , q̃−π̃) belongs to
(
W 1,p

k (R3) +W 1,2
1 (R3)

)
×
(
W 0,p

k (R3) +W 0,2
1 (R3)

)
,

then (z̃ − ũ , q̃ − π̃) also belongs to N[1−3/p−k]. We deduce that there exist

(λ, µ) ∈ N[1−3/p−k], then z̃ − ũ = λ and q̃ − π̃ = µ which imply that the so-

lution (u , π) belongs indeed to W 1,p
k (Ω)×W 0,p

k (Ω).

Regularity. Finally, we prove that the solution (u, π) ∈ W 1,p
k (Ω)×W 0,p

k (Ω) of

(ST ) established previously, belongs to W 2,p
k+1(Ω)×W 1,p

k+1(Ω). Here we use regular-

ity arguments on the Stokes problem set in bounded domains and in the whole



21

space R3. To that end, we introduce the same partition of unity as in Theorem 2.8.

Let (ũ , π̃) ∈ W 1,p
k (R3) ×W 0,p

k (R3) be an extension of (u, π) to the whole space

R
3. We can write:

ũ = ϕũ + ψũ and π̃ = ϕπ̃ + ψπ̃.

Then it is enough to show that the pairs (ϕũ , ϕπ̃) and (ψũ , ψπ̃) belong toW 2,p
k+1(R

3)×

W 1,p
k+1(R

3). To that end, consider first

(3.13) −∆(ψũ) +∇ (ψπ̃) = f 1 and div (ψũ) = χ1 in R
3,

where

f 1 = f ψ − (2∇ũ∇ψ + u∆ψ) + π̃∇ψ and χ1 = χψ + ũ · ∇ψ.

We easily see that f 1 and χ1 have bounded supports and belong to Lp
loc(R

3) ×

W 1,p
loc (R

3). As a consequence, (f 1, χ1) belongs to W 0,p
k+1(R

3) ×W 1,p
k+1(R

3). Using

the regularity of the Stokes problem (see Theorem 2.6), we deduce that the pair

(ψũ , ψπ̃) also belongs to W 2,p
k+1(R

3)×W 1,p
k+1(R

3).

Consider now the system

−∆(ϕũ) +∇ (ϕπ̃) = f 2 and div (ϕũ) = χ2,

where f 2 and χ2 have similar expressions as f 1 and χ1 with ψ remplaced by ϕ.

It is easy to check that (f 2, χ2) belongs to L p(ΩR+1) ×W 1,p(ΩR+1). In partic-

ular, we have ũ = ψũ outside BR+1, so the restriction of u to ∂ BR+1 belongs

to W 1+1/p′,p(∂ BR+1). Its clear that (ϕũ , ϕπ̃) belongs to H2(ΩR+1) × H1(ΩR+1)

and satisfies (2.9). Then thanks to Theorem 2.9, we prove that (ϕũ , ϕπ̃) ∈

W 2,p(ΩR+1)×W 1,p(ΩR+1) solution of problem (2.9), which also implies that (ϕũ , ϕπ̃)

belongs toW 2,p
k+1(R

3)×W 1,p
k+1(R

3). Consequently, the pair (u, π) belongs toW 2,p
k+1(Ω)×

W 1,p
k+1(Ω) if 2 6 p 6 6.

Step 2. The case g 6= 0.

Let w be in W 3,p
k+1(Ω) such that

∂w

∂n
= g on Γ. According to step 1, the following

problem

(3.14)






−∆z +∇π = f +∆(∇w) and div z = χ−∆w in Ω,

z · n = 0 and 2[D(z )n ]τ + αz τ = K on Γ,
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has a solution in W 2,p
k+1(Ω)×W 1,p

k+1(Ω) if and only if, ∀(ξ, η) ∈ N p′

−k+1(Ω),
∫

Ω

(
f +∆(∇w )

)
· ξdx −

∫

Ω

(χ−∆w)ηdx = −

∫

Γ

K · ξdσ.(3.15)

But if (ξ, η) is in N p′

−k+1(Ω), then since ∇w ∈ W 2,p
k+1(Ω), we can write (3.3) for the

pair (−∇w , 0) and we obtain
∫

Ω

∆(∇w ) · ξdx +

∫

Ω

∆w ηdx = −

∫

Γ

g
(
2[D(ξ)n ] · n − η

)
dσ

+

∫

Γ

(
2[D(∇w )n ]τ + α(∇w)τ

)
· ξdσ.(3.16)

Combining (3.2) and (3.16) allows to obtain (3.15). Thus setting u = z +∇w ∈

W 2,p
k+1(Ω), then the pair (u, π) ∈ W 2,p

k+1(Ω)×W 1,p
k+1(Ω) is a solution of (ST ).

Now, suppose that p > 6. The above argument shows that (u , π) belongs to

W 2,6
k+1(Ω)×W 1,6

k+1(Ω) and we can repeat the same argument with p = 6 instead of

p = 2 using the fact if O is a lipschitzian bounded domain, we have W 1,6(O) →֒

Lq(O) for any real number q > 1. We know that the following embedding holds

W 2,p(Ω′) →֒ W 1,q(Ω′),

for any q ∈ [1,∞] if p > 3. Then we have u ∈ W 2−1/6,6(Γ) →֒ W 1−1/p(Γ) for all

p > 6. Thus establishes the existence of solution (u , π) in W 2,p
k+1(Ω)×W 1,p

k+1(Ω) of

problem (ST ) when p > 6. �

We finally close this section by the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that p > 2. Let f ∈ W 0,p
k+1(Ω), χ ∈ W 1,p

k+1(Ω), g ∈

W 1+1/p′,p(Γ), h ∈ W 1−1/p,p(Γ) such that h · n = 0 on Γ and that the compati-

bility condition (3.2) is satisfied. Then, the Stokes problem (ST ) has a solution

(u, π) ∈ W 2,p
k+1(Ω) ×W p

k+1(Ω) unique up to an element of N p
k+1(Ω). In addition,

we have the following estimate:

inf
(λ,µ)∈N p

k+1(Ω)

(
‖u+ λ‖W 2,p

k+1(Ω) + ‖π + µ‖W 1,p
k+1(Ω)

)

6 C
(
‖f‖W 0,p

k+1(Ω
+ ‖χ‖W 1,p

k+1(Ω) + ‖h‖W 1−1/p,p(Γ) + ‖g‖W 1+1/p′,p(Γ)

)
.
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Proof.

Here we prove that problem (ST ) has a solution (u, π) that belongs to ∈ W 2,p
k+1(Ω)×

W 1,p
k+1(Ω). To that end, we proceed in two steps.

Step 1. The case k < 3/p′ − 1.

First, let extend f by zero in Ω′ and denote by f̃ ∈ W 0,p
k+1(R

3) the extended

function. Moreover, let χ̃ ∈ W 1,p
k+1(R

3) be an extension of χ. We consider the

following problem:

−∆ w̃ +∇ η̃ = f̃ and div w̃ = χ̃ in R
3.(3.17)

Since k < 3/p′ − 1, then N[1−3/p′+k] = {(0 , 0)} and thus applying Theorem 2.6

, we deduce that this problem has a solution (w̃, η̃) ∈ W 2,p
k+1(R

3) × W 1,p
k+1(R

3).

Denoting the restriction to Ω by (w , η) belongs to W 2,p
k+1(Ω) ×W 1,p

k+1(Ω). Since

w ∈ W 2,p
k+1(Ω), then we have [D(w)n ]τ belongs to W 1−1/p,p(Γ). Consider now the

following problem:



−∆ v +∇ θ = 0, div v = 0 in Ω,

v · n = G and 2[D(v)n ]τ + αv τ = H on Γ,
(3.18)

Where H = −2[D(w )n ]τ − αw τ + h and G = g − w · n . Its clear that

G ∈ W 1+1/p′,p(Γ) and H ∈ W 1−1/p,p(Γ) such that H · n = 0 on Γ. Accord-

ing to Theorem 3.2, the problem (3.18) has a solution in W 2,p
k+1(Ω) × W 1,p

k+1(Ω).

Hence, the pair (u , π) = (w + v , η + θ) belongs to W 2,p
k+1(Ω) ×W 1,p

k+1(Ω) and sat-

isfies problem (ST ).

Step 2. The case k > 3/p′ − 1. We split this step in two cases:

The case g = 0. Since k > 3/p′−1 > 0, then (f , χ) belongs toW 0,p
1 (Ω)×W 1,p

1 (Ω).

According to Step 1, the problem (ST ) has a solution (u , π) belongs to W 2,p
1 (Ω)×

W 1,p
1 (Ω). It remains now to prove that (u , π) belongs to W 2,p

k+1(Ω)×W 1,p
k+1(Ω). To

that end, we shall use again properties of the Stokes problem in the whole space R3.

Since u · n = 0 on Γ, problem (3.4) has a solution (u’, π′) ∈ W 2,p(Ω′)×W 1,p(Ω′).

Set now

ũ =




u in Ω,

u’ in Ω′,
and π̃ =




π in Ω,

π′ in Ω′.
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Then clearly, the pair (ũ , π̃) belongs to W 1,p
1 (R3) ×W 0,p

1 (R3). In order to apply

Theorem 2.6 with data −∆ ũ + ∇ π̃ and div ũ , we need to show that (−∆ ũ +

∇ π̃, div ũ) belongs to W−1,p
k (R3) ×W 0,p

k (R3) and satisfies (2.8). Therefore, de-

noting by f̃ ∈ W 0,p
k+1(R

3) the extension of f by zero in Ω′. For any ϕ ∈ D(R3),

using the same calculation as in the proof of Theorem3.2, we have:

〈−∆ ũ +∇ π̃,ϕ〉D′(R3)×D(R3) =

∫

R3

f̃ · ϕdx + 2

∫

Γ

ϕ ·
(
D(u)n −D(u’ )n

)
dσ

+

∫

Γ

(
ϕ · n

)(
π′ − π

)
dσ −

∫

Γ

ϕ · n , χdσ.(3.19)

Since D(R3) is dense in W 1,p′

−k (R3) and f̃ belongs to W 0,p
k+1(R

3), then (3.19) is still

valid for any ϕ ∈ W 1,p′

−k (R3) which implies that −∆ ũ+∇ π̃ belongs toW−1,p
k (R3).

Now for any φ ∈ D(R3), we have

〈div ũ , φ〉D′(R3)×D(R3) =

∫

Ω

χφdx .(3.20)

Since χ belongs toW 1,p
k+1(Ω) and due to the density ofD(R3) inW 0,p′

−k (R3), then (3.20)

is still valid for any φ ∈ W 0,p′

−k (R3), which implies that div ũ belongs to W 0,p
k (R3).

As a consequence, we have proved that (−∆ ũ+∇ π̃, div ũ) belongs toW−1,p
k (R3)×

W 0,p
k (R3). Using the same calculation as in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we prove

that (−∆ ũ + ∇ π̃, div ũ) satisfy (2.8). Therefore it follows from Theorem 2.6,

that there exists a solution (z̃ , q̃) ∈ (W 1,p
k (R3)×W 0,p

k (R3)) satisfying the follow-

ing Stokes problem:

−∆(z̃ − ũ) +∇ (q̃ − π̃) = 0 and div (z̃ − ũ) = 0 in R
3.

It follows that (z̃−ũ , q̃−π̃) belongs to
(
W 1,p

k (R3) +W 1,p
1 (R3)

)
×
(
W 0,p

k (R3) +W 0,p
1 (R3)

)
,

then (z̃ − ũ , q̃ − π̃) also belongs to N[1−3/p−k]. We deduce that there exist

(λ, µ) ∈ N[1−3/p−k], such that z̃ − ũ = λ and q̃ − π̃ = µ which imply that

the solution (u , π) belongs indeed to W 1,p
k (Ω)×W 0,p

k (Ω).

Finally, to prove that the solution (u, π) ∈ W 1,p
k (Ω)×W 0,p

k (Ω) of (ST ) established

previously, actually belongs toW 2,p
k+1(Ω)×W

1,p
k+1(Ω), we can proceed as in the proof

of Theorem 3.2 with the use of the partition of unity (2.15).
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For the case g 6= 0, we proceed as in the same way as in the proof of Theorem 3.2,

we prove that the pair (u, π) belongs to W 2,p
k+1(Ω)×W 1,p

k+1(Ω) is a solution of (ST ).

�
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