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ABSTRACT. We study the incompressible stationary Navier-Stokes equations
in the upper-half plane with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition and
non-zero external forcing terms. Existence of weak solutions is proved under
a suitable condition on the external forces. Weak-strong uniqueness criteria
based on various growth conditions at the infinity of weak solutions are also
given. This is done by employing an energy estimate and a Hardy’s inequality.
Several estimates of stream functions are carried out and two density lemmas
with suitable weights for the homogeneous Sobolev space on 2-dimensional
space are proved.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let Ri = {w = (21,72) ER%: 29 > O} be the upper-half plane. We consider
the following stationary Navier-Stokes equations of the incompressible fluid in R%

—Au+ (u-V)u+VP+div(F) = 0 in RZ
(1) V-u = 0 in R%
u = 0 on BR?H

where w = (u1,u2) : RY — R? is the unknown velocity of the fluid, P is the
unknown fluid pressure, F' : Ri — R?*2 is a given forcing term. We are interested
in studying the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to (). One of the
reasons for our interest in studying the problem in Ri is based on the unknown
asymptotic behavior as |x| — oo of weak solutions in the homogeneous Sobolev
space H{, (R2) to (). See the paragraph after Theorem below for more
discussion.

To introduce our main results, let us provide several definitions and notations
used in the paper. For a given open, non-empty set D C R?, we denote C°(D) the
set of all compactly supported smooth functions on D, and

Ce% (D) = {p € C*(D)*: V- o = 0}.
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The homogeneous Sobolev space H! (D) is defined by
H' (D) = {u € LL,,(D) : Vu € L* (D)},
and it is endowed with the semi-norm
lull g oy = IVullL2(D)-
Next, we denote
H; , (D) the completion of C22, (D) in H* (D) x H (D).
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Also, recall that for a given weight u defined on D, and for ¢ € [1, 00|, the weighted
Lebesgue space L1(D, p) is defined as

LD, p) ={f: D= R:[fllrau < o0}

where .
(/D|f(:13)|qu(w)dw) ! if ¢ < oo,

esssupyp | f(x)p(x)] if ¢g=o0.
We also recall the definition of weak solutions to ().

I fllLap,) =

Definition 1.1. Let F = (Fy,Fy) € L? (R2)*™? with Fy = (Fi, F1s) and

Fy = (Fa1, Fes). A vector field u = (up,u2) € H&U (R%) is said to be a weak
solution of () if

2 2
(2) Z/ (Vui Vi + (u- V)uigoi) de = Z/ F; -V, dz,
i—1 /R i—1 /RL

for all o = (p1,¢2) € C(R3).
Throughout the paper, we denote the following weights

|72]?|]
(3) wo(x) = ool £+ da]’ wi(z) = [aallz], and wa(z) = |22]?/4,
for @ = (z1,22) € R3. Observe that
1 1 1
(4) + =

w1 (.’1}) CLJQ(.’B) wo(cc) ’

We point out that || - HHI( ) is a norm due to the Hardy inequality

”}
(5) HUHL2(R1,WI) < 4||VU||L2(1R1)7 Yu € C°(R%)
for w € {wp, w1, ws}, see Lemma 2.T] below.
The first result of the paper is the existence of weak solutions w = (u1,u2) €
Hi (R%2) N L*(R2%2,w™ 1) to the stationary Navier-Stokes equations on the
0,0 \\N}+ + y q
upper-half plane R with w € {wo, w1, ws}.
Theorem 1.2. For every F € L?*(R%)?*2, there exists a weak solution u =
(u1,u2) € H&U (Ri) to the stationary Navier-Stokes equations ([) satisfying

(6) ||VU||%2(R1) <AV, F) 252
and
(7) IVullpz@z) < 1Fllp2ez)s  Nullrege o-1) < 4IFlp2g2),

for any w € {wo, w1, wa}.

We would like to point out that though the Hardy type inequality (B is available,
it is not sufficient to characterize the behavior at infinity for functions in H¢ , (R?).
In fact, it is known that |u(z)|] — 0 as |&| — oo in the sense defined in Remark
below, for u € H},, (R%). However, the rate of the convergence is not clear.
Moreover, note that there is no Sobolev embedding theorem from H&ﬁg (R%) into
a Lebesgue space as we are in an unbounded two dimensional domain. As such,
the uniqueness of weak solutions in H&ﬁg (Ri) to (@) is a challenging problem.
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Speciﬁcally, ifu,u¢c H&U (R%) are two weak solutions to (), then w :=u —u €
H&U (Ri) is a weak solution to

—Aw+uw-Vw+w-Vu+VP = 0 in R,
8) Vow — 0 in RZ,
w =0 on ORZ.

As Vu € LQ(Ri) and not much is known on the integrability of w, it is not easy
to control the term w - Vu. Similar issue also appears in controlling the term
@ - Vw when applying the integration by parts. As such, Liouville type theorem for
solutions in H&U (Ri) to ([8) is not well understood. The same issue also appears
when Ri is replaced by R2. Interested readers can find in [I,BH5LI4L18,21] for some
classical results on the asymptotic behavior as || — oo, and on the uniqueness of
solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations in various types of domains. Similarly, see
also [OHITLI3L22] and the references therein for some recent developments.

In this work, we impose certain extra assumptions on the behavior at infinity
for solutions to prove the weak-strong uniqueness of solutions. We denote

(9) X = {v € HY, (R2): /O 2al[v (-, 22) |2y A2 < oo}.

Then, we have the following results on weak-strong uniqueness of the weak solutions
obtained in Theorem [[.2] which is also the main result of the paper.

Theorem 1.3. Let F € L? (R1)2X2 and assume that there is a weak solution

u € H&U (R%) to the Navier-Stokes equations () which satisfies (@) and one of
the following conditions
1/2

(i) There isi=0,1,2 so that u € L™(RZ, w;
(10) HﬁHL“’(Ri,wj/z) < 1/4

) and

(ii) The weak solution w € X and

S 1/2
(11) </ x2|u(~,x2)||%oo(R)dx2> <1
0

Then for every weak solution u € H&U (Ri) to [@) satisfying (@), we have u = wu.

We would like to point out that (i) in Theorem improves a result in [11].
Precisely, in [IT, Theorem 6.1], the same weak-strong uniqueness assertion was
proved under the assumption that w € L“(Ri,w;/z), |Vau| € L*(R%,w,), and
||l Loo(R2 wl/?) is sufficiently small (the smallness was not quantified). See also

JWa
[10] for similar results on the weak - strong uniqueness of weak solutions to () in
R? under an assumption that a weighted L>°-norm of 4 is sufficiently small with
a suitable weight. Here, (i) of Theorem [[13] does not require |Vu| € L>®(R2, z3).
Moreover, besides providing a sufficient condition using several different weights,
(i) explicitly quantifies a required condition on the size of [|ul, . (B2 w1 /?); namely
W77y < 1/4 for either one of i = 0,1,2. Certainly, it is not clear if this
B2 W1/ < 1/4 holds for either

t =1 ori =2, then it holds for i = 0 due to {@). But, the reverse direction is
unclear. It is also unclear that if HﬁHLOO(Ri,w;/Z) < 1/4 then HﬁHLw(Ri,w}“) <1/4

-
quantification is optimal. Note also that if ||'&HLOO(
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due to the anisotropic structure of w;. Regarding this, we also point out that the
anisotropic type mixed-norm condition (ii) in Theorem [[.3]does not seem to appear
elsewhere. Note that both conditions (I0) - (1) are invariant under the natural
scaling for () as pointed out in Remark [[L4] below.

The literature studying () in different types of domains in two or higher dimen-
sions is vast. Let us briefly discuss a few research lines related to Theorems[T.2HT.3l
Since the well-known work [I5][16], the uniqueness of solutions to Navier-Stokes
equations () is a classical open problem for both stationary and non-stationary
equations. As we already discussed, for the stationary equations in an unbounded
domain D C R2?, the behavior of solutions at infinity is not well-understood. As
such the uniqueness problem is interesting and challenging. Special attention has
been paid to the problem in two-dimensional aperture domain with non-zero flux
introduced and studied in [12]. It was shown in [6] that the velocity tends to zero
in the L2-norm for arbitrary values of the flux. For small fluxes and with the sym-
metric assumption with respect to the zo-axis, it was proved in [6,[18] that the
asymptotic behavior is given by a Jeffery-Hamel solution. The problem on the as-
ymptotic behavior of the non-symmetric solutions in the two-dimensional aperture
domains still remains open. In another research direction, a problem in a straight
channel connected to a half-plane was also studied in [19,120], and under certain
conditions, the asymptotic behavior given by a Jeffery-Hamel flow in the half-plane
and by the Poiseuille flow in the channel was proved. Similarly, problem () in the
whole plane and exterior domains in two or higher dimensions has been studied
extensively. One can find in [4[OQHITT3]22] and the references therein for addi-
tional developments on existence and uniqueness of solutions. See also the books
[BL14] and classical work [1LI3L4L812,2T] for more classical results on uniqueness,
asymptotic behaviors for solutions of both time-dependent and time-independent
Navier-Stokes equations (). In a special interest, it is worth pointing out that in
the case where there is no external force and when the domain is R?, Liouville type
theorem was proved in [7]. Moreover, when the external force has compact support,
the problem () with a prescribed constant limit of a solution at spatial infinity in
the whole plane R? was also studied in [9]. It was shown in this paper that if the
force is small enough, then the solution to this problem is unique. See also [2] for
a recent interesting result on non-uniqueness of weak solutions to (II) in bounded
two dimensional domains.

Remark 1.4. The conditions (I0) - () are invariant under the natural scaling of
the Navier-Stokes equations. In particular, for any A > 0 and let wy(x) = A\u(\x).
We have

_ 1/2 _
Al o gz 172) = 055 5Pz w;' (@)]ma ()]
1/2 _
= Xess SUPgcR? wi/ (z)|u(\x)|

1/2 _ _
= esssupgezz w; (@) a()| = [al] 172,

where we used the fact that /\wil/2(m) = wil/Q(/\m) for all z € R2. Hence (I0) is
invariant under the above scaling. Similarly, by using a change of variables, we also
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have

oo 1/2
(/0 $2||'l_lz)\(',$2)||%m(R)dx2) =

0 , 1/2
/ 2 [ess sup,, cp|ta(z1, 22)|] d;v2>
0

1/2
/ xg[esssupwleRMﬁ()\;vl,A:Eg)”zd;vg)

0

0 , 1/2
/ Nxy[esssup,, cglu(Az1, Aza)|] dxg)
0
J

1/2
Y2 [esssup,, g |B(Az1,12)|] Qdy2>

S 1/2
=</0 y2|ﬁ(-,y2)||%oo(R)dy2) :

Therefore, (1)) is invariant under the scaling w — w.

The rest of the paper is organized as following. In Section 2] we recall and prove
several preliminary estimates needed to prove our main results. In particular, a
Hardy type inequality, several estimates on stream functions are established, and
some results on the density of classes of functions in H&U (Ri) are proved. Then,
in the last section, Section [B] we give the proofs of Theorem and Theorem

2. PRELIMINARY INEQUALITIES AND ESTIMATES

This section provides several inequalities and estimates needed for proving The-
orem [[L2] and Theorem

2.1. Hardy inequality and trace inequality. We begin with the following lemma
on the Hardy inequality.

Lemma 2.1 (Hardy inequality). For every v € H} (R2), it holds that
(12) |‘U||L2(Ri,w;1) < 4||VU||L2(R1)7
where w; is defined in @) fori=0,1,2.

Proof. As C°(R%) is dense in H} (R2), we may assume without loss of generality
that v € C°(IR%). Recall that by the standard Hardy’s inequality, see [I7, Theorem
1, p. 214] for example, we have

(13) lull 22 jz-1) < 4 VullL2re,a,)

for all u € C$° (@) Then, for the given v € C° (R%), we apply ([3) with

u(x) == x;1/2v(w) for @ = (v1,z2) € R%

to obtain

1/2
1 _ _
||U|IL2(Ri,m;1|m\*1) S 4 </R (sz 21)2 — ZE2 11}’Um2 + |V1}|2) d.’]}) .

2
+
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We then integrate by parts on the second term on the right hand side of the in-
equality to infer

1ol z2g2 oyt jog-1) < 4 (/R

This implies

. 1/2
—2
) (- 1% v? + [Vol?) dcc) .

+4|lv 2) < 16[|Vl?

2 2
||U|IL2(Ri,m;1\z\*1) ||L2(R2+,m; LQ(Ri),

which proves the desired result. (|
Due to Lemma 2.1l we have the following remark.

Remark 2.2. If u € H&U (R%), then u(x) = 0 as || — oo in the sense that

B2
lim |u(r cos(6), rsin(0))[>do = 0

T—>00 Bl
for every 81,82 € [0, 7] and B; < Sa.
Proof. Let us denote
Q, = {w = (scos(f),ssin(f)) :r <s<2r, f1<O< 62},

and
Sy = {:c = (rcos(f),rsin(9)) : f1 < 0 < 62}.

By applying the trace inequality on §2; and then using the scaling argument, we
can find a constant N > 0 such that

1 1
HulEas < N (lullag, + V6t ) ¥ re 0.00)
We note that
L B2 . ,
;||u||L2(ST) =27 .. |u(r cos(), rsin(0))|~do

and
22 <2r V= (x1,22) € Q.
Then,
B2
/ fu(r cos(0), rsin(@)d0 < N (2., s+ [Vulaga,))
1

—0 as r— oo,

where we have used Lemma [2.]] in the last step. The proof is then completed. [

The next lemma gives two simple mixed-norm trace estimates of functions in
homogeneous Sobolev space Hg(R2).

Lemma 2.3 (Trace type inequality). There is a constant N > 0 such that

(14) esssup,, cg [[v(71, )| 2 ((0,1)) < N||VU||L2(Ri)a
and

—1/2
(15) €58 SUPy e 0,00) (@2 [0( 22) [22®)) < [ Vll o ga )

for v € HE(R2).
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Proof. Due to the density of C2°(R2) in H¢(R%), we may assume without loss of
generality that v € C° (Ri) As v(-,0) = 0, by applying the trace inequality and
Poincaré inequality on (0,1) x (0,1), and then using a translation in z;-variable,
we find a constant N > 0 such that

lv(z1,)|lL2(0,1)) < N(”UHLz((zlfl,xl)X(O,l)) + ||VU||L2((90171,11)X(O,l)))
< NHV’UHLQ((zl*LIl)X(O,l))7
for any z; € R. Therefore,
(@1, llL2(0,1) S NIVollze@e), Va1 eR

and the assertion (I4) follows.

We now prove ([I&]). By the fundamental theorem of calculus and the fact that
v(x1,0) =0, we have

v(xl,xg):/ Orv(z1, 8)ds.
0

Therefore, it follows from Holder inequality that

) o0
lv(z1, z2)|* < 3:2/ |02 (21, 8)|%ds < xz/ |0ov (21, 5)|2ds
0 0
and hence
/ ol a2) Pz < 22| Vol 2ages
R
and (I5) follows. The proof of the lemma is completed. O

2.2. Estimates of stream functions. Let us recall that for each v = (v1,v2) €
Hj, (R%), the stream function 1 associated with v is defined by

(16) b(z) = / (vz dz — vy dy),

where I is a continuous curve connecting (0,0) and @ = (21, x2). Because V-v = 0,
we have

Viip(z) =v(z), Vx € R3.
and v is independent on the choice of I', where we denote V+ = (—ds,01).

Our next three lemmas give various estimates of the stream function ¢ which
are needed in the next subsections.

Lemma 2.4. There exists a constant N > 0 such that

1/2
“ P ())?
(17) - dwaday < NbY2||v]| —a.a]x[0.6].652)>
I ([~a,a]x[0,b],25 %)

for any a > 0,b >0, and v = (v1,v2) € H&ﬁg (Ri), where v is the stream function
associated with v defined in (10]).

Proof. Again, without loss of generality, we can assume v = (v1,v2) € C2%(R%).
As ) is independent on the choice of T, it follows from (@) that

P(x) = — /012 v1(0,5) ds + /OJC1 va(s,22) ds.
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Then ¢ (z1,0) = 0, and by the fundamental theorem of calculus, we obtain

(e, 22| < / " 10sth(ar, 8)\ds < / (e, s)|ds.

From this and the Holder inequality, it follows that

o b
[ (21, 22)|* < ng/ lv(z1,5)|?s %ds < N:E;/ lv(z1,5)|?s™2ds
0 0

for (x1,72) € [—a,a] x [0,b]. Hence, by dividing both sides of the estimates by 3
and then integrating the result on [—a,a] x [0,b], we obtain

1/2 1/2
a b 2 a b
</ /@dwszCl) Sme(/ /|v<x1,s)|zs_2dsdm> |
—aJo Lo —aJ0

The proof of ([T is completed. O

In Lemmas2.H and 2.8 below, we provide necessary estimates for the stream func-
tions associated with vector fields in H , (R%)NL>® (R2,w'/?) and in H, (R%)N
X, respectively.

Lemma 2.5. There ezists a constant N > 0 such that if v = (v1,v2) € H&)a (Ri) N
L= (R2,wl/?) with w € {wo, w1, w2}, we have

18) @) < N([Voll sz, + [0l e ez oie))o(@), Vo € RS,

where v is the stream function associated with v defined in ([I8), and

X
go(x) = (L + [21]"?) |22 X {zy<1y (22) + (ln(xz) + %)X{wpl}(lb),

for @ = (z1,22) € R?.

Proof. Due to the density of C2%(R2) in H{, (R%), it is sufficient to prove the

lemma for v = (v1,v2) € C%(R%). As ¢ is independent on the choice of T, it
follows from (I6) that

P(x) = —/0 2vl(O,s)ds+/0 lvg(s,xg) ds.

We first note that by the the trace inequality and Poincaré inequality in the square
(0,1) x (0,1), we see that

0100, )220,y < N(llvallz2o,0x 0.1 + 1Vl z2((0,1)x (0.1)))
< N[ Vil z2((0,1) % (0,1))

for some absolute constant NV > 0. Hence,

1
(19) [ 19100.5)ds < 1010, a0y < NIVor e
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Now, we consider the case z2 € (1,00). Using the definitions of weights in (3], (I9),
and with some elementary calculations, we see that

[z1]

vl < [ ln.slds+ " o(0, ) ds + | wtsaias

z2
S N||VU1 ||L2(R2+) + / |'U(O7 S)|w1/2(07 S)oj_l/2(07 S) ds
1

|z1]
b [ ol ) s e s, 0) ds
0

< N||VU1||L2(R1)

o2 1d £ 1 J lzal p
ST ( AL TRy ———
” HL (R2+>w1/2) 1 S 0 x;/2(82+$%)1/4 0 T2

lz1]
< N”le”Lz(Ri) + N||v||LOO(Ri,W1/2) <IH(I2) + /0 x—2 dS)

(20)
|1 |
< NI lz2eg) + N0l sy (o) + 2.
Next, we consider the case x5 € (0, 1]. By Holder inequality and (I9) we see that

T2 T2
/ 01(0, 8)ds| < / o (0, 9)]ds < 22201 (0, )| 2o
0 0

On the other hand, by using the fundamental theorem of calculus and vs(s,0) = 0,
we have

1/2
< Nay?|[ Vol ez

va(s,x2) = / Oova(s, t)dt.
0

Therefore, it follows from Holder’s inequality that

2 1
|vg(s,x2)|§/ |0yvs(s, t)|dt < x> (/ |8202(s,t)|2dt)
0 0

Then, using Holder’s inequality again, we obtain

z1 |21 1 1/2
/ va (s, 2)ds gxé”/ (/ |(9gvg(s,t)|2dt) ds
0 0 0
|z | 1 1/2
< oy %y [V / /|8202(S,t)|2dsdt
0 0

1/2
< xz/ |$1|1/2||V”||L2(R1)-

1/2

As a result, we have
(21) [(x)| < N||Vv||L2(R2+)(1 + |x1|1/2)xé/2, V= (z1,22) € R x(0,1).
Then, it follows from (20) and ZI)) that
(@) < N (V0] ez + [0l 2 wre))0(),
for all x € Ri, and the proof of (I8) is completed. O
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Next, recall that space X is defined in (@). We denote

(22) lollx = ( / x2||v<-,xz>||%w<mdxz)

Then, we also have the following lemma on the estimate of the stream function .

1/2

Lemma 2.6. There is a constant N > 0 such that
(23) [Y(@)] < N[[Voillpzes) + o1l (In@2) 2 x 4y 51y (22),

for every @ = (z1,32) € R2 and for v = (v1,v2) € H&)U (R%) N X, where ¥ is the
stream function associated with v defined in ([1G).

Proof. Again, as the definition of ¢ in (I6) is independent on the choice of T, we
have

T2
P(x) = —/ vy (21, 8) ds.
0
Consider z5 € (0,1]. Applying Holder inequality and (I4]) of Lemma [2Z3] we have
T2 1
p@l < [ ltnolds <ol ([ otestas)
0 0

1/2
< Ny [ Vo e

1/2

This implies (23]).
Next, we consider z3 € (1,00). By Hoélder inequality and (I4)) of Lemma
again, we have

li(x)| < ‘/01 ’Ul(xlas)ds‘ +‘/112 ’Ul(xhs)ds‘

1 1/2 xTo x
1 1/2 2 1/2
< 2 1 2
_</ for (21, 9) ds> +(/1 as) (/1 sfor(aa,5)? ds)

o0 1/2
< NIVelages) + (ma) 2 ([ sl ) e ey )
< N Vui|[r2z) + o1l (In 22) /2.
Then, [23]) also follows. The proof of the lemma is completed. O
2.3. Density lemmas. This subsection establishes two density lemmas which are

needed to prove Theorem [[3l The following lemma proves a density property of
Ce (Ri) in H&ﬁg (Ri) N L*> (Ri, w1/2), which is a consequence of Lemma 2.5

Lemma 2.7. Letw € {wg,w1,ws}. Then, for everyv € H&U (R2)NL> (R2,w!/?),
there exists a sequence {vp }nen C CeS (R%_) satisfying the following two properties:
(i) The sequence {vn}neN converges to v in H&)a (R%).
(ii) For any u € H&)U (Ri), the sequence {u ® vy, }nen converges to u @ v in
* (R2).
Proof. Let ¢ € C°(R) to be a standard non-negative smooth cutoff function satis-
fying
¢p=1 on (-1/2,1/2), ¢$=0 on R\ (-1,1), and [¢[c2r) < Co.
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Also, let ¢ € C(R) satisfying
=0 on [-1,1], ¢=1 on R\ (-2,2), and [¢|c2m) < Co.

Note that here, Cy > 0 is some generic constant. Now, let My > e be fixed and for
n>e®— Myand x = (21,22) € Ri, we define

N (x) = ¢n(T)p(nT2),

where
In(In(|x| + M,
on(x) =9 In(In(|z| + Mo)) '
In(In(n 4+ My))
Observe that
= 1 when |z| <, = e(ln(n+M0))l/2 ~ M,
(bn(ilf) - { 0 when |$| .
and
(nz2) = 0 when |z2] < 1/n
p(nee) = 1 when |xza| > 2/n.

Moreover, it follows from the product rule and the definition of 7, that there is a
generic constant N > 0 such that

Nxa,(z)
@) V@l S T M ) (] + Mol + M) T "X ()
and
2 Nxa, (:c)
Vo @) < (e T 300 (] + Mo) ([l + M)l
(25) n nNxa,nr, ()
In(In(n + Mo)) In(|z| + Mo) (|| + Mo)
+ nQNXIn (),

for ¢ = (z1,22) € R% and for all n > e® — M, where
Ap ={x = (w1,22) €RY iy < || <, 1/n < 22},

(26) I, = {x = (z1,22) €RY : || < n, 22 € (1/n,2/n)}.

Next, for the given v € H&U (Ri) NL> (Ri,wlﬂ), let ¢ be the stream function
associated with v defined in (I6). We define

vo () = V(0 (2)9(@)), @ = (21,22) € RY,

where V4 = (—0s,0;). We note that v,, is compactly supported in Ri and it is
divergence free. By the standard mollification, it is sufficient to prove the assertions
of the lemma for the sequence {v,}. Note that the constants N > 0 used for the
estimates in this proof change line by line and they are independent of n.

We begin with proving (ii). Let u € H&U (R%) be fixed and we prove that
(27) nILH§o|‘u®(v_v")||L2(R2+) =0.

Note that v — v,, = (1 — n,)v — ¥V*(n,) and
(08)  u® @ =)l agaz) < 10— m)w D0l pagas) + 100 © Pl a(a
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We then treat the two terms in the right hand side of (28). For the first term, we
observe that

(29) Hu®v”L2(R2+) < ”'U”LOO(Ri,wl/?)HUHL2(R§~UJ71)
< NHUHL“’(Ri,wlN)HVUHL2(R1) < 0.

Therefore, by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

n—00

(30) i (1= 1 0l ez =0,
On the other hand, by (24) and the triangle inequality, it follows that

lYu @ VnnH[ﬂ(Ri)

N (@) |u(z)? 12
= T(ln(n + Mo)) (/A (] + Mo)P (| + Mo)? d“")

wan ([ It uta) dw)m

=K + K.

Then, by using (I8]) of Lemma 23] we estimate K7 by the following calculations

(1+ |21 Y22 @ox (1 /<y <1y (T2) |u(@) 2

[1n(1n(n+Mo))] </An (In(la] + Mo)J?(|2| + Mo)?

[ o) iy DX G@P
an (] + Mo)P(fa] + Mo)?

K? = dx

</ (1+ |21 )X (o <1y (22) [u(@) 2
[1n(1n(n + MO))] A, (|| + Mo)J? (|| + Mo)?3

w@f

+/A |CC| +Mo - [In(|z| +M0)]2:z:§d )
- ( +1+;>”“”2 + 4=2)-
[1n(1n(n+Mo))] [In(Mo)]2 M, [(In(Mo)]2 L2(Bf,25?)

dx

By the Hardy inequality (Lemma [ZT]), we have that
(31) [l L2 g2 2y2) < NIV L2@e) < oo
Consequently,

lim Kl =0.

n—r oo
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Similarly, we estimate Ky

K3 =n’N [ [)(@)P|u(e) de
I’Vl

= nQN/ (14 |21 [/2) s
I

< nN 1+ n1/2)2i3 |U($2)|
In nTox3

Ntn) [ )l
< /1 n d

2
n x5

U$E22
w@)sh
2
2

xT

dx

N1 +n)

IN

HuHLQ(Imm;Z) < N”u”L2(Rim{0<zz<2/n},m;2)'

Therefore, using ([BI) and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we con-
clude that K5 converges to 0 as n goes to infinity. Thus,

(32) nh—)nolo [u @ V"YnHL2 (R2) — 0.

Then, the assertion (27 follows from [B0) and (B2)), and the proof of (ii) is com-
pleted.

It now remains to prove (i), namely
(33) nlgr;() ||V’Un - VUHLZ(Ri) =0.
We note that
Vv, — V”HL?(Ri)
(34) <=0 Vollaz, + 21V @ 0l agaz) + [0V pagez -
As before, by using the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we see that
(35) i [(1 = ) Vol o) = 0.

Next, using (24), we control the second term in the right hand side of (34)) by

— N (/ lv(x)|? dw>1/2
"n PED = In(In(n + Mo)) \Ja, (] + Mo)]2(Jz] + Mo)?

+nN </1 |v(m)|2dm)l/2

=J1+ Js.
Observe that

, N ()2 i
M= Ta(in(n + 302 /A (] + Mo) (2] + Mo)2

N [v(x)]?
= Tn(n(n + Mo)) Pl (Vo) /A 3
N 2
In(In(n + Mo ))]2[In(Mo)]2 ”””L?(Riwf)'

=
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Therefore, J; goes to 0 as n goes to infinity. In addition, by a simple manipulation,
we estimate Jy as

2 [ B

I,

Ji=N dx < N|v|?

L2(Rx(0,2/n)},25%)

Once again, we use (BI) and the Lebesgue dominating convergence theorem to
conclude that Jo approaches 0 as n goes to infinity. Hence, we have proved that
(36) T [V © ] 2gaz) = 0.

Next, we consider the term ||z/JV277n||L2(R2+) on the right hand side of (34). By
(I8) and @3)), it follows that

1923

< N / Ta(1+ |2112)? X (w2 <1} (2n)
= [In(In(n + Mo)]? J 4, (In(|x| 4+ Mo))?(|z| + Mo)?|x|?

+ N / (111(,@2) + |x1|x2_1)2X{x2>1}
(In(In(n + Mo)J? Ja, (|| + Mo)J* (|| + Mo)?|z|?

xTr

dx

+Nn2/ (@) Pdz + Nn4/ (@) de
AnnI, I,
=G+ G2+ Gs + Ga.
We control G by the following calculations
N / 22(1 + |21["2) X (2 <1} (22)
In(In(n + Mo)]* Ja, (In(lz|+ Mo))? (|| + Mo)?|x|?
< N / 1
= [In(In(n + Mo)]*v3 /4, (In(jz|+ Mo))2(|w| + Mo)?
+ al /

[In(In(n + Mo)]*va Ja, (In(lz| + Mo))2(|w| + Mo)?
< N / 1
= [In(n(n + Mo)]*vn Jrz (In(jz| + Mo))* (|| + Mo)?

Note that the last integral is finite which can be verified by using polar coordinates.
Therefore,

Gl = dx

dx

dx

dx.

lim Gl =0.

n—oo

In the same manner, the estimate for Gy is shown below

Gy < N / 1 dx
* = n(n(n + Mo))P Jez (22 +1)2
—+0 as n— oo
Next, using (7)), we control G4 as

2
Gy < Nnt [ Jp(z))dx < Nn4/ % dx
In I T3

2/n
< Nn/ / de dzy < N|v]?

I2 LQ(RX(O 2/n),xy )
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Observe that from Hardy’s inequality (Lemma [2.1])
||v||L2(R><(O,2/n),gg;2) < H””L?(Rﬁ,z;?) < N|[Voll 2z < oo.

Therefore, by the Lebesgue dominating convergence theorem we have G4 goes to 0
as n goes to infinity. Note that as G < G4, we conclude that

lim (Gg + G4) =0.

n—roo

Collecting the limits of Gy, for k = 1,2,3,4 when n — oo that we just proved, we
have

@7 T [V e =0
Then, the assertion [B3)) follows from (B3]), (36), and (B7). O

The next lemma proves the density type result of C5, (Ri) in H&)U (Ri) nx
for which Lemma [2.6] is used.

Lemma 2.8. For every v € H&U (Ri) N X, there exists a sequence {vy}nen C
CeS, (Ri) satisfying the following properties:

(i) The sequence {vn}neN converges to v in H&)a (R%).
ii) For any u € H} , (R%), the sequence {u @ v, }nen converges to u ®@ v in
0,0 +
L2 (R2).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 2.7 and we only outline some main
steps. Let 1, be defined as in the proof of Lemma[7l For the given v € Hg , (R%)N
X, let ¢ be defined in (I6]) and let

v (x) = Vi (@)y(z), x = (71,72) € RY.

It is sufficient to prove the assertions of the lemma for the sequence {v, }nen.

We begin with proving (ii). Let u € H{ , (R%) be fixed and we prove that
(38) nll{]go lu® (v— ’U")”L2(R2+) =0.
Note that v — v, = (1 — n,)v — ¥»V+(n,) and

(39) N ® (= vn)llpa) < 10— )@ vl gagas ) + 161 © Vil e )
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We then treat the two terms in the right hand side of [39). For the first term, we
observe that

el gy < ([ [ oo an az)

0o 1/2
< ( | oty [ fute)? o dﬂﬂz)
0 R

o 1/2
< ( [ ot otz e dwa)

0o 1/2
< ([ It an) o} IV (@)l e i
o 1/2
< IVu@ e ([ lotmle e dea)
(10) — V@)l ol < oo,

where we have used (3] of Lemma 23 in the fourth step of the previous estimate.
Therefore, by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

On the other hand, by using Lemma[2.6linstead of Lemma[2.3] we can follow exactly
as in the proof Lemma 2.7 to prove

(42) nh_)n;o lhu @ VnnHm(Ri) =0.

Then, the assertion (B8] follows from I and (@2), and the proof of (ii) is com-
pleted.

Next, we prove (i), namely
(43) nll)rrgo (IVv, — V’UHL2(R2+) =0.
Note that
Vv, — V”HLz(Ri)
(44) <@ = 22)Voll 2@z ) + 2V @ vl L2z ) + V00l L2 g2 ) -

The first two terms in ([@4)) can be proved to go to 0 as shown in the proof of Lemma
271 We then consider the term ||1/)V277n||L2(Ri) on the right hand side of (34]). By

23) and @27)), it follows that that
1692022 a3

< N / (1+ |22 ?)2 X {2021} (a0)
= [In(In(n + Mo)]? J 4, (In(|x| 4+ Mo))?(|z| + Mo)?|x|?

+ N / XMza<1} dx
[In(In(n + Mo)]* J 4, [In(jz| + Mo)]*(|z| + Mo)?|x|?

dx

+Nn2/ (@) [2d + Nn4/ ()| d
A,NI, I,
= G1 4+ G2 4+ Gs + Gy,
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where A,, and I,, are defined in (26). We control G; by the following calculations

G — N / (1+ |1H$2|1/2)2X{m221}(12) -
' In(in(n + Mo)2 Ja, (n(j]+ Mo))2(J| + Mo)2[z[?
< N / 1 dx
= [In(In(n + Mo)]* /4, (In(jz| + Mo))*(|z| + Mo)?|x|?
N / 1
In(In(n + Mo)]?* J 4, In(|lz| + Mo)(|z| + Mo)?|z|*
< N / ! dx.
~ [In(n(n + Mo)]* Jez (In(|| + Mo))(|z| + Mo)? ||

dx

il

Similarly,

N 1
dx

2 = (o + Mo)P / (] + M0)2(Ja] + Mo)? P

Therefore,
lim [G1 + G2] = 0.

n—r oo

With the same calculation, we also obtain

lim [Gg + G4] =0.
n—oo
Then, collecting the estimates for Gy, for k = 1,2, 3,4, we have
. 2. |12 _
Jim [V 0072 g2y = 0,

and the assertion (@3] follows. The proof of the lemma is completed. O

3. EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF WEAK SOLUTIONS

This section is divided into two subsections and each of which provides the proof
of each of the Theorem and Theorem For convenience in writing, we use
(-,+) to denote the inner product in Euclidean space R?. Similarly we write

2
(Ve Vep) 1o () = Z/R Vu; - Vi dz.
i=1 +

From this, () is rewritten as
(45) <Vu, VSO>L2(]R2+) + <u : Vu, §0>L2 (]Ri) = <F, VSO>L2(]R2+)7
for all ¢ € 2% (R%).

3.1. Existence of solutions. This proves Theorem Observe that Theorem
could be well-known, but we prove it here for completeness. We follow the
method of invasion domain introduced by J. Leray in [I5]. For each n € N, we
consider () in the upper-half ball B;"

“Au+t(u-V)utVP+div(F) = 0 in B,
(46) V-ou = 0 i B
u = 0 on 0B;.

We begin with the following lemma on the existence of weak solutions of (46]).
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Lemma 3.1. For everyn € N and F € L? (B;f)%z, there exists a weak solution
u, € Hj , (B}}) to the Navier-Stokes equations [{B) satisfying

(47) HVUnHQLz(B;) = (F, vun>L2(Bf{)'

Proof. The proof is standard, see [14] for instance. We provide the details for
completeness. We will show that there is u, € Hg , (B;) satisfying

(48) (Vetn, Vo) 1 () + (U - Vet @) 12 () = (B V) o)

for all ¢ € H&U (B,f). We use the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem (see [8|

Theorem 10.6 p. 228], for example). To this end, we look for u,, € H&U (B) as a
fixed point of an equation, which is equivalent to (48g]).

We first note that as B;" is bounded, due to the Poincare’s inequality, the space
H&U (B;F) is the Hilbert space with the inner product

<u’v>Hé,d(Bi) = /]3+<Vu(w),Vv(w)>dw, Yu,v € H&U (BY).

Moreover, note that

(F, V) a5y | < 1F () 190N o)
= 1Pl ()10l . ()

for any ¢ € H&)a (B;f). Then, by the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a
unique g € H&U (B;) such that

<9790>H3(,(Bi):<F’V¢>L2(Bi)’ LPEH(},U (Br—:._)
Next, note that for given ¢, 4, € L* (B;f)z, we have

<d) : VQO, ¢>L2(BTT)

<l¢® 1/’HL2(BTT)HV‘P”L2(BI)
<@l pa ) ll¥l s siylel i (51)

for any ¢ € H&_’U (B;). Then, by the Riesz representation theorem again, there is
a bilinear bounded map
G:L* (B x L* (Bf)® - HL, (B))

defined by
(G(o.9). )iy (1) = (@ Vo) a(py), @ € Hoo (BY).
Now, let T': H} , (B;) — H{}, (B;") defined by

T(¢):=~G(¢,¢), ¢ < Hy, (B).
Observe that by the integration by parts, we also have

(49) <T(¢)7 SO>H&U(B$) = <¢ : V(ba 90>L2(B$)’ 2SS H(}.,a’ (B:Lr)

On the other hand, as H{ , (B;}) is compactly embedded in L* (B})?. We see that
the map T : H&U (Bf) — H&_’U (B;F) is compact.
Now, note that (48] is equivalent to
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and we use the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem to show that there is a solution
u, € Hj , (B}}) to the equation (50).
For each A € [0,1], let Ty : Hy , (B;f) x [0,1] — H{ , (B;f) be defined by
T)\(’U) = —)\(T('U) - g)v CAS H(},a’ (B;zL)
We claim the following;:

(i) Ty is a compact map.
(ii) There is M > 0 such that ||v]| ;. (1) < M whenever Ty (v) = v for some
0,0 n

A€ 0,1].
(ili) To(v) =0 for all v € Hy , (B;).

Indeed, we see that (i) follows directly from the fact that T is a compact map
from Hj , (B/}) to Hj, (B;}), and (iii) is trivial. Hence, it remains to prove (ii).
To this end, let v € H&U (B;) such that

T\(v) =v for some \e€[0,1].
Then,
AT (v)+A\g=wv
and therefore
—XMT (v), ”>Hg,g(3¢) + Xg, v)Hé,g(B;) = (v, v}Hé,g(B;).
From this, it follows from the definition of T', g and by ([@9) that
||Vv|\iQ(Bi) + Aw - V"’v”>L2(Bi) = )‘<F7VU>L2(BTT)'

As (v - Vo, U>L2(BTT) = 0 by the integration by parts, we infer that

(51) 190124 51y = MF, Voba(ay)

Bt
< W) IV0llia (o) = WF o 1ol (1)

Hence, [[v]lg1 (p+y = VOl p2(pry S 1 Fllp2pry = M.
0,0( ”) ( n) ( )

By the claims (i)-(ii)-(iii), we apply the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem to

infer that there is w,, € Hj , (B;}) such that
T (un) = —(T(un) — g) = up.
This implies that
<V’u,n, VL‘0>L2(B;) + (un . vun, SO>L2(B;) = <F7 VSO>L2(Bi)’

for all ¢ € C2%(B,). Moreover, we see that (@T) holds by setting A = 1 in (BI)
with v replaced by u,,. The proof is completed. (Il

Proof of Theorem [1.2. Observe that by Lemma[3.1] there exists a weak solution
u, € Hy , (B}}) to the stationary Navier-Stokes equations (@) satisfying

(52) |\Vun||2L2(Bi) = <VU7F>L2(B:§)’ Vn € N.
From this, and Hélder’s inequality, we obtain

IVunllposg) < IFllpa(syy, ¥ €N,
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Then, extending u, to R? by setting u,, = 0in R2\B;, we see that u,, € H{ , (R%)
and

(53) HvunHL?(Ri) < ”F”p(Ri)’ vV neN.

Due to Lemma ZI] we note that H§, (R%) is the Hilbert space with the inner
product

G0y (2) = [, (V9(@). Vol@) o, ¥ g€ i}, (B2).

2
2
Hence, there exists a subsequence (W, )ken 0f (Un)nen such that
(54) Up, U in H&g (R%) as k— oo.
Observe that by (52)) and the weak convergence (B4]), we have
Then, for w € {wp, w1, w2}, it follows from Lemma 2] that
ol ez oy < AVulaez ) < 4IF ] pagas ).

Thus, (@) and (@) hold, and it remains to show is that u is a weak solution to the
stationary Navier-Stokes equations () in Rﬁ_, or equivalently,

(55) (Vu, V<p>L2(R2+) + (u - Vu, ‘P>L2(Ri) = (F, V<p>L2(R2+)

for all ¢ € C%, (R%).
Consider a fixed ¢ € C2, (Ri), and let m € N be sufficiently large such that

the support of ¢ is contained in B;f,. Observe that for k& > m, as u,, is a weak
solution to Q) in B,f, and ¢ € C2%,(B), we see that

(56) (Vup,, VCP>L2(B;L) + (Un, .vunk7¢>L2(B;;) = (F, v‘P>L2(B;L)-

Now, by (&3), the condition w,, = 0 on B,, N{x2 = 0}, and Poincaré’s inequality,
we see

[l g pr) < NM)Fllp2@z), ¥V Ek>=m.

Then, by using (54) and the fact that H'(B;) is compactly embedded in L* (B},),
there exists a subsequence of (w, )ken, which we still denote (w,, )ren, such that

(57) un, >u in L*(Bf) as k— oo
Using the weak convergence (B4)) , we observe that

lim <Vunk,vcp>L2(B$) = <u790>L2(B$).

k—o0
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On the other hand, for the second term on the left hand side of (B8], we note that

<unk : vunk?‘P>L2(B;;) - <U -Vu, LP>L2(B;§)

< ‘ Unp, — Vunk7§0>L2(B+) + ‘<'U, ! V(u"k - 'U,), SO>L2(B:,§)
< ‘ Up,, — Vunk790>L2(B+) + <u Ve, (unk - u)>L2(B;)
< un, =@l L2 () VUl L2 (1)

+ |lw(un, — U)HL2(B¢L)HV‘PHL2(B$)
< lny = wll o) el Lo mi) VUil 2 (55)
+ ||u||L4(B,j);>||unk - uHL‘*(B;@)HVSOHLQ(B;Z)
= (Ul o) 1 Fll o m ) + el ) 190 o ) ) Mot = 2l

where we have used (B3] in the last step of the above estimate. Then, from (57,
we conclude that

(g Vg, @) o gy = (W VU, @) 252y
Thus, by passing the limit as k¥ — oo, we conclude from (&) that
(Vu, V‘P>L2(B7tb) + {(u - Vu, 90>L2(B7§) = (F, VL,O)LQ(B;E),
which implies (53)), and the proof is completed. O

3.2. Weak-strong uniqueness of solutions. This subsection proves Theorem
[L3l We begin with the following lemma which is needed for the proof.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that w € {wg,w1,wa}. Then, the following statements hold
true.

(i) Ifve Hi, (R2)N[L® (R:,w!/?) UAX] and u € Hf, (R%), then
(w- Vv,v)Lg(Ri) =0.

(ii) Ifu € H&U (Ri) is a weak solution to the stationary Navier-Stokes equa-
tions (@) in RZ, then

<V’LL, V'U>L2(R2+) —+ <'u, . Vu, ’U>L2 (Ri) = <F, V’U>L2(R2+).
for every v € H&)U (R%) n[L>= (R?,w'/?) U X].

Proof. We start with proving (i). We first observe that as v € H}, (R2) N
[L> (RZ,w'/?) U X], it follows from Hélder’s inequality, [29), and (@0) that
(1 V0,002 )| < (V0 e [ 0] ) < o0

Now, according to Lemma 27 and Lemma 28, there exists (vn)nen C CS% (R2)
such that

(58) IV (v — 'Un)HL2(R2+) =0 and |[u® (v— vn)HLQ(Ri) —0
as n — oo. We integrate by parts, which results in

(59) (u - V'U,vn>L2(R2+> =—(u- an,v>L2(Ri).
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Then, with Holder’s inequality, it follows that

(- V0,0 = 00} )| < IV0l e 14 (© = 00)] 2

and

‘(u V(v = 2),0) 2 (g2 )| S V(00 = V) Loz ) lw @ 0l (g2

= o = vl () [0 ® ll e,
Then, by using (58]), we pass the limit as n — oo of (B9) to get
(u - Vv,v>L2(R2+) =—(u- Vv,v>L2(R2+).

Hence, (u - Vo, v>L2( )= 0 and the assertion (i) is proved.

Ri

Next, we prove (ii). Let u € H&)a (R%) be a weak solution to the Navier-Stokes
equations () in R? , and let v € H&U (R2)N[L> (R%,w'/?) UX]. As in the proof
of (i), let (v )nen C CZ% (RE) satisfy (G8), whose existence is ensured by Lemmas
27 28 Then, because u is a weak solution to (), we have

<VU, vv">L2(Ri) + <’LL . vu’v">L2(Ri) = <F, vv">L2(Ri)’
for all n € N. Since v,, = v in H&)a (R2) as in (58) when n — oo, we have

lim (Vu, V’Un>L2 (rR2) = (Vu, V’U>L2 (r2)

n—oo
and
lim <F, v’v">L2(Ri) = <F, VU>L2(R1).

n—oo

On the other hand, we also have

‘(u . V“7”>L2(Ri) —(u - Vu, ”n>L2(Ri)

= ’<’u, -Vu, (v — 'Un)>L2(R2+)
< IVaull g2 gz ) lu ® (0 = vn) |l 2 (g2 ) = 0

as n — oo by (B8). Therefore, the assertion (ii) follows, and the proof of the lemma
is completed. (I

The next lemma will also be needed for our proof of the weak-strong uniqueness
of solutions.

Lemma 3.3. Letu € H&)a (Ri) be a weak solution to the stationary Navier-Stokes
equations [{l). Assume thatu € L*>® (Rﬁ_,wl/z)uX for somew € {wp,wr,wa}. Then

(Ve Vo) pa(az) = (- Ve t) a(ra) = (B, V60D 12 ra)
for all o € H} , (R2).
Proof. As ¢ € H&U (R%), we can find a sequence (¢, )nen C Ce (R%) such that
(60) nlgTolo Ve, — V‘PHU(Ri) =0.
Since u € H{, (R%) is a weak solution to (I)), we have

<Vu, vﬂon>L2(R2+) + <u -Vu, Son>L2(]R2+) = <F, vﬂon>L2(R2+)'
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Then, we integrate by parts to give
(61) (Vu, Vo) o (me ) = (@ Vo, w) 2@z = (F, Vo) 2 )
It follows directly from (60) that

nli_)n;o<Vu,V<pn>L2(R2+) = (Vu,V<p>L2(R2+) and

A (F V) 12 (2 ) = (B V) 22 )-

On the other hand, for each n € N, it follows from Holder’s inequality, [29]), and

@0) that
(u-(Ve, — Vo), u>L2(Ri)
< [IV(en — ‘P)”[ﬁ(uﬁ) u® uHL?(Ri)
< N|V(e, — ‘P)”Lz(Ri)'
Then, from (60), we infer that
(Ve W) = (Ve ) (e )-

Hence, by taking the limit as n — oo on both sides of (GIl), we obtain the desired
result. The proof of the lemma is completed. (Il

We are now ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [1.3 We consider the assumption (i). Let us denote w = w;
with some fixed i = 0, 1,2 so that u € Lm(Ri,wl/Q) and

(62) ||/a||L°°(R2+,w1/2) < 1/4

As @ € L>®(R2,w'/2), we apply (ii) of Lemma 3.2 to infer that

(63) (Vu, Vﬁ>L2(R2+) + (u - Vu, ﬂ>L2(Ri) = (F, Vﬂ>L2(R2+).

Similarly, we apply Lemma [3.3] to get

(64) <V’l_l,, VU>L2 (Ri) - <ﬂ‘ : Vu, ﬁ>L2 (Ri) = <F7 VU>L2 (Ri)

Next, let us denote w = u — u. By a simple algebra, we have
1990124 2y = IVl ) + 982

—(Vu, Vﬁ>L2 (r2) ~ (Vu, VU>L2 (R2)-
From this, (63), and (64]) it follows that

||V'w||i2(R2+) = ||VU||2L2(R2+) + ||Vﬂ||2L2(R2+) + (u- Vu,ﬂm(Ri)

_ <F, V’IL>L2(R2+) — <’l_l, . VU, ﬁ>L2(Ri) - <F, VU>L2(R1)
_ 2 _ 12 _ _
- HVUHLZ(R1) + HVUHLZ(Ri) <F7VU>L2(R1)
—(F, Vu)LQ(RQ + (w - Vu,u)LQ(Ri),
which together with (6] imply that

IVl 3a gz y < (- Vot ) o ).



24 A. CALDERON, V. LE, AND T. PHAN

Also, due to (i) of Lemma [32] we see that (w - Va, ﬁ}LQ( )= 0, and therefore

=2
2 _ _
”vw”L2(R2+) < <'w - Vu, U>L2(R2+) - <w -Va, U>L2(R2+)
= (w- vaﬁ>L2(R2+) < ||Vw||L2(Ri)||wﬁ||L2(R2+)
Finally, we infer from this last estimate, Lemma [2] and ([©2) that
vaHL?(Ri) < Hwﬂ”L%Ri) < ||w||L2(R§r,w*1) ||ﬁ||Lw(R§r,w1/2)
< 4||V'w||L2(R2+)||ﬁ||Loo(]R§r,wl/2)
This implies ||Vw||L2(R2 )= 0. From this, and the boundary condition ’w|aRi =0,
+
we get w = 0 in RZ. Therefore, u = @.

Now we consider the assumption (ii) of Theorem [[31 We have by a similar
argument as in the previous case that

vaHL?(Rﬁr) < ||w'a||[,2(R2+)

Then, using (I3 from Lemma 23] for w, we obtain

il ooy = ([ [ b Ppacefands,)

) </000 {”u("“)”%wm)/RIw(:c)lz‘dxl]dm)l/z

S 1/2
< Vol ([ aallat.oolfvpis)

Then, by the assumption

o0 1/2
</0 I2||u(.7$2)||%oo(R)d$2) < 17

||V'w||L2(R2+) < ||V'w||L2(R2+)7

which implies w = 0 and then u = @. The proof is completed. ([l

we obtain
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