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Sharp Convergence Rates for Darcy’s Law

Zhongwei Shen*

Abstract

This paper is concerned with Darcy’s law for an incompressible viscous fluid flowing in a
porous medium. We establish the sharp O(y/€) convergence rate in a periodically perforated and
bounded domain in R? for d > 2, where ¢ represents the size of solid obstacles. This is achieved
by constructing two boundary layer correctors to control the boundary layers created by the
incompressibility condition and the discrepancy of boundary values between the solution and
the leading term in its asymptotic expansion. One of the correctors deals with the tangential
boundary data, while the other handles the normal boundary data.
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1 Introduction

This paper is concerned with Darcy’s law for an incompressible viscous fluid in a porous medium.
More precisely, we consider the Dirichlet problem for the steady Stokes equations,

_EzﬂAua +Vp. = f in Q,
div(u:) =0 in €, (1.1)
ue =0 on 0.,

where p > 0 is the viscosity constant, 0 < ¢ < 1, and 2. is a periodically perforated and bounded
domain in R?, d > 2. In (.I)) we have normalized the velocity vector by a factor €2, where ¢ is the
period. To describe the porous domain Q., we let Y = [0, 1]d be a closed unit cube and Y (solid
part) an open subset of Y with Lipschitz boundary. Throughout the paper we shall assume that
dist(9Y, 8Ys) > 0 and that Yy =Y \ Yy (the fluid part) is connected. Let £ be a bounded domain
in R? with Lipschitz boundary. For 0 < ¢ < 1, define

ngQ\UE(VS—l—zk), (1.2)
k

where z;, € Z? and the union is taken over those k’s for which e(Y + 2;) C Q.

For f € L2(Q;RY), let (ue,p:) € HE(Q:;RY) x L2(Q.) be the weak solution of (LI) with
er pe dx = 0. We extend u. to the whole domain 2 by zero and still denote the extension by ..
Let P. be the extension of p. to , defined by (2.6]). It has been known since late 1970’s that as
e — 0, ue — ug weakly in L2(Q;RY) and P. — pg strongly in L2(2), where (ug,po) is given by a
Darcy law,

up=p'K(f~Vpo)  inQ,
div(ug) =0 in Q, (1.3)
ug-n=>0 on 0,
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with [, podz = 0. In (L3) the permeability matrix K = (KJZ) is a d x d positive definite and
symmetric matrix defined by (23], and n denotes the outward unit normal to 9. Furthermore, it
was observed in [3] by G. Allaire that as ¢ — 0,

ue — p YW (x/e)(f — Vpg) = 0 strongly in L*(Q;R%), (1.4)

where W(y) = (W;(y)) is an 1-periodic d x d matrix defined by the cell problem (22]) and
fy W(y)dy = K. For an excellent exposition on Darcy’s law and closely related topics, we re-
fer the reader to [4] by G. Allaire and A. Mikelié.

The purpose of this paper is to study the convergence rates for u. — ='W (z/e)(f — Vpo) and
P. —po in L?(£2). The following is the main result of the paper. The O(y/¢) rate in (LH]) is sharp.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q be a bounded C>* domain in R%, d > 2 for some a > 0. Also assume that
Yy is an open subset of Y = [0,1]% with C** boundary. Let (us,p.) € HY(Qu;RY) x L2() be a
weak solution of (L)), where f € CHY2(Q;RY) and Jo. pedrx = 0. Then
lue — ='W (z/e)(f = Vo)l L2y + 1 P- — poll 20
1V — W (/2)(F — Vo)l < OVE I Fllonsvaqa)

where C' depends only on d, u, 2, and Y.

(1.5)

The first rigorous proof of Darcy’s law by homogenization was given by L. Tartar in an appendix
of [23], using an energy method. We refer the reader to [4] for references on earlier work on the
formal derivation of Darcy’s law, using two-scale asymptotic expansions. In [2, 3], the strong
convergence of (u, P.) in L?(f)) was established by the method of two-scale convergence. Also see
related work in [15] 20, [8 (17, 18], 19} 16].

Regarding the rate of convergence for (u., P.) in L*(Q), to the best of the author’s knowledge,
the only previous result for a bounded domain with the Dirichlet condition was obtained by E.
Marusié-Paloka and A. Mikeli¢ in [I7], where a rate O(¢/%) was established for the case d = 2. See
[8] for an earlier result for a unbounded domain Q = (0, L) x Ry. We remark that for Laplace’s
equation and systems of linear elasticity, quantitative error estimates have been established in
[14, 1T), 22, 10, 9]. As pointed out in [I7], the simple cut-off argument, which seems to work well
for standard elliptic equations and systems, does not yield any convergence rate for the Stokes
equations because of the incompressibility condition. In [I7], using a stream function from [24], a
boundary layer corrector was constructed in the case d = 2 to control the boundary layer near 92
created by the incompressibility condition. We mention that [I7] also treated the case of nonlinear
stationary Navier-Stokes equations.

We now describe our approach to the problem of convergence rates and error estimates, which
is based on energy estimates. Let

u(e,zfe) = pm W (/) (f () — Tpo(a)). (16)

To address the discrepancy of boundary values between u. and u(x,z/e) as well as the incom-
pressibility condition, we introduce two boundary layer correctors (¥y, q;) and (¥,,q,). Let
00, = 0Q UT.. The tangential boundary layer corrector (U, q;) is a weak solution of

—2uAV, + Vg =0 in Q., )
div(¥;) =0 in Q, '
with boundary data ¥; = 0 on I';, and
U, = —u(z,x/e) + [u(z,z/e) -njn  on 0N (1.8)



Note that ¥, - n = 0 on 0f2. By the divergence theorem and the Cauchy inequality, this gives,

IVl Z2 000 < IVl 200 194l 2200 (1.9)
We use a localized Rellich estimate in a Lipschitz domain to show that
IV¥illr200) < C {Hvtan‘I’tHLZ(an) + E_I/QHV‘I’th(QE)} ; (1.10)

where Vi, ¥; denotes the tangential gradient of WU, on the boundary 9€2. The desired O(/¢) bound
for e[| VWy[|12(q,) follows from (L9) and (LI0). See Section [l for details.

The normal boundary layer corrector (¥, q,) is defined as the solution of the Stokes equations
(L) in Q., with the boundary conditions ¥,, = 0 on I';, and

U, = —[u(z,z/e) -n—v]n on 09, (1.11)
where

v = ][ u(z,xz/e) - ndo.
o0
Thanks to (L3]), we may write

: . 9
u(z,z/e) - n = pn [ Wiz /e) — K] (fj - %) on 99 (1.12)
j
(the repeated indices are summed from 1 to d). Furthermore, there exists a 1-periodic tensor ((b%j)
such that

i i i_ 0
<Z5£j = —¢z€j and Wj (y) — Kj = Dur ¢zj(y)- (1.13)
It follows from (LI2)) and (LI3) that
_ o) o) : Ipo
. p— 1 —_ - ? . . PR
u(z,x/e) -n=¢e(2u) <n2 Y ng axi) <¢£] (:E/5)> <f] 8x-> on 0. (1.14)

J
Since ma%e - nga%i is a tangential derivative, the formula (I.I4]) allows us to use an integration
by parts on 9 (see (5.2I])), which generates the needed decay factor €. In order to carry out
this argument, we use an energy estimate to reduce the problem to the L? estimate for the Stokes
equations in €2, whose solutions are then represented by integrals on 0f2, using the Poisson kernels.
See Section [{ for details.

We point out that the C1* condition on Y; in Theorem [[1lis used to ensure the boundedness
of VW, while the C?® condition on € is used for the C? estimates for the Stokes equations in
Q. The C"/2 condition on f seems to be more or less optimal for the methods used. An O(y/€)
estimate with less regularity on f would be an interesting and challenging problem.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we introduce some notations and collect several
known results that will be used in later sections. In Section Bl we establish an energy estimate
for the Stokes equations in .. The tangential boundary layer corrector (¥y,q;) is constructed in
Section [, while the normal boundary layer corrector (¥, g,) and its estimates are given in Section
Bl The proof of Theorem [[T] is contained in Section [6] where an interior corrector is constructed.
In fact, a more general case is treated in Section [B, where we assume u, = b € H'(9Q; R?%) on 9.
See Theorem Due to the discrepancy of u. and u(x,z/c) on 052, the O(y/€) rate in Theorem
[[Ilis sharp. See Remark

Throughout the paper, the repeated indices are summed from 1 to d. We will use C and ¢
to denote positive constants that depend at most on d, u, 2, and Y. Since the value of p is not
relevant in this study, we will assume p = 1 in the rest of the paper for simplicity.

Acknowledgement. The author thanks Jinping Zhuge for several valuable comments. The author
is also grateful for the valuable suggestions and corrections made by the anonymous referees.



2 Preliminaries

Let Y = [0,1]% and Y; (solid part) be an open subset of ¥ with Lipschitz boundary. We assume
that dist(9Y, 0Y,) > 0 and that (the fluid part) Yy =Y \ Y; is connected. Let

w=J vy +2) (2.1)

ze74

be the periodic repetition of Yy. It is easy to see that the unbounded domain w is connected,
1-periodic, and that Ow is locally Lipschitz.
For 1< j < d, let (Wy(y),m;(y) = (W2, Wiy), mi(y) € Hi (wiRY) x L

f ioc(w) be the
1-periodic solution of

—AW; + V7 =e; in w,
div(W;) =0 in w, (2.2)
W; =0 on Jw,
with fo mjdy = 0, where e; = (0,...,1,...,0) with 1 in the 4t place. We extend W; to R? by
zero and define

K} = /Y Wi (y) dy. (2.3)

Using
K} = / VW, - VW dy,
Y

it is not hard to show that the d x d constant matrix (KJZ) is symmetric and positive definite.
Thanks to the assumption dist(9Y,dYs) > 0, we have 0Q. = 9Q U T, and dist(992,T;) > ce,
where
. =QN0Q: C Jd(ew). (2.4)

For f € L?(Q;R%), let (ue,p:) be a weak solution in HJ(Qe;R?) x L2(€,) of the Dirichlet problem,

—2Aus+Vp. = f in Q,,
div(us) =0 in Q., (2.5)
ue =0 on 0f2,,

with st pe dr = 0. We extend u. to € by zero and still denote the extension by u.. Let P- be the
extension of p., defined by

pe () if x € Q,

P.(z) = (2.6)

][ De if v € e(Ys + zx) and (Y + 2) C Q for some z;, € 72
a(Yf-‘,-zk)

(see [19]).

Theorem 2.1. Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R%, d > 2. Let py € HY(Q) be the weak
solution of the Neumann problem,

9 i ' poy _ )
o (2.7)
: 0
nin(fj_(‘)Tj) =0 on 082,
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with fQ podx =0, where n = (ny,...,ng) denotes the outward unit normal to O2. Then, as e — 0,

)
e — Wy(x/e) (fj _ az(;) S0 in LA RY), )

P.—py—0 m L2(Q).

As indicated in Introduction, a proof of Theorem [2.1], using the method of two-scale convergence,
may be found in [2 B]. We do not use the theorem in this paper. However, we will need several
other known results stated below.

Lemma 2.2. Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R?, d > 2. Assume that T'. # 0. Let
u € HY(Q.) withu =0 onT.. Then

[ullz2 .y < CellVul L2(q,)- (2.9)

Proof. The case u € Hg(Q.) is more or less well known. See e.g. [5]. The proof for the case
u € H 1(QE) with u, = 0 on I', is the same. We sketch a proof here for the reader’s convenience.
Suppose (Y + z;) C Q for some z;, € Z%. Since u = 0 on T, it follows by Poincaré’s inequality
that

/ luf? de < 062/ Vul? da. (2.10)
a(Yf-‘,-zk) E(Yf+zk)
Similarly,
/ lul? dz < 052/ |Vul|? de, (2.11)
B(z0,Ce)NQe B(z0,Ce)NQe
if 29 € 9Q and (Y + 2) C B(xg,Ce) N for some z € Z%. The estimate ([2.9)) follows from (ZI0)
-([2I1) by a covering argument. O

Lemma 2.3. Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R?, d > 2. There exists a bounded linear
operator

R. : HY(Q;RY) — HY(Q.,RY), (2.12)
such that
R.(u) = onT: and R.(u)=u on 0L,
R.(u) € H ( ‘RY)ifu e HY(Q;RY), (2.13)
R.(u) =u in Qa if u=0 onT,,
div(Re(u)) = in Qe if div(u) =0 in Q,
and
e IV Rl 2 + I Re(@) 2. < CLelVull ey + lull 2o - (214)
where C' depends only on  and Y. Moreover,
[div(Re(u)ll 22 (0.) < C lldiv(u)llL2(o)- (2.15)

Proof. The proof is the similar to that of a lemma due to Tartar (in an appendix of [23], also see
Lemma 1.7 in [E]). Let u € H'(Q;RY). For each e(Y + z) C Q, where z € Z¢, we define R.(u) on
e(Yy + z) by the Dirichlet problem,

—e?AR.(u) + Vg = —£*Au in e(Yr + 2),
i = div(u ; iv(u) dx in z
div(Re(u)) = div(u) + B /(Y o div(u)d e(Yy + 2), (2.16)
R.(u) =0 on 9(e(Ys + 2)),
R.(u) =u on d(e(Y + 2)).




If v € Q. and x ¢ (Y + 2) for any e(Y + 2) C Q, we let R.(u)(x) = u(x). It is not hard to show
that R.(u) € H'(Q.;R?) satisfies the conditions in (ZI3)-(@2I5). O

Lemma 2.4. Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R, d > 2. Suppose that g € L?(0.) and
st gdx = 0. Then there exists v. € HE(Qe;R?Y) such that div(ve) = g in Q. and

elVue|lrz.y + lvell2 .y < Cllgllzz.), (2.17)
where C' depends only on ) and Y.
Proof. See e.g. [5 pp.146-148]. O

We end this section with some observations on the rescaled solutions (W;(x/¢),em;(x/¢)) in Q..
It follows from (2.2)) by rescaling that

—2A{Wj(z/e)} + Viermj(z/e)} = ¢; in ew,
div(Wj(z/e)) =0 in ew, (2.18)
Wi(x/e) =0 on J(ew).

We extend both W; and 7; to R? by zero. Clearly,

{div(Wj(a:/a)) =0 in RY, (2.19)

Wi(z/e) =0 onI'; = QNoQ..
Note that in the construction of €)., the holes near 02 are not removed. As a result, the first
equation in (2I8]) needs to be modified for .. In fact, a computation using integration by parts

shows that
— A {Wj(z/e)} + V{erj(z/e)} = ej+0-; in Qe (2.20)

where o, ; € HY(Q.;RY) is given by

(02,5 7/}>H*1(QE)><H(}(QE)

T P de — a1 o oo L
Ek:{ /QOE(YSW)GJ v g/flﬂa(e(Ys+zk))( j(@/e)n —mj(x/e)n) wa}

The sum in (Z2])) is taken over those k’s for which zj, € Z% and e(Y + 2;) N 9Q # (), and n denotes
the outward unit normal. Under the assumption that 9Y; is C1%, it is known that [VW;| and 7;
are bounded in R%. Tt follows that if g € H} (R?) and ¢ € HE(Q;R?), then

(2.21)

(e 99 11 oy it )| < C / rgwd:c+s/ gv] do
€,j H=1(Qe)x Hg (Qe) Zk: (V) (e (Yot o)

(1 is extended to R? by zero). Using the inequality

/ uf2 do < Cs/ Vul? dz + 05—1/ luf? da,
O(e(Ys+zg)) e(Y+zi) e(Y+zi)

[229) and the Cauchy inequality, one may prove that
[(0e,: 90 -1 ()i )| < CedellVallze.) + 19l 2o HIVY Il L2 02 (2.22)

for any v € H}(Q;RY), where X.. = {z € R? : dist(z,09) < ce}.



3 Energy estimates

In this section we establish the energy estimates for the Dirichlet problem,

—?Au; + Vp. = f+ediv(F)  in Q,

div(us) = g in €, (3.1)
u. =0 on I'y, .
Ue = h on 052,

where (g, h) satisfies the compatibility condition,

/dix:/(mh-nda. (3.2)

Theorem 3.1. Let Q be a bounded domain in R%, d > 2 with Lipschitz boundary. Let (ue,pe) €
H'(Q;RY) x L2(.) be a weak solution of (1) with st pedx = 0. Then

ellVuel r2(a.) + luell 200y + IPell 2 (o.)

(3.3)
< C {22 + IF 2y + 19l 2y + Il z2(o0) + €lPlnvzcomy }

for any 0 < e < 1, where C' depends only on  and Ys.

Proof. We divide the proof into several steps.
Step 1. By Lemma 2] there exists v. € H}(Qe;R?) such that div(v.) = p. in Q. and

190 iy + loellzzga) < Ollpellzzcany- (3.9
By using v. as a test function we see that

||Ps||%2(95) < Vel 2 Vel 2.y + 1 L2 o llvell 220y + el Fllz2 0o I V0el 200
< Clpellz {ellVuell 2@y + 1Lz + 1F 2@ }

where we have used ([B.4) for the last inequality. This gives
Ipellzz(.) < C{elVuelliz.) + £z + 1F 200 } - (3.5)

Step 2. We consider the case h = 0 on 9. This allows us to use the test function u. € HE(€; RY)
to obtain

| Vuel 2.y < IPell2@allglize oy + 1 lzzo luell 2 o) + el Fll 2o Vel L2,

where we have also used the Cauchy inequality. It follows from the inequality [uelr2(0.) <
Ce|Vue| r2(q.) as well as the Cauchy inequality that

Ve |fa,) < C {HPaHL?(QE)HQHm(QE) + 1P| 720, + Hf”%z(ng)} : (3.6)

This, together with ([3.5]), yields (B3] by the Cauchy inequality.
Step 3. In the general case, we let (H,q) € H*(Q;RY) x L?(Q2) be a weak solution of

—AH+Vg=0 and div(H)=7v 1inQ,



with boundary data H = h on 02, where

1
v=— h-ndo.
€2 Jon

Let w. = R.(H), where R. is the operator given by Lemma 2.3l Note that w. =0 on I's, w. = h
on 0f),
el|Vwe || 200y + lwell 2y < C{ellVH 12(0) + 1H 120 } (3.7)

and
[div(we)[ 2.y < ClAl- (3.8)

Thus, u. — w. € H}(Q:;RY), and
—&2A(ue — w.) 4+ Vp. = f +ediv(F) + e2Aw.  in Q..
Hence, by Step 2, we obtain
e[V (ue — we)llp2(a.y + lue — wellz2(a.) + 1Pl 2.
< C{f 20y + IF 20y + el Vwellz2 oy + lgllz2 oy + 1}
where we have used (B.8)). It follows from (B.7)) that
elVuel 2.y + lluell 2.y + el z2(0)
< C{If 20y + 1F N 20y + 9l 20 + 7] + el VH 20) + 1 H | 120 }-
Step 4. To estimate ||VH||12(q) and ||H|[12(q), we let
ﬁ[ =H - /yd_l($ - 330),
where zg € Q is fixed. Note that
~AH+Vqg=0 and div(H)=0 inQ.
By the energy estimates,
IVH | 12(0) < ClH | gir290) < CllRllgir290),
and by the nontangential-maximal-function estimates for the Stokes equations in [6],
1H 220 < CllH]| 2200 < Clll|z2(00)-

It follows that
ellVH|| 2 + 1H| 220y < CLelbll gz on) + 17l L2 00) }-
This, together with (8.9]), completes the proof. O

Remark 3.2. If we replace the right-hand side f + e div(F') of the first equation in ([B]) by some
0. € H71(Q.;R?) that satisfies the condition

(e ) -1y xmi (o) | < NIVl 2o,

for any ¢ € H}(;RY) and some N = N(o.) > 0, then the same argument as in the proof of
Theorem [B.1] gives

el[Vuel g2,y + luell2.) + IPell2 .y < C{N + l9llz2 .y + Il 200y + EHhHHl/2(aQ)} (3.10)

for any 0 < ¢ < 1, where C depends only on @ and Y;. Note that if 0. = f + ediv(F), then
N = C{|Ifllrz@.) + IFll 200 }-



4 Correctors for tangential boundary data
Consider the Dirichlet problem,

—2Au. +Vp. =0 in Q,,
div(u:) =0 in Q,

4.1
ue =0 on Iy, (41)
us = h on 052,
with boundary data h satisfying the condition
h-n=0 on 0. (4.2)

The goal of this section is to prove the following.

Theorem 4.1. Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz domain in R?, d > 2. Let (u.,p.) be a weak solution
in H'(Qe; RY) x L2(Q) of @) with Jo. pedx =0, where h € H (0, R?) satisfies (E2). Then

el| Vel 20,y + luellr2.) + Pl 2.y < CVe {1kl 200 + €l Vianhll 200 } » (4.3)
where Vianh denotes the tangential gradient of h on 0f).

Let
{ 7' xy) € Rd l2'| <r and ¥(2) < zq < 100d(M + 1)r},

= )eR?: |2f| < r},
where ¢ : R! — R is a Lipschitz function such that 1(0) = 0 and ||V1)||e < M.

Lemma 4.2. Let (v,q) be a weak solution in H'(D,;R%) x L*(D,) of the Dirichlet problem,

—Av+Vqg=0 mn Dy,
div(v) =0 in Dy, (4.5)
v=g on 0D,

where 0 < r < oo and g € H'(0D,;R?) satisfies the condition faDr g-ndo=0. Then

/ Vo2 do < C’/ |Vianv|? do, (4.6)
oD, 0D,

where C' depends only on d and M.

Proof. By dilation we may assume r = 1, in which case the Rellich estimate ([4.06]) was proved in [6,
Theorem 4.15]. O

Lemma 4.3. Let (v,q) be a weak solution of (&B]) with r =2. Then

|Vol?do <C | |Viangl?do +C |Vo|? de, (4.7)
I Is D>

where C depends only on d and M.



Proof. 1t follows from (4.6) that for 1 < r < 2,

Vo2 do < C/ Vo?do < C/ |Vianv|? do.
oD, oD,

Iy
Hence,
\Vol? do < C/ |Viang|? do + C'/ Vo do.
I Ip) D2NoD,
By integrating the inequality above in r over the interval (1,2), we obtain (4.7). O

Proof of Theorem [{.1. We start with the observation,

g2 |Vue|? dz = 2
. o0 On

- ue do,
where we have used (L) and (£2). It follows by the Cauchy inequality that
[ 190l de < 210 el 2oy (18)
We will show that
/ Ve 2 do < 0/ |Vtanh|2da+€/ Ve i, (4.9)
Gi9) Gi9) € J¥e

where Y. = {z € Q: dist(z,00) < ce} C Q.. Assume (L9) for a moment. Then
Vel r200) < CllVianhllz2a0) + Ce™ 2| Vue| 2 ().
This, together with (4.8]) and the Cauchy inequality, gives

(| Vue|Z2(q.) < Ce2|lhll200) | Vianhll L2 00) + Ce¥2||h| 12 ooy || Ve 12 @)
< C%|\hl| 200 IV tanhl 200 + Cé’HhH%Z(aQ) + (1/2)€2HVU6”2L2(96)=

which yields the estimate for e||Vuc|[12(q,) in (@3). The estimate for [[uc| 2.y follows by ([2.9),
while the bound for ||pc||2(q.) follows from (3.5]).
It remains to prove (49). To this end, we shall prove in a few lines below that

C
/ |Vu.*do < C |Vianh|? do + —/ |V, |? dx (4.10)
B(xo,c0e)NON B(zo,c16)NON € JB(zo,c16)NQ

for any z¢ € 092, where 0 < ¢y < ¢; are sufficiently small. The desired estimate (£.9) follows from
(#10) by covering 0 with a finite number of balls { B(zy, coe)} centered on 0f2.

Finally, we note that if v(z) = u.(ex) and q(z) = e !p.(ex), then —Av+Vq = 0 and div(v) = 0.
As a result, the estimate (£I0) follows from (471) by a translation and rotation of the coordinate
system. We point out that since the constant C' in (A7) depends only on d and M, the constant C
in (4.10) depends only on d and the Lipschitz character of 2. In particular, C' does not depend on
E. U

As a corollary of Theorem [4.1] we are able to construct a tangential boundary layer corrector.
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Theorem 4.4. Let Q be bounded domain with C*>® boundary for some a > 0. Also assume that
Yy is C1*. Let (U4, q;) be a weak solution in H'(Q.;RY) x L*(Q.) of the Dirichlet problem (@)
with st g: dx = 0, where the boundary data h is given by

h=b—W;(z/e) (fj - ?) + [— bon+nWi(z/e) (fj 8p0)]n (4.11)

Z Ox;j

f e CHY2(Q;RY), b e HY(OQ;RY) satisfies Joqb-ndo =0, and pg is the solution of the Neumann

problem,
o (ham) =0 o
(9p(]) (4.12)
n,K’(f] Gm]> =b-n on 0L,
with [ podx =0. Then
elVillrz.y + 1Well 2.y + llallz2 ) (413)

< C\/E{Hf — VpollL200) + 10l 200) + €l Vian(f — VDo)l 22(50) + EHVtaanL2(aQ)}
for any 0 <e < 1.

Proof. Note that h-n = 0 on 0f). Also, under the assumption that 9Y; is C1®, we have W; =
W;(y) € C1(@). It follows that

17l 200) < CLILf = Vol L2o0) + 10l 200

and
| Vtanhl| 2200
< C{E_lﬂf — VpollL2@0) + | Vian (f — VPo)llL2a0) + [IVianbll L2 (a0) + HbHLZ(ag)}-
As a result, the estimate (£13]) follows readily from (4.3)). O

5 Correctors for normal boundary data

In this section we consider the Dirichlet problem (I), where the boundary data h is given by
h = {n;[W. x/e) KZ —7}n, (5.1)
where g = (g1, 92, ...,94) € H'(0Q;R?), and v € R is chosen so that faQ h-ndo=0,ie.,

1
109 Jag

The goal of this section is to prove the following.

N = ni[Wiz/e) — Kilg; do. (5.2)

Theorem 5.1. Let Q be a bounded C*>* domain in R? for some a > 0. Also assume that OYy is
Che. Let (ue,p:) be a weak solution in H'(Q;RY) x L2(Q.) of @EI) with Jo, P dz = 0, where h
is given by (B.1)). Then

ellVuell 20,y + luell 2.y + Pl 2.y < CVE {llgllrz@o) + Ve I Viangll 200 } (5.3)

forany 0 <e < 1.
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We will prove a series of lemmas before we give the proof of Theorem .1l We begin with an
estimate for [|h|[ 172 g)-

Lemma 5.2. Let h be given by (51). Then

1l 1200y < Ce™*{lgllr200) + €l Veangll z2(00) } (5.4)
forany 0 <e < 1.
Proof. Note that
1/2 1/2
1ll1/200) < ClIRI S o0 Il 1 00

<C {5—1/2\|h||L2(m) + 51/2\|Vtanh\|m(am} :
where we have used the Cauchy inequality. It is easy to see that ||hl[1290) < Cllgll12(00), and

IVianhll 200y < C {9l r200) + [ Viangll200) } »

where we have used the fact W; = W;(y) € C'(w; R?). It follows that

IRl 717206y < Ce™ 2 {llgllz200) + &l Viangll z2(00) }
for any 0 < e < 1. O

Lemma 5.3. There exist 1-periodic functions qﬁfj € H}OC(Rd), where 1 < 4,7,£ < d, such that

8¢£J 14 14 (4 i
Oy =Wjy) - K; and ¢ = —¢y;, (5.5)

where the index i is summed from 1 to d.

Proof. The proof is the same as Lemma 3.1 in [I3]. Since

/Y (Wf(y) - Kf) dy =0,

one may solve the periodic boundary value problem,

{Af;’ =W/-K; Y,

ff is 1-periodic.

Let , ,
7
¢ O 0%
Y Oy Oy
Then gbfj = —quj. Using )
—Wi=0
dye 77
we obtain the first equation in (5.5]). O
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Remark 5.4. Using (53], for 1 < j < d, we may write

ng[Wj(x/e) — Kj] = snza% {dhi@/o)}

- 50 (o)

where the skew-symmetric property is used for the last step. It follows from an integration by parts
on 0f) that

(5.6)

€ 0 0
[ lwitafe) - Kfjwaote) = =5 [ sitase) {ng —nigbudota). )

This, in particular, implies that

17l < Cel|Viangll 2250 (5.8)
where 7 is given by (5.2]), assuming that (gbfj) are bounded.
Let
Y, ={ze€Q: dist(z,00) < p}. (5.9)

Lemma 5.5. Let T be the operator defined by

(@) = [ Lo

o0 |t —y[?
Then
/ |T(f)|2dx§C’e_1/ 2 do (5.10)
O\E. 09
for any 0 <e <1, and
/[dist(x,ag)m:r(f)\?dx gc(;/a IF[2 do (5.11)
Q Q

for any 6 > 1.
Proof. 1t is not hard to see that

/ do(y) C
<
oa |T —y|* — dist(x, Q)

for any x € 2. By the Cauchy inequality,
c f ()
T 2 < do(y).
T < Gate a7 g Ty 7
The estimate (5.10) follows by integrating the inequality above and using Fubini’s Theorem. A
similar argument gives [5.111 O

Lemma 5.6. Let (H,q) be a weak solution in H'(Q;RY) x L%(Q) of the Dirichlet problem,

—AH+Vqg=0 in €,
div(H) =0  inQ, (5.12)
H=h on 01,

where h is given by (B1)). Then

e IV Hllzao) + 1 H 20y < CVE{llgllzeon) + VE I Vianglizon - (5.13)

forany 0 <e < 1.
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Proof. We first point out that by the standard energy estimates for the Stokes equations,
IVH | 20) < C IRl 172060
In view of (5.4)), this gives
e[VH| 120y < CVe {llgllr200) + € | Viangll 200 } -
Next, we use the nontangential-maximal-function estimate,
[(H)* |2 00) < C Pl L250)5 (5.14)

to bound H on X.. The estimate (5.14]) was proved in [6] for a Lipschitz domain €2, where the
nontangential maximal function (H)* is defined by

(H)*(z) =sup {|H(y)| : y € Qand |y — x| < Cpdist(y,00)} (5.15)
for x € 09. It follows that

[Hll 2y < CeY2[(H) | 1200) < Ce"2 |hll12(00)

(5.16)
< Ce"? gl L2 (o0)-

It remains to bound H on Q\ .. To this end, we let (G(z,y),II(z,y)) denote the matrix
of Green functions for the Stokes equation (5.12) in Q. That is, for each fixed z € Q, G(z,y) =
(G9(z,y)) € Hip (Q\ {z};R™?) and [(z,y) = (I'(z,y)) € L}, (2 \ {z};RY) satisfy

—A,GY (z,y) + iHi(:c,y) = 6,0; in Q\ {z},

8yj
9 (Gi(ay) =0 in 0\ {2}
8:/,/‘] b b
G (z,y) =0 for y € 041,

in the sense of distribution. We also require that
(z,) € L'(Q;RY)  and / II(z,y)dy = 0.
Q

Under the assumption that € is a bounded C?® domain for some o > 0, solutions of the Stokes
equations (5.12) satisfy the C1! estimate for H and C%! estimate for ¢, up to the boundary. It
follows that
V.G, y)| + |V, Gz, y)| < Clz —y['7,

IV, G(z,y)| < Cdist(z, 0Q)|z — y| 7%, (5.17)

and that L
(2, y) — (x,2)| < dist(z,00){|]z —y|™@ + |z — 2|74}, (5.18)

IV Il(z,y)| < Cla —y| ™,
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for any x,y € Q and x # y, © # z. See e.g. [7, 21I]. This allows us to represent the solution H (z)
by

H'(z) = - /m {nk(y)ai%Gij(x,y) — [, y) — (@, )]y (9) b () do (y) (5.19)

for any = € Q, where z €  and z # x (due to the compatibility condition for A, the choice of z is
arbitrary). Using (5.8), we may write b = h(1) + h(®) | where

R+ = %(W@ii - m@ia:g) {¢fj($/5)9j”k}v

h2)k — _gqﬁfj(x/a) <nga% — 7%%) (gﬂ%) - YNk,

(2

(5.20)

for 1 < k < d. Let HY(z), H®(z) be given by (EI9), with h being replaced by A1), ()
respectively. Observe that by the divergence theorem,

- ) T~ . - — . - 1~ .21
/8 <7’L( } n; Z)’U w do /6 (% <’I’Lg } n Z)U)dO' (5 )

for 1 <i,¢ < d. It follows that

[HO (2)]

< [ {19,660+ V60| + 9,00 5)| + a.) 1.2 o(w)] ol

§C5/ l9(y)] do(y),
0

Q \x—y’d

where we have used the estimates in (5.17)) and (5.I8)). In view of Lemma [5.5] we obtain

IHD |25y < CY2l|g]l r2(o0). (5.22)
Finally, note that
|H®) (2)] < Ce|| Viangll 2 00
+Ce [ {1V,G0)| + Ma.y) = 121} l90)| + Viang(0)) do (),
where we have used (5.8)). Using estimates in (5.17)) and (5.I8]), we may deduce from (5.I1]) that
IH® | 120y < Ce{[[Viangllz200) + l9ll 2200 }
which completes the proof. O

We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem [(5.1]

Proof of Theorem [51. Let (ue,p.) be a weak solution in H'(Q.; R?)x L2(€.) of (@I with Jo, pedr =
0, where h is given by (B.I)). Let (H,q) be a solution of (5.12)) with boundary data h. It follows
from (B.9]) that

eIVuelan) + el + Ipell o) < C{elVHIlL2@) + 1l 2@ }
< C\/E{HQHLZ(aﬂ) + \/E”VtangHLz(aﬂ)}a

where we have used (5.13]) for the last inequality. O
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As a corollary of Theorem [5.] we construct a normal boundary layer corrector.

Theorem 5.7. Let Q be a bounded C*® domain for some o > 0. Also assume that 0Ys is CH.
Let (¥, qn) be a weak solution of (A1) with st gn dx = 0, where the boundary data h is given by

_ i Ipo
h= { —nWi(x/e) (f] - 87]_) tbon— ’y}n, (5.23)
po is defined by ([EI2), b is the same as in Theorem and y € R is such that [y, h-ndo = 0.
Then

eVl + IWallL2@.) + llanll 2.

(5.24)
< CVE{IIf = Vol z2on) + VEIVian(f = Vp0)l12(an) }
for any 0 < e < 1. Moreover,
7] < Cel[Vian(f = Vo)l 2 (00)- (5.25)
Proof. Note that by the boundary condition in (£12]),
dpo
_l_ ¢ K (= 220
h = { Tlg|:W] (x/e) KJ] <f] &Tj) ’y}n on 0.
As a result, the estimate (5.24]) follows readily from Theorem Bl with g = —(f — Vpy). O

6 Convergence rates

In this section we prove the following theorem, which contains Theorem [L.11

Theorem 6.1. Let Q be a bounded C*% domain in Rd, d > 2 for some o > 0. Also assume that
OY is C1. Let (uz,p.) € HY(Q;RY) x L2(Q¢;RY) be a weak solution of the Dirichlet problem,

—&?Au, +Vp. = f in Qe,

div(ue) =0 in Qe,

u: =0 on I,

Us =b on 01,

(6.1)

where f € CYV2(QRY) and b € HY(0Q;RY) satisfies the compatibility condition faQ b-ndo = 0.
Assume that st pedx =0. Then for 0 <e <1,

[ue = W(x/e)(f = Vpo)llLz() + 1P — poll 22 (e
+ leVue = VW (z/e)(f = Vpo)ll2(0) (6.2)
< CVE{Iflcraragay + 116 nllen ooy + I6llz2(00) + 1 Vianbllz2(o0) }
where pg is defined by [@I2), P- is given by ([2.0), and C' depends only on Q and Y.

We begin by introducing a corrector for the divergence operator. For 1 < ik < d, let
O W), - X&), T2, (y)) € HE (w;RY) x L2 (w) be an 1-periodic solution of

‘ o .
—Axgk + 8—yj7r2’ik =0 in w,
0 - ; .
g = WV AYTRL i, (6.3)
j
ng = on Jw.
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Since the compatibility condition,
[ A=W\ R =0,
Y\Ys

is satisfied, the 1-periodic solutions of (6.3) exist. Moreover, under the assumption that 0Y; is
Ch, the functions ngk and 7y ;;, are bounded. As usual, we extend ng from w to R% by zero.
Fix a function ¢ € C§°(B(0,1/8)) with the properties that ¢ > 0 and [, ¢ dx = 1. Let

5.0)(@) = v+ 0u(o) = [ dheele = 9)dy, (64)
where . () = e~%p(z/¢). Define ®.(z) = (®L(x), <I>§(:1:), ..., ®4(x)), where

®l(a) = en. (el (o/2) 5 (Fi - S2), (65

po is a solution of the Neumann problem ([£I2), and 7. is a cut-off function in CZ(Q) such that

0<7n.<1,m.=1inQ\ Z34e, 1 = 0 in X4, and |Vn.| < Ce~!. The use of the e-smoothing

operator S; in (6.0) allows us to trade excessive powers of ¢ for lowering derivatives of f — Vpy.
The following lemma will be useful to us.

Lemma 6.2. Let S be defined by (6€4). Then

[ = neSe()llr2) < Cllvllr2(sss) + CellVEl2@\s,.) (6.6)
for0<e<1.
Proof. Note that
[ = neSe()llr2@) < (1= ne)llr20) + e (b — Se(¥)l 20

Clearly, the first term in the right-side hand is bounded by ||¢[[12(x,,.)- To bound the second term,
we use

v(@) = 5.0)@) = [ enlote — )~ v dy
and .
vie=9) = 0(@) = [ (=) Vila - ).
It follows that

M (¥ — Se() | 12() < /]Rd eV —y) = V) L2 \500.) WY

< C/Rd (W)Yl dy VY[ L2\ 540
< CellVYll 2@, )

where we have used Minkowski’s inequality. O
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Note that for x € €,

div(®.) = div(xre) (2 /e) [naa%sa = g—il‘i)} + sxig(x/g)% {"aa%sf (fi- 2_22)]

=~ [Wi(e/e) - ]i\YS wi| [nea%se (fi- 3—52)]

+ €x§;g(x/€)a%j [naa%gSa <fk - g—i‘i)].

Since
div(W (z/2)(f = Vpo)) = w,f@/s)a% (5 - S—ZZ)
= [Wh/e) - 76 . wi] %(f _ 2—2)’

where we have used the equation in ([£I2]), it follows that

Idiv (@ + W (2 /2)(f = Tp0)) 2620
< CIV(f = Vp0) | 12(2s) + CIVICE = Fp0) = S-(f = 20)] | 200 500 6.7)
+ Ce||V2S.(f — Vo)l 22\ S )-

Let (ue, pe) be a weak solution of (6.I]) with st pedx = 0. Let

Ve = g — {W(az/a)(f—Vpo)—l—@E—HIJt+\Iln}, (6.8)

where @, is defined by (G.5)), and Wy, ¥,, are given by Theorems [£.4] and 5.7] respectively. Using
([2:20), a direct computation shows that

— E2A{W(x/6)(f — Vpo)} + V{po +em(z/e)(f — Vpo)}
= [ =V (W(z/e)V(f — Vo)) — (VW) (z/e) - V(f — Vpo) +en(x/e)V(f — Vpo)
+ Ue(f - VpO)

in Q., where o, is given by (Z21). It follows that

— e®Av. + V{p: —po — pr — pn — em(z/e)(f — Vpo) }
=?Ad, + 2V (W (2/e)V(f — Vo)) — o=(f — Vpo)
+e(VW)(xz/e) - V(f — Vpo) —en(x/e)V(f — Vpo)

in Q.. Also, observe that
div(v.) = —div<<I>€ + W(a/2)(f ~ Vpo))  in Q,

ve =0 on I';, and that
ve =n  on 0,
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where ~y is a constant satisfying (5.25]). Hence, by Theorem Bl as well as Remark and the

estimate (2:22)) for o,
elVuell2(aoy + llvell 2.
< C{f?HV‘I’aHm(ﬂg) +ellV(f = Vpo)llL2@) + IIf = Vol r2s..y + div(ve) || 200y + !’Y\}
< CLelV(f = Ip0) e + IV (f = T0) 2(wp00) + If = Vrollzaco,
+ CIIVI(f = Vpo) = S=(f = Vo)l L2\ 504
+ el V25 (f — VDo)l z2 (@ 5) + &l Vean (f — VPO)HLZ((’)Q)}7
where we have used (6.7) and (5.25]). Let
e =pe —Po — ¢t — qn — em(x/€)(f — Vo).
Note that Theorem [B.1] also gives
o~ f @iz < CLEIT = Tpollua) IV = Tp0)lixcs
+If = Vool z2(s..)
+ CIIVI(f — Vo) = S=(f = Vo) |l L2\ 500.)
+ €l V25 = VDo)l 2(@\800) + €l Vian(F = Vo) 2200 |-
Lemma 6.3. Let (uc,pe) be a weak solution of (1) with [, pedx =0. Then
eV (us = W(x/e)(f — Vpo))llz2(.) + P = poll L2 (o)
< 051/2{51/2“V(f — Vpo)llz2() + 2V = Vool re(san) + € 2IF = Vool z2es..
+ 5_1/2”V[(f — Vpo) — Se(f — VPO)] ”LQ(Q\EME)
+ 2 V2SL(f = Vo)l 2@\ san) + I1f = VPollz2(00)
o+ Bl 200y + €l Vianbll 202 + VEIVian (F = T0) 2 00 }
for0<e<1.

Proof. The estimate (6.11) follows readily from (6.9)), (6.10), (£13]), and (5.24)).

(1), (2 (1) (2)

To bound the right-hand side of (6.11I), we let pg = py’ +py  , where p;’ and p;
of the Neumann problems,
) apiN ,
Kja—ajl(f]_ 8:17] ) =0 m Q,
. oplV
n K| fi — =0 on 0f),
]( J 8a;j )
and @
. 82]90
i _ in 0
J al‘za$j 0 S
9,(2)
ni K; g =—b-n on 012,
&Tj

respectively, with fQ p((]l) dx = fQ p(()z) dx = 0.
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Lemma 6.4. Let p((]l) be a solution of BI2) for some f € CYV/2(Q,RY). Then

1 1
199§ 1z + 19255 1222 < Cllflcrizqay,
1928 (M)l + 1V25:(VD ) [ @20y < Ce 2 Flrareay:

and

IVf = Se(V Al =@z + 1208 = S (Vi) o) < CEV2II ooy

(6.14)

(6.15)

Proof. Since (2 is a bounded C*“ domain, the first inequality in (6.14]) follows from the classical C?
estimates, up to the boundary, for second-order elliptic equations with constant coefficients. Next,

note that for z € Q\ X,

0

ST N) = [ 2RV ey dy

it [ PRy - Vi) dy

It follows that

IV2S=(Nllz= (@) < Cﬁ_l_d/(oﬁ/@ IVeoly/o)ly"? dy (| Fll sz @y
< Cﬁ_l/z”f”cl,lm(ﬁ)-
By the interior C*1/2 estimates,
928" (@ = 1) = V26" )] < Clol"*{ 1 I enaray + 108 oo }
for any z € Q\ X, and |y| < fe. As in the case of V2S.(f), this implies that

V25 (Vpi) (@) < Ce | fll e

for any = € Q\ X.. Finally, to see (6.15]), we write

SUVH@) = V@) = [ pula = IV~ ) = V(@) dy
and proceed as in the previous estimates.

Lemma 6.5. Let p((]2) be a solution of (6I3)). Then

1988 1200y + 1995 200y + €21 Vpo0ll 25y < ClIb - 1l 200
19258 1220y + 192087 1200y + 21V 1205y < ClIb - a1 00y,
e v2pl) — SE(V2P((]2))HL2(Q\225) < C|lb-nllg1a0),

V2| V2S5 (VS 2@y < ClIb- a1 a6,

for0<e<1.
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Proof. The estimates (6.16)-(6.19]) follow from the nontangential-maximal-function and square-
function estimates for the Neumann problems,

1/2

||(Vpg2))*||L2(aQ)+</Q dist(:v,amw%éz’(:wﬁdx) < Clb-nll1290), (6.20)
1/2

H(Vzp(()2))*|!L2(aQ)+</Q dist(a:,aszﬂv?’pé?’(a:)r?dx) < Cllb -1 g 90, (6.21)

where (u)* denotes the nontangential maximal function of u, defined by (5.15]). We remark that the
estimate (6.20) hols if 2 is a bounded Lipschitz domain [12], while (6.2I) holds for C% domains.
We only give the proof of ([6.I8)); the others follow readily from (6.20)-(6.2I). Choose 7. € C()
such that 7. = 1 in Q\ Yo, 7. = 0 in X, and |V7.| < Ce~!. Then the left-hand side of (6.I8) is

bounded by
eIV — S (V) ). (6.22)

Using the same argument as in the proof of (6.6]), we may show that (6.22]) is bounded by
C€_1/2||V2p(()2)||m(235) + 051/2||V3p(()2)||L2(Q\25) < Clb -1l a0,
where we have used (6.21)) for the last step. O

We are now in a position to give the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [6.1l Using Lemmas [6.4] and [6.5], it is not hard to see that the right-hand side of
(611)) is bounded by

CVe{llfllcrrz@ + 10 - nllaroa) + 1bllL200) + €l Vianbl L2 00) } -
As a result, we have proved that

el|V (ue = W(z/e)(f — Vo))l 2y + IIPe — poll 220

(6.23)
< CVE{Iflcraragay + I nllanon) + 16llz2(00) + I Veanbllz2(o0) | -

In view of Lemma [Z2] it remains to show that

[1P- = poll 2y < C\/E{Hf”cl,l/z(m + 116l 5190y + 110l 200) + €||Vtanb||L2(aQ)} , (6.24)
where P. is an extension of p. to €, defined by (2.6]). To this end, we define

Do ifx € Q,,

e _
o ][ Po if 2 € e(Ys + 2) and e(Y + 2;) C Q for some z; € Z9, (6.25)
6(Yf+2k)

i.e., we extend po|o, to € in the same manner as we do p. from Q. to Q. Then,
1P- — pollz2() < [I1P- — pollr2() + IP6 — pollz2(o)
= [lpe = pollz2(00) + 1P — pollL2\e) + 196 — PollL2(\0.)-
Note that
P — p(6]HL2(Q\Qg) < Cllps - pOHL?(Qg)-
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Using Poincaré’s inequality on each cell €(Yy + z;), we may show that
195 — poll 2.y < CellVpollrz@)y < Ce{llfllrz2@) + bl 2200 } -
As a result, we have proved that
I1P- = pollr2) < Cllpe — poll 2.y + Ce {1 fll2) + 10l 200 } -
This completes the proof. O

Remark 6.6. Let u(z,z/e) be given by (I.6]). Due to the discrepancy of u. and u(x,z/e) on 02,
the O(y/¢) rate in Theorem [[L1] is sharp. Indeed, by applying the following trace inequality to the
function v = v, = ue — u(x, z/e),

ol 200y < € {e 20l 2se0) + 0l ot IV o) } (6.26)

we obtain

Velvellzon) < C{llvell 2.y + el Vel 2. }
< Ce|| Vel 2.y

where we have used the Cauchy inequality for the first inequality and (23] for the second. It follows
that the error estimate
e[lVuelz2.) = 0o(Ve) ase—0,

cannot hold in general. In fact, if  is smooth and uniformly convex, then

lim [ve|? do = lim (W (z/e)(f — Vpo)|? do
e—0 o0 e—0 o0

(6.27)
—f 1K(f = Vo) do.
o0

See the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [1]. Also, note that by Theorem [I1]
IVvellz2n) < Ce 2| flloras oy

This, together with (6.26]), yields

_ _ 1/2)) p11/2
[vellL2a0) < C{E Y2 vell 2y + (72 |vell2(0)) / HfHo/l,l/z(Q)}'
As a result, it is not possible to have
[vell 20y = 0(Ve)  ase =0,

unless f = Vpg in €, in which case, v. = 0 in ..

Finally, to see (6.26), choose a function f € C'(R? R?) such that 8 -n > cg > 0 on 9,
supp(8) C {z € R? : dist(z,09Q) < ce}, and |[VB| < Ce~1. It follows by the divergence theorem
that

co/ wdag/ yum.ndag/ ]v[zdiv(ﬂ)daz+2/ 10|Vl |8] de
o0 o0 Q Q

< CE_l/E v dz + C|lv|l 25,y VOl L2(5.0 )

where we have used the Cauchy inequality for the last step.
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