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A RIGHT INVERSE OF THE DIVERGENCE FOR
PLANAR HOLDER-(X DOMAINS

RICARDO G. DURAN AND FERNANDO LOPEZ GARCIA

ABSTRACT. If Q@ C R" is a bounded domain, the existence of solutions u € H3 ()" of
divu = f for f € L*(Q) with vanishing mean value, is a basic result in the analysis of
the Stokes equations. In particular it allows to show the existence of a solution (u,p) €
H(Q)™ x L*(Q), where u is the velocity and p the pressure.

It is known that the above mentioned result holds when (2 is a Lipschitz domain and that
it is not valid for arbitrary Holder-a domains.

In this paper we prove that if 2 is a planar simply connected Holder-a domain, there
exist right inverses of the divergence which are continuous in appropriate weighted spaces,
where the weights are powers of the distance to the boundary. Moreover, we show that the
powers of the distance in the results obtained are optimal.

In our results, the zero boundary condition is replaced by a weaker one. For the particular
case of domains with an external cusp of power type, we prove that our weaker boundary
condition is equivalent to the standard one. In this case we show the well posedness of the
Stokes equations in appropriate weighted Sobolev spaces obtaining as a consequence the
existence of a solution (u,p) € H(Q)™ x L"(Q) for some 7 < 2 depending on the power of
the cusp.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let €2 € R" be a bounded open domain. We will use standard notations for Sobolev spaces
and, for 1 < p < oo, L§(Q) will denote the subspace of functions in LP() with vanishing
mean value.

The existence of right inverses of the operator div : Hi ()" — LZ(2) is a basic result for
the theoretical and numerical analysis of the Stokes equations by variational methods (see
for example [BS, BE] [GR] [T]). This result is also closely connected with the Korn inequality
which is fundamental in the analysis of the elasticity equations (see [HP]).

Usually, the problem is stated as follows: for any f € L3(f) there exists u € H}(Q)" such
that

diva=f in Q (1.1)
and

gy < Cllfllz2 (1.2)
where, here and throughout the paper, the letter C' denotes a generic constant.

This problem, as well as its generalization to the LP case, has been widely analyzed and
several different arguments have been given to prove it under different assumptions on the
domain. We refer the reader for example to [ASV] BBl BS, Bl [GR] [DM2]. Recently, in
[ADM], the existence of right inverses of the divergence acting on VVO1 Q)" 1 < p < oo,
was proved for the so called John domains, which form a large class containing properly the
Lipschitz domains. Moreover, for the particular case of planar simply connected domains,
it is shown in [ADM]| that being a John domain is also a necessary condition in the case
1 < p < 2. In particular, there exist bounded domains and values of p for which continuous
right inverses of the divergence do not exist.
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Actually, this fact was previously well known, indeed, several arguments have been given
to show it. For example, in the old paper [E1], Friedrichs proved that, for smooth planar
domains, the L?-norm of the conjugate of a harmonic function f (normalized in an appropriate
way) is bounded by the L?mnorm of f times a constant depending only on the domain.
Moreover, he showed that this inequality is not valid if the domain has an external cusp
of quadratic type. It is easy to see that the Friedrichs inequality can be deduced from the
existence of u satisfying (LI]) and ([2]). Therefore, such a u cannot exist for that kind of
domains. More recently other examples have been given in [GG] and in an unpublished work
of Gabriel Acosta. Acosta’s examples are very elementary and applies to external cusps of
power type with any power v > 1 and any 1 < p < co. We also refer the reader to [DI1] where
a particular case has been reproduced and to [ADL].

In view of the above mentioned results, it seems natural to ask whether some weaker results
can be proved for a more general class of domains. Moreover, if this is the case, can those
results be applied to show the well posedness of the Stokes problem in appropriate Hilbert
spaces?

In this paper we give some partial answers to these questions in the particular case of
planar simply connected domains. We consider Holder o domains, with 0 < a < 1. We say
that a domain belongs to this class if its boundary is locally the graph of a Hélder « function.
For these domains we prove the existence of solutions of (IL1]) satisfying weaker estimates
than ([2]) involving weighted norms where the weights are powers of the distance to the
boundary. For general Holder @ domains the zero boundary condition will be imposed in a
weak way. Afterwards, in some particular examples, we will show that this weak boundary
condition agrees with the usual one.

Our approach use some of the ideas of the papers IGK]. The existence of solutions
of the divergence is derived from appropriate Korn type inequalities. The weighted Korn
inequalities that we need are slight variants of those obtained in [ADL] but we include the
proofs for the sake of completeness.

Although our arguments to derive the existence of right inverses of the divergence are two
dimensional, we write the proofs of the Korn type inequalities in the general n-dimensional
case because they have interest in themselves.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section Bl we introduce some notations
and prove the weighted Korn inequalities. Section Bl deals with our main results concerning
the existence of right inverses of the divergence continuous in appropriate weighted norms for
Holder o domains. In Section Ml we apply the results of the previous section for the particular
case of domains having power type external cusps. We show that in this case our weak zero
boundary condition agrees with the usual one. Also in this section we prove optimality of
our results. In Section B we show how our results can be applied to prove the well posedness
of the Stokes equations in appropriate Hilbert spaces. Recall that, if u is the velocity and p
the pressure of a viscous incompressible fluid, the Stokes equations are given by

—Au+ Vp =f in Q
divu =0 in Q (1.3)
u =0 in 0Q.
The existence of solutions of (ILT)) satisfying (L2) can be used to prove that, for f € H~1(2)2,
there exists a unique solution (u,p) € H}(Q)? x L(2) of (IL3) and moreover,
lall 2 @) + Ipllr2@) < Cliflla-1(0)-

We will show that our right inverses of the divergence can be used to prove a slightly weaker
result for some cuspidal domains. In particular, under some restriction on the power of the
cusp, we will obtain the existence of a unique solution (u,p) € H}(2)? x Lj(£2) of the Stokes



equations (L3)) satisfying
IVl @) + Pl @) < ClifllE-10)

for some 1 < r < 2 which depends on the power of the cusp.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND KORN TYPE INEQUALITIES

Let © be a bounded open subset of R™ and d(z) the distance of z € Q to the boundary
0. We will denote by LP(£2,~) the Banach space given by the norm
lullr @) = llud"|[r ()
and, analogously, WP(€2,~) will be the Banach space with norm
[ullwrn,qy = llud|[r@) + [[Vud L) (2.1)

Whenever LP(Q,~) C L*(Q) we will call LF(2, v) the subspace of LP(£2,v) formed by functions
of vanishing mean value. Since no confusion is possible we will use the same notations for
the norms of vector or tensor fields.

For a vector ﬁeld u = (uy, - ,uy) defined in  we denote by Du the jacobian matrix,
namely, (Du);; = am - and by e(u) its symmetric part (i.e., the linear strain tensor associated

with u), that is e(u);; = 5 (g;; + 312)

We start by giving a weighted Korn inequality for Holder o domains. The statement
given in the following theorem is slightly stronger than the result in Theorem 3.1 of [ADI].
Therefore, we include the proof for the sake of completeness although the arguments are
essentially those given in that reference. In particular we will make use of the following
improved Poincaré inequality proved in Theorem 2.1]. If Q is a Holder a domain,
0<a<1, BcCQaball and ¢ € C5°(B) is such that [, ¢ =1 then, for a« < 3 <1 and f
such that || p ¢ = 0 there exists a constant C' depending only on (2, B and ¢ such that,

1fllze,1-8) < C IV fllr@,14a—8)- (2.2)

Theorem 2.1. Let Q C R™ be a Holder o domain, B C § a ball and 1 < p < oco. Then, for
a < B <1 the following inequality holds,
IDul 05 < C{lle@)eo00mp) + Iullzos) }
where the constant C depends only on 2, B and p.
Proof. Following [KOJ, we can show that there exists v € WP(Q)" such that
Av = Au in Q (2.3)
and
IVliwir) < Clle()]lro)- (2.4)
Now, let ¢ € C5°(B) be such that [, ¢dx =1. For i =1,...,n define the linear functions

o= (o)

and L(z) as the vector with components L;(x).
Then,

DL = / D(u—v)¢
B
and, integrating by parts and applying the Holder inequality we obtain
DL < [ = vl () V6 1 5



where p’ is the dual exponent of p.
Therefore, it follows from (2Z4]) that there exists a constant C' depending only on €, p and
¢ such that

IDL] 2oy < C { ullzris) + le@)lzr }- (25)
Let us now introduce
w:=u-—v-—L.

Then, in view of the bounds (Z4]) and (Z3]), it only remains to estimate w. But, from (23))
and the fact that L is linear we know that

Aw =0
and consequently,
Aeij (W) = 0.
But, if f is a harmonic function in €2, the following estimate holds
IV fllr@1—p) < Cllfllr,—u)

for all 4 € R. Indeed, this estimate was proved in [D] (see also Lema 3.1 in [ADL], and [KO]
for a different proof in the case p =2 and p = 0).
Therefore, taking ;= f — « we obtain

HVEij(W)HLP(Q,Ha—ﬁ) < CHEij(W)”LP(Q,a—g)

and using the well known identity

Pw;  Oeip(w) n Jeij(w)  Oejn(w)

O0xj0xy, N 0z oxy, ox;
we conclude that
0% w;
- < ClleW)llzr(0,a- (2.6)
Haxjawk LP(Q,14+a—B) M)

for any 4,7 and k.
Since [ g;f;qﬁ = 0 (indeed, we have defined L in order to have this property), it follows

from the improved Poincaré inequality (2.2 that
ow;
du; LP(Q,1-5)
Therefore, using (2.6]), we obtain

8’[02'

v8$j

SC'

Lr(@1tap)

[DWl|r@,1-p) < Clle(W)llzr(@,a—-p) < Clle()llzr(9,a-p)
concluding the proof. O

In the following corollary we give a weighted Korn inequality for Holder o domains which
can be seen as a generalization of the so-called second case of Korn inequality. To state this
inequality we need to introduce the space of infinitesimal rigid motions, namely,

N ={veWhP Q)" : ¢(v) =0}

Corollary 2.1. Let Q2 C R"™ be a Hélder a domain and 1 < p < oo. Then, for a < g <1
the following inequality holds,

Jnf flu = vllwiro1-p) < Clle@)lLr@a-p):- (2.7)
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Proof. Take B and ¢ as in the previous theorem with B C Q. Define Z; = 1} 5 Tio(x) dr and
v € WLP(Q)" defined by

viw) = a; + Y bij(x; - ;)
j=1

. . 1 8’LLZ au]'
= fye g [ (5 )

It is easy to check that v € N. Now, since [(u—v)p = 0, it follows from [22)) (actually we
are using only a weaker standard Poincaré inequality with weights) and Theorem 2] that

with

lu=Viiwisi-g < C{le@=V)lisoap + =Vl |

and using now the Poincaré inequality in B we have

lu=viwes@iog < C{lle(@=v)l@amp + D@ =Vl ) (28)

[ (R sy

and therefore, the so-called second case of Korn inequality applied in B gives

But,

D —v)|[zem) < Clle(u — V)| zr(B)-
Using this inequality in ([2.8)) and that ¢(v) = 0 we obtain

lu = Viiws@i-g < C{lle@)lzroa s + e liom |
which implies (7)) because B C (). O

Remark 2.1. It is possible to prove the above corollary directly, i.e., without using the Korn
wnequality in the ball B, by using a standard compactness argument. Indeed, assuming that
(27) does not hold and using that WP(Q,1 — B3) is compactly embedded in LP(S2,v) for any
7> (1-B—a)/a (see Theorem 19.11]) and Theorem [21l one obtains a contradiction.

3. RIGHT INVERSE OF THE DIVERGENCE IN HOLDER o DOMAINS

This section deals with solutions of divergence in planar simply connected Hélder o do-
mains. In what follows we restrict ourselves to the case n = 2.

For regular enough bounded domains  (for example Lipschitz) it is known that, if f €
LE(Q), 1 < p < oo, there exists u € VVOI’ID(Q)2 such that

divu = f (3.1)

and
lllyir @y < Cllfllzme) (3:2)

where the constant C' depends only on 2 and p.

On the other hand, as we have mentioned in the introduction, it is known that for general
Holder o domains this result is not valid. Our main goal is to prove a similar result for this
kind of domains but using weighted norms.

We will use the following notation. For a scalar function 1 we write curly = (g—;é, —g—;ﬁ)
and for a vector field ¥ = (¢1,19), Curl ¥ denotes the matrix which has curl; as it rows.
Furthermore, if ¢ € LP(Q)?*2, Divo denotes the vector field with components obtained by
taking the divergence of the rows of o.

We will impose the boundary condition in a weak form. To explain this weak condition
observe first that to solve the problem it is enough to find a solution u of ([B]) such that the
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restriction to 9 of both components of u are constant (whenever the domain is such that
this restriction makes sense). Of course, we should replace the estimate (3:2) by

IDull ) < CllfllLr(0)- (3.3)

Afterwards, ([3:2]) would follow by applying the Poincaré inequality to the solution obtained
by adding an appropriate constant vector field to u in order to obtain the vanishing boundary
condition.

Now, assume that €2 is a Lipschitz domain. Then, if v € W1P(Q) satisfies

/ curly) - Vo =0  Voe W (Q) (3.4)
Q
it follows by integration by parts that
AP Vo € WHY(Q) (3.5)
oq Ot

where %—If indicates the tangential derivative of 1. Therefore % = 0 and then the restriction
of 1 to 0L is constant.

For a general domain (2 the tangential derivative on the boundary might not even be
defined and therefore ([B.5]) would not make sense. However, condition (B.4]) is well defined in
any domain and this is the condition that we will use. Therefore we introduce the space

Wab (Q) C WP(Q)

const

defined by

Wegh () = {w e WP (Q) /Q curly)- Vo =0  Vope lep’(m}

and more generally, for any v € R,

WcloﬁfLst(Qvly) = {¢ € Wl’IJ(Q)/}/) : /chrl¢ : v¢ =0 qu € WLp,(Q) _7)} .

The proof of the following lemma uses ideas introduced in [GK] with different goals.
For 1 < p < oo and v € R, Lé’ym(Q,’y)2X2 denotes the subspace of symmetric tensors in
Lr(@, 7).

Lemma 3.1. Let Q C R? be a Hélder o domain and u € WHP(Q, 3 — 1)2, with a < 5 < 1,
such that [, divu= 0. Then, there exists o € Ly (2,3 — a)?*2 satisfying

/U:DW = /C’urlu:Dw, VWGWl’p/(Q,a—ﬁ)2
Q Q

and
||J||LP(Q,B—Q)2X2 < CHC’LLT’ZUHLp(Q’ﬁ_l)QXQ.

Proof. Let H C Lé’;m(Q, a — B)**? the subspace defined as
H={r¢e Lé’;m(Q,a —B)¥? . 7 =¢(w) with w e W' (Q,a — 8)%).
Let us see that the application
T :e(w)— / Curlu: Dw (3.6)
Q

defines a continuous linear functional on H.

First of all observe that 7" is well defined. Indeed, it is enough to check that the expression
on the right of (3.6 vanishes whenever e(w) = 0. But, it is known that in that case w(z,y) =
(a — cy,b+ cx) and therefore

/C’urlu:Dw:c/divuzo.
Q Q
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Now, we want to show that T is continuous on H. Using again that fQ Curlu: Dv =0 if
g(v) = 0 and applying Corollary 2.1] we have, for 7 = e(w) € H,

/ Curlu: Dw‘
Q

||C’u7“l uHLP(Q,B—l)2><2 \}gjf\./ ||D(W - V)HLP’(Q,l—BPX?

T(7)|

IN

A

> C”CUNUHLP(Q,B—DZXZ”E(W)”Lp’(g,a_g)wz

= C”CUTZu”LP(Q,ﬁ—l)zxzHT”LP’(Q7a_5)2><2.

By the Hahn-Banach theorem the functional 7" can be extended to Lé’;m(Q, a—3)%*2 and
therefore, by the Riesz representation theorem, there exists o € L, (22, 8 — a)?*2 such that

T(r) = / o:7 V1€ Lé’lym(Q,a — )22
9)

and
o]l r(@,8-a)2x2 < C||Curlul|r,g-1)2x2,
where C' depends on the constant in Corollary 2.1l In particular,

/Qaze(w) _ /QC’urlu:Dw (3.7)

for every w € Wl’p/(Q,a — B)%2. Then, we conclude the proof observing that, since o is
symmetric, we can replace e(w) in ([B.7) by Dw. O

It is a very well known result that a divergence free vector field is a rotational of a scalar
function ¢. Indeed, for smooth vector fields the proof is usually given at elementary courses
on calculus in several variables. On the other hand, if the vector field is only in LP(2)? but
0L is Lipstchiz, it is not difficult to see that the vector field can be extended to a divergence
free vector field defined in R? and then, the existence of ¢ can be proved by using the Fourier
transform. However, we need to use the existence of ¢ in the case where the domain and the
vector field are both non-smooth. We have not been able to find a proof of this result in the
literature and so we include the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let Q C R? be a simply connected Hélder o domain and o < B < 1. Given a
vector field v € LP(Q2,1 — 8)2 such that divv = 0, there exists ¢ € WIP(Q,1 — ) such that

curlp =v and 9llwir@i-g) < CllvllLr(@,1-5)

where C' is a constant depending only on 2.

Proof. Take 1 € C§°(By) satisfying [ ¢ = 1, where By is the unit ball centered at the origin.
For k > 1, define 11, (2) = ki (kz) and, extending v by zero to R?, vj = 1y, * v.
Let ©,, be a sequence of Lipschitz simply connected open subsets of €2 such that

ﬁnc{er:d(x)>%} and Q, Q.

Using that the distance between 2, and 02 is greater than 1/n and supp ¢y C B(0, %), it is
not difficult to see that divvy, = 0 in €, for every k > n.

Then, since v,, € C§° (R?)2, there exists ¢, € C§°(§2y,) such that curl ¢,, = v,,. Moreover,
adding a constant we can take ¢, such that le on = 0.

Now, by the Poincaré inequality we have, for any n, there exists a constant C' depending
only on n such that

|or — drrllr(,) < Clleurl (¢ — dw)llLr(,) = Cllvi — Vi lr(,) — 0



for k, k' — oo.

Then, there exists ¢ € L], () such that ¢glo, — ¢ in WIP(€Q,) and so curl$ = v in
Q,,Vn and consequently in €.

Finally, using Theorem 2.1 of [ADL] we have

9l zr(,1-p) < Clleurl @[l Lr1-p+a) < CllVIiLr(Q,1-5)

and the Lemma is proved. O

We can now state and prove our results on solutions of the divergence on Holder-a domains.
As we mentioned above, it is known that for this kind of domains a solution of ([B.1]) satisfying
[B2) does not exist in general. Therefore, it is natural to look for solutions of ([B.]) satisfying
a weaker estimate. There are two possibilities: to use a stronger norm on the right of ([B.2l)
or a weaker norm on the left. We will prove both kind of results but, to avoid technical
complications while presenting the arguments, we give first a particular case of our results
and postpone the generalization.

Theorem 3.1. Let Q C R? be a bounded simply connected Hélder-a domain, 0 < o < 1.
Given f € LE(Q), 1 < p < oo, there exists u € wkp (2,1 — a)? such that

const
divu = f
and
[Dul|rp@1-a) < Cllf o (3.8)
Proof. Take v € W1P(Q)? such that
divv=f (3.9)
and
[VIlwir@) < Cllfllze)- (3.10)

The existence of such a v is well known, for example, since no boundary condition on v is
required, we can extend f by zero and take the solution of problem (B1]) and (32]) in a ball
containing €.

To prove the theorem it is enough to show that there exists w € WHP(Q, 1 — «)? satisfying
divw = 0 and such that

vV—wE Wclo’zst(Q, 1—a)?
and
1DW Lo @,1-a) < Cllf o) (3.11)

Indeed, in view of ([B.9), u := v — w will be the desired solution.

But, since divv has vanishing mean value, we know from Lemma B] that there exists
o € LEym(Q,1 — a)?*? satisfying

HUHLP(Q,I—a) <C ”CUTZVHLP(Q) (3.12)
and

/U:Dr:/Curlv:Dr . Vre WY (Q,a—1)%
Q Q
Then,

/Dz’va'r:—/J:Dr:—/C'urlv:Dr:/DivCurlv-rzo
Q Q Q Q
for every r € C5°(Q2)? and therefore Divo = 0.

Now, from Lemma B.2] we know that there exists w € W1P(Q,1 — )? such that
Curlw =0 and [Wllwir@i-a) < Cllollzr@i-a)- (3.13)
We have to check that divw = 0, but since o is a symmetric tensor we have
8w1 811)2

—+ —= =— =0.
92, | 0z, 012 + 0921

divw =
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To conclude the proof observe that in view of (BI0), (B12) and BI3]) we have (II]) which
together with (BI0) yields (B8] O

Now, it is natural to ask whether part or all the weight in the estimate (B8] can be moved
to the right hand side. We will give a positive answer to this question. As we will show,
the proof of this more general result is similar to that of Theorem but it requires some
non-trivial preliminary results. In particular, we will need an extra hypothesis on the domain.

Definition 3.1. For 0 < m < n, a compact F C R"™ is an m-set, if there exists a positive
constant C such that

C~l™ < H™(B(x,7) N F) < Cr™,

for every x € F and 0 < r < diamF', where H™ is the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure
and B(z,r) is the ball with radius v and center x.

The reader who is not familiar with Hausdorff measure can think in the particular case
that 0Q is a rectifiable curve in R? and m = 1. In that case H' is the length.

We are going to use that Calderén-Zygmund singular integral operators are continuous in
weighted LP-norms, 1 < p < oo, for weights in the Muckenhaupt class A,. This is a well
known result which can be seen for example in the book [S2].

We state and prove the following lemma in the general n-dimensional case since it does
not make any difference with the particular case n = 2. Our lemma generalizes the results
proved in [DST] for smooth domains. Since the proof is too technical we postpone it for an
appendix and continue now with our main results. In what follows we consider the distance
to the boundary of @ C R™, d(x) defined for every z € R" and not only for x € Q.

Lemma 3.3. Let 2 C R" be a bounded domain such that its boundary is an m-set. If
—(n—m) <pu<(n—m)(p—1), then d* belongs to the class A,.

Proof. See Apendix. O

As a consequence we have the following result on weighted estimates for solutions of the
divergence.

Lemma 3.4. Let Q C R? be a bounded domain such that its boundary is a 1-set. Given
feLP(Q,7),1<p<oo, with—1/p <~y <1—1/p there exists v.e W'P(Q,~)? such that

divv = f
and
[VIlwir @2 < Clfllze,q)

Proof. Extend f by zero to R%. Then, it is well known that

o) = —3= | Tog |l £(0) dy

is a solution of A¢ = f. Moreover, it follows from the theory of singular integral operators
(see for example [S2]) that, if w € A,

/ 0%¢(x)
R?

83:,-83;]-
But, since 1 = yp satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma B3] with n = 2 and m =1, d* € A, and
therefore v := V¢ is the desired solution. ]

w(z)dr < /R2 |f(z)]P w(zx) de.

We can now give our more general result on solutions of the divergence.
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Theorem 3.2. Let Q C R? be a bounded domain such that its boundary is a 1-set. Given
FELEQ,8-1),1<p<oo,ifa<B<1and—1/p < B—1, there existsu € Wclo’flst(Q,ﬁ—oz)2
such that

divu = f
and

DUl zr(,8-a) < CllfllLr0,8-1) (3.14)
Proof. Since —1/p <  — 1, it follows from Lemma [34] that there exists v € W1P(Q, 3 — 1)?

such that
divv = f (3.15)
and
[Vllwir@,s-1) < Clivliwirs-a) < Clfllr,8-1)- (3.16)

The rest of the proof follows as that of Theorem B.I Now we have to show that there
exists w € WHP(Q, B — a)? satisfying divw = 0 and such that

V—-WwEcE Wclz;gst(97 5 - Oé)2
and

I1DW || Lp(9,8-a) < CllfllLr,8-1)-

The reader can easily check that the existence of w follows by using Lemma[3.1] as in Theorem
5. 2) ]

4. DOMAINS WITH EXTERNAL CUSPS

In this section we consider the particular case of the Holder-ao domain defined as
Q:{(:c,y)eR2:O<x<1,0<]y\<x1/o‘} (4.1)

with 0 < a < 1.

We are going to show that in this case the weaker boundary condition imposed in Theorem
is equivalent to the standard one, i.e., that the solution of the divergence obtained in that
theorem can be modified, by adding a constant vector field, to obtain a solution which vanishes
on the boundary in the classic sense.

We will consider the particular case 8 = « of our general Theorem Extension of the
arguments to other cases might be possible but it is not straightforward.

Theorem 4.1. Let Q C R? be the domain defined in {f-1) and 1 <p < oo. If1-1/p < a <1
then, given f € L{(Q, o — 1) there exists u € Wol’p(Q)2 such that

diva = f (4.2)

and
Hu”wolvp(g) < CHJCHLP(Qa—l) (4.3)

with a constant depending only on p and c.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that (2 satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem Therefore, it follows
from that theorem that there exists u € W2 ()2 which verifies (Z).

We are going to prove that, for any 1 € Wclo’zst(Q), there exists a constant ¢y € R such
that

b — 1o € Wy P(Q) := Co(Q).
Consequently, u can be modified by adding a constant to each of its components to obtain the
desired solution. Indeed, the estimate (43]) will follow form (BI4]) by the Poincaré inequality.
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Given ¢ € WP (€2), let us show first that ¢ is constant on 992. From the definition of

const

WL (Q) we have that

const
/}mﬂw.v¢=o Vo € WhHY'(Q).
Q

Now, let (zg,y0) be a point in 02 different from the origin and B an open ball centered in
(x0,90) such that 0 ¢ B. Taking ¢ € C*°(B) we have

_ o 09 o
O—/chrlw Vo= /B W Vo € C*(B)

noo Ot

where g—f indicates the tangential derivative of ¢. Consequently %—t = 0 in the distributional
sense on B NI and then, since 92 — (0,0) is a connected set, we conclude that there exists
a constant ¢y such that ¥ = ¥y on 9€2. To simplify notation we assume in what follows that
1o = 0 and so, we have to see that i € Wol’p(Q).

Now, let ¢ € C*°(R4) be such that

¢=1in10,1] (=0in R, —(0,2) 0< (<.
We decompose 1 as
It is easy to see that ¥y € VVO1 P(Qs) where Qy is the Lipschitz domain
1
0y = Qﬂ{x > g}'

Thus, we can suppose that ¢ = 1. Let now ¢, € C*°(2) be a sequence satisfying ¢,, — ¢
in W1P(Q) and let v := 1/a.
It is easy to check that, for y € (0,1),

(O (z,27 —y)| < [dn(z,27)] +/0y '%(w,aﬂ —t)‘ dt.

Therefore, integrating and using the Holder inequality we have

1 1 1 Y P
/ |¢n<x,xv—y>vﬂdw§0(/ uteandr+y [ dtdx).
ye y> y* J0

Thus, using the continuity of the trace in the Lipschitz domain Q N {z > y®} we have

0bn,

o n—00

1 1
/ W(z,a” —y)lPde = lim / bu (27 — )P do
Y ye

1 1 Y 8(]5 P
< C lim </ | (2, 27)|P do + yp_l/ / —(z,27 — 1) dtdx)
n—00 \ Jya ve Jo oy
1 Yy P
= C’yp_l/ / 8—¢($,$7—t) dt dz. (4.4)
y* JO ay

Now we will show that the sequence 1, defined by

VYm(2,y) == P(2,y) (1 = Gnlz” — [y]))

where (,,(t) := ((mt), converges to 1 in W1P(Q). Moreover, it is easy to see that supp ¥, C
Q.

By symmetry we can assume that Q@ = QN {y > 0}. Using the dominated convergence
theorem we obtain

Jim 16 = bl = Jim [ [0le )G~ ) =0,
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On the other hand,

o) = gy ) (1= Gole” ) = bt

and then,
oY _ m |’ 9y 7 _ ol ome v
/Q or Oz /Q ‘ 5z © ) Gm(@” —y)| +Cm /Q V(@ )X (> (2)-2/m} |

= I+ II.

Thus, using again dominated convergence, it is easy to check that I — 0. So, it only
remains to analyze I1.

Now, by the change of variables defined by (z,y) — (x,27 —y) and using (@4 it follows
that

2/m
II = C’mp/ /|¢xm’y—y)lpdxdy

2/m P
< Cmp/ yP 1 8—mx7—t) dt dx dy

2/m 2/m P
< omp/ p—/ / (w27 — )| dvdtdy

ta
2/m p
< oo (G [ Bl s
t&

< /' (T, Y)X {y>p(x)—2/m} _>0

An analogous argument can be applied to prove that 8wm — glzl/} in LP (Q)
Consequently, we conclude the proof by observing that wm belongs to W P(Q). g
In the following theorem we show that the estimate (4.3]) is optimal in the sense that it is

not possible to improve the power of the distance in the right hand side. Recall that p’ =
is the dual exponent of p.

Theorem 4.2. Let Q be the domain defined in {{.1). If div : VVol’p(Q)2 — LB(Q, B) admits
a continuous right inverse for some <0 then, f < a — 1.

1

Proof. For s < % define fq(x,y) = x_ﬁd(:n,y)_plﬁ. Then, calling Q. = QN {y > 0},
we have

Hfs”ipmﬁ) = Q/Q x—sp/d(xyy)—ﬁpp’-i-ﬁp da;dy — 2/Q x_SPId(x,y)_Bp/ dxdy
+ +

and therefore, using that for y > 0, d(z,y) ~ 21/ — ¢ we obtain

el =2 [ 2™ (@ = y) =% dady
@p) =2 Jo

1
/ x_sl’/(:nl/o‘ — )P dxdy —/ / 1/a - y)_ﬁp, dydx
Q4

_ 1 /1 250 (=8P g0 — 1 1
1—8p" Jo 1 — Bp p (It Bp+a—8)

but,
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A
where we have used s < 1@%. Therefore,

1

HfSHLp (€,8) A—_s (4.5)

where A := lﬁ%m and with constants in the equivalence independent of s.

Now, let B be a ball such that B C Q and w € C§°(B) such that [yw = 1. From our
hypothesis we know that, if ¢, = [, fs, there exists v, € Wi (2)? such that

divvg = fs — csw and [Vsllwr@y < Cllfs — eswlzr,p)-
But, since g <0,
les| = 1 fsllzi) < Cllfsllr,p) (4.6)
and so,
Ivsllwr) < Cllfsllr,p) (4.7)

where we have used that [|wl|zr(q,5 < C because the support of w is contained in B. Then,

”fé’”lip(gﬂ) = /fo—l (fs_csw)dpﬁ+/ﬂf§)_lcstdpﬁ
= /ff_ldiVVsde—F/ff_lcswdpﬁ
Q Q

= /:I:_Sdivvs—l—/ff_lcswdpﬁ.
0 0

Using again that the support of w is at a positive distance from the boundary, together with
(&4, it follows that

| 7 ewd? <l
On the other hand,

a —s—1
/x_s divvy, = S/ x5! Vg1 = s/ (yxi)v&l
Q 0 Q Jdy

ov
_ —s—1 s,1 —s—1 ,
= =5 [y G <y g IVl

< Cslly x_s_l”Lp’(Q) Hfs”LP(Q,ﬁ)

where for the last inequality we have used ([T)).

Therefore,
||fSHLp(Q 8) < C{3||y$_s_1||m’(g) + 1} (4.8)
But, an elementary computation shows that
/ 1
—s—1p ~ 4
ly e )~ 5 (19)

where B := % and with constants in the equivalence independent of s.
Thus, from (L), (£8]) and [@3) we conclude that there exists a constant independent of
s such that
1 1
<C
A—s - B-s
therefore, B < A and it follows immediately that g < o — 1. O
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Remark 4.1. If we put some part of the weight in the left hand side as in ({3.17), it is
possible to prove a more general result, namely, under some restriction on the exponents in
the weights, the difference between the powers in the right and left sides cannot be less than

1 —a (see [ADLg]).
5. AN APPLICATION TO THE STOKES EQUATIONS

In this section we show how our results can be applied to the analysis of the Stokes
equations when (2 is the domain defined in (Z1]).

We are going to use the well known theory developed by Brezzi (see for example
IGR]) but modifying the usual Hilbert spaces and the bilinear form corresponding to the
divergence free restriction in the weak formulation of the Stokes equations.

Theorem 5.1. Let §) be the domain defined in (1) with 1/2 < a < 1. Then, iff € H71(Q)2,
there exists a unique weak solution (u,p) € HE(Q)? x LE(,1 — a) of the Stokes equations
(I3). Moreover, there exists a constant C depending only on a such that

IVIlag @) + Iplle2@1-a) < Cliflla-1(0)- (5.1)
Proof. Let us introduce the spaces
V= {v € HHQ)? : divv € LX(Q,a — 1)}
which is a Hilbert space with the norm
VI3 = VI o + v V22001

and
Q=L a—1).
Define the bilinear forms a : V xV —-Rand b: V x Q — R by

a(u,v) = / Du: Dv
Q
and
b(v,q) :/divqu2o‘_2.
Q

We are going to show that the problem

a(u,v) +b(v,q) = /Qf -V VveV (5.2)
b(u,r) =0 Vre @ (5.3)

has a unique solution (u,q) € V x Q.

Using the Schwarz inequality it is easy to check that the bilinear forms a and b are con-
tinuous and, since f € H~1(Q)?2, that the linear functional defined by the right hand side of
(E2) is continuous.

Let

W:{VGV:b(V,T):OVreQ}.

According to Brezzi’s theory it is enough to see that a is coercive in W and b satisfies the
inf-sup condition
: b(v,7)
inf sup —————
reQ vev Il Ivilv
Since divV C @ we can take r = divv in the equation b(v,7) = 0 and conclude that
W = {v € H}(Q)? : divv = 0}. Therefore, coerciveness of a in W follows from the Poincaré
inequality.

>0 (5.4)
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On the other hand, from Theorem 1] we know that given r € L3(2, v — 1) there exists
w € Hi(Q) such that

divw =r  and Wz @) < Cllirllz@,a-1)

where C' is a positive constant which depends only on «. Moreover, from the definition of
the norm in V it follows immediately that

[wilv < Cilirllq

for another constant depending only on «. Then,

sup b(v,r) - deivw7‘d2o‘_2 B 71l

> = > ot
vev Irllg Ivilv Irllq lwllv [wly = !

and therefore the inf-sup condition (5.4)) is proved.

Summing up we have proved that the problem given in (5.2)) and (5.3]) has a unique solution
(u,q) € V x Q. Moreover, it follows also from the general theory that there exists a constant
C' depending only on Cy such that

vllv +llglle < CllElr-1(q)- (5.5)

Now, define p = qd?*~2. It easy to see that p € L?(Q2,1 — a) and moreover, it follows from
(B3) that diva = 0 and from (5.2)) that (u,p) verifies

/Du:Dv—/divvp:O Vv e V.
Q Q

Therefore, since C§°(2) C V, (u,p) is a solution of the Stokes equations (3] in the sense
of distributions as we wanted to prove. Finally, since [|pll21-a) = lldllo, GBI follows
immediately from (G.35]). O

We end this section with a corollary which gives an estimate for the pressure in a standard
L"-norm.

Corollary 5.1. Let Q) be the domain defined in [{-1) with 1/2 < o < 1 and (u,p) € H} ()% x
L3(Q,1 — ) be the solution of the Stokes equations (L3). If f € H1(Q)? and 1 < r <
2/(3—2a) then (u,p) € HE(Q)? x L"(Q). Moreover, there exists a constant C depending only
on o such that

[all g1 @) + IPlzr @) < CliEla-1(9)
Proof. We only have to prove that p € L"(€Q2) and that
Pl ) < Clifllg—1(0)- (5.6)

Observe that fo d? < 400 for any B > —1. Indeed, this follows easily by using that
d(z,y) ~ z%/* — |y|. Then, applying the Holder inequality with exponent 2/r, we have

2—r
r r (1—a)r j(a—1)r r 2(a-1)r\ 2
IPII7 (0 :/Q‘p’ di =gl < HPHm(Q,l—a) (/Qd e >

but the integral in the right hand side is finite because (2(a — 1)r)/(2 —r) > —1. So
pllzr@) < Cllpllr2(0,1—a) and therefore, (5.6) follows immediately from (G.I)). O
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6. APPENDIX

To prove Lemma we will work with Whitney decompositions. If F'is a compact non-
empty subset of R", then R™ \ F' can be represented as a union of closed dyadic cubes with
pairwise disjoint interior Qé‘? satisfying

N
RN\F = ]| )t (6.1)

keZ j=1

where the edge length of Qf is 27%. The decomposition (6.1)) is called a Whitney decomposition

of R\ F' and the collection {Qé‘C :j =1,..,N;} is called the k' generation of Whitney
cubes. Furthermore, the Whitney cubes satisfy

Oy < d(Q5, F) < 4ty

where d( f,F) denotes the distance of the cube to F' and ¢; the diameter of Qf (see for

example [I]).
For zp € F and R > 0, Ny (B(xg, R)) denotes the number of Whitney cubes of F° in the

k™ generation contained in B(zg, R).

Lemma 6.1. Let FF C R™ be a compact m-set. Given xg € F and 0 < R < diam(F')/3, there
exists a constant C' depending only on F such that

Ny (B(zo, R)) < C R™2F™

Proof. The idea is to use that the number of Whitney cubes of F° in the k' generation
contained in a ball B is essentially the number of balls of radius 27 necessary to cover
FNnB.

Let QF be a Whitney cube in the k' generation contained in B(zq, R). Then, it is easy
to check that

d(Q¥, F) = d(Q*, F n B(x0, 2R)).
Suppose there exist balls B(z;,27%) with z; € F, for 1 < i < N, satisfying the following
properties
N
F N B(zo,2R) € | J B(x:,27") and N < C R™2km, (6.2)
i=1
Thus, if yo € F is a point satisfying d(QF, F) = d(Qk,yQ) we can conclude that there is
x;, for some 1 <7 < N, such that yg € B(xi,Q_k).
So, using that QF is a Whitney cube in the k" generation it follows that
QF C B(x;,60),

where £} is the diameter of Q*. But, B(z;,6¢;) cannot contain more than a finite number
c(n) of Whitney cubes Q¥. Then, by (6:2) it follows that

Nj (B(z0,R)) < ¢(n)N < C R™2km,

Thus, to complete the proof we have to show ([62). Let r = 27%. For Fy := F N B(zg,2R)
we define the numbers
N
H,,(Fy,r) := min{Nrm : Fy C U B(xi,r)}
i=1
and

P(Fy,r) := max {N : there exists disjoint balls B(z;,r), i =1,..., N,with z; € Fo}.
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Then, using that F' is an m-set we have

it = p( ) = e(n ) ()
P(Fo,r/2)
< 2mC Z H™ ( (a:,,—) ﬂF)
P(Fg,r/2)
_ 9mC Z Hm ( <a: —) nNFN B(a:O,BR))
< om C?—tm (F N B(zo,3R)) < C%6™ R™.
Thus, using the definition of H,,(Fp,r) we obtain ([6.2), concluding the proof. O

Before proving Lemma let us recall the definition of the Muckenhaupt class A,. For
1 < p < o0 a non-negative function w is in A, if

s (ﬁ/}gw(:n) da:) <é/Bw(x)_ﬁ da:)p_l < 00, (6.3)

where the supremum is taken over all the balls B.

Proof of Lemma Let B be a ball in R™, rp its radius and d(B) the distance of B to
on.
If rp < d(B), given z in B we have d(B) < d(z) < 3d(B). Then,

(7)) < iy o) i o <

On the other hand, if rp > d(B), there exists 2y € 99 such that B C B(xg,3rg). Then,
without loss of generality, we can assume that B is centered at a point of ).
Now, from the Whitney decomposition of 9Q2° we have

1 y 1 p—1 , . i .
— = < Cry® “p-1 —.
(rB\/Bd><rB\/d > <o |2 [ ] (2] a !
QF QF

where the sum is taken over all Whitney cubes Q¥ intersecting B. There is no loss of generality
in assuming that the Whitney cubes are contained in B.

Observe that if QF is contained in B then 27F < %7’3. We call kg the minimum k

satisfying this inequality. Then, it is easy to see that 2750 ~ rp.
Now, using that d(z) ~ d(Q*) ~ 27F for every = € Q* and Lemma, we obtain

p—1

I < Crg™ | 2thughn 22%2—“

p—1

< C’r;"p Z Nk LE(),TB ) ku2—kn Z Nk JZQ,TB )21’ 12 kn

k= k() k= kO

p—1
00 00
_ ——

< o [ S rpakenm | (5 g h(nomt) )y

k::k() k:k()

Then, since —(n —m) < u < (p — 1)(n —m), we obtain
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p-1 n—m
mo< Ot (akolen=m) <2"“° <"‘m‘pL1“>> <crtm (2"“0)1)( '<c
and therefore the Lemma is proved. O
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