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Convergence Rates in Periodic Homogenization
of Systems of Elasticity

Zhongwei Shenh Jinping Zhugé

Abstract

This paper is concerned with homogenization of systemsefli elasticity with
rapidly oscillating periodic coefficients. We establistaghconvergence rates ii?
for the mixed boundary value problems with bounded meateiefficients.

1 Introduction and main results

This paper is concerned with convergence rates in periazhitdgenization of systems of
linear elasticity with mixed boundary conditions. More @eely, we consider the operator

L. = —div(A(z/e)V) = —&ii {@5(5) a%} . e>0. (1.1)

£

(The summation convention is used throughout this papee) Wi assume that the coef-
ficient matrix A(y) = (aff(y)) with 1 < 4, j,«, 8 < d is real, bounded measurable, and
satisfies the elasticity condition,
ag(y) = ai' (y) = ag;(y),
mile + €7 < aif ()&7€] < malél?,

(1.2)

for y € R? and matrixt = (£2) € R4, wherex, k, > 0. We also assume that satisfies
the 1-periodic condition:

Aly +2) = Aly) for y € R?andz € Z°. (1.3)

We shall be interested in the mixed boundary value problemm{xed problems) for
the elliptic systemZ.(u.) = F' in a bounded Lipschitz domaift. Let D be a closed
subset ofdQ and N = 90 \ D. Denote byH} (Q;R?) the closure inH!(Q); R?) of
the setC°(R? \ D;RY) and H,'(Q;RY) the dual of H}(Q;RY). Assume thatF’ €
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,f € HY(S;RY) andg € H-Y2(0;R?) (the dual of H/2(9Q; R%)). We
callu € H(Q;

:R%) a weak solution of the mixed boundary value problem

L.(u)=F in Q,
ue = f onD, (1.4)
n-A(z/e)Vu. =g onN,

if u. — f € H5(;RY) and
/QAEVUs Vo = (F.0) y=1qyxmi, @ T (9 9) m-1/2000)<11/200) (1.5)

holds for anyy € H}(92;RY). Here and throughout this paper, we defifnér) = h(z /<)
for any functionhk and use: to denote the outward unit normal 862.

The existence and uniqueness of the weak solution to thednpisablem [(1.4) follow
readily from the Lax-Milgram theorem, with the help of Kasnhequalities. It can also
be shown that under the elasticity condition [1.2) and théodiity condition [1.B), the
weak solutions:. converge to some functiom, weakly in H'(Q; R?) and thus strongly
in L2(Q;RY), ase — 0. Furthermore, the function, is the weak solution to the mixed
problem:

EOUO =F in Q,
ug = f onD, (1.6)
n- fAquo =g onN,

where

~ 0 0
Lo = —diV(AVY) = P 1.7
0 IV( v) axi {a’m 81'] } ( )
is a system of linear elasticity with constant mathix= (ag.ﬁ), known as the homogenized
(or effective) matrix ofA.
The primary purpose of this paper is to establish the optratal of convergence af.
toug in L?(Q; R?). More precisely, we are interested in the estimate,

|ue — uol| L2y < C '€ ||uol| m2() (1.8)

for the mixed problem(1]4) with nonsmooth coefficients, veh€ depends at most of)
K1, Ko, §2, andD. The problem of convergence rates is central in quantédtomogeniza-
tion and has been studied extensively in various settingsrafér the reader to[L] 7, 10]
for references on earlier work in this area. More recent veorkhe problem of convergence
rates in periodic homogenization may be found.in [17,/4, 5113 8,/9/ 12, 15, 16, 14| 6]
and their references. In particular, the estimlaté (1.8)waged by Griso in[4, 5] for scalar
elliptic equations with either Dirichlet or Neumann boundeonditions, using the method
of periodic unfolding[[2| 3]. In[[15, 16] the results were entled by Suslina to a broader
class of elliptic systems i? domains, which includes the systems of elasticity considier
in this paper, with either Dirichlet or Neumann boundaryditions. We mention that for
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systems of elasticity, the results were further extendeithéyirst author in[[14], where the
estimatef|u. — uo| o) < C [|ug||z2(), With p = 24, was proved in Lipschitz domains
for solutions with either Dirichlet or Neumann boundary diions. As far as we know,
there are no results on the estimate|(1.8) for the mixed bayndhlue problems, even for
scalar elliptic equations.

The following is our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q be a bounded”!! domain andD a closed subset aff) with a
nonempty interior. Let.,uy be the weak solutions of mixed boundary value problems
(L.4) and [1.6), respectively. Assume thatc H?(Q; R?). Then the estimaté (1.8) holds
with constantC' depending at most ofy «1, 2, D, and(Q.

Lety = (X;”B ) denote the correctors for the operafor Let S, be a smoothing operator
ate-scale andi, an extension ofi, from H?(Q; R?) to H?(R?; R?). The key step in the
proof of Theorenh 11 is the following estimate,

/ A€V<u€ oy — gxasa(vao)) : vw‘
Q
< C{e V¥l + 21 V¥l 2@ ol oo,

wherey € H:(Q;R?) andQy. = {x € Q : dist(x, 0Q) < 2¢} (see Lemm&3]5). We point
out that some analogous estimates were proved in [5] by thiecd®f periodic unfolding,
which is not used in this paper. Our approach tal(1.9), whieblves a standard smoothing
operator at the scalg is much more direct and flexible and allows us to handle wdffe
boundary conditions in a uniform fashion. We also menticat tihe use of smoothing
operators as well as the duality argument in our proof of Téegl.l is motivated by the
work [5,[15,16]. However, in comparison with [15,/16], ouopf does not rely on the
sharp convergence estimates for the whole sfécand thus avoids the estimates of terms
that are used to correct the boundary discrepancies. Asit, itbsgs significantly simplifies
the argument.

As a bi-product, we also obtain an(c'/?) estimate inH'(2) as well as an interior
O(e) estimate in{*.

(1.9)

Theorem 1.2. Under the same conditions as in Theofem 1.1, we have
[ue — uo — ex°S=(Vio) || () < Ce"*|luoll r2y, (1.10)
whereC depends at most afy 1, ko, D, and(2.
Theorem 1.3. Under the same condition as Theorem 1.1, we have
[0V (us — uo — ex”S=(Vo))|[12(0) < C e [[uollm2(), (1.11)
whered(x) = dist(z, 02) andC' depends at most af) x4, ko, D, and(.

We mention that our argument also yields the estimates iorEnes 1.1, 1)2 arid 1.3 for
the Neumann problem, where = (). We further point out that the approach works equally
well for the strongly elliptic systemsdiv(A(z/e)Vu.) = I, whereA(y) = (a?f(y)) with
1 <14,j<dandl < «,8 < misreal, bounded measurable, 1-periodic, and satisfies the
ellipticity conditionag; (y)é2¢ > pl¢|? for y € RY and¢ = (£7) € R™,
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2 Préiminaries

In this section we give a brief review of the solvability até thomogenization theory for
the mixed probleni(1]4). We begin with a Korn inequality.

Lemma2.1. Let) be a bounded Lipschitz domainitf and D a closed subset @ with
a nonempty interior. Then for any vector fielde H}(2; RY),

[ull g1y < ClIVu+ (V)| 20, (2.1)
whereC' depends only ond, D, and().

Proof. SinceD has a nonempty interior ié(2, there existr, € d2 andr, > 0 such that
B(xg,r0) N0 C D C 09. As a result, the inequality (2.1) follows from [10, Theorem
2.7]. O

Theorem 2.2. Let() be a bounded Lipschitz domain Rf and D a closed subset af2
with a nonempty interior. FoF* € H;'(Q;RY), f € H'(Q;RY) andg € H~Y2(9Q; RY),
there exists a unique weak solutione H*'(2; R?) to the mixed probleni(1.4). Moreover,
the solutionu, satisfies

el < C{IF Ny + 1 @ + g2 | (2.2)
whereC depends only on, k1, ko, €2, and D.

Proof. By considering the bilinear form
/ ANy - Vo
Q
and the bounded linear functional
(F, @) =1 @yxms @ (9, 9) m-1/200) < 1/2(00) — /QA‘EVf -V

on H}(Q;R?), Theoren{ 2P follows readily from the Lax-Milgram theorensing the
elasticity condition[(1.2) and the Korn inequality in Lemida. O

Assume that! satisfies[(I12) and(1.3). Lat = (x}) = (x”) denote the correctors
for £., wherel < j < dandl < a,8 < d. This means tha)‘(f € H} (R4 RY) is the
1-periodic function such thaf, x/ = 0 and

Li(x]+P))=0 inR?, (2.3)
where@ = [-1/2,1/2]%, P/(y) = y;¢”, ande” = (0,---,1,---,0) € R? with 1 in the

Sth position. For the existence of correctarssee e.g.[[7, 10]. The homogenized operator
Ly is given by [(1.¥), where the homogenized mattix (aﬁf) is defined by

~ . 0
A= ][ A(I+Vy) orprecisely @ :][ {aﬁ;ﬁ + a?,]a—(x]ﬂ)}. (2.4)
Q Q Yk
It is known thatA satisfies the elasticity condition {1.2) (with possibldetiéntr: , «.) [7].
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Theorem 2.3. Let() be a bounded Lipschitz domainRf and D a closed subset af2
with a nonempty interior. Fotr > 0, letu,., uy be the weak solutions of the mixed boundary
value problemd(114) and(1.6), respectively, whgre H;'(;R?), f € H'(Q;R?), and

g € H7'2(0Q; R%). Then

Ue — U weakly in H'(Q; R?),

~ 2.5
A*Vu, — AVu, weakly in L*(Q; R>?), (2:3)

ase — 0.

Proof. The proof is the same as in the case of the Dirichlet probl§mBY Theoren{ 2.2
the solutions.. are uniformly bounded i/ *(Q; R?). Let {u..} be a subsequence such that

ue — w weakly in H'(Q;RY),
A¥Vu, — G weakly in L2(Q; R™>?).

Sinceu. — f € HLH(;RY), we havew — f € HLH(;RY). Next we will show that
G = AVw. To this end we consider identity

/Q Aa’v%,-V<Pf+s’xf(g:/5'))¢: / Vud-A‘S'V(]Df%—e’xf(x/s’))gzﬁ, (2.6)

wheregp € C5°(2) and we have used the symmetry condm@ﬂ = a . By the Div-Curl
lemma (see e.g.[7, p.4]), the LHS 6f (R.6) converges to

/ G- (VPf)gb - / G0, 2.7)
Q Q
ase — 0, whereG = (G¢). Similarly, by the Div-Curl lemma, the RHS df (2.6) convesge

to
/Qv (JQA(VP n vxj)) o= | G e, (2.8)

ase — 0. Sincep € C3°(Q2) is arbitrary, we obtain

ow™ o QW™
08 = D qen _ a0,
J 3:6@ J 8@

ie.G = AVwin Q.
Finally, note that for any € H}(Q;R?),

e’—0

/ AVw - Vp = / G-V =lim A'S,Vua/ -V
Q

= (F, 90>H5 (Q)xHE () + (9, 90>H*1/2(89)><H1/2(89)'

This shows thatv is a solution of the mixed problern_(1.6) for the homogenizgstem.
By the uniqueness of (1.6) it follows that the whole sequenceonverges weakly tag
in H1(Q; RY). The argument above also shows that the whole sequéii¢e. converges
weakly to AV in L2(; R4<4), O



3 Convergenceratesin H'(()

In this section we give the proof of the estimdie {(1.9) andofém[1.2. LetS. be the
operator on’.?(R%) given by

&w@:u*@uﬁz/QMx—w@@my (3.)

R4

whereg.(z) = e~ 4¢(c7'z), ¢ € C°(B(0,1/2)), ¢ > 0, and [ ¢ = 1. We will call S. the
smoothing operator atscale. Note that

[Seull 2@y < [|ull 2@y, (3.2)
andD*S.u = S.D%u for u € H*(RY) and|a| < s.
Lemma3.l. Letu € H'(R?). Then
[Seu — ull2@ay < Ce ||Vl L2ay, (3.3)
foranye > 0.
Proof. This is well known. See e.g. [17] dr [14] for a proof. O
Lemma3.2. Let f € L} (RY) be a 1-periodic function. Then for amye L*(R?),
/2 Seul 2ay < C || fllr2@lull L2y, (3.4)
wheref¢(z) = f(z/e) andQ = [-1/2,1/2]%
Proof. See e.qg.[[17] o [14] for a proof. O
LetQ. = {z € R : dist(z, Q) < ¢}.
Lemma 3.3. Let() be a bounded Lipschitz domainlitf. Then for any:. € H*(R?),

[hﬁscdwmmmpr, (3.5)
Qe

where the constartt’ depends only od and (.

Proof. This is known. See e.g. [12]. We provide a proof for the readssnvenience.
Note that the desired estimate is invariant under Lipsdiotneomorphism. By covering
0f) with coordinate patches, it suffices to prove a local estnfiat the upper half-space
with 0 < e < 1.

Letd € C*°(R) suchthad < 6 <1,6(t) = 1fort < 1,andd(t) = 0 fort > 2. For
any (2, t) with 2/ € Rt and—e < t < ¢ < 1, we have

u?(2',t) = —/t % [0(s)u”(2', 5)] ds
- —/t %[9(3)]u2(x/, s)ds — 2/t O(s)u(a’, s)%u(m’,s) ds.
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It follows that
2 2
(2, t) < C'/ u? (2, s) ds + 2/ lu(z', s)||Vu(a', s)| ds. (3.6)
—2 —2

Let A be a surface ball ifR?~!. Then
/ /uz(:c',t) dx'dt
<C’5/ / (2, s da:d$+45/ /|u93 s)||Vu(a', s)| dz'ds
2 —2

< Ce |lullp2axi—2.2pllull #rax(=2,2))-
This completes the proof. 0J

Lemma 3.4. Let) be a bounded Lipschitz domainRf and f € L2 (R?) a 1-periodic
function. Then for any € H'(R%),

/{N2 [FPISeul® < Ce [l g 1l ol 2 eay (3.7)

whereC' depends only or and().

Proof. This is known and similar estimates may be found in [17, 12jteNhat
Sae) = [ ule—e)oty) dy. (3.9
(0,1/2)
By Minkowski’s integral inequality and Fubini’'s theorem,

r@Psarar<c [ [ i@t - )P dyds
Qe e v B(0,1/2))

<c / / (e + g)Plule) 2 dudy
B(0,1/2) J Qc—cy

<c / / (@ + ey)Plu(e) ] dedy
B(0,1/2)) J Qac

< | (@) de sup / e+ ey)Pdy
Q (0,1/2)

Qoc zeRd J B

< Ce |l f 1220 lull oy llull L2y,
where we have used Lemial3.3 for the last inequality. O

Let uo be the solution ofl(116). Suppose that € H?(Q;R?). Since( is Lipschitz,
there exists a bounded extension operator?(Q; R?) — H?(R?; RY) so thatiy = Eug
is an extension ofiy and||uol| gz2ray < Cllug || g2(o)- Let

w, = u. — ug — ex°S:Vuy, (3.9)
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whereu, € H'(2;R?) is the solution of[(14). Then, satisfies
Low. = F. = Loug — Loug — L (ex"S-Vuy) in Q,
w. = h. = —eX°S.Viig onD, (3.10)
n-AVw, =g. =n- /A1Vu0 —n-AVuy—n- AV (ex*S-Vuy) onN.
Recall that(),, = {9: € Q: dist(z,00) < 25}. The following lemma plays a key role
in this paper.

Lemma 3.5. Let(2 be a bounded Lipschitz domainitf and D a closed subset @f2. For
anyy € H5(2;R?), we have

/ AV, - V?/)‘ <C ||U0||H2(Q){5 IV L2y + 51/2||V?/’||L2(st)}>
Q
wherew, is given by[(3.8) and’ depends only od, x1, k2, D, andf.
Proof. By a density argument we may assume C5°(R¢\ D; R?). Using
/ AVu, - Vi = / AVug - Vi,
Q Q
we obtain
/ A5ng : V’(/) = / [A\VUQ — A£VUQ — EA(EV(XaSgVﬁ()) . V’QD (311)
Q Q
A direct calculation shows that
AVug — A*Vug — e AV (x°S- Vi)
— BES. Vi + [(Evuo ~ AS. Vi) — (A*Vug — AZS.Vilp) — gAexfsev%]
= B*S.Vug + T,

whereB(y) = A — A(y) — A(y)Vx(y). As a result, we have

/Aavwg'V@D:/3855Vﬁ0'v¢+/T5-V1/)
Q Q Q

(3.12)
- Jl + JQ.

For J,, it follows from Lemma$ 31 arld 3.2 that

HT€HL2(Q) S CE ||u0||H2(Q) (313)
Thus,
| Jo] < Celluoll a2y | VY L2(0)- (3.14)
To handleJ;, we write
Ji= [ B(1-06,)S.Vuy-V +/B€6€S€V~ -V

1 /Q ( ) Uo (0 0 Uo (0 (3.15)

= Ji + Jio,



whered. € Ce°(R?) is a smooth function such thét(z) = 1if = € Q., 6.(z) = 0 if
r & Q. and|Vé.| < Ce~!. SinceB(y) is 1-periodic and locally square integrable, by
Lemmd_ 3.4, we obtain

J S/ B*S.Vuy - 0.V
| J12] 925| 0 Y| (3.16)

< O ol () | VU | 1200 -

It remains to estimaté;;. To this end we leB = (bf;ﬁ(y)). Note thatbj.‘f is 1-periodic
andbf’ € L2 (R%). Also, by [2:3) and(Z]4),

88 b?f -0 and / b“ﬁ
Y

It follows that there exist 1-periodic functio fj € HL.(RY), wherel < o, 3,i,7,k < d,
such that

b%ﬁ —(bkm and ¢]mj = ¢,k] (317)

(seel[7] orl[8]). Using integration by parts, this allows asrite J;; as

/ ¢o¢65 ) aﬂo . 8¢a

0:L'k '“J 8% ox;
ou &W 0%, oY

_ affe Y% . afe _ 0 .

N 5/ ¢k” 8@ Be) e <8xj> ox; /gbk” (1 (8@8:63) ox;
a~ 82wa

_ 0458 )
6/ gbkw <8x] ) ox; 0z’

Wheregész( ) = z‘fj(:c/a). Note that the last term vanishes in view of the second eguati
in (3.117). Therefore, by Lemmas 8.2 dnd| 3.4, we obtain

Wl < C |<I>55€V'1ZO||V¢|+C5/|<I>£S€V217(]va\
Q

Q2s
< C e |ug|| g2 | VYN 2200y + C € w0l a2y || V| L2 (92

whered = ( 25.). Thus, in view of[(3.16), we have proved that

|| < CePuoll a2 @ IVl 200 + C€ uoll a2 [V 2 - (3.18)
The lemma now follows by combining(3J12), (3114), and (3.18 O

We are ready to give the proof of Theorem|1.2.

Proof of Theorem[1L2l Let w. be defined by[(319). Set = =6.x*S.(Vuy) and. =
w,. + r., whered. € C5°(RY) is the same as in the proof of Lemmal3.4. Then

Ve = ue — ug — (1 — 0.)x"S.(Vg) € Hp (S RY).
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It follows from Lemmd3.b that

< C e uoll 2o | Vel 2 () (3.19)

/ A*Vw, - Vi,
Q

This, together with the observatian = . — r. and
7l 10y < C 2| Juoll w2, (3.20)

gives
< Ce||uoll 2@ IV el 22() - (3.21)

[ aevu v,
Q
By the Korn inequality[(2J]1), the elasticity conditidn (JL.and [(3.211), we obtain

[9ell 10y < C &2 luo|r2(0)- (3.22)

Finally, by (3.20) and (3.22),
lwell @) < llvbell ey + el me) < C e lluollue@)- (3.23)
This completes the proof. 0J

Remark 3.6. If D = 99, TheorenT LR gives th®(s'/2) error estimate inH' for the
Dirichlet problem. In the case of the Neumann problem whgre (), Lemmd 3.5 as well
as the estimaté (3.21) continues to hold. We now use the déGam inequality,

oy < C{IVu+ (Fa o + Y- | [ -]}, (3.24)
j=1 7%

foranyu € H'(Q;RY), wherem = d(d+ 1)/2, {¢; : j = 1,...,m} is an orthonormal
basis ofR, andR = {u = Cz + D : CT = —C € R™?andD € R"} denotes the space
of rigid displacements. This, together with (1.2) ahd (3. 2ives

Thus, if we require that., ug L R in L?(Q; R?), the estimate(3.23) still holds.

Vel 1) < 0{81/2||U0||H2(Q) + Z } / Ve - @
j=1 79

4 Convergenceratesin L*(Q)

In this section we give the proof of Theorém|1.1. We begin hysodering the Neumann
boundary value problem

ePe = . Qu
{ L.p- =G in @.1)

n-AVp.=h onof2,
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whereG € L*(Q;R%), h € L?(09Q;R?), and

/QG+/mh:o. (4.2)

Recall that a functiop. € H'(2; RY) is called a weak solution of (4.1) if

/QAevp€~v¢:/QG-w+/mh-¢ (4.3)

for anyy € H'(£2;R%). Under the elasticity condition (1.2), it is well known thihe Neu-
mann problem{4]1) has a unique solutjpne H'(Q; R?) such thap. 1 R in L?(; RY).
The homogenized problem fdr (4.1) is given by

Lopo =G  inQ,
ope (4.4)
n-AVpy=nh onof).

If Qis OV, G € L2(;RY) andh € HY?(9Q;R?), it is known that the unique weak
solution of [4.4) inH*(Q; RY) with the propertyp, | R in L?(Q; R?) satisfies
lpollirzier < CLIG ze) + WAl oaony }- (4.5)

For the proof of Theorem 1.1 we will need to construct a functi € H'/2(9Q; RY)

satisfying [(4.2) and
h=0 onN =0Q\ D, (4.6)

for eachG € L?(Q;R?). This is done in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let2 be a bounded Lipschitz domain amgla closed subset ai{2 with a
nonempty interior. LeG € L2?(Q;R?). Then there is a functioh € H'/2(9Q;R?) such
that / satisfies[(412)[(4]6), and

12l 17200y < C NG L2 (4.7)
whereC' depends only of2 and D.

Proof. By our assumption o there existr, € D andr, > 0 such thatB(zg, 7o) N9 C
D. We fix a nonnegative functioh, € Cg°(R?) satisfying supphg) C B(wo, 7o) and
ho > 1in B(zo,r0/2). Note thathy € H'(99), [,,ho > 0, andhy = 0 on N. Now define

h = —hq (/m ho) _1/QG. (4.8)

Clearly, the functiorh satisfies[(4]2) and (4.6). Moreover,

-1
12/l /200y < [P0l 1200 (/m ho) 272Gl 1210) = ClIG ] 220, (4.9)
whereC depends only of2 and D. O
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Suppose thaf) is C*'. By Lemmal4.]l and (4l5), for eadhi € L*(Q;R?), we can
constructh so that the weak solutiop, of (4.4) with the property, L R in L*(Q;R9)
satisfies

ol r20) < C |G| L2 (4.10)

Let po = Epy be an extension gf, in H2(R%; R?) and set). = p. — py — ex°S-Vpo. By
Remark 3.6 we see that

1Nl < Ce|lpollz) < Ce'?|Gl 2. (4.11)
We are now in a position to give the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem[L1 Let., w., andr. be the same functions as in the proof of Theorem
[1.2. Note that). = w. + r. = u. — ug — (1 — 6.)x*S-Vuy. Clearly, by Lemma3]2,

le(1 = 02)Xx°S:-Vo| 12(0) < Ce [luol[m2(0)- (4.12)

Thus, to prove Theorem 1.1, it suffices to shipwe || 12y < Cellugl|g2()- This will be
done by a duality argument, using Lemma 3.5.

Fix G € L*(Q;R9Y) and leth € H/2(0Q;R?) be the function given in Lemn{a4.1.
Let p., po be the weak solutions of (4.1) arld (4.4), respectively, gheahp.,po L R in
L*(;RY). Sincey. € HL(;RY) andn - A°Vp. = h=00nN, by (4.3),

/ Ve - G = / AV, - Vpe. (4.13)
Q Q
Write

/QA‘SV@&E -Vpe = /QA‘Eng -Vpe + /Q A*Vr. - Vp. = J3 + Jy. (4.14)

We estimate/, first. Note that,
Jy = /QA€VT€ -Vn. + /QAEV’/’E -Vpo + /Q A*Vr. - V(ex®SVo)
=Ju + Jaz + Juz.
In view of (3.20) and[(4.11), we obtain
|Ja| < CIIVre|l 2oyl Vel 2) < Ce |luollaz@)llpoll a2 (4.15)

For J,», note that-. is supported irﬁga. Hence,

| Jaz| < C|Vre| L2l Vool L2 @)
< Ce||uoll a2 Il poll z2(02)»

where we have used Leminal3.3 for the last inequality. Sityjlar

| Jaz| < C[|Vre]lL2 IV (EX SV o) L2 (00)

(4.16)
< Celluoll g2 llpoll 220,

12



where we have used Lemimal3.4. As a result, we have proved that

| Ja| < Celluol| 2 || poll #2(0)- (4.17)

It remains to estimatd;. Again, we write

Jg = / A*Vw.Vn, — / A*Vw.Vpy — / AV w:V(ex®S:Vo)
Q Q Q
= J31 + J32 + Js3.

Note that/;; can be easily handled by tté' estimates ofv. andr.. Since the estimate of
J3o is similar to that ofJ33, we will only give the estimate fays;. To this end, we write

/Aavwav(gxasavﬁO)
Q (4.18)
— [ AV0I 008V + [ AT (1~ )2 S,V )
Q Q
wheref,. € C°(RY) is a smooth function such that.(z) = 1 if dist(z,09Q) < 2e,
b2-(z) = 0 if dist(z,00) > 4e, and|Vh,.| < Ce'. It follows by Theoreni1]2 and
Lemma 3.4 that

< Ce |lwe|lmr (e [|02: XSV ool 71 (0

/ A*Vw.V (02:ex°S:-Vpo)
Q

(4.19)
< Ce |luoll a2 llpoll m2(0)-

For the second term in the RHS 6f (4.18), note f{Hat 0.)ex°S-Vpy € HA(;R?). This
allows us to apply Lemma 3.5 and obtain

/QAEVwEV((l — 925)6x655V,50)

< O Jugll @)1V (1 = 022)exSV 7o) 260 (4.20)
+ C e |lugll 20y |V (1 = 022)eX" SV 30) | 22620, -
Note that the second term vanishes] as 6. is supported iR¢ \ Q.. Also,
IV (1 = 02:)ex°S-V o) lz2) < C llpollm2 (- (4.21)
This, together with[(4.19) and (4.120), leads to
| J33] < Ce [luoll m2) [l poll 2 (4.22)
Combining this with the estimates df;, J5,, we obtain
| J3] < Ce |[uollmz@) [l poll 2 (5 - (4.23)
Hence, in view of[(4.13)[ (4.14), (4.17) and (4.23), we hane/pd
/Q'(/)a : G‘ < Celluwollm2@llpoll20) < Celluoll 2| Gllz2@) (4.24)
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whereC depends only od, x4, k2, D, and2. Therefore, by duality,
Vel z2) < Celluollm2(), (4.25)
which completes the proof of Theorém11.1. O

Remark 4.2. If D = 9, Theoreni 111 gives the shaflie) estimate in’.? for the Dirichlet
problem. In the case of the Neumann problem, our proof aleesghe estimaté (1.8), if
we further require that.,u, L R in L*(Q;R?). To see this, we consider the Neumann
problem [4.1) withG € L?(2;R%), G L R, andh = 0 on d§2. The same argument as in
the proof of Theorerm 111 gives the estimate (4.24). By du#iis implies that

ooy < Cellunley + €S- | [ w5
j=1 79

wherem = d(d +1)/2 and{¢; : j = 1,...,m} forms an orthonormal basis f&t in
L2(Q;RY). Usingu.,ug L R in L2(Q;R?), it follows that [|¢. | z2¢) < Celluollr2a)
from which the estimaté (1.8) follows.

5 Interior H! estimates

In this section we study the interidf' convergence and give the proof of Theoifen 1.3.

Lemma5.1. Letw, be defined by (319). Letc 1W1>°(Q) be a nonnegative function in
such that{ = 0 on9f). Then,

1V lz2(@) < Cluollmzey{e 1< lwrosi@ + €2l (@) + 4 1CVCN 2 g, }-
whereC depends only oH, 1, ke, D, and(Q.

Proof. SinceCw. € H}(;R?), it follows from the elasticity condition and the first Korn
inequality that

ICVwel|72 () < 2V (Cwe)lF2() + 2/w-V([I 720y
<C [ 49w - V(Gw) + 2wl Ve e g1y
< C [ 4V V() + ol I V€I~

where we also used the identity
V(Cwe) - V(Cw.) = A*Vw. - V(C*w.) + A*(w. V() - (w. V().
Note that by Lemma3l5,
[ AV ()

< Ce ||uoll m2oy |V (CPwe) || 20y + C €7 [|uol| 2oy |V (Cwe) | 1205 -

(5.2)
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This, together with[(5]1), gives

I¢V w72y < Celluoll ¢ Vel 2@ lI¢ | o)
+ Ce o s e 2 ICVE vy
+ O ol e [CV el i [l misy (63)
+ C o 2@y | we 2 1€Vl 0022
+ C w72 IV v -
By the Cauchy inequality with an> 0 we obtain

ICVwe][ 720y < O [luollfrzoy ¢ 7m0y + C e luoll 2oy lwell 2@y IEVE @)
+Ce HUOH%{?(Q) ||C||2L°°(Qgs)

+ Ce P uoll o el 20 € VC e
+ C w2 1 VE o,

(5.4)

It then follows by the estimatw. || 12 ) < Cel|uol| m2(q) that

IV |72 < C HUOH?“{?(Q){52”C||%/Vlv°°(ﬂ) +elICl ooy + 83/2||CVCHL°°(925)}-
This completes the proof. 0J

Proof of Theorem[1.3 Let ((x) = d(x) = dist(z,00). Note that¢ = 0 on 92 and
[¢][wree) < C, whereC' depends only o). Theoreni 1.3 now follows readily from
Lemma5.1. O

As a corollary, we obtain the following interior estimate.

Corollary 5.2. LetQ2’ be an open subset 6f such that dig(?’, 02) > 0. Under the same
conditions as in Theorem1.1, we have

||u5 — Uy — €X€SgVﬁ0||H1(Q/) S Ce ||u0||H2(Q)7 (55)
whereC depends only oH, k1, ko, D, " and (2.

Remark 5.3. The estimates in Lemnia%.1 and Theofflem 1.3 as well as in Goy@l.2
continue to hold for the Neumann boundary value problemseifurther require:., uy L
R in L?(; RY). The proof is exactly the same.
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