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GREEN FUNCTIONS OF CONORMAL DERIVATIVE PROBLEMS
FOR STATIONARY STOKES SYSTEM

JONGKEUN CHOI, HONGJIE DONG, AND DOYOON KIM

ABSTRACT. We study Green functions for stationary Stokes systems satisfying
the conormal derivative boundary condition. We establish existence, unique-
ness, and various estimates for the Green function under the assumption that
weak solutions of the Stokes system are continuous in the interior of the do-
main. Also, we establish the global pointwise bound for the Green function
under the additional assumption that weak solutions of the conormal derivative
problem for the Stokes system are locally bounded up to the boundary. We
provide some examples satisfying such continuity and boundedness properties.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we are concerned with construction and pointwise estimates for
Green functions for stationary Stokes systems with the conormal derivative bound-
ary condition in a bounded domain Q € R?, d > 3. Let £ be a second-order elliptic
operator in divergence form

Lu = Do (AP Dgu)
acting on column vector valued functions u = (u',...,u?)". The coefficients A*? =

A%B(z) are d x d matrix-valued functions on R? with entries AZ_B satisfying the
strong ellipticity condition; i.e., there is a constant A € (0, 1] such that

d d
AP < AT YT AP 6 > A ) 6l (1.1)
a,B=1 a=1
for any &, € R? o € {1,...,d}. By a Green function with conormal derivative

boundary condition for the Stokes system, we mean a pair (G, IT) = (G(z, y), II(x,y)),
where G is a d X d matrix-valued function and Il is a 1 x d vector-valued function,
which is a solution of the conormal derivative problem

divG(,,y) =0 in Q,

1
LG(-,y) + VII(-,y) = 6,1 + @I in €,

BG(-,y) + vI(-,y) =0 on 09,
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where v = (v1,...,v4)" is the outward unit normal to 09, BG(-,y) is the conor-
mal derivative of G(-,y) on 0 associated with L, ¢, is the Dirac delta function
concentrated at y, and I is the d x d identity matrix; see Section Bl for a more pre-
cise definition of the Green function. The conormal derivative boundary condition
arises from the variational principle, and one may consider this type of condition
on the output of the channel where the velocity of the flow is a prior unknown when
describing a flow through a finite channel. See [22] 2] and references therein.

Our focus in this paper is to find minimal regularity assumptions on the coeffi-
cients and on the boundary of the domain for the existence of the Green function
(G, 1I) satisfying the pointwise bound

Gz, y)| < Clz =y, x#y. (1.2)

We prove that if the Poincaré inequality (Z3]) holds in © and weak solutions of
the Stokes system with bounded data are continuous in the interior of the domain,
then the Green function exists and satisfies the pointwise bound ([2)) away from
the boundary of the domain; see Theorem 24l The Green function satisfies the
pointwise bound ([[2]) globally if we further assume that weak solutions of the
Stokes system with bounded data are locally bounded up to the boundary; see
Theorem For the uniqueness of Green functions, we impose the normalization
condition

G(z,y)dz =0, (1.3)

Q

which enables us to construct the Green function in a large class of domains. One
can investigate the Green function with the normalization condition

G(z,y)dz =0 (1.4)
a0
if the boundary trace of a W4 () function is well defined. See [6] for the Neumann
Green functions of elliptic and parabolic systems with the normalization condition
([C3) and [7] for that of elliptic systems with the normalization condition (4.

An easy consequence of our results combined with the L -estimates for the Stokes
system established in [5] is the following. If A%® are merely measurable in one
direction, which may differ depending on the local coordinates, and have small
mean oscillations in the other directions (variably partially BMO) and the domain
is Reifenberg flat, then the Green function exists and satisfies the global pointwise
bound (C2); see Appendix. We note that Stokes systems with such type of variable
coefficients can be used to describe the motion of inhomogeneous fluids with density
dependent viscosity and two fluids with interfacial boundaries; see [10] [I1] and the
references therein. It also can occur when performing a change of coordinates or
when flattening the boundary; see [9].

As such, Stokes systems with variable coefficients were discussed in many papers.
With regard to the Green function of the Dirichlet problem, we refer the recent
papers [8] 0]. In []], the authors proved the existence and pointwise estimates
of Green functions in a bounded C! domain when d > 3 and coefficients have
vanishing mean oscillations. The corresponding results for the fundamental solution
and the Green function on a half space were obtained in [9] when coefficients are
merely measurable in one direction and have small mean oscillations in the other
directions (partially BMO). See also [18] for the asymptotic behavior of the Green
function for Stokes system with oscillating periodic coefficients. Regarding the
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regularity theory, we refer the reader to [I0, [I1l [5] for Stokes system with variably
partially BMO coefficients, and [8] [3] for Stokes system with coefficients having
small mean oscillations in all directions. See also [I7] for the homogenization theory
of Stokes system with periodic coefficients. On the other hand, we are unable to
find any literature explicitly dealing with the Green function satisfying the conormal
derivative boundary condition for Stokes system with variable coeflicients. With
respect to the classical Stokes system with the Laplace operator

Au+ Vp = f,

the Neumann Green function was studied by Maz’ya-Rossmann. In [25], they ob-
tained estimates for the Green function of a mixed boundary value problem (con-
taining the Neumann boundary value problem) on a polyhedral cone in R3. See
also [27] for the Green function of the mixed problem in a two dimensional domain.
Regarding the Green function for the Dirichlet problem, we refer the reader to
Maz’ya-Plamensvskii [24], where the authors proved the existence and the point-
wise bound for the Green function in three-dimensional domains of polyhedral type.
For this line of research, see [28] [29] and the references therein. We also refer to
[26] for the Green function on a Lipschitz domain in R? or R3, and [4] [13] for the
fundamental solution of the Stokes system.

Our argument in establishing the existence of the Green function is based on
techniques used in Griiter-Widman [16] and Hofmann-Kim [19], where the authors
constructed Green functions for elliptic equations and systems with irregular coef-
ficients. The key for obtaining the Green function lies in constructing a sequence
of approximated Green functions, getting uniform estimates for the sequence, and
applying a compactness theorem. In this paper, to establish the existence of the
Green function (G, II), we refine the techniques for the uniform estimates since the
presence of the pressure term IT makes the argument more involved. For the global
pointwise bound (L2), we adapt the argument in Kang-Kim [21], where the authors
proved global pointwise bounds of Green functions for elliptic systems.

In a subsequent paper, we will study Green functions (G, II) for Stokes systems
with measurable coefficients in two dimensional domains. In this case, G should
have a logarithmic growth. As a matter of fact, our method breaks down and is
not applicable in the two dimensional case.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [2 we state our
main results along with some notation, assumptions, and the definition of the Green
function. We provide some auxiliary results in Section Bl In Sections M and Bl we
prove the main theorems. Finally we provide some applications of our results in
Appendix.

2. MAIN RESULTS

Throughout the paper, we denote by €2 a bounded domain in the Euclidean space
RY, d > 3. For any z € Q and 7 > 0, we write Q,.(z) = QN B,.(r), where B,.(x) is
the usual Euclidean ball of radius r centered at x. For 1 < ¢ < 0o, we denote by
W, (2) the usual Sobolev space. We define

Ly(@) = {u € Ly() : (wa =0}, WHRQ) = {ue WHD) : (wa =0},
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where (u)q is the average of u in , i.e.,

1
u)g = udr = — [ udx.
(wa= f wie=qp [

Let £ be an elliptic operator in divergence form
Lu = Do (A’ Dgu),
where the coefficients A%# satisfy the strong ellipticity condition (II)). We denote
by Bu = A*8 Dguv, the conormal derivative of u on the boundary of €2 associated

with £. The adjoint operator £L* and the conormal derivative operator B* associated
with £* are defined by

L*u = Dy ((AP*) T Dgu), B*u = (AP) T Dguv,.

For f € f@d/(d”)(ﬂ)d and f, € La(2)?, we say that (u,p) € W3 (Q)? x Ly(Q) is a
weak solution of the problem

Lu+Vp=f+Dyfo in Q
{ Bu+ pv = fov, on 09,
if
/AO‘BDBU-Da¢d:v+/pdiv¢d:§:—/f~¢dw+/fa-Daqux
Q Q Q Q

holds for any ¢ € W1 (Q)4. Similarly, we say that (u,p) € W3 ()4 x La(Q) is a
weak solution of the adjoint problem
L'u4Vp= f+4+ Dofo in Q,
{ B u+ pv = forv, on 09,
if
/A“5D5¢~Daudx+/pdiv¢dx: —/ f-¢dx+/ fa Dot dzx
holds fci any ¢ € W3 (Q)<. ForSL € WE(Q)4 and 26 Li(Q)4, b;
divu=g in

we mean the equation holds in the almost everywhere sense.

In the definition below, G = G(x,y) is a d x d matrix-valued function with the

entries G : Q x Q — [—00,00], and II = II(z,y) is a 1 x d vector-valued function
with the entries IT* :  x Q — [—00, o0].

Definition 2.1 (Green function). We say that (G,II) is a Green function of £ in
a bounded domain § if it satisfies the following properties:

(a) For any y € Q and r > 0,
G(y) € WP N W3 (Q\ Br(y) ™,
(-, y) € Li(Q)? N La(2\ Br(y))”.
(b) For any y € Q, (G(-,y),II(-,y)) satisfies
divG(,,y) =0 in Q,

1
LG(-,y) + V(- y) = —6,1 + wI in Q,

BG(-,y) +vI(-,y) =0 on 99,
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in the sense that, for any k € {1,...,d} and ¢ € WL (2)? N C(Q)?, we have
divG™*(,y)=0 in Q

and

‘/fwﬁDN?Wuw'Da¢M%%/
Q

(-, y) divgde = ¢ (y) — f oF dx,
Q Q
where G'Nk(-,y) is the k-th column of G(-,y).
(c) Let f € Loo(Q)? and g € Loo(Q). If (u,p) € W4 () x La(f2) is a weak solution
of
divu =g in €,
L'u+Vp=f in Q, (2.1)
B*u+pr=0 on 09,

then for a.e. y € 2, we have

uly) = = [ Gla) fa)do+ [ M) Tota) do (22)

We remark that the property (c) in the above definition together with the solv-

ability of the conormal derivative problem in Wi (Q)% x L(Q) (see Lemma 32

gives the uniqueness of a Green function in the sense that, if (G,II) is another

Green function satisfying the above properties, then for each ¢ € C5°(Q)? and
v € C§°(£2), we have

/Q (Gla,y)T — Glay)T)(a) d = / (M) — Ti(r, )T o) dir = 0

Q

for a.e. y € Q. We also note that the definition of the Green function depends on
the normalization condition. In the above definition, the Green function satisfies
Jo G(z,y) dx = 0. On the other hand, if €2 is a Lipschitz domain so that the bound-
ary trace of a W4 (Q) function is well defined, then one may use the normalization
condition [, G(x,y) do, = 0. Under this condition, the Green function (G, II) can
be defined as a solution of the problem

divG(,y) =0 in
LG(-,y) + VII(-,y) = =6, in Q,

BG(-,y) + VII(-,y) = I on 09.

1
09|
We make the following assumptions to construct the Green function for £ in €.

Assumption 2.2. There exists a constant Ky > 0 satisfying

100 L2a) a2y () < Kol Dl Loyy for all ¢ € W5 (Q). (2.3)

Remark 2.1. By following the argument in [I2, pp. 286-290], one can show that
Assumption holds when €2 is an extension domain, in particular, when £ is a
Reifenberg flat domain as in Assumption [6.] (i%); see, for instance, |20} 23].

The following assumption holds, for instance, when the coefficients A%? are vari-
ably partially BMO; see Appendix.
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Assumption 2.3. There exist constants Ry € (0,1] and Ay > 0 such that the
following holds: Let 29 € © and 0 < R < min{Ry,dist(xg,0Q)}. If (u,p) €
W (Br(x0))? x Lo(Br(g)) satisfies

divu=0 in Bg(xo),
: (2.4)
Lu+Vp=f in Bgr(xo),
where f € Loo(Bgr(z0))?, then we have u € C(Bp/a(x0))? (in fact, a version of
belongs to C(Bg2(x0))?) with the estimate

[ull 2o (Brys (o)) < Ao(R™V2([ull Lo(Ba(zo)) + BN Lw(Brizo))-

The same statement holds true when L is replaced by £*.

Theorem 2.4. Let d > 3 and Q be a bounded domain in R®. Then under Assump-
tions[Z2 and [Z3, there exist Green functions (G,II) of L and (G*,II*) of L* such
that for any y € Q, we have

G(y), G*(y) € CQN\ )™,
and there exists a measure zero set N, C §) such that
Gle,y) =G (y,x)", Gly,2) =G (z,y)"  forallw € Q\N,. (2:5)

Moreover, for any x,y € Q satisfying
1
O<|z—y|l< 3 min{ Ry, dist(y, 9Q)},

we have
|G(z,y)| < Clz —y*~4, (2.6)

where C' = C(d, \, Ky, Ag). Furthermore, the following estimates hold for all y € Q
and 0 < R < min{ Ry, dist(y, 9Q)}:

D) G Loy a oy @ Brw)) T PG W) Lo Bagy) < CRED/2.

1) 1TC, 9) | Lo Ba(y) < CRED/2,

i) [{z € Q:|G(z,y)| >t} < Ct=¥=2 for all t > min{Ry, dist(y, 0Q)}>~ .

w) {z € Q: |DG(z,y)| >t} < Ct=¥=D for all t > min{ Ry, dist(y, 0Q)}' 7.

v) {z € Q:|(z,y)| >t} < Ct=44=1) for all t > min{ Ry, dist(y, 9Q)}'~<.
)
)

211

i) |GG L y(Bre)) < CaR?>™ Y9, where q € [1,d/(d — 2)).
vii) [|[DG(,y)llL,(Bry) < C R'=4+4/9 where q € [1,d/(d — 1)).
viid) [T 9)ll 1, (Bae)) < CaRI—TH /9, where q € [1,d/(d— 1)).
In the above, the constant C depends only on d, A\, Ko, and Ay, and Cy depends
also on q.

Remark 2.2. In Theorem 2.4] one may prove the existence of the Green functions
without the continuity condition in Assumption 23l In this case, the continuity of
the Green functions and the identities in ([2.5]) are not guaranteed, and the estimate
(20 is satisfied in the almost everywhere sense. On the other hand, if one has a
modulus of continuity estimate such as a Holder estimate for the solution w in
Assumption 23] then one can show that (23] holds for all z,y € Q with « # y.
For further details, see the end of the proof of Theorem 2.4
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Remark 2.3. Let (G,II) and (G*,II*) be Green functions for £ and £*, respectively,
constructed in Theorem B4l Assume that (u,p) € Wi ()% x La(Q) is a weak

solution of
divu=g in Q,

Lu+Vp=f+Dyfa in Q
Bu+pv = fov, on 09,
where f € Loo()%, fo € Loo()?, and g € Loo(Q). Then for a.e. y € Q, it holds
that
uty) = = [ & @) S@)de + [ DG @) fola)da+ [ () gla) do

Using this together with (23], we have
uy) = = [ Gloo)f@)da+ [ DoGly.a)ala)da+ [ (e, gla) do

To obtain the global pointwise bound for G(z,y), we impose the following as-
sumption. We note that the assumption holds, for instance, when the coefficients
AP of L are variably partially BMO and €2 is a Reifenberg flat domain; see Ap-
pendix.

Assumption 2.5. There exist constants Ry € (0,1] and A; > 0 such that the
following holds: Let 29 € 9Q and 0 < R < Rp. If (u,p) € Wi (Qr(z0))? x
L2(Qr(z0)) satisfies

divu =0 in Qg(xo),
Lu+Vp=f in Qgr(zo), (2.7)
Bu+pr=0 on 9QN Bg(xg),
where f € Loo(Qr(70))?, then we have
[l Loe (22 (20)) < AL (B2 (Ul Ly (@n(ae)) T BN Lo @r(20))) -
The same statement holds true when L is replaced by L£*.

Remark 2.4. In the above assumption and throughout the paper, (u,p) is said to
satisfy (271 if dive = 0 in Qg(xg) and

/ Aaﬂpﬁu-Da¢dI+/ pdiv¢daz:—/ f-¢dx
Qr(z0) Qr(zo) Qr(zo)

for any ¢ € Wy (Qr(z0))? such that ¢ = 0 on dBg(zo) N Q.

Theorem 2.6. Let d > 3 and Q be a bounded domain in R® with |2 > mg > 0.
Let (G,II) be the Green function constructed in Theorem under Assumptions
and 2.3 If we assume Assumption (in addition to Assumptions [2.2 and
[233), then we have

|G(x,y)| < Cloz—y|*>~%  for any x,y € Q with 0 < |z — y| < Ry, (2.8)

where C' = C(d, \,mg, Ko, Ao, A1). If we further assume that there ezists a constant
0 > 0 satisfying

|Br(z0) \ Q| > 0RY, Vxo €09, VR < (0,Ry), (2.9)
then for any y € Q and 0 < R < Ry, the following estimates hold:
D) NGC Y Laayasy @\ Brw) + IPGC 9| Lo Br(y)) < CRETD/2.
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i) 1, 9)l| LBy < CRE=D/2
iii) {z € Q:|Glz,y)| >t} < Ct~ d/(d 2 for all t > Ry~
w) {z € Q: |DG(x,y)| >t} < Ct=¥=D for all t > R
v) {z € Q: (z,y)| >t} < Ct=¥E=D forall t > R~
) Gy Ly @ney) < CoRP4F, where g € [1,d/(d — 2)).
U”) HDG( 'Y )HLq(QR(y)) < C R'~ d+d/q7 where q € [17d/( ))
vigi) [T, Y)[ L, @r () < C'qufd*d/q, where q € [1,d/(d — 1)).
In the above, the constant C' depends only on d, A\, mg, Ko, Ao, A1, and 8, and C,
depends also on q.

(%2

Remark 2.5. If |x —y| > Ro, then G(x,y) is bounded by a constant depending only
on Ry and the parameters for the constant C' in (Z8). See (BI7) for more details.
Thus in (Z8]), one can remove the condition |z — y| < Ry if we allow the constant
C to depend also on Ry and diam 2.

3. AUXILIARY RESULTS

In this section, we derive some auxiliary results which will be used in the proofs of
the main theorems. We do not impose any regularity assumption on the coefficients
A8 of the operator L.

Lemma 3.1. Let Q be a bounded domain in R and g € Lo(Q). Then there exists
a function u € W3(Q)¢ such that

divu=g in Q, |DullL,0) < Cllgllz,0),
where the constant C' depends only on d.

Proof. See [5l Lemma 3.1]. O

The following lemma is regarding the W'-2-estimate and solvability for the Stokes
system.

Lemma 3.2. Letfl > 3 and Q be a bounded domain in R, Then under Assumption
22 for any f € de/(d+2)(ﬂ)d, fa € Lo(Q)?, and g € Ly(Q), there exists a unique
(u,p) € W3 ()4 x Ly(Q) satisfying
divu=g in €,
Lu+Vp=f+Dyfo in Q
Bu+ pv = forve on 0N
Moreover, we have
[ Dul|Ly0) + [P Lo@) < CllF | Loucase @) + C (I fall 2o + 19l L) »

where C = C(d, \, Ko) and C = C(d, \).
Proof. Notice from (Z3) that W3 (Q) is a Hilbert space with the inner product

(u,v) = | Dau- Dyvdx.
Q

Then the proof of the lemma is almost the same as that of [8, Lemma 3.2]. We
omit the details. g

We have the following Caccioppoli-type inequalities for the Stokes system.
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Lemma 3.3. (a) Let (u,p) € W3 (Br(z0))? x La(Br(z0)) satisfy
divu=0 in Bpr(xo),
{ Lu+Vp=f in Bgr(xo),
where xg € RY, R >0, and f € Loo(Br(20))?. Then we have
| DUl Ly(B a(z0)) T 1P = (P) B o (o) | La(Br 2 (o))
< (R ulzazaoy + B2 aeo):

where C' = C(d, ).
(b) Let Q be a bounded domain in RY. Assume that there exist constants 0 > 0 and
0 < Ry <1 satisfying

1Br(yo) \ Q| > 0r?, Vyo€09Q, Vre(0,Rp).
Let (u,p) € Wi (Qr(x0))? x La(Qr(z0)) satisfy
divu=0 in Qg(xg),
Lu+Vp=f in Qgr(x), (3.1)
Bu+pr=0 on 0QN Bg(xg),
where o € 9, 0 < R < Ry, and f € Loo(Qr(z0))?. Then we have
1Dl Lo (20)) F 1PN La(@n2(w0))
< (R MullLy@ni@o)) + B2 f | @n(mo))s
where C' = C(d, \, ).

(3.2)

Proof. The proof of the lemma proceeds in a standard manner. See [I5] for Cacciop-
poli inequalities for both linear and nonlinear Stokes systems under some technical
assumptions in a ball and a half ball. For the reader’s convenience, we present here
the details of the proof of the assertion (b), where we have a ball intersected with
a domain satisfying an exterior measure condition.

Let (u,p) € W3(Qr(z0))? x La(Qgr(x0)) satisfy @), where z9 € 0Q, 0 < R <
Ro, and f € Loo(Qr(z0))% Let r € (0,R] be given. We extend p to B,(zo)
so that (p)p,(z) = 0 and [|p[|L,(B, (z0)) 18 comparable to [pllz,(,(z)- By the
existence of solutions to the divergence equation (with the homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary condition and the right-hand side having zero mean) in a ball, there exists
¢ € W(B,(x0))* satisfying

divo=p in Br(z0), [D|LoBr(xo)) < ClPlLs(z0))s

where C' = C(d,0). We extend ¢ by zero on Q \ B,(z¢) and apply it as a test
function to BI)) to get

(d+2)/2

Pl L2, (20)) < C(IIDullLy(e, (w0)) + 7 1 F Lo (2 (20)) ) (3.3)

where C' = C(d, \, ).
Let 0 < p < r < R and 7 be a smooth function on R? satisfying
0<n<1, n=1on By(xg), suppnC B,(z0), |Vn|<C(r—p)*
Applying n?u as a test function to (3.1 and using ([B3)), we have
| Dull Ly, @0)) < ElDUl Loy, (20))

_ (3.4)
+ C((T - p) 1||u||L2(QT(mo)) + T(d+2)/2||f||Loo(QT(zo)))
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for e € (0,1), where C = C(d, \,0,¢). For k € {0,1,2,...}, we set

o R 1
Ty R ok

[1Dull Lo, (@o)) < EllDull Lo, (20))
+C(2"R™ Ml o(@nao)) + RPNl Loci@niaon)-
Multiplying ¥ and summing the estimates, we obtain that

1D L2100y < C (Rt Log@n o)) + B2 FllLci@n (o))

Therefore, we get the desired estimate (32) from ([B.3]) and the above inequality.
The lemma is proved. O

so that ([B4]) becomes

4. APPROXIMATED GREEN FUNCTIONS

Throughout this section, we assume that the hypotheses of Theorem [Z4] hold.
Under the hypotheses, we shall construct an approximated Green function and
derive its various interior estimates. We mainly follow the arguments in Hofmann-

Kim [19].
Let y € Q, ¢ € (0,1], and k € {1,...,d}. We denote by (v,7) = (Ve y.k» Te,y.k)
the solution in Wi ()% x Ly(9) of the problem
divv =0 in €,
Lv+Vr=70, e, in Q (4.1)
Bv+wv =0 on 01,

where e, is the k-th unit vector in R% and
1 1 ~
P y = _—IQE +— € LOO(Q) (42)
)] Y T e
Here, I_(y) is the characteristic function. Note that, for each e € (0,1] and Br(z) C
Q with R < Ry, (v, ) satisfies
divo =0 in Bg(x),
Lv+V7rn =3, e, in Br(x),
where ®. ,ey, is a bounded function. Thus, by Assumption 2.3 there exists a version

of v in Bg(x) which is continuous on Bg/s(x). Then there is a version @ of v such
that v = v a.e. in Q and v is continuous in ). We define the approximated Green
function (G.(-,y),II.(-,y)) for £ by

GiF(y) =t/ =0, and TIF(,y)=m=rm s

Here, G.(+,y) is a d x d matrix-valued function and II.(-,y) is a 1 x d vector-valued
function. By Lemma 32 we have

DG ()| o) + M, )| Loy < C (192 (y)
< C9.(y)|*- /D, (4.3)

(2-d)/(2d) | |Q|(2—d)/(2d))

where C' = C(d, A\, Kp).
In the lemma below, we obtain the pointwise bound for the approximated Green
function.
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Lemma 4.1. For any z,y € Q satisfying
- 1
0< 2 < % < min {Ro, 5 dist(y,asz)} ,
we have

|Ge(a,y)| < Clz —y[*~,
where C' = C(d, A\, Ko, Ap).
Proof. Let z,y € Q and k € {1,...,d}. Denote
(va) = (G:ak('vy)vnlag('vy))v (4'4)
where G*(-,y) is the k-th column of Ge(,y). We assume that 0 < 2e < R <
min{ Ry, dist(y, 9Q)}. Find (u,p) € W3 (Q)? x La(Q) satisfying
divu=0 in Q,
Lfu+ Vp=—-f+ (f)Q in €,
B*u+pr=0 on 09,
where f = I, () (sgnv?, ..., sgn vd)—r. Then by Assumptions[Z2 and 23] we have

el 2B o) < CRT 2 Ul Ly 4y (Brin) + B?)
< C(R'™ 2| Dul L,() + R?)
< CR?, (4.5)
where the last inequality is due to Lemma and C' = C(d, \, Ko, Ap). Since we

have
/ f-vdz:/Ao‘BDBU-Daudz:][ uk dz,
Qr(x) Q Be(y)

by ([@3) and the fact that e < R/2, we get
0]l L, (2 (a)) < CR? (4.6)

for any € Q and 0 < 2¢ < R < min{ Ry, dist(y, 9Q)}.
Assume

— 1
0<2<R:= w < min {Ro, 3 dist(y,BQ)} .

Since Br(z) C Q and Bg(z) N B:(y) = 0, we obtain by (@I that
divo =0 in Bg(x),
(4.7)

Lyv+ V7T = %' in Br(x).

For any z € Bgr(z) and r € (0, R] with B,.(z) C Bgr(z), by Assumption 23] applied
to (1) in B,(z), we have
—d/2 r2
||U||LOO(BT/2(z)) < Ag (7‘ ||U||L2(Br(z)) 4 @)
< C(r 20l Lo, 2y + B*Y),

where we used the fact that » < R and |Q| > CR? in the second inequality. Hence
by setting w = |v| + R?>~%, we see that

w2 (B, a2 < Cr™ Y2 W]l y(B, (2)-
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Because the above inequality holds for all z € Br(z) and r € (0, R] with B,(z) C
Bpr(z), by a well known argument (see [14] pp. 80-82]) we have

Wl L (Bra(a)) < CR™Wl| L, (B ()

which implies

101 L (B s (2)) < C(R™ 0]l (Bria)) + BZ?)- (4.8)
Thus, using (6] and the continuity of v, we get
|o(x)] < CR*™4,

where C' = C(d, \, Ko, Ap). The lemma is proved. O

Lemma 4.2. Let y € Q, 0 < R < min { Ry, 1 dist(y,0Q)}, and 0 < e < R/4. For
ke{l,...,d}, we set
ﬁlsc(uy) = Hlsc('vy) - (H]g:('7y))BR(y)\BR/2(y)'

Then we have

~ C ) -
||H§(-,y)||L2(BR(y)\BR/2(y)) < EHGsk('vy)||L2(B5R/4(y)\BR/4(y)) + CR® d)/27

where GX(-,y) is the k-th column of G.(-,y) and C = C(d, \).
Proof. Recall the notation ([@4]), and set

T =T = (T) Ba(y)\Brys(v)-
Since (7) By (y)\Bx J2(y) = 0, by the existence of solutions to the divergence equation
(see, for instance, [I]), there exists a function ¢ € W3 (Br(y) \ Brya(y))? such that

divg =7 in Br(y)\ Br/2(y)
and
1Dl L2(Brw)\Br/2w) < ClT | L2(Br@\ B2 w))- (4.9)
Here, by a scaling argument, one can check that the constant C' in the above

inequality depends only on d. We extend ¢ by zero on R?\ (Bg(y) \ Br/2(y)) and
apply ¢ as a test function to [I]) to get

/ |7|? dx :/ T dx
Br(y)\Br/>(y) Br(y)\Br/2(y)
= —/ A*SDgv - Dopdr — { ¢ da. (4.10)
Q Q

By Hélder’s inequality, the Sobolev inequality, and (£9l), we have

o

- d
S ClIU T R Y29) Ly a2 (Br()\Brya ()
< ClQU R Y2 Dl Ly (Br(y)\Brs(v))
< ClQ T R 2|7 o B\ Bryja(v)

where C' = C(d). Combining these together, and using Hoélder’s inequality and
Young’s inequality, we see that

/ 7|2 da < c/ |Dv|? dz + C|Q|2R*™, (4.11)
Br(y)\Br/>(y) Br(¥)\Br/>(y)
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where C' = C(d, A
)

).
Let z € Br(y) \ Bry2(y). Since Br/4(2) N B-(y) = 0, it follows from (@I that

dive =0 in Bgu(z),

Ly + V7= E)—]] in Bru(2).

Then by Lemma B.3] (a) applied to the above system and the fact that Bg/4(z) C
(Bsr/a(y) \ Brya(y)), we have
/ |Dv|? da < % [v|? dz 4+ C|Q|2R?*, (4.12)
Brys(z) R Bsr/a(y)\Br/a(y)

where C' = C(d, \). Because the above inequality holds for any z € Br(y)\Br/2(y),
by taking points z', ..., 2", where n = n(d), in Bgr(y) \ Bg/2(y) such that

(Br(y) \ Brj2(v) € | Brys(z),
i=1

and using (@I2) with Bg/s(z") in place of Bg/s(z), we have

|Dov|? dx < Z | Dv|? dx
i=1

/BR(y)\BR/z(y) Brys(z?)

C
< — [v|? dz + C|Q|2R**e. (4.13)
Bsr/a(y)\Br/4(y)
Combining ([EIT) and [@ETI3), and using || > CR?, we get the desired estimate. [
Based on Lemmas [£]] and 2] we obtain the following uniform estimates for
(Ge(+,y), (-, y)) away from the pole y.

Lemma 4.3. Let y € Q, 0 < R < min{Ry, dist(y,90)}, and 0 < e < 1. Then we
have

G s W) L ooy @ Br(w)) T DG 9) | Lo By < CRE™D2, (4.14)
T (s D Lo\ Bry)) < CRZ=D/2 (4.15)
where C = C(d, \, Ko, Ag).

Proof. Fix y € Q and k € {1,...,d}. Recall the notation ([£4)). We first prove that
the estimate (@Id) holds. Certainly, we may assume that 0 < R < % dist(y, 0€2).
For R/16 <& < 1, we obtain by (Z3) and (@3) that

(V1 Loa) oy T 1DV Loy < C|Bry1s(y)|*~ /2D < CRE-D/2,

which gives (LI4). Assume 0 < € < R/16, and let 7 be an infinitely differentiable
function on R? satisfying

0<n<1, n=1on Bgy(y), suppnC Bgr(y), |Vn<CR™". (4.16)
Applying (1 — n)?v as a test function to ([@Il), we have

C
(1 = n)Do|7, 0 < ﬁHv”%ﬂBR(y)\BR/z(y)) +C(I1 + ), (4.17)

I, = ‘][ (1 —n)%o"dzx
Q

where
I =

/ mdiv((1 —n)?v) dz|,
Q




14 J. CHOI, H. DONG, AND D. KIM
Notice from (v)q = 0 and ([@0]) that
C _
< ﬁHv”Ll(BR(y)) < CR*™,
€2
where C' = C(d, \, Ko, Ap). To estimate I;, we use diveo = 0 to get

:‘/ #V(n* —2n) - vdz|,
BR(y)\BR/2(y)

where @ = T — () B, (4)\ B a(y)- Then by Hélder’s inequality and Lemma 2] we
find

A Fa—
Q

I =

/ mdiv ((n* — 2n)v) dx
Q

C e 2-d
I < 25l aw)\Bryaw) TR
where C' = C(d, \). Combining [@IT) and the estimates of I; and I, we have

C _
11 =mDvllza@) < FVlLa(BsnanBryaty + CRETDZ, - (418)
where C' = C(d, \, Ko, Ap). Notice from (v)q = 0 and ([Z3) that

(O ) ol VP o)
d—2

< H(l - 77)“ - ((1 - W)U)QHde/(dfz)(Q) + |Q| 2d ‘((1 o 77)’U)Q|
-2

= H(l —n)v — ((1 - n)U)QHLQd/(d—Q)(Q) + |Q| 2 ‘(77”)9|

C _
< C(1 =n)Dvl| L) + EHUHLQ(BR(y)\BR/Q(y)) + CR™ Do) 1 B
(4.19)

where C' = C(d, Ky). This together with (4I8) and ({0 yields that

(X =m0l 14 sy @) + 12 = 1) Dol Ly 0)
C B (4.20)
S E||v||L2(BSR/4(y)\BR/4(y)) + OR(2 d)/2'

Since we have

R T — OR . 1.
2e < 3 < | 5 yl <35 < mln{Ro, gdlst(y,aﬁ)}

for all # € Bsgr/a(y) \ Brya(y), we obtain by Lemma B that

1 —d
}_%||U||L2(BSR/4(y)\BR/4(y)) < CRE=/2,

Therefore, we get the estimate ([II4]) from (£20) and the above inequality.
We now turn to the estimate ([@IH). Similar to the above, it suffices to show the
estimate with 0 < R < £ dist(y, Q) and 0 < ¢ < R/16. By Lemma Bl and (Z3),

there exists ¢ € Wi (Q)¢ such that
le¢ = ﬂ-IQ\BR(y) in Q (421)

and
1PN Lou)aeay (@) + 1DPl| o) < C(d, Ko)|7l| Lo\ B (v)- (4.22)
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We apply (1 — )¢ as a test function to (1], where 7 is as in ([@IG), to get
/ mdiv((1 —n)¢) dx
Q

(4.23)
=~ [ 4D Dal(t - m) e — f (- )t d
Q Q

Using (@.21)),
/Qﬂdiv((l —n)p)dx = /deivqﬁdx - /deiv(nqﬁ) dx

=/ |7r|2dx—/ aVn - ¢dx,
Q\Br(y) BR(y)\BR/2(y)

where T = T — (7)Bg(y)\Br,s(y)- Combining these together and using Hélder’s
inequality, we have

17017 50 Br() < CIIPVI Lo\ Brys @) (19 Loy as @) + 1PBll La(e)

2—d) /2d)

+ C(IF La(Brw\Brya() + 1210 (Bl Loy a2y ()

and thus, by [@22)) and |Bg| < ||, we obtain
17l @ Baw) < CUDYILo@\Bryatw) + 17 La(BrmNBryat) + BED7). (4.24)

This inequality together with Lemma and ([@I4) implies (ZI5). The lemma is
proved. 0

From Lemma [£3] we get the following uniform weak type estimates.
Lemma 4.4. Let y € Q and 0 < e < 1. Then we have
{z € Q:|Ge(a,y)| > t}| < Ct==2 vt > min{R,, dist(y, 9Q)}* ¢,
[{z € Q: [DyGe(z,y)| >t} < Ct=@=Y vt > min{ Ry, dist(y, 9Q)} ¢,
{z € Q: [(z,y)| >t} < Ct=¥=D vt > min{Ry, dist(y, 09)} 7,
where C = C(d, \, Ko, Ag).

Proof. We only prove the last inequality because the others are the same with
obvious modifications. For y € Q and ¢ > min{ Ry, dist(y, 9Q)}' =%, we set

Ay ={zeQ: | (z,y)| >t}, R=t""1 < min{Ry,dist(y, dQ)}.
Then by ([@I5]), we have

1 —_ —
|At \ BR(?J)| < t_2/ |H€(:c,y)|2 dr < Ct d/(d-1)_
A\Br(y)

On the other hand, we have
|A, N Br(y)| < CRY = Ct=4/(d=1),
Combining the above inequalities, we get the desired estimate. 0

The following uniform L ,-estimates are easy consequences of Lemma [1.4]
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Lemma 4.5. Lety € Q, 0 < R < min{ Ry, dist(y,90)}, and 0 < ¢ < 1. Then we
have

1Ge (N Ly (Bry) < CR¥* /1 ¢ e(1,d/(d—2)),
IDG ()2, (Ba@)) < CR*™9, g e(1,d/(d- 1)),
(o)l 2y (Br(yy) < ORI, g€ [1,d/(d - 1)),

where C' = C(d, \, Ko, Ao, q).

Proof. We only prove the last inequality because the others are the same with
obvious modifications. Let y € ©Q, 0 < R < min{ Ry, dist(y, 9Q)}, and ¢ € [1,d/(d—
1)), and set

t=R"4 A ={xecQ:|(z,y)| >t}

Then we have

/ L (2, )| dr = / L. ()| de + / L (2, )" da
Br(y) Br(y)\ At Br(y)NA;
< CRU-Mard / I (2, y)|? da.
Ay

Notice from the last inequality in Lemma [£4] that

I (z, y)|? de = q/ s {a € Ay : T (x,y)| > s} ds
Ay 0

t ']

<q [ s adds v [ s ds
0 t

S CR(l—d)qud'

Combining the above inequalities, we get the desired estimate. 0

5. PROOFS OF MAIN THEOREMS

Throughout this section, for y € Q and € € (0, 1], we denote by (G<(-,y), (-, v))
the approximated Green function constructed in Section @l

Proof of Theorem[2.j} The proof is a modification of the proof of [19, Theorem
4.1]. Let y € Q and ¢ € (0,1]. By Lemmas I3 and L35 there exist a se-
quence {£,}52; tending to zero and a pair (G(-,y),II(-,y)) such that for 0 < R <
min{ Ry, dist(y, 0)},

G.,(,y) = G(,,y) weakly in W3 (Q\ Bg(y))**,
d

. (5.1)
e, (-, y) = (-, y) weakly in L2(Q\ Br(y))*,

and
Ge,(y) = G(,y) weakly in W, (Br(y))™,
d

., (y) = 1I(-,y) weakly in L,(Br(y)),
where 1 < g < d/(d —1). Then one can easily check that (G(-,y),II(-,y)) satisfies
properties (a) — (¢) in Definition [Z] which means that (G, II) is the Green function
of £ in the domain 2. We note that by the property (b) and Assumption 23 G(-,y)
is continuous in 2\ {y}. More precisely, we choose a version of G which is continuous
in 2\ {y} and denote it again by G. We also remark that the identity (Z2]) holds
for all y € Q if g = 0. Indeed, if (u,p) € Wy (Q)? x Ly(Q) satisfies &I with g = 0,

(5.2)
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then by Assumption there is a continuous version of u in §2, denoted again by
u, satisfying

][ ud:z::—/ Ge,(z,y)" f(z)dz for all y € Q.
., (y) Q
By taking p — oo and using the continuity of u, we have
u(y) = —/ G(x,y)" f(z)dx for all y € Q. (5.3)
Q

The estimates ¢) and 47) in the theorem are easy consequences of Lemma
and (BI)). Thus following the proofs of Lemmas [44] and 5] we see that the
estimates 17) — v#ii) hold. To show 28], let z,y € Q with 0 < |z — y| <
2 min{ Ry, dist(y, 9Q)}, and denote r = |z — y[/2. Since (G(-,y),11(-,y)) satisfies

divG(,y) =0 in B.(z),

1 .
‘CG(ay) =+ VH(vy) = @I m B""('I)v

by Assumption[Z3] Holder’s inequality, and the estimate ) in the theorem, we have

_ r?
Gla,y)| < € ( V2 G Loy + @)

< C(T(2_d)/2HG(-, y)Hde/(d—Z)(BT(I)) + r2_d)

—d —d
< Cr® NG Loy ooy @B + 7777
< Cor*,
where C' = C(d, \, Ko, Ag). This gives the pointwise bound (Z8).

For x €  and ¢ € (0,1], let (G%(-,x),II5(-,x)) be the approximated Green
function for £*, i.e., if we set w = w4 ¢ as the (-th column of G (-, z) and K = K .0
as the (-th component of IT% (-, z), then (w, k) € Wi ()% x Ly(Q) satisfies

divw =0 1in €,
L'+ VE =P, e in (5.4)
B*w+rkr=0 on 09,

where @, ,, is given in ([@.2]). By proceeding similarly as above, there exist a sequence
{0:}22, tending to zero and the Green function (G*(-,x),II*(-,z)) for £* such
that (G (-,2),II% (-,x)) and (G*(-,2),1I*(-,z)) satisfy the natural counterparts
of (&I, (&2)), and the properties of the Green function for £. Notice from (B3]
that

G (y,x) = ][ G(z,y) " dz forall z,y € Q. (5.5)
Qo (z)
Then by the continuity of G(-,y) on 2\ {y}, we have
lim Gi(y,x) = G(z,y)" forall z,y € Q with x #y. (5.6)
o—

Now we prove [2.3]). Let y € Q be given. Then there exists a measure zero set
N, C € containing y such that, by passing to a subsequence,

lim G, (z,y) = G(x,y) forall z € Q\N,. (5.7)
p—00
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Indeed, since it holds that
||G8p('7 y)HWll(Q) < C(du )‘7 K07 A07 ROu dlSt(?J? 69))7

by the Rellich-Kondrachov compactness theorem, for a sufficiently small 6 > 0,
there exists a subsequence of {G., (-,y)} which converges a.e. to G(-,y) on €,
where (25 is a smooth subdomain satisfying

{z € Q: Bs(z) C Q} C Qs C Q.

Thus by a diagonalization process, one can easily see that (5.7) holds. Combining
(EX) and the counterpart of (B.6l), we have

G(Ia y) =G" (ya I)T

for all z € Q\ N,. Similarly, we see that the above identity holds for all y € Q\ N,.
This gives (Z3]). An easy consequence of ([Z5]) and the counterpart of (5.5 is that

G.(z,y) = ]l G(z,z)dz forall x,y € Q.
Qe (y)

We finish the proof of Theorem 2.4 with the following remark. One may prove
the existence of the Green functions without the continuity condition in Assumption
In this case, the continuity of the Green functions is not guaranteed and the
estimate (2.0 should be replaced by

esssup |G(-,y)| < Clz — y|2_d.
Bla—y|/a(@)

Moreover, it is questionable whether one can prove (2.3)). Indeed, because of the lack
of the continuity for solutions (containing the Green functions and the approximated
Green functions), the identity in (5.5) holds for all z € Q and y € Q \ N,, where
N, C Q is a measure zero set depending on x. Thus if we take the limit as ¢ — 0 in
3, then the right-hand side is not well defined, which means the type of result
in (&0) is not available. This makes it impossible to obtain (Z3) by using our
argument. On the other hand, if one has a modulus of continuity estimate such
as a Holder estimate for the solution w in Assumption 2.3l then by following the
argument in [I9] Section 3.6], one can show that (ZH) holds for all z,y € Q with

T #y. O

We now turn to Theorem 2.6l which is about the global pointwise bound and
various boundary estimates for the Green function. To prove the theorem, we use
the following boundary estimate.

Lemma 5.1. Let Q be a bounded domain in RY with |Q| > mg > 0. Suppose that
Assumptions [22 and [Z3 hold, and there exists a constant § > 0 satisfying ([29]).
Let y € Q, yg € 00, 0 < R < Ry, and 0 < & <1 with

B-(y) C Brys(vo)-
Then we have
C
T o 2 (0 o\ By at0yy S T NG W L@ 0 000\ Bt s (w0)) + €
where C = C(d, A\, mq,0).
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Proof. Denote (v, ) = (GX(-,y),TI¥(-,y)) and set

1>
T =mlo — (T10) By 2(40)\ Brya(vo)-

By following the same argument in the proof of ([@II]), and using the fact that
|2] > mo and R < 1, we have

/ |7|? de < C |Dv|? dx + C, (5.8)
Br/2(y0)\Br/4(yo) Qr/2(y0)\Br/4(yo)

where C' = C(d, A, mg). Moreover, by utilizing both (a) and (b) in Lemma [33] and
following the same steps used in deriving (13, we obtain

C
/ Do dz < WPdz+C,  (5.9)
Q2 (50)\ Bra(v0) B2 J s s 5o\ Br s (vo)

where C' = C(d, A, myg, 0).
In the rest of the proof, we shall prove that

/ 7| da < C'/ | Dvl|? da
Qr/2(y0)\Br/a(yo) Qr/2(y0)\Br/a(yo)

+ / 7% de + C,
Br/2(y0)\Br/4(yo)

where C' = C(d, A, mg, ), which together with (5.8) and (5.9) implies the desired
estimate. Set

(5.10)

0 on Br/a(yo),
T on QR/Q(yo) \ BR/4(?JO)7

>
Il

1
—-— mwdx on D,
Dl J a2 (w0)\ Brya(wo)
where D = Bg/2(yo) \ (U Br/4a(yo)). Note that

|D| > 6(R/8)%. (5.11)

Indeed, if we take a point zg € 9Q N 8B3R/8(y0), then by ([29) and the fact that
(Brys(20) \ ©) C D, we have

DI > |Brys(20) \ Qf > 6(R/8)".
Since () By, 4 (yo) = 0 and (BII)) yields

171 Lo(Br2(w0) < CNTN Lo 2(w0)\Brya(wo)):
by the existence of solutions to the divergence equation in a ball, there exists a
function ¢ € W3 (Bpr/2(y0))? such that

divg =7 in Bgr/2(yo),
||¢||L2d/(d—2)(BR/2(yU)) + ||D¢||L2(BR/2(:UO)) < C”7T||L2(QR/2(ZUO)\BR/4(ZUO))’ (5.12)

where C' = C(d, ). We extend ¢ to be zero on R\ Bg/s(yo). Let  be an infinitely
differentiable function on R? satisfying

0<n<1, n=1on Bruly), suppnC Brya(yo), [Vnl <CR™.
We apply (1 —n)¢ as a test function to (A1) to get

/ mdiv((1—1n)¢) dr = —/ AP Dgv - Do ((1 —n)¢) dx — ][ (1 —n)¢* dz. (5.13)
Q Q Q
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Observe that

/Qardiv((l—n)sb) dx
:/deivqﬁdx—/ﬂwdiV(mﬁ)dx

= / |7|? da — / wdiv(ne) dx. (5.14)
Qr/2(y0)\Br/4(yo) Br/2(y0)\Br/4(yo)

Indeed, since
div(ng) = Vn-¢+ndiveg =Vn-¢+ni in Br/a(yo),

by the definitions of n and 7, we have

supp(div(ne)) C (Bry2(yo) \ Bra(yo)).

Thus from the fact that
/ div(ne) dz =0,
Bry2(yo)

we get

/ mdiv(neg) dx = / wlq div(ng) dx
Q Br/2(yo)

= / wdiv(ne) dx = / 7 div(ne) dx.
Br/2(yo) Br/2(y0)\Br/4(yo0)
Combining (513) and (&I4), and using Holder’s inequality and (512)), we see that
(EI0) holds. The lemma is proved. O

We now prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [Z.8. We first note that by utilizing Assumptions 2.2] 2.3 and
23 and following the steps used in deriving ([A6l), we have

IGeCo )Ly n(e)) < CR? (5.15)
for all z,y € Q and 0 < 2¢ < R < Ry, where C' = C(d, A\, Ko, Ag, A1).
To prove (28) and the boundedness of G(x,y) for | — y| > Ry, we set

L [le=ulz it el < R
N Ry/2 otherwise

for z,y € Q with  # y. Let 0 < 0 < R/2. Since (GL(-,x),I% (-, x)) satisfies (see

E.4)
divGi(,2) =0 in Qg(y),

1
LGy () + VI (z) = @I in Qg(y),
B*GL(,x) + VI (-,z) =0 on 90N Bgr(y),
by Assumptions and 2.5 we have

1G5 o)L, 2 < C ™ 2NG (2 L0y + BP)
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for any z € Qp(y) and 0 < r < dist(z, 0Bgr(y)), where C = C(d, mo, Ag, A1). Then
by the same reasoning as in (€8], we obtain
1G5 () L (@rya ) < C(RTUG(2) |1y + B?)
< CR* 1, (5.16)
where we used the counterpart of (EI5) and R < 1/2 in the second inequality.
Therefore, we get from (&.0) that
|G (x,y)] < CR*™
for z,y € Q, x # y. That is,
Cle =y if |o—y| < Ro,
G(z,y)| < {

5.17
CR: ™ otherwise, (5:17)

where C' = C(d, A\, mo, Ko, Ao, A1). In particular, the above inequality for |z — y| <

Ry proves (2.8).
In the rest of the proof, we only prove the estimates i) and i) in the theorem

because the others are their easy consequences; see the proofs of Lemmas [£.4] and
Let y € Q and 0 < 16e < R < Ry. If dist(y, 0?) > R/16, then by Lemma (3
we have

G N Laas oy @\ Br(w) + I1PG=( )| Lo\ Br ()

+ I ) s Bac) < CRED,

where C' = C(d, A\, Ko, Ap). In the case when dist(y, 9Q) < R/16, we take yg € 9
such that |y — yo| = dist(y, 9Q) and

Bry16(y) € Brys(yo) C Bsrys(yo) C Br(y)- (5.19)

Then by utilizing Lemma 5] and ([&.15), and following the same argument used in
deriving ([@20), we have

I =G Loayazy @) + 11 =) DG( )l Lo

(5.18)

C
< EIIGE(-, DN L2958 (w0)\2r s (w0)) T C

<SG )@t o) +
where we used (BI9) in the second inequality and C = C(d, X\, mg, Ko, Ao, A1, 0).
Hence, by applying the counterpart of (.10, we obtain
(1 =G s 9 Loy + 11 =) DGe (- 9) || o) < CRE™D2 (5.20)
On the other hand, to estimate II.(-,y), we follow the argument as in [@24) to get
||Hg(',y)||L2(Q\BR/2(y0)) < C||DG8('=y)||L2(Q\BR/4(yr)))
+ C”Hs('a y)||L2(QR/2(yU)\BR/4(yU)) +C.
Then by Lemma Bl (E19), and (B20), we have
1T, 9) )| 222\ Bry))
< CIDGCo ) Lo @\Bryro @) + 1G9 Loy oy (@\Brj16w)) +C
< CRC-D)/2, (5.21)

Therefore, by combining (B.I8), (520), and (E2I)), and applying the weak lower
semi-continuity, we conclude that the estimates i) and éi) in the theorem hold. O
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6. APPENDIX

In this appendix, we give examples when Assumptions and hold. For
r = (z1,7") € R and r > 0, we denote

Bl(z)={y e R 2! —y/| < r}.
Assumption 6.1 (). There exists Ry € (0, 1] such that the following hold.

(i) For z € Qand 0 < R < min{ Ry, dist(z, 9Q)}, there exists a coordinate system
depending on z and R such that in this new coordinate system, we have that

][ AP (zq,2") — ][ AP (z1,y) dy' | dz < 7. (6.1)
Br(z) B;a(z’)
(i4) For any z € 9 and 0 < R < Ry, there is a coordinate system depending on z
and R such that in the new coordinate system we have that (61 holds, and
{y:21+vR<y1} N Br(z) CQr(z) C{y: 21 —yR <yi1} N Bgr(z),

where z; is the first coordinate of z in the new coordinate system.

In the theorem below, we prove that Assumption 23] holds when the coefficients
A8 of £ are variably partially BMO satisfying Assumption (v) (7).

Theorem 6.2. Let d > 3 and Q be a bounded domain in R®. There exists a constant
v =~(d,\) € (0, 1] such that, under Assumption[&1 (y) (), the following holds: Let
79 € Q, 0 < R < min{ Ry, dist(xo,9Q)}, and (u,p) € Wi (Bgr(x0))? x La(Bgr(zo))

satisfy @4). Then we have u € C(Bpgjs(w0))* with the estimate

[l Lo (B o)) < Ao(B™Y2 |l LaBriwo)) + RENFI L (Broo))s
where Ag = Ao(d, \).
Proof. The proof is based on a bootstrap argument and the L,-estimate of the
conormal derivative problem for the Stokes system. Without loss of generality, we

assume that xp = 0 and use the abbreviation B, = B,(0). Assume that (u,p) €
W2H(B,)? x La(B,) satisfies

divu=0 in B,,
{£u+Vp—f in By,
where 0 < r < min{ Ry, dist(0,9Q)}, and f € L (B,)?%. For p € (0,7), let n and
be infinitely differentiable functions on R satisfying
0<n<1, n=1on B, suppnC B,, |Vy <4Vd(r—p)™,
0<(¢(<1, ¢(=1on B,, supp(CB,,, |V(< 8Vd(r —p)~ L,

where p; = 22 and py = plT”. Set £ to be an operator of the form

2
Lu = Do (AP Dgu),
where Afjﬁ = (A%ﬂ + (1 = ¢)0apdi;. Here ¢;; is the Kronecker delta symbol. Then
AP satisfy the strong ellipticity condition (II]). Note that
A?jﬁ(xla CU/) - A%ﬂ(iﬁl,y/)
= Clana') (450 (01,2) = AZ (@1,1)) + A5 (01,) (€ (@1,07) = ((a1,9)
+(C(a1,y) = C(z1,27)) Gapdij-
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Under Assumption [61 () (i), this implies that

][BR(Z)

for all z € Q and 0 < R < min{ Ry, dist(z, 9Q)}, where Cy = Cy(d, \) > 1.
Set (v, m) := (n(u— (u)g,),np), which satisfies

AP (zy,2") — ][ AP (zy, 9 ) dy' | do < v + Colt (6.2)

Bip(=') r—p

divve =G in B,
Lv+Vr=F+D,F, in B,
Bv+ v = F,v, on 0B,
where
G=Vn-(u—(u)s,),
F =nf + A DguDan +pVn,  Fo = A" Dgn(u— (u)p,).

We now obtain an Lg-estimate for this system. To see clearly the parameters on
which the constant in the estimate depends, let us rescale as follows. Set

o(x) = r 2(re), 7w(x)=r"tn(rz),
G(z) = r_lG(mj), F(x) = F(rx), Fu(z)= r_lFa(m:),

AP (z) = A% (rz).
Then (7, 7) satisfies

dive = in By,
L0+ V7 =F+D,F, in B, (6.3)
Bo + 7v = F,v, on 0Bj,

where
Lu = Do(A*? Dgu).
For given ¢ > 1, let v, = v,(d, A, q) € (0,1/48] be the constant from [5, Theorem
2.2]. We take v € (0,v,/2] and set

Yg TP
R=—2_Fr
! 200 r ’

where Cy = Cy(d, A) > 1 is the constant in ([G2). Then, under Assumption ()
(1), we have the following.

(a) For any z € By and 0 < 7 < min{Ry,dist(z,0B1)}, there exists a coordinate
system depending on z and 7 such that in this new coordinate system, we have

that
][B.,. (2)

or any z € 0By and 0 < 7 < Ry, there is a coordinate system depending on z
b) F 0B do < Ry, there i dinat tem d di
and 7 such that in the new coordinate system we have that ([G4) holds, and

A= Ay dy|de < (6.4)
BL(2)

{y:21+77<y}NB(2) CBiNB:A(2) C{y:2z1 — 7,7 <y1} N B(2).
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Indeed, the statement (a) follows from (62)) with scaling, and the statement (b) is
due to the facts that A*? is the Laplace operator near the boundary of B; and the
flatness of 9By can be controlled by the radius of the ball B, (z).

Since (0 — (0)p,, ) satisfies the same system (G.3]), by [5, Theorem 2.2] applied

to ([E3), we have
1Dz, 51y + 17l L, (81) < CUFNL,s iy B + I Fallz i) + G Ly B1), (65)
where
C =C(d,\ q,Ry,diam By) = C(d, A\, q, (r — p)/7T).
Thus, from ([G.5) with scaling and the following Poincaré inequality

lu— (Wb, llL,B.) < CTIDUNL,.) a0 (B

we get (using r < 1)

[Dullr,5,) + IpllL,5,)
Dz, B, + I7llL,B.)
C
r—p

where C' = C(d, \, q, (r — p)/7).

We are ready to complete the proof of the theorem. Let zp € 2, 0 < R <
min{ Ry, dist(zg,9Q)}, and (u,p) € W3 (Br(z0))? x L2(Br(zo)) satisfy @4). We
fix ¢ > d and set

IN

IN

(”DuHqu/(qM)(BT) + ”p”qu/(q+d>(BT)) F+ Ol L gasgray (B (6.6)

dq R 7 .
qz_d—kqi’ TZ_Z(l—i_N)’ i€{0,...,N},

where N is the smallest integer such that gy < 2. We take v = v(d, A, ¢) € (0,74/2]
satisfying the above properties (a) and (b), where v, = min{vy,, ..., Vqn } and vy, =
Yq:(d; A, q;) are the constants from [5, Theorem 2.2]. Note that (u,p — (P)By s (x0))
satisfies the same system (24). Under Assumption (v) (%), by applying (6.6)
iteratively, we get

DUl Ly (B a(zo)) T 1P = (P)Brja(wo) | Lg(Brya(zo))

C N
< (§> (IDullL,  (Br 2o + 1P = (P)Br o wo) | Loy (Br (o))

N—-1 C 7
+0Y (%) Wleas oo
1=0

where C' = C(d, )\, q). Therefore, by Holder’s inequality, we have

IDull L, (81 a0y < CRY Y2 (| Dull o8y s (50)) + 1P = (P) Bryatwo) | La(Br s (o)) )

+ CR™ | £l o (B (20))
< CRY 2 u]| Ly Brwo)) + CRT YU fll L (Biao)):
where we used Caccioppoli’s inequality (see Lemma [B3)) in the second inequality.

Since ¢ > d, by using Morrey’s inequality, we have that u € led/q(BR/ZL(xo))d
and

[l Lo (Brjawo)) < CR™Y2ullLy(Br(oe)) + BN Lo (Br(oo)):
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where C = C(d, A\, q). Finally, using a covering argument, we easily see that the
desired estimate holds. The theorem is proved. (I

In the theorem below, we prove that Assumption 2.5 holds when the coefficients
of L are variably partially BMO and the domain is Reifenberg flat.

Theorem 6.3. Let d > 3 and Q be a bounded domain in R? satisfying diam Q2 <
My. There exists a constant v = v(d,\) € (0,1] such that, under Assumption
61, the following holds: Let xg € 02, 0 < R < Ry, and (u,p) € W3 (Qr(x0))? x
La(Qg(x0)) satisfy @D). Then we have u € C(Qg/2(x0))? with the estimate

|l L@ o)) < A1 (BT[]l Loq@n(ao)) + BNz (@n(oy)s  (6.7)
where Al = Al (d, )\, Mo, RQ)

Proof. The proof of the theorem is similar to that of Theorem Let (u,p) €
W3 (Qr(20))% x La(Qg(z0)) satisfy @), where 2 € 9Q and 0 < R < Ry. Without
loss of generality, we assume that zp = 0. We denote B, = B,(xg) and Q, =
Q. (z0). For 0 < p < r < R, let ) be an infinitely differentiable function on R?
satisfying

0<n<1, n=1on B, suppnC B, [Vn|<C(d)(r—p) "
Then (v, 7) := (n(u— (Wag,) np) satisfies
dive = Vn - (u— (v)ag,,) in Q,

Lv+Vn=F+D,F, in Q, (6.8)
Bv+7mv =F,v, on 0L,

where
F= 77f + AaﬁDﬂUDan +PV777 Foz = AaﬁDﬁn(U - (U)QR/4)'

Note that (v — (v)q, 7) satisfies the same problem (G.8). Therefore, for given ¢ > 1,
under Assumption (7), where v = v(d, A, q) is the constant from [5, Theorem
2.2], we have that

| DullL,,) + Pz, ,)
<Dl + 7]z, @)

C
= T—=p (HDU||qu/<q+d>(Qr) + ||p||qu/<q+d>(Qr))
<
r—p
where C' = C(d, \, ¢, Ry, My).
Now we fix ¢ > d, and set

_|_

(v = (War, )Ly + Cl L gra @)

dq R i
P = -, ri=—=(1+—=, 1€40,1,...,N},
1 d+qi : 8< +N) ied }

where N is the smallest integer such that gy < 2. Set

v =min{"o,...,yn} € (0,1/48],
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where y; = 7;(d, A, ¢;) are constants from [5, Theorem 2.2]. Then under Assumption
(7), we get from ([6.9) that
[Dull ., (0258 + 1Pl 2,008

C N
< (E) (IDull 2y @) + 1PN 2y @ )0)

N—-1

N—-1 C i+1 o i
+ Z (E) ”U - (U)QR/4||Lqi(QTi+1) +C Z <E) ||f||Lqi+1(QTi+1)'
=0 i=0
Therefore, by Holder’s inequality, we obtain that
1Dull1, 0 0) < CRYTV2(|Dul 1y 1) + 1Pl ot )

C
+ EHU = (WagullL,@p + CRl+d/q||f||Loo(QR)
< CRYTU2 | 1y 0p) + ORI £l ) (6.10)

where we used the Poincaré inequality (see |5 Theorem 3.5]) and Caccioppoli’s
inequality (see Lemmal33] (b)) in the second inequality. Since ¢ > d, the inequality
(EI0) implies that « is Holder continuous, and thus it is bounded in Q, for any
r < R/S.

We finally show ([6.7)), the proof of which is more involved than the corresponding
estimate in Theorem For a proof, one may consider an extension of u using
the fact that Reifenberg domains are extension domains. However, we have a
ball intersected with a Reifenberg flat domain, which may not share the same
nice properties as the domain Q (as an extension domain). To deal with such an
intersection and obtain the precise information about the parameters on which the
constant A; depends, we proceed as follows. Let

20 = (R/32,0,...,0)
in the coordinate system associated with the point zy = 0 and R/4 satisfying
{y:vR/4 <1} N Brjs C Qrya C{y: —yR/4 <y1} N Brya.
Then by the proof of [B, Theorem 3.5] (see the inequality below [5, Eq. (57)]), we

see that
|Du(y)|

e L 2L
o —yla1 Y

ju(z) — @l < C(d) /

QRr/s
for any = € Qg 16. Here, we set

u= . / u(z)p(z — z0) dz,
0Ly (ra) Jra
where ¢ is a smooth function in R? satisfying
0<¢<1, ¢=1on Brsap, suppd C Brign, h=4-24-48.
By Holder’s inequality, we have
[l Lo (5 )16) < 10l + [[u = Tl L () 16)
< CR™2|u) ogan) + CR™ 4| Dull 1 (p o)

and thus, we get from (G.I0) that

1l L (@10) < CR 2l ag20) + ORIl Lcin):
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where C' = C(d, A, q, Ry, My). Finally, based on a covering argument, using the
above inequality and Theorem [6.2] we get the desired estimate. O
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