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THE EXISTENCE THEOREM FOR THE STEADY-STATE NAVIER-STOKES
EQUATIONS WITH NONHOMOGENEOUS SLIP BOUNDARY CONDITIONS
IN TWO-DIMENSIONAL MULTIPLY-CONNECTED BOUNDED DOMAINS

GIOVANNI P. GALDI AND TATSUKI YAMAMOTO

ABSTRACT. We study the nonhomogeneous boundary value problem for the steady-state Navier-
Stokes equations under the slip boundary conditions in two-dimensional multiply-connected bounded
domains. Employing the approach of Korobkov-Pileckas-Russo (Ann. Math. 181(2), 769-807, 2015),
we prove that this problem has a solution if the friction coefficient is sufficiently large compared
with the kinematic viscosity constant and the curvature of the boundary. No additional assumption
(other than the necessary requirement of zero total flux through the boundary) is imposed on the
boundary data. We also show that such an assumption on the friction coefficient is redundant for the
existence of a solution in the case when the fluxes across each connected component of the boundary
are sufficiently small, or the domain and the given data satisfy certain symmetry conditions. The
crucial ingredient of our proof is the fact that the total head pressure corresponding to the solution
to the steady Euler equations takes a constant value on each connected component of the boundary.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let © be a bounded domain of R? with C*®-boundary 9 = U;V:OF]- consisting of N + 1 disjoint
components I';, i.e.,

N
Q=20\(J%), 9,Cj=1...,N, (1.1)
j=1

where I'; = 0 and Q;, j = 1,..., N, are bounded domains such that ﬁ,ﬂﬁj = (if i # j. Consider
in © the steady-state Navier-Stokes equations

—vAu+u-Vu+Vp=f
v — 0} in Q (1.2)
under the nonhomogeneous slip boundary conditions
UM = ay
(T (w, p)ns + fuur = b*} on 0f). (1.3)

Here u = u(x) = (u1(z),u2(x)) and p = p(x) denote the unknown velocity field and the unknown
pressure at the point z = (z1,x2) € Q, v > 0 is the given kinematic viscosity constant, f = f(z) =
(f1(zx), f2(x)) is the given external force field defined on 2, while n is the unit outer normal to 02,
and T'(u,p) is the Cauchy stress tensor given by

T(u,p) = —pl +vS(u), S(u)=Vu+ (Vu)',

where I is the 2 x 2 identity matrix. Also, § = f(z) > 0 is the given nonnegative scalar-valued
function on 92 which is called the friction coefficient, and the subscript 7 denotes the tangential com-
ponent of a vector, i.e., u; = u—n(n-u), and finally, a, = a.(z) and b, = b, (x) = (bs1(x), bz (z))
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are the given boundary data on 9€). In view of the incompressibility condition divu = 0 in §2, the
boundary datum a, is required to satisfy the following compatibility condition:

N
as ds = / axds = 0. 1.4
Jp =2 [, a4

Moreover, another boundary datum b, must fulfill the condition b, - n = 0 on 0f2.
The boundary value problem for the Navier-Stokes equations (1.2) in a domain 2 C R", n = 2,3,
with the boundary 02 has been intensively studied under the no-slip boundary condition

u =u, on Jf, (1.5)

which is applicable to the case when 92 is rigid. However, there are situations in which the no-
slip boundary condition (1.5) may not be valid. In such situations, a standard alternative is the
slip boundary conditions (1.3), which was proposed for the first time by Navier [43]. The slip
boundary conditions (1.3) are employed as an appropriate model for free surface problems and for
flows past chemically reacting walls; see, e.g., [52]. They are also considered in the presence of rough
boundaries [20,24]. For a further description of the slip boundary conditions (1.3), we refer the
reader to [5, Sections 2 and 3|, [18, p.5 and p.22], [48, Section 64] and the references cited therein.

The main objective of this paper is to prove the existence of a weak solution u € W2(Q) to the
Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3) under no restrictions on a, other than (1.4) in two-dimensional
multiply-connected bounded domains. The first study on the solvability of the nonhomogeneous
boundary value problem for the stationary Navier-Stokes equations goes back to Leray [37]. In his
celebrated paper [37] published in 1933, Leray proved that the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2) with
the nonhomogeneous no-slip boundary condition (1.5) has a solution provided

/u*-nds:O, j=0,...,N. (1.6)
Ly

Clearly, if N > 1 (the boundary 09 consists of more than one connected component I';), the
condition (1.6) is stronger than the natural requirement

N
Uy M ds = /u*-nds:o, 1.7
/s 2 ), o

and in particular, it does not allow for the presence of sinks and sources. The question whether the
problem (1.2) with the no-slip boundary condition (1.5) admits a solution only under the natural
restriction (1.7) was left open by Leray, and it is known as Leray’s problem. Since the appearance
of the pioneer work by Leray [37], several partial answers to this problem have been given by a
number of authors. For instance, the existence of a weak solution u € W12(Q) to the problem (1.2)
with (1.5) was established under the restriction (1.6) (see, e.g., [15,23,25,35]), or for sufficiently
small fluxes frj u, -nds? (see, e.g., [6,17,18,31,33]), or under certain symmetry assumptions on

the planar domain Q C R2, the boundary value u,, and the external force f (see, e.g., [2,16,41,47)),
or for arbitrary large fluxes satisfying the inflow condition? in a doubly-connected, bounded planar
domain = Q\Q; C R? (see [29]). Recently, Korobkov-Pileckas-Russo [30] have successfully proved
the solvability of the problem (1.2) with (1.5) only under the natural restriction (1.7) in arbitrary
bounded planar or three-dimensional axially symmetric domains. However, Leray’s problem for an
arbitrary three-dimensional domain still remains open.

*IThis condition does not assume the norm of the boundary value u. to be small.
*2The flux through the outer boundary I'y is not positive, i.e., fFo ux -mnds <0.
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On the other hand, in contrast to the problem (1.2) with the no-slip boundary condition (1.5), not
much is known about the solvability of the stationary Navier-Stokes equations under the nonhomo-
geneous slip boundary conditions (1.3) in a two-dimensional multiply-connected bounded domain.
Under a certain assumption on the shape of the domain, the existence of a weak solution to the
problem (1.2)-(1.3) corresponding to b, = 0 was shown by Mucha [42] without any restrictions on
a, (other than (1.4)). However, it is not clear whether the condition imposed on the domain in [42]
could be fulfilled by a domain with more than one hole. Konieczny-Mucha [27] proved the existence
of a weak solution to the problem (1.2)-(1.3) in a simply-connected bounded domain. Afterward, it
was shown in [26, Section 1.1] that the kernel of the operator curl, which is defined on the space of
solenoidal vector fields satisfying the slip boundary conditions (1.3) with a, = 0 and b, = 0 is trivial
in a doubly-connected bounded domain. As noted in [26], this fact might be used to extend the
result of Konieczny-Mucha [27] to the case when 2 is a multiply-connected bounded domain under
the proper assumptions on the boundary data. Similar problem with the following nonhomogeneous
boundary conditions

U N = ay

curlu = b,

} on 99 (1.8)

has been addressed by Neustupa [44]. Here curlu = 0su; — dyug is the vorticity of a velocity
vector u = (uy,us). In [44], given an external force f, which belongs to a certain subset of L?((2),
the existence of a strong solution to the problem (1.2) with (1.8) has been proved in arbitrary
two-dimensional multiply-connected bounded domains only under the natural requirement (1.4). It
should be noted that, in general, the boundary conditions (1.8) are different from the slip boundary
conditions (1.3) even in the case that the friction coefficient 8 = 0. To see this, suppose that u-n = 0
on 99 (i.e., a, = 0). Then, from Lemma 3.7 along with the identity [T'(u,p)n], = [vS(u)n|, we

deduce that
1

;[T(u,p)n]T — curlu(ng, —ny) " = 2W Tu on 99,

where W is the Weingarten map of the boundary 9 (in the direction of m) representing the
curvature of 0f); see Proposition 3.6 for its definition. The above identity implies that the boundary
conditions (1.8) and (1.3) (with 8 = 0) are different from each other by the term 2W T u.

In this paper we shall show that the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3) admits at least one weak
solution in arbitrary bounded planar domains if the friction coefficient § is sufficiently large com-
pared with the kinematic viscosity constant v and the curvature of the boundary 9€2; see Theorem
2.3. It should be emphasized that, in Theorem 2.3, no restriction other than the natural require-
ment (1.4) is imposed on the fluxes of the boundary datum a, through each component I'; of 0.
The assumption made on the friction coefficient 5 in Theorem 2.3 is redundant for the solvability of
the problem (1.2)-(1.3) in some cases. Indeed, regardless of the value of 3, the existence of a weak
solution to the problem (1.2)-(1.3) is established for arbitrary large fluxes satisfying the outflow
condition™ in a certain doubly-connected bounded domain (see Theorem 2.6), or for sufficiently
small fluxes fl“j a, ds in arbitrary bounded domains (see Theorem 2.11), or under certain symmetry

assumptions on the domain 2 and the given data f, 3, a, and b, (see Theorem 2.17).

The Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3) can be reduced to an operator equation in a Hilbert space
with a compact operator, and so the existence of a weak solution to the problem (1.2)-(1.3) is readily
established by the Leray-Schauder principle once we are able to show an appropriate a priori estimate
for solutions to the operator equation. In [37], Leray developed two different approaches to prove
such an a priori estimate for the problem (1.2) with (1.5). The first approach in [37] makes use of

*3The flux through the outer boundary I'p is nonnegative, i.e., fFo Uy -nds > 0.
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a special extension of the boundary datum w, into € of the form A.(z) = curl (A(e, z)b(z)), where
O(e, x) is Hopf’s cut-off function [23]. For such an extension the estimate

—/(w-V)Ae-'wdx < ec/\V'wlzdaz (1.9)
) Q

holds for all solenoidal vector fields w & VVO1 ’2(9), where € > 0 can be taken arbitrary small and
the constant ¢ is independent of €; see, e.g., [51, Section 1.4 in Chapter 2]. The inequality (1.9)
is referred to as Leray-Hopf’s inequality. It is well known that, in multiply-connected domains
Q C R™ n = 2,3, some restrictions on the fluxes such as (1.6) are indispensable for the validity of
Leray-Hopf’s inequality (1.9), that is, one cannot extend the boundary datum w, in any manner as
a solenoidal extension A satisfying the inequality (1.9) only under the natural requirement (1.7);
see [13], [18, page 605-607], [19,22]. Also, it is worth noting that the classical method due to Hopf
[23] for proving the inequality (1.9) relies on the Hardy inequality

w

|5

where d = d(z) = dist (x, 012) is the distance function from 99; see, e.g., [51, Proof of Lemma 1.8 in

Chapter 2]. Since the slip boundary conditions (1.3) with the homogeneous boundary data (a. =0

and b, = 0) does not imply u|sn= 0 (no information is available about the tangential component of

u on the boundary), the method of Hopf is not directly applicable to the problem (1.2)-(1.3) even

for simply-connected domains. In this respect, we refer the reader to Konieczny-Mucha [27] for a
modification of Hopf’s method, which is adopted to the problem (1.2)-(1.3).

The second approach, suggested by Leray [37], is based on a contradiction argument. This
idea has been subsequently used and modified in many papers (see, e.g., [2,25,29, 33, 35]), and
it was further developed in the paper by Korobkov-Pileckas-Russo [30] in which Leray’s problem
has been solved in arbitrary bounded planar and three-dimensional axially symmetric domains. In
the present paper, we shall employ the same contradiction argument to prove the desired a priori
estimate for the problem (1.2)-(1.3). The crucial ingredient of our proof is the fact that the total
head pressure corresponding to the solutions to the steady Euler equations takes a constant value
on each connected component I'; of 9€; see Corollary 4.5. It is worth remarking that this fact
fails in the three-dimensional case (see the counterexample given in Remark 4.6 (iii)), and hence
our argument is not directly applicable to the three-dimensional problem even in the case when the
fluxes of the boundary datum a, satisfy the stronger condition

< | Vwl| 2y for all w e Wy (),

L2(Q)

/ axds=0, j=0,...,N. (1.10)
Lj

The plan of the paper is as follows. In the next section, after formulating the problem (1.2)-
(1.3) we shall state our existence theorems. In Section 3, we first collect some auxiliary results
and then present existence, uniqueness, and global regularity results for the Stokes problem under
the slip boundary conditions. For completeness, the proof of the global regularity result (Theorem
3.15) will be reported in the Appendix. In Sections 4 and 5, we prove our existence theorems for
arbitrary large fluxes (Theorems 2.3 and 2.6) by employing the approach of Korobkov-Pileckas-
Russo [30, Theorem 1.1]. Section 6 is dedicated to the proofs of our existence results for sufficiently
small fluxes (Theorem 2.11 and Corollary 2.12). The objective of Section 7 is to prove the existence
of a symmetric solution to the problem (1.2)-(1.3) under suitable symmetry assumptions on the
domain and the given data (Theorem 2.17). The proof of Theorem 2.17 is based on a generalization
of [2, Theorem 2.3]. More precisely, the key ingredient of the proof is the fact that the total head
pressure corresponding to the solution to the steady Euler equation takes the same constant value
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on every connected component I'; of 02, provided the domain © and the solution to the Euler
equation satisfy certain symmetry conditions; see Theorem 7.1.

2. RESULTS

We shall begin by giving the definition of weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3).
To this end, we first recall some definitions and notations which will be frequently used throughout
the paper. For a given normed space X, the corresponding norm is denoted by ||-||x. The set of all
bounded, linear functionals on X is called the dual space of X and is denoted by X’. The symbol
(-,-) denotes a generic duality pairing,.

By a domain we mean an open connected set. Let @ C R? be a bounded domain with Lipschitz
boundary 9. We use standard notation for function spaces™: C™(Q), Cy(Q), C™(Q), C™(8),
LA(Q), LI(0Q), Wka(Q), Wok’q(Q), where m € Ny or m = 00, ¢ € [1,00] and k € Ng (W4 = Woo’q =
L%). We denote by g5, (Q) the set of all C'*° vector-valued functions ¢ = (41, p2) with compact
supports in € such that dive =0 in .

Let 1 < g < co. Then each f € WH9(Q) has a well defined trace f|gn€ L9(09). More precisely,
there exists a bounded linear operator

v WH(Q) — LI(09Q)
such that
Y(f) = f on 00
for all f € WH9(Q) N C(Q); see [12, Theorem 4.6], [36, Theorem 18.1]. Let m € N. The image

space y(W™4(Q)) C L9(9Q) is denoted by W™= 1/44(9Q) and is called the trace space. The space
wm=1/ 29(9) is a Banach space with respect to the norm

m— = lnf G m, .
lgllw 1/4.4(9Q) GeWWQ(Q);fy(G):gH [wm.a()

Let 0 < 8 < 1and 1< ¢q < oo. The Sobolev space W~59(9Q) of negative order —f3 is defined as

the dual space of Wﬁ’q’(GQ), qd = ﬁv

W=P9(9Q) = WH (9Q).
For F € W=54(9Q), the norm of F is defined by

IFly-saom = 5w [ udoal/lullyswon:
0£ueW B (9Q)

where (-, -)aq is the duality pairing between W~=59(9Q) and W59 (9Q).
Other notations will be introduced according to necessity.

2.1. Variational formulation and weak solutions. We next give a variational (or weak) for-
mulation of the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3). Let (u,p) be a classical solution to the problem
(1.2)-(1.3), for example, u € C?(Q) and p € C1(Q), and let ¢ € C*°(Q) satisfy ¢ - m = 0 on 9.
Since

div (T (u,p)p) = gS(u) :S(p) + (vAu —Vp) - p —pdive in Q, (2.1)

2
. _ 8’&@ au]' 8(,02' 8(,0]'
S(u) ' S((,O) o Z <8:Ej + al‘2> <al‘] + 8:17@ ’

ij=1

where

*4We shall use the same font style to denote function spaces for scalar and vector-valued functions.
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integrating the identity (2.1) over €2, we obtain the formula

/Q(—VAu—i—Vp)-cpdx—l—/deivcpda::E/QS(U):S(cp)dx—/aQ[T(u,p)n]T'cpds. (2.2)

Multiplying (1.2); by ¢ € C*®(Q) with dive = 0 in Q and ¢ -n = 0 on 9, using the formula (2.2)
and the boundary condition (1.3),, we have the following integral identity:

/S p)dr + 6u7-¢ds—<b*,<p>an+/(u-V)u-<pdw=<f,<p>g.
0N Q

We shall need two closed subspaces H(€2) and J() of W12(Q) defined by

H(Q) = {uecW"(Q):~v(u) -n=0 on dN},
JQ)={ue HQ):divu =0inQ}.

We now give the following definition.

Definition 2.1. Let 8 € C(9Q) be nonnegative, and let f € H(Q), a. € WY22(9Q) and b, €
W=1/22(9Q). We say that a vector field uw : @ — R? is a weak (or generalized) solution to the
Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3) if
(i) we WhH2(Q);
(ii) w is divergence-free in €;
(ili) w satisfies the boundary condition (1.3), in the trace sense, namely,

y(uw)-n=a, in W/32(00);
(iv) u obeys the integral identity

/S @)do+ [ Burpds— (buphon+ [ (u-VIu-pds = (f,0)n
o0 Q

for all ¢ € J(92).

Remark 2.2. (i) By virtue of Lemma 4.1, for a weak solution u € W12(Q) to the problem (1.2)-
(1.3) we are able to associate a pressure ﬁeld p € L*(Q2) such that [, p(z)dz = 0 and the identity

/S dw+/ ﬁuT-cpds—(b*,¢>an+/(u-v)u'¢d:ﬂ=(f,<p>9+/pdivcpd:v
o0 Q Q

holds for all ¢ € H(S2).

(ii) If the given data are appropriately smooth, we can show that every weak solution u to
the problem (1.2)-(1.3) and the pressure p € L*(Q) corresponding to w are more regular, i.e.,
u € W2%(Q) and p € WH2(Q). Furthermore, the boundary condition (1.3), is satisfied in the
following sense

[T(u,p)n]; + fu, = b, in L2(aQ)§
see the arguments below (4.41) and Subsection 4.4.2.

2.2. Existence results for arbitrary large fluxes. We are now in position to state our existence
theorems. Our first result shows that the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3) is solvable in arbitrary
bounded planar domains under no restrictions on fluxes other than the natural requirement (1.4) if
the friction coefficient is sufficiently large compared with the kinematic viscosity constant and the
curvature of the boundary. More precisely, we shall prove the following.
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Theorem 2.3. Let Q C R? be a smooth bounded domain defined by (1.1), and let the friction
coefficient 3 € C1(0Q) be a nonnegative function, which is not identically equal to zero. Suppose
that the boundary data a, € W3/>2(0Q) and b, € WY22(9Q) satisfy the following compatibility
conditions:

N
/ a*ds:Z/ axds =0 and b, -n =0 on 01, (2.3)
o0 =0Ty
and the external force f is in WH2(Q). If the inequality
—2vk(z) < B(x) (2.4)

holds for all x € 092, then the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3) admits at least one weak solution
u € WH2(Q). Here k = r(x) is the curvature of the boundary 02 at the point x € OQ in the
direction of the outer unit normal to OS2 (for its definition see Subsection 3.2).

Example 2.4. Suppose that € is the domain defined by (1.1) with Qg = {z € R? : |z| < Ry} for
some Ry > 0 and N convex domains Q; (j = 1,---,N). In this case, s(z) = _RLO for x € I'g and
k(xz) > 0for z € I'; (j = 1,---,N), and hence the condition (2.4) is necessarily satisfied on the
inner boundaries. Thus, the problem (1.2)-(1.3) is solvable if the friction coefficient g satisfies the
condition

2
R—V < B(x) for all z € Ty = {z € R? : |z| = Ro}.
0

Remark 2.5. In a doubly-connected domain (i.e., N = 1), Mucha [42] proved the existence of a
weak solution to the problem (1.2)-(1.3) under the assumption that

B
12x — ;HLOO(@Q) <C(Q),

where  is the curvature of 02 in the direction of the inner unit normal to 09 (i.e., x(z) = —r(x),
x € 092) and C(Q) is a constant depending only on (2.

Theorem 2.3 is valid for any bounded domains and any values of the fluxes of a, through I'j,
j=0,...,N. On the other hand, the friction coefficient § is required to be large (condition (2.4)).
In a certain doubly-connected domain (its boundary consists of only two components I'g and I'y),
the assumption on the friction coefficient 8 such as (2.4) is redundant for the existence of a weak
solution if the flux through the outer boundary I'y is nonnegative (outflow condition). Our second
result now reads:

Theorem 2.6. Let Q C R? be a smooth bounded domain defined by (1.1) with N = 1, and let the
friction coefficient 3 € C1(OR) be nonnegative. Suppose that the boundary data a, € W3/272(8Q)
and b, € W1/2’2(8Q) satisfy the following compatibility conditions:

/a*ds:/ a*ds—i—/ axds =0 and b, -n =0 on 01,
[e]9) To I

and the external force f is in WH2(Q)). Assume further that B # 0 in the case when the domain
is an annulus. If the inner hole Q1 in (1.1) is convexr and fFo a. ds > 0 (outflow condition), then

the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3) admits at least one weak solution uw € WH2(€).

Remark 2.7. (i) Note that the assumption on the sign of fFo ax ds in Theorem 2.6 is opposite to
that of [29, Theorem 4.1].

(ii) In the case when the domain  is an annulus, the additional assumption that § # 0 in
Theorem 2.6 (and Theorem 2.11 below) is required for the validity of the Korn-type inequality
(3.7). See also Remark 3.12 (ii).
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Remark 2.8. Under the smoothness assumptions on f, a., b, and 2 as in Theorems 2.3 and 2.6,
every weak solution w belongs, in fact, to the Sobolev space W22(Q) N VVl‘zf(Q) Such regularity
assumptions on the data are necessary in order to apply the Morse-Sard theorem for Sobolev
functions to each &, € VV@? () (see the comments below (4.28)) and for the validity of the identities

(4.41) and (4.43) in the sense of L%(99).

2.3. Existence results for sufficiently small fluxes. We shall next show that, even if the
condition (2.4) is not satisfied, the problem (1.2)-(1.3) admits at least one weak solution in arbitrary
bounded domains provided that the fluxes frj ayxds through I';, j = 0,...,N, are sufficiently
small. In order to state our next result, let us first recall the result due to Kozono-Yanagisawa
[533] concerning the harmonic part of solenoidal extensions of the boundary datum as. Denote by
Vhar(€2) the space of the harmonic vector fields defined by
Vhar(Q) = {h = (h1, he) € C®(Q) : divh = 0,curlh = 0in Q,h An = 0on 00},

where curlh = g—ﬁ; - g—ﬁf and h An = hany — hing. It is known that (see [33, Theorem 3.20 (I)])

the space Viar(Q) of harmonic vector fields are N-dimensional and a basis of Vi () is given by
{Vaqi,...,Vqn}, where g are solutions of the following Dirichlet boundary value problem for the
Laplace equation:

Agr =0 inQ and gxlr,=djx forj=0,...,N. (2.5)
By applying the Schmidt orthonormalization procedure to the basis {Vq1,..., Vgy} in L?(2), we
obtain the orthonormal basis {,...,%y} of f/har(Q). Then there is a regular N x N matrix
(aig)1<ik<n depending on € such that

N
Y, (z) = Zaiquk(a:), reQ, j=1,...,N. (2.6)
k=1

We shall need the following result.

Proposition 2.9 (see Lemma 3.10 and [33, Proposition 1.1]). Let Q@ C R? be a smooth bounded do-
main defined by (1.1). Assume that the boundary datum a, € WY22(9Q) satisfies the compatibility
condition (1.4).

(i) There exists a vector field A € W12(Q) such that
divA=0 inQ and A-n =a, on . (2.7)

(ii) For any vector field A € W'2(Q) satisfying (2.7), there exist h € Vi (Q) and w €
W22(Q,R) such that A can be represented as

A=h+V%w inQ, (2.8)
o)

where V+w = (—8%211), P W)-
(iii) The harmonic part h in (2.8) is given explicitly as

N N N N
h = Z Oéij'l,bi/ a, ds = Z Vi () Z Qik Z Qi / ay ds. (2.9)
J k=1 i=1 j=1 Ly

ij=1 r i
Here (o) 1<ik<n, {®1,...,¥n} and {q1,...,qn} are the N x N matriz, the orthonormal

basis of V() in the L?-sense, and N harmonic functions appearing in (2.5) and (2.6),
respectively.

Henceforth any vector field A satisfying (2.7) will be called a solenoidal extension of the boundary
datum a,.
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Remark 2.10. (i) The regular matrix (oix)1<; k<n in (2.6) and (2.9) can be represented by means
of the harmonic functions {q1,...,qn} in (2.5); see [33, Proposition 1.1 (II)].

(ii) It follows from (2.9) and the above remark that the harmonic part h of A depends only
on the basis {Vqi,...,Vqn} of Viar(©) and the flux fl“j a,ds through I';, 1 < j < N. Thus, in
particular, the harmonic part of solenoidal extensions of the boundary datum a, is independent of
the particular choice of the extension.

With this result in hand, we can prove the following.

Theorem 2.11. Let §2 be a smooth bounded domain defined by (1.1), and let the friction coefficient
B € C(09Q) be nonnegative. Suppose that the boundary data a, € W%2(9Q) and b, € W=1/22(0Q)
satisfy the compatibility conditions (2.3) and the external force f is in H(Q)'. Assume further that
B # 0 in the case when the domain Q has a circular symmetry around some point.”® Let h be the
harmonic part of the solenoidal extension of a. given by (2.9). Then, if the inequality

—/ h(z) - (curl 2)(z) (—22(x), z1(x)) dx
sup Q 5
2€E(Q),2#£0 HzHWLZ(Q)

holds, the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3) admits at least one weak solution u € W1H2(Q). Here

28,
=) (2.10)

14
—-K
<2(

EQ) ={z=z(x) = (z1(x), 22(x)) € J(Q) : /Q(z -V)z-&dx =0 forall € € C&OU(Q)}

1s the set of weak solutions to the steady Euler equation with homogeneous boundary conditions and
K(Q, %) is the best constant of the following Korn-type inequality:
2 20 28
vz < K(Q,—) S(v): S(v)dr + —uv,-vrds | forallve H(Q). (2.11)
v Q oV
As an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.11, we can prove that the problem (1.2)-(1.3) has a
solution provided that the harmonic part of the solenoidal extension of the boundary datum a, is
sufficiently small. More precisely, we have

Corollary 2.12. Let 2, f, 5, as, by and h be as in Theorem 2.11. Let 2 < q < oo. If the inequality

v 28 _
V20, ||| Lao) < §K(Q,7ﬁ) ! (2.12)

holds forr = (]2_—‘12, then there exists at least one weak solution uw € W1H2(Q) to the problem (1.2)-(1.3).

Here C (2 < r < 00) is the best constant of the Sobolev inequality

vz ) < Crllvllwizq) for allv e wh2(Q). (2.13)
Remark 2.13. In view of (2.9), it is not difficult to show that the condition (2.12) can be replaced
by
N
2
ch / ay ds| < KK(Q,—ﬁ)_l,
j=1 Ly 2 v

where ¢; are certain constants depending only on 2 and the exponent g. It should also be noted
that, if the boundary datum a, satisfies the restriction (1.10), then h = 0, and hence the inequality
(2.10) is necessarily satisfied regardless of the shape of Q2 and the values of v and 3.

*SDefine QF as the image of Q by the rotation of angle 6 around the point ¢ € R%. We say that Q has a circular
0 g y g g y
symmetry around the point g if the equality Q = Ug<g<2-€2j holds.
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With the aid of Corollary 2.12 and Remark 2.13, Theorem 2.6 can be strengthened to the following
one:

Corollary 2.14. Let Q, f,5,as and b, be as in Theorem 2.6. Suppose that the inner hole 1y is
convex. Then there exists a positive constant Foy = Fo(2,v,5) > 0 depending only on Q, v and [
such that if

/ a,ds € (—Fp, +00),
To
the problem (1.2)-(1.3) admits at least one weak solution.

2.4. An existence result in symmetric domains. Finally, we shall show that, under certain
symmetry assumptions on the domain € and the given data f, 3, a., and by, the problem (1.2)-(1.3)
admits at least one symmetric solution. Following Amick [2], we give two definitions.

Definition 2.15. A smooth bounded domain Q C R? defined by (1.1) with N > 1 is said to be
admissible if

(i) © is symmetric with respect to the x-axis;
(ii) each component I'; intersects the x-axis.

Definition 2.16. A vector field h = (hy, ho) mapping  or 92 into R? is said to be symmetric (with
respect to the xp-axis) if hy is an even function of z9 while hs is an odd function of x5. Likewise,
a scalar function h: 9Q — R is said to be symmetric (with respect to the xj-axis) if the equality
h(z1,x2) = h(x1, —x2) holds for all (z1,x9) € 0.

Our theorem on existence of symmetric solutions now reads:

Theorem 2.17. Let Q C R? be an admissible domain, and let the friction coefficient 3% € C(0S) be
nonnegative and symmetric with respect to the x1-azis. Suppose that f° € H(Q), af € W/2(0Q)
and bY € W‘1/2’2(8Q) are symmetric with respect to the x1-axis and the boundary data af and b2
enjoy the compatibility conditions

N
/ afds:Z/ alds =0 and b5 -n =0 on 9.
B =T

Then the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3) admits at least one symmetric solution u® € W12((Q).
Remark 2.18. In Theorem 2.17, the friction coefficient 3° is allowed to be identically equal to
zero even in the case when the domain 2 is an annulus.

3. PRELIMINARIES

For a subset A of R"™, we write .£"(A) for its n-dimensional Lebesgue outer measure. Denote
by ' and . the 1-dimensional Hausdorff measure and the 1-dimensional Hausdorff content,
respectively. Recall that for any subset A of R™ we have by definition

AV (A) = lim A5 (A) = sup 5 (A),
6—0 >0
where for each 0 < § < oo,

A Einf{idiaij LA C D Cy, diam € < 6.

j=1 7j=1
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3.1. Properties of Sobolev functions. Working with locally integrable functions, we shall always
assume that their precise representatives are chosen. For w € Llloc(Q) the precise representative w*
is defined for all = € Q by

lim ][ w(y)dy  if the limit exists and is finite,
w*(az) =70 By
0 otherwise,

where
1

][B(:c,r) U)(y) dy - m /B(:c,r) U)(y) dy’

and B(z,r) = {y € R" : [y—=z| < r} is the open ball of radius r centered at x. The following lemma
describes fine properties of Sobolev functions.
Lemma 3.1 (see [12, Theorems 4.19 and 4.21]). Suppose that w € W4(R?), 1 < ¢ < oo.

(i) There exists a Borel set A, C R? such that #*(A,) =0 and

lim w(y) dy
r—0 B(z,r)
exists for each x € R?\ A,
(ii) In addition,
lim w(y) —w*(x)*dy =0
ti f o)~ )

for each x € R?\ A,.

(iii) For each € > 0, there exists an open set V. C R? with #L(V) < € and A, C V such that
the function w* is continuous on R\ V.

(iv) For any unit vector I € 0B(0,1) and almost all straight lines L parallel to 1, the restriction
w*| s an absolutely continuous function of one variable.

Henceforth we omit special notation for the precise representative writing simply w* = w. Let
us next recall some differentiability properties of Sobolev functions.

Lemma 3.2 (see [9, Proposition 1]). If 1 € W21(R2), then v is a continuous function and there
exists a set Ay C R? with #1(Ay) = 0 such that ¢ is differentiable in the classical sense at
each x € R?\ Ay. Furthermore, its classical derivative at such point x coincides with the value of

Vi(z) = }}_{% JCB(;E,T) Vi(y) dy, and llg(l] ]CB(;E,T)|V¢(ZJ) — Vip(x)]* dy = 0.

Remark 3.3. By the Sobolev extension theorem (see, e.g., [12, Theorems 4.7]) the analogs of
Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 are true for functions w € Wh4(Q), where Q C R? is a bounded Lipschitz
domain. By the trace theorem, for each w € WhH1(Q) the value of w(z) is well-defined for #'-
almost all z € 9. Therefore, in what follows, we shall assume that every function w € WH1(Q) is
defined on Q.

A subset of a topological space is called an arc if it is homeomorphic to the unit interval [0, 1]. The
following theorem due to Bourgain, Korobkov and Kristensen [7] describes Luzin N and Morse-Sard
properties for functions from the Sobolev space W21 (R?).

Theorem 3.4. Let Q C R? be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary and let b € W2L(Q,R).
Then
(i) 2 ({Y(x) : 2 € Q\ Ay and Vip(z) = 0}) = 0.
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(ii) For every e > 0 there exists 6 > 0 such that for any set V. C Q with S£L(V) < 6 the
inequality 7 ((V)) < € holds. In particular, 1 ((V)) = 0 whenever (V) = 0.

(iii) For 1 -almost all y € ¥(Q) C R the preimage ¥~ (y) is a finite disjoint union of C*-
curves S;, j =1,2,...,N(y). Each S;j is either a cycle in Q (i.e., S; C Q is homeomorphic
to the unit circle S') or a simple arc with endpoints on 0N (in this case S; is transversal

to 0Q).

3.2. The curvature of the boundary and the Weingarten map. We recall that a rigid motion
T:R? — R? is an affine map given by T(z) = Rz + b, + € R? where R is a 2 x 2 rotation
matrix and b € R%2. Let Q C R? be a bounded domain with C%-smooth boundary 9Q and let
n = n(x) = (ni(z),n2(x)) be the unit outer normal vector at the point z € 992. Then for each
rg € 0N there exist a rigid motion T:R? — R? with T'(zg) = 0, a C? function (:R — R? with
¢(0) =0 and %(0) = 0, and r > 0 such that, setting y = T'(x), the y2 coordinate axis lies in the
direction n(xy) and we have

T(QN B(xo,7)) = {y = (y1,92) € B(0,7) : y2 < ((y1)}-

;liyg(O) is called the curvature of 9€) at
1

The coordinates y are called local coordinates and the value
xo (in the direction of n(xg)), and it is denoted by r(xg).
The distance from x € R? to a subset S C R? is indicated by dist (x,S), where dist (z,9) =
infyes|z —yl|. A vector field N € C1(U,,R?), where U, = {x € R? : dist (z,09) < a}, a > 0, will be
called an extended unit outer normal to 9Q if (i) N = n on 09; (ii) [N| =1 in Uy; (iii) (VN)N =0

on 0€.
Example 3.5. Let d* = d*(x) be the signed distance from 9 defined by

i*(z) = —dist (z,00) if zeQ,
TI= dist (2,09)  if z e R2\ Q.

If O C R? is a bounded domain of class C*, k > 2, there exists a positive constant a depending on
Q such that d* € C*(U,) and for each x € U, there is a unique point 7(x) € I satisfying

r=7(z) +d* (x)n(r(z)), Bigq)(z) N0 = {n(x)} and Vd*(z)=n(r(r)).

Moreover, the inequality |k(z)| < 1/a holds for all z € 9; see [21, Section 14.6], [46, Chapter 2,
Section 2.3]. Then the vector field Vd* € C*~1(U,) gives an extended unit outer normal to 9.

Proposition 3.6 (see [10, Propositions 3.1 and 3.4]). Let Q2 be a bounded domain with C*-smooth
boundary OS), and let N € C1(U,,R?) be an estended unit outer normal to Q. Then the 2 x 2
matriz-valued function

W(x) = =VN(x) = —(0jNi)1<ij<2, x €U,

satisfies the following properties:
(i) WIN =0 in Uy;

(ii) The value of W on 02 depends only on 92 and not on the choice of an extension N6

(iii) W =WT on 09Q;

(iv) For any vector field w: 02 — R?, W is a tangential vector field, i.e., (Wu)-n =0 on 09Q;

(v) The eigenvalues of the matriz W(x) at x € 02 consist of 0 and the curvature k(z) of the
boundary at x in the direction of n(x).

*6The extension N of the unit outer normal n into a neighborhood of 92 is not unique.
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The function W in the above proposition is called the Weingarten map of 99 (in the direction
of n(z)).
For a scalar function f € C*(952,R), we define the tangential gradient V., f(z) of f at x € 9Q by

Vo f(x) = V(@) = n(@)(n(z) - V@) = [ -n) @n@)V (), =,

where I is the 2 x 2 identity matrix and f is a Cl-extension of f into some neighborhood of 9
with f|spo= f. The following identity describes the relationship between the boundary conditions
(1.3) and (1.8).

Lemma 3.7 (see [39, Section 2]). Let Q C R? be a bounded domain of class C2, and let u € W9((2),
1 < g < oo. Then the following identity holds

[v(S(u))n]; = y(curlu)(ng, —n1) " + 2V, (y(w) - n) + 2W Ty(u) in LI(OQ).
Here : Wh4(Q) — LI(0Q) is the trace operator.

3.3. The Stokes problem under the slip boundary conditions. In what follows, we shall
denote by ¢ a generic constant, which may change from line to line. If necessary, we shall denote
by ¢(%,- -+, %) the constant depending only on the quantities appearing in the parenthesis.

The objective of this subsection is to collect some preliminary results concerning the Stokes
problem under the slip boundary conditions, which will be needed in Subsection 4.1. The results
given below are not considered as sharp, but they are sufficient for our purposes. For a more detailed
study on the Stokes problem under the slip boundary conditions, we refer the reader to [4, 40, 50]
for the L2-theory and to [1,3] for the Litheory, 1 < ¢ < oc.

Throughout this subsection, we shall assume that 2 C R? is a smooth bounded domain defined
by (1.1). Consider in 2 the Stokes equations with the nonhomogeneous slip boundary conditions

—vAu+Vp=f in ,
divu =0 in £,

U N = ay on 012,

[T(u,p)n]; + fu, = b, on 0N.

(3.1)

We shall suppose that the friction coefficient [ is a nonnegative scalar function and the boundary
data a4 and b, satisfy the compatibility conditions

N
/ a*ds:Z/ asds =0 and b, -n =0 on 0N. (3.2)
a0 =0T

In order to introduce the notion of g-weak solutions to the Stokes problem (3.1), let us define two
closed subspaces H,(€2) and J,(Q2) of WH4(Q), 1 < ¢ < oo, by

Hy(Q)={uc W"(Q):y(u) -n=0 on 99}, (3.3)
Je() ={u € Hy(Q) : dive =0 in Q}. (3.4)
For ¢ = 2 we simply write H and J in place of Hy and Js.
Definition 3.8. Let 3 € C(99) be nonnegative, and let f € Hy (), a, € W=1/%9(9Q) and
b, € W 1/29(90), 1 < ¢ < 00, ¢ = q_il. We say that a vector field u :  — R? is a q-weak (or
g-generalized) solution to the Stokes problem (3.1) if

(i) we Wha(Q);
(ii) w is divergence-free in 2;
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(ili) w satisfies the boundary condition (3.1)4 in the trace sense, namely,
y(u)-n=a, in WTYHQ);
(iv) w satisfies the identity
v
5 [ S Ste)det [ fur-pds = b plon = (.00 (35
for all p € J,(Q), 1/g+1/¢ =1.
If ¢ = 2, w will be called a weak (or generalized) solution.

The basis for this definition is a weak (or variational) formulation of the Stokes problem (3.1),
which could be performed in the same way as we did for the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3) in
Subsection 2.1. For a g-weak solution u to the Stokes problem (3.1), one can associate a suitable
pressure p.

Lemma 3.9 (see [18, Theorem II.5.3 and Lemma IV.1.1]). Let 8 € C(9N2) be nonnegative and let
1<qg<oo,q= ﬁ. Suppose that w is a qg-weak solution to the Stokes problem (3.1) corresponding

to f € Hy(Q), a. € W=Y99(9Q) and b, € W=Y99(9Q). Then there exists a scalar function
p € LYQ) with [p(z)dz =0 such that the integral identity

’ /Q Sw):S(@)de+ [ Bus-ds — (b, 9)on — (Fr @) = /Q pdivep de

o0
holds for all p € Hy (). Moreover, p admits the estimate

1PllLago) < clllullwra@) + 1F1lm, @y + 10l -1/0.0000))
with ¢ = ¢(q, v, B).

We begin with an existence and uniqueness result for weak solutions to the problem (3.1). In
order to deal with the nonhomogeneous boundary datum a, in (3.1), we extend a, into Q by a
solenoidal vector field A such that A -n = a, on 0f).

Lemma 3.10. Let m > 1. If a, € W™ Y22(9Q) satisfies

/ axds =0,
o0

then there exists a vector field A € W™2(Q) such that divA =0 in Q, A-n = a, on 9Q and
HAHWW(Q) < CHG*HWWU?»?(@Q)-

Proof. Consider the Neumann problem

Ag=0 in €,

3.6
% =a, on 0N (36)
on

Under our assumption, the Neumann problem (3.6) has a solution ¢ € W™ +12(Q) which is unique
up to an additive constant. Furthermore, the following estimate holds

HVQHWW(Q) < CHG*”WWUZ?(@Q)’

with ¢ = ¢(£2,m) > 0. The desired solenoidal vector field A € W™2(Q) is then given by A = Vq. [
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We look for a weak solution to the problem (3.1) of the form v = w + A, where w € J(Q)
satisfies the integral identity

5 [ )iyt [ pwgds= 5 [ S(4):S(e)do= [ pApds(f plat bl

for all ¢ € J(Q), and A € W2(Q) is a solenoidal extension of a, € W1/22(9Q) from Lemma 3.10.
The following Korn-type inequality provides the appropriate scalar product on the space J(2) for
test functions.

Lemma 3.11 (see [1, Proposition 3.13]). Let o € C(02) be a nonnegative function such that o # 0.
Then there ezists a constant ¢ = c¢(2, ) > 0 such that
lwllwrz) < e (1Sw)llr2@) + [Vow:|r200)  Vw € H(Q). (3.7)
Remark 3.12. (i) In general
u e Wh(Q), S(u) =0 (zero matrix) < u € %,
where Z = {u : u(z) = a + b(—x2,71),a = (a1,a2) € R% b € R} is the set of rigid displacements.
Suppose that ug = a + b(—x2,21) is not identically equal to zero. Then ug belongs to the space
H(Q), that is, ug - n = 0 on 09, only if b # 0 and € has a circular symmetry around the point
(—%, %1).*7 In such a situation, ug € J(Q2) C H() and
H(Q)NZ = Span{ug}.

(ii) Let V be a closed subspace of H(£2) such that VN % = {0}. Then there exists a constant

¢ = ¢(€2) > 0 such that the inequality

ullwz) < el S(w)]l 20 (3.8)
holds for any uw € V; see [45, Chapter I, Theorem 2.5 and Corollary 2.6], [50, Lemma 4]. In

particular, if © does not have a circular symmetry around any points, then H(Q2) N % = {0}, and
hence the inequality (3.8) holds for any u € H(2); see [3, Lemma 3.3|, [8, Theorem 3].

Remark 3.13. It is clear from the identity (3.5) that in the case when the friction coefficient 5 =0
and Hy () NZ = Span{ug} for some uy # 0 (the domain € has a circular symmetry around some
point), an external force f and a boundary datum b, should satisfy the condition

(f,uo)a + (b, up)sn = 0.

According to Lemma 3.11 and Remark 3.12 (ii), J(2) is a Hilbert space with respect to the scalar
product

v
(.o = 5 [ Sw)sS@)de+ [ puo, s (39)
Q o0
where v > 0 is the kinematic viscosity constant and 0 < g € C'(92) is the friction coefficient 8. Also,
1/2

the norms [|wl| ;) = ('w,w)J(Q) and [|w|[y12(q) are equivalent, namely, there exists a constant
¢ =¢c(Q,v,8) > 0 such that
¢ Hwllprz) < lwll ) < clwllwizg forall we J(Q).

By means of standard arguments (see, e.g., [18, Theorem IV.1.1], [35, Chapter 2, Theorems 1 and
2]), we can prove the following existence and uniqueness theorem.

*TSee footnote *5.

*8n the case when the domain Q has a circular symmetry around some point, the additional assumption that
B % 0 is required.
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Theorem 3.14. Let the friction coefficient 5 € C(0) be a nonnegative function such that B % 0.
For any external force f € H(Q) and the boundary data a, € WY%2(9) and b, € W=1/22(0Q)
verifying the compatibility conditions (3.2), there exists a unique weak solution u € WH2(Q) to the
Stokes problem (3.1). Moreover, if we denote by p the corresponding pressure associated to w by
Lemma 3.9, the pair (u,p) satisfies the inequality

ullwre2) + IPlL2@) < C(Hf”H(Q)’ + llasllwrr2290) + ”b*”W*1/2»2(8Q))
with ¢ = ¢(Q, v, B).

We shall also need the following global regularity result for the Stokes problem (3.1) in Subsection
4.1.

Theorem 3.15. Let 1 < g < co and let 3 € C1(9R) be nonnegative. Suppose that u is a g-weak
solution to the Stokes problem (3.1) corresponding to

f e L), a, € W299Q) and b, € W—1/29(9Q).

Then
u e WH(Q), pe WH(Q),

where p is the pressure corresponding to w by Lemma 3.9. Furthermore, the following estimate
holds:

lullwa) + Iplwra) < o1l Fllzo@) + laclwz-1/aaon + 16 lwi-1aaoa) + lulwioe) (3.10)
with ¢ = ¢(q, v, B).
The proof of Theorem 3.15 will be given in the Appendix.
4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.3
In this section we shall prove Theorem 2.3.

4.1. Leray’s argument reductio ad absurdum. Consider the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3)
in a smooth bounded domain 2 C R? defined by (1.1) with the external force f € W12(Q). Without
loss of generality, we may assume that f = Vg with g € W2’2(Q)*9, where (z,y)* = (—y,z). Since
the boundary datum a, € W3/>2(9Q) satisfies

N
a*d.S:Z/ axds =0,

by Lemma 3.10 there exists a solenoidal extension A € W22(Q) of a, such that

[Allwz2) < clladlwszz@a)-
Consider the Stokes problem (3.1) with the data f, /3, a, and b, given in the statement of Theorem
2.3. By Lemma 3.9, Theorem 3.14 and Theorem 3.15, we can find a weak solution U € W?22(Q)
to the Stokes problem (3.1) and the pressure P € W12(Q) corresponding to U such that U — A €
J(Q)NW22(Q) and [, Pdz = 0. The pair (U, P) satisfies the integral identity

g/QS(U):S(cp)dx—l—/mﬂUT-cpds—/mb*-cpds—/gf-cpd:zz:/QPdivcpd:n (4.1)

*gBy the Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition of vector fields over smooth bounded planar domains, every f € W1’2(Q)
can be represented as f = V'g 4+ Vh with g,h € W?2(Q); see, e.g., [33, Theorem 3.20]. Then the gradient part is
included into the pressure term.
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for all p € H(Q2) and obeys the inequality

U [lw22(0) + [[Pllwie@) < C(H.f”L2(Q) + llasllwsrzzo0) + ”b*”Wl/Z»Q(E)Q)) (4.2)

with ¢ = (Q,v,8) > 0. We take U € W22(Q) as a solenoidal extension of a, and look for a weak
solution to the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3) of the form u = w + U where w € J(£2) satisfies
the integral identity

/S p)dx + BwT-cpds:—/(U-V)U-cpdw—/(U'V)w-cpdx

—/Q(w-V)w-cpd:E—/Q(w'V)U*Pdfﬂ

for all ¢ € J(§2). We recall that the space J(2) is a Hilbert space with respect to the scalar product
(3.9). For fixed w € J(Q2), the right-hand side of the integral identity (4.3) defines a bounded linear
functional on ¢ € J(€2). According to the Riesz representation theorem, there exists one and only
one element Kw € J(€2) such that

(Kw.p)sey == [ (-9 pda— |

Q(U'V)w'cpdw—/

Q(w-V)w'cpdx—/('w-V)U'cpdx

Q
for all ¢ € J(€2). Thus the integral identity (4.3) is equivalent to an operator equation in the Hilbert
space J(2):

w = Kw. (4.4)
Moreover, in the same way as in the proof of [35, Chapter 5, Theorem 1], we can prove that the
operator K is a compact mapping from J() into itself. Hence we are able to apply the Leray-
Shauder theorem (see, e.g., [35, Chapter 1, section 3|) to prove the solvability of the equation (4.4).
To this end, we need to show that all possible solutions w®) to the integral identity

/S da:—i—/ Buw® cpds_—)\/(U VU - sodx—A/Q(U.V)w“)-sodx s

/\/ VwN . pdr — A/ ). VU - pdz Ve e J(Q)

are uniformly bounded in J(€2) with respect to A € [0,1]. Assume that this is false. Then there
exist sequences { A\, }ren C [0,1] and {@y = @™ }peny C J(€) such that

/S p)dx + ﬁﬁ)k-cpds:—)\k/

(U-V)U'cpdw—)\k/(U-V)ﬁ:k'cpdw
[2}9] Q

@ (4.6)
—/\k/(fbk-V)fIJk-cpd:n—)\k/(@k-V)U-cpda: Ve € J(Q)
Q Q

and
Jim Ay =20 €[0,1], lim Ji = lim [lwy )
Choose ¢ = Jk_szk in (4.6) and set wy = Jk_l'ka, we have
/ S(wy) : S(wyg) dz + Bwy, - wy, ds

o0 ) (4.7)

KRR wkd:n—)\k/ [we| a*ds—Ak/('wk-V)U-wkd:n,
o0 2 0

Jk
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because

2 2 2 2
/(U-V)’wk"ldex: Uy dx:/div (MU> da;:/ MU-ndsz/ T T
Q Q 2 Q 2 oo 2 oo 2

/Q(ﬁ’k -V)wy - wy dx = 0. (4.8)

Since [|wgl|l;) = 1, extracting a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that the sequence
{wy, }ren converges weakly in J(€2) to some vector field v € J(€2). By the compact embeddings

J(Q) = L'(Q), J(Q) < L™(dQ) Vr € [1,00),

the subsequence {wy }ren converges strongly in L"(Q2) and L"(0€). Therefore, letting k& — oo in
equality (4.7), we deduce

2
1:—)\0/ ﬁa*als—)\o/(U'V)U-'uala;
o0 2 Q (4.9)
) .
:—/\0/ ﬁa*ds+/\0/('v-V)'U-Ual:z:.
o0 2 0
In particular \g > 0, and so A, are separated from 0 for sufficiently large k.
Let us go back to the integral identity (4.6). Define the functional lx(¢) on ¢ € H(2) by
lk(p) Ez/ S(wy) : S(e) dx +/ fwy - cpds—l—)\k/(U VU - pdx
2 Jo o9 0 (4.10)

—i—)\k/(U-V)@k-cpdaz—i—)\k/(ﬁ:k-V)@k 'cpdaz—k)\k/(ﬁ:k VU - pdzx.
Q Q Q
Obviously, lx(¢) is a linear functional on H(f2), and using the the Sobolev embedding and (4.2),
we obtain
@)l < elll@illy) + @65 ) + 1T 2)lellre)
< clll@n o) + el 2y + 11220y + a2 72500 + 181175 00 el a1

with constant ¢ = ¢(Q, v, 8) independent of k. Moreover, it follows from (4.6) that I;(¢) = 0 for all
@ € J(R). Thus, in view of Lemma 4.1 stated below, there exist scalar functions pj, € L?(Q2) with
fQ i dx = 0 such that

l(p) = /Qﬁkdivcpdx Vo € H(Q) (4.11)

and
193 20 < @il + 185120y + 112y + la:Pysrna o + 1Bel2n 2 00)

with constant ¢ independent of k.

Lemma 4.1 (see [50]). Let Q C R? be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary, and let [(p) be
a bounded linear functional on @ € H(Q). If l(¢) = 0 for all ¢ € J(Q), then there exists a scalar
function p € L*(Q) with [, p(x)dz =0 such that

l(cp):/pdivcpdzn
Q

for all p € H(Q). Moreover, [|p||r2q) is equivalent to [[l|| gy -
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Putting uy = wy + U and py, = pr, + P. From (4.1), (4.10) and (4.11), we find that the pairs
(ug, pr) satisfy the integral identity

/Suk p)dx + Buy, - pds
o0 (4.12)

:—/\k/(ﬁk-V)ﬁk-cpdm—i—/f-cpdx+/ b*-cpds—l—/ﬁkdivcpdzn
Q Q o Q
for all ¢ € H(Q). Since uy € WH2(2), we deduce (uy,-V)uy, € LI(Q) for g € [1,2) with the estimate

(@, - V)l Loy < Nl 200 @)Vl 22i0) < c(l@illwrz@) + 1T lwi2g)?

< c(l@el3 ) + 11320 + 0= Bpraa oy + [0a201/2.2000)):

where ¢ = ¢(q,Q, v, 3). Thus the pairs (uy = wi + U, pp = pr. + P) might be considered as ¢g-weak
solutions (1 < g < 2) to the Stokes problem

—vAu + Vpr = f — M (ug - V)uy in Q,

divug =0 in €,
Up - N = ay on 012,
[T(ﬁkyﬁk)n]T + /BakT = b, on 0f).

Here T'(tg, p) = —prl +vS(ty). By Theorem 3.15, we have 6y, € W24(Q), pr, € WH9(Q), ¢ € [1,2),
with the estimate

[kl w2a) + [1Pkllwiao)
C(HfHLq(Q) + ([ Ak - V)Ukl| L) + llaxllwz-1/4.0(00)
1Bl /0000y + Nkl ey ) (4.13)
< C<HfHL2(Q) + @k ) + 1 F1720) + HG*H%/VB/M(@Q)

1012200y T+ Nacllwsrzzon) + 10:llnr/2200) + ||17Jk||J(Q))

with ¢ = ¢(q,Q, v, 8). We now show by a simple boot-strap argument that, in fact, u;, € W22(Q) N
VVE’)E(Q) and pj, € WH2(Q) N VVE}S(Q) Since uy, € W23/2(Q), by the embeddings

W23/2(Q) < WS(Q) — L®(Q),

we have f — \i(@y, - V), € WH3/2(Q). Again by Theorem 3.15, we deduce @, € W22(Q) and
Pr € WH2(Q), which yields f— M\ (- V), € WH2(Q). Then, in view of the interior regularity result
for the Stokes equations '° (see [18, Theorem IV.4.1]), we conclude that w; € W22() N VVE’)S(Q)
and P, € WL2(Q) N W22(Q).

loc

*10The interior regularity of the solution does not depend on the regularity of the boundary 92 and of the boundary
data ar and by.
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Put v = (\pJi) " 'v. Multiplying (4.12) by Ak—lﬂ = )‘—ﬁﬁ, we find that the pair (uy = o Uy, P =
° Yk
ﬁﬁk) satisfies the following identity for all ¢ € H():
° Yk

1%
{/S(uw:b’(wdw/ ﬁkum-sodsz—/<uk-V>uk-<pd:c+/fk-cpd:c
Q o) Q Q

—I—/ bk-cpds—I—/pkdivcpdx.
a0 Q

2
l’jgk b.. Thus the pair (uy, pr) is a weak solution to the

(4.14)

A A

2
Here B, = “£0, f), = l’jgkf and b, =

Navier-Stokes system
—vpAuy + (ug - V)ug + Vpr = f, in Q,
div up =0 in Q, 415
up N = a on 0f), (4.15)

[T (wr, pr)n]r + Brugr = by, on 0,

where aj, = ’\’“—V"’ca* and T(ug,pr) = —prl + vpS(ug). From (4.13) we find that the sequence {py}
is uniformly bounded in W14(Q) for each ¢ € [1,2). Thus, extracting a subsequence (if necessary),
we may assume that p, — p in W14(Q) for each ¢ € [1,2). Also, it is immediately verified that the
sequence {uy} is uniformly bounded in W12(Q), uy — v in W12(Q) and uy, € W22(Q) N W22(Q),

loc

pr € WE2(Q) N W23(Q). Let &€ be an arbitrary vector field from C5°(f2). Taking in (4.14) ¢ = &

loc
and letting k — 0o, we have

0:—/9(1)-V)v-§d3:—|—/gpdivﬁd:n VE € C3°(2).

Integrating by parts gives the identity
/(U-V)U-de—i-/ Vp-&dx =0 VEe C5o(N).
Q Q

Hence the pair (v,p) satisfies, for almost all z € €, the Euler system (recall that v € J(Q2))

(v-V)v+Vp=0 in Q,
divoe=0 in Q, (4.16)
v-n=>0 on 0f).

Since divU =0 in Q and U - n = a, on 09, it follows from (4.9) and (4.16), that

1 |v|? |v|?
— == —ayds+ [ (v-V)v-Udr =— ——axds— | Vp-Udzx
Ao o0 2 0 oa 2 0
2 2
:—/ Ma*als—/div(pU)alac:—/ Ma*als—/ pU -nds (4.17)
o0 2 0 o0 2 29

v
:—/ (p—l——)a*ds:—/ da, ds,
o0 2 o0

2
where ® = p + % is the total head pressure corresponding to the solution (v,p) to the steady

Euler equations (4.16). Obviously, ® € W14(Q) for all q € [1,2).
The results obtained so far can be summarized in the following.
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Lemma 4.2. Let Q2 be a smooth bounded domain defined by (1.1) and let 3 € C1(09) be nonnegative
and B # 0. Suppose that a, € W3/>2(0Q) and b, € W'/22(0Q) satisfy (2.3) and f = V'g,
g € W22(Q). If there are no weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3), then there

exist v, p with the following properties:
(E) v e J(Q), pe WH(Q), ¢ € [1,2), and the pair (v,p) satisfies the steady Euler equations
(4.16).
(E-NS) There exist sequences of functions w, € W22(2) N Wl?;’f(Q), pr € WH2(Q) N Wi’f(Q) and
numbers vy — +0, Ay — Ao > 0 such that the norms ||ug|lyw1.2(qy, [|Pkllwi.a@) are uniformly

bounded for each q € [1,2), the pairs (ug,pr) satisfy the Navier-Stokes system (4.15) with
2

Vi A\pv2 A\Lv AV
/Bk = Tk/B; .fk; = V2k.f7 ag = kl,ka*y bk = V2kb*; and

up —vin WH(Q), pp —pin WH(Q) Vg [1,2),

1
— = —/ da, ds.
Ao a0

Here ® =p + @ e Whi(Q), ¢ € [1,2).

4.2. Some properties of solutions to the steady Euler equations. Let us next investigate
the values of the total head pressure ® on the boundary 9. From (4.16), 5 there exists a stream

function ¢ € W22(Q) such that
Vi) = (—vg,v1) in Q. (4.18)

By the Sobolev embedding theorem 1) is continuous on . The level sets of ¢ are called streamlines.
Applying Lemmas 3.1, 3.2 and Remark 3.3 to functions v, 1) and ®, we have the following.

Lemma 4.3. The stream function v is continuous on Q and there exists a set A, C R? satisfying
the following properties:

(i) 1 (A,) = 0.

(il) For all 2\ Ay,

lim v(y) — v(z)* dy = lim |(y) — ®(z)]* dy = 0.
r—0 B(z,r) r—0 B(z,r)

Moreover, the function 1) is differentiable in the classical sense at x and Vi)(x) =
(iii) For each e > 0, there exists an open set V. C R? such that AL(V) < e,
function V' and ® are continuous on Q\ V.

b
e

IN

<

=}

3

ISH

Taking into account (4.16),, by a direct calculation one finds that
Vo = (82?}1 - 81?)2)(—1)2,1)1) = wV1/J in Q, (4.19)

where w denotes the vorticity w = drv; — O1v2 = Ae). The identity (4.19) implies that the total
head pressure ¢ is constant on each streamline. The following Bernoulli’s law was established in
[28, Theorem 1]. (See also [29, Theorem 3.2] for a more detailed proof.)

Theorem 4.4 (Bernoulli’s law). Let A, be the set from Lemma 4.3. For every compact connected
set K C €, the following property holds: if

] = const,

then
O(z1) = ©(z2) for all z1,x9 € K\ Ay.
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From (4.16) and (4.18) we have

0=v-n=n1y(0s%) — nay(01¥)) = ¥(V¥) - (—ng,n1) " on 0L,

which implies that the tangential gradient of i) vanishes on the boundary 9{2. Thus there exist
constants £1,...,&n € R such that

Y(x) =& for s -almost all z € T;. (4.20)

Since 1 is continuous on 2, the identities (4.20) hold for all z € I'; (instead of “!-almost all”).
Consequently, by Theorem 4.4 we obtain the following corollary, which can be regarded as a gener-
alization of [25, Lemma 4] and [2, Theorem 2.2]. See also [29, Remark 3.2].

Corollary 4.5. Let Ay be the set in Lemma 4.3. Then there exist constants EI\>1, ceey EI;N € R such
that
@(:E)EEI;J' forall x €T'j\ Ay, 7=0,...,N. (4.21)

In view of (4.17) and (4.21), we have

N
o= o

L bads=-S"3. [ a.ds 4.92
Ao o0 JZ::O 7, 22

J

Remark 4.6. (i) The identity (4.22) gives a contradiction if the flux of a, satisfies the restriction
(1.10).

(ii) In general, one cannot claim that all constants (5]- are equal; CTDO = 51 = ... = @N. See
[2, Example 3.1].

(iii) Unlike the result in [25, Lemma 4] and in [2, Theorem 2.2], Corollary 4.5 for the corresponding
three-dimensional problem fails. To see this, let us suppose that Q = B(0,1) = {x = (21,22, 23) €
R3 : |z| < 1} and set ug = e3 x x = (—x2,21,0), where e3 = (0,0,1). Then we find that ug satisfies

x%—i—x%

2
the Euler system (4.16) together with p = @ = —5-2, and the corresponding total head pressure

2
O(x)=p+ @ = 22 + 23 does not take a constant value on the unit sphere |z| = 1.

4.3. Arriving at a contradiction. In this subsection, in order to derive the desired contradiction
under the natural restriction (1.4) on the flux of a,, we shall follow the approach of Korobkov-
Pileckas-Russo [30, Subsection 3.3]. We consider separately the two possible cases.

(a) The maximum of ¢ is attained on the boundary 0€:

o~

max ®; > esssup O(z). (4.23)
§=0,...N eQ
(b) The maximum of & is not attained on 99
max (5]- < esssup ®(z). (4.24)
j=0,..N eq

4.3.1. The mazimum of ® is attained on the boundary 0. Let us first consider the case (4.23).
Adding a constant to the pressure (if necessary) we may assume that
0= max EI;]- > esssup ¢(x).
j=0,..N 2€Q

In particular,
O(x) <0 in Q.

U The case ess sup ®(z) = 400 is not excluded.
zEN
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If &) = &1 = --- = Dy, then the flux condition (1.4) and the identity (4.22) give a contradiction.
Thus, assume that
~min </1\>j < 0.
7=0,....N
Change (if necessary) the numbering of the boundary components I'g,T'1,...,T'x in such a way
that R
®; <0, j=0,...,M, (4.25)
Oprpg = =0y =0. (4.26)

2
We denote by &, = pp + % the total head pressures corresponding to the solutions (wg, pk)

to the Navier-Stokes system (4.15). Our first goal is to separate the boundary component I'y
(where @ = 0) from the boundary components I'j, j = 1,..., M (where ® < 0), by level sets of ®
compactly contained in 2. More precisely, for any j = 0,..., M and for some sequence of positive
values {t;}ien we construct a compact connected set A} CC Q satisfying the following properties:

(i) Q/J\Ajz const and @(Ag) ={-t;};
(ii) Each Ag is homeomorphic to the unit circle S', and the boundary components I'j and I'y
lie in different connected components of R? \ AL
(iii) There exists a subsequence @y, such that the restrictions ®,|,; and ®[,; are continuous

and CIDkl\Aj converges to q)]Aj uniformly: @kl\Aj:i (IDIAJ-.

For the construction of the set Ag , we shall need some information on the behavior of the total
head pressure ® on streamlines. To this end we first recall the classical result due to Kronrod [34]
concerning level sets of continuous functions.

Lemma 4.7 (see [34, Lemma 13]). Let Q = [0,1] x [0,1] be a square in R? and let f € C(Q,R).
Denote by Ty a family of all connected components of level sets of f. Then for any two different
points A, B € Ty there exists a continuous injective function ¢:[0,1] — Tf*12 satisfying the following
properties:

(i) (0) = A and ¢(1) = B.

(il) For any to € [0,1],

lim  sup dist(z,¢(to)) = 0.
[0,1]5t—t0 zEP(t)
(i) For eacht € (0,1), the sets A and B lie in different connected components of the set Q\¢(t).

The range {¢(t) : 0 <t < 1} will be called the Kronrod arc joining A to B and denoted by [A, B].

Remark 4.8. The assertion of Lemma 4.7 remains valid for level sets of continuous functions
f:Q — R, where Q is a multiply-connected bounded domain of type (1.1), provided f(z) = &; =
const on each inner boundary I';, j = 1,..., N. Indeed, we can extend f to the whole Qo by setting
flz) =& forx € Qj, j =1,...,N. The extended function f will be continuous on g, which is
homeomorhic to the unit square @ = [0, 1] x [0, 1].

From (4.20) and Remark 4.8 one can apply Lemma 4.7 to the stream function . For any element
K € Ty with diam K > 0, we define the value ®(K) as ®(K) = ®(x), where z € K \ A, (notice
that K \ A, # 0 if diam K > 0). By Theorem 4.4 this is well-defined.

The following lemma describes the continuity property of ® on the Kronrod arc [A, B]. Note
that the total head pressure ®(z) itself is not necessarily continuous on €.

“127pe convergence in T is defined as follows: Ty 3 C; — C' if and only if sup dist (z,C) — 0.
zeC;
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Lemma 4.9 (see [30, Lemma 3.5]). Let A, B € Ty, with diam A, diam B > 0, and let ¢:[0,1] — T,
be the function joining A to B in Lemma 4.7. Then the restriction ®|4 = ®(¢(t)):[0,1] — R is
a continuous function of t € [0,1].

For z € Q, denote by K, the connected component of the level set {z € Q : ¢(z) = ¥(z)}
containing the point . By (4.20) K, N 9Q = § for any y € ¥(Q) \ {&1,...,én} and for any
x € ¥~ 1(y). According to Theorem 3.4 (ii) and (iii), for almost all y € ¥(2) and for all x € ¥~ (y),
the inequality K,NA, = 0 holds and the component K, C € is a C'-curve homeomorhic to the unit
circle S'. We call such K, an admissible cycle. The next uniform convergence result was obtained
in [29, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 4.10. There exists a subsequence ®p, such that for almost all y € »(Q) and for any
admissible cycle S C ¢~1(y), the restrictions ®,|s and ®|s are continuous and the sequence {®y,|s}
converges to ®|s uniformly: ®y,|s= P|s.

Below we assume (without loss of generality) that the subsequence ®, coincides with ®;. Ad-
missible cycles S satisfying the statement of Lemma 4.10 will be called regular cycles.
We are now ready to construct a compact connected set A7 CC Q (see the comments below

(4.26)). Denote by By,..., By the elements from Ty, such that B; O I';, j = 0,... , N3 From
Lemma 4.7 each element C € [B;, Bj] \ {B;, B;} is a connected component of a level set of ¢ such
that the sets B;, B; lie in different connected component of R2\ C. Put

a = max min  ®(C).
7=0,....M C€[B;,BnN]

By Lemma 4.9 and (4.25), the minimum of ® on the arc [B;, By] exists and o < 0. Take a sequence
of positive values t; € (0, —«) such that ¢;11 < %ti and the assertion
®(C) = —t; = C is a regular cycle (4.27)
holds for all j = 0,---, M and for any C € [Bj, By|. The existence of such a sequence {t;}ien
follows from the fact that (see [30, Corollary 3.2])
A1 ({®(C) : C € [Bj, By] and C is not a regular cycle}) =0, j=1,..., M.

Define the order on the arc [Bj;, By] as follows. For some different elements C’,C" € [B;, By,
we shall write C" < C" if and only if C" is closer to By than C’, that is, C' and By belong to
different connected components of the set Ty, \ {C"}. For j=0,...,M and i € N, put

Al = max{C € [Bj, By]: ®(C) = —t;}.

In other words, Ag is the element from the set {C € [Bj, By| : ®(C') = —t;} which is closest to
By. Since each Ag is a connected component of some level set of ¥, the sets A{l and Agz are either
disjoint or identical, that is, if Agl + Agz, then Agl ﬂAgz = (). By (4.27) and the definition of regular
cycles (see the comments below Lemma 4.10), each Ag is a Cl-curve homeomorphic to the unit
circle S' and Ag cC Q. In particular, for any ¢ € N, the compact set Uj]\/io Ag is separated from
09 and dist (Uj]\io Ag, 0Q) > 0. For each i € N, denote by V; the connected component of the open
set 0\ Uj]\io Ag such that I'y € dV;. By construction, the sequence of domains V; is decreasing;:
Vi O Vip1 (since i < %tl) and QV; consists of Ag, 7 =1,..., M, and several components I'j

13t Q; be an inner hole of the domain Q. Then ©; C B; because we extended v into €; by setting Yla, = &,
where £; = ¥|r;= const (see (4.20)).
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with £ > M. Changing the numbering of components I'j;41,..., 'y if necessary, we can find some
K e {M+1,...,N} such that 9V; = AYU...UAM UT kg U...UTy for sufficiently large i .

We shall next construct a domain W;(t) and a level line S;(t) C {z € Q : ®p(z) = —t} for all
t e [t %ti] and for sufficiently large k € N such that (i) S;p(t) € OW;i(t); (ii) The level line S (t)

separates I'y from I';, j = 0,..., M; (iii) The minimum of ®; in W;,(t) is achieved on Sik(t), ie.,
Pp(x) > —t for all z € Wy(t) \ Sik(t) and & = —t on Si(t). Since A] is a regular cycle, from
Lemma 4.10 we have the uniform convergence ®|,,= ®|,;= —t; as k — oo. Therefore for any

1 € N there exists k; € N such that the inequalities
7 5 )
¢/<:|Az< —gtl, q>k|Az+1> —gtl, ] :0,...,M

hold for all k > k; (recall the relation ¢;41 < %tl) Thus for all £ > k; and for all ¢t € [gti, %ti] we
have

Dl i< 1, ®k‘Aj+1> —t, 5=0,...,M.

For k> k;, 7=0,...,M and t € [%ti, %ti], denote by VVZ]k(t) the connected component of the

open set {x € V;\ Viy1 : ®(x) > —t} such that 8VVZ.]}€(t) 2 Agﬂ. Put

M
Wie(t) = [J Wi (1), Siw(t) = (OWir (1) N Vi \ Vi,
=0

By construction, ®(x) = —t on S;(t) and
OWir(t) = Sir(t) UAY UL U AM,. (4.28)

Since uy, € VVlf’)Cz(Q) and py, € VVE)S(Q), each ), = py+ 5|ug|? belongs to VVI?)S(Q) According to the
Morse-Sard theorem for Sobolev functions (see Theorem 3.4) for almost all ¢ € [%ti, %ti], the level line
Sik(t) consists of finitely many C'-curves homeomorphic to the unit circle St and @, is differentiable
in the classical sense at each point x € S;;(t) with V®(z) # 0. The values t € [%ti, %ti] enjoying

the above property will be called (k,i)-regular. For (k,i)-regular value ¢ € [%ti, %ti], it holds that

/ V&, -nds= —/ V| ds < 0, (4.29)
Sik(t) Sik(t)

where n is the outward (with respect to Wi (t)) unit normal to OWj,(t). Indeed, the nonzero

gradient V®y(z) at the point x € Sj;(t) is directed inside the domain Wj(t), and hence
V(IJk(a;) ~
———— = —n(zx), € ;)

see Figue 1. Putting I = T U... UDly. For h > 0, denote T', = {z € Q : dist (z,I') = h} and
Qp ={r € Q:dist (z,I') < h}. Since € is of class C°, there exists a positive constant

1
dp < gmin{\x—y\ cxely, yely, i,j€{0,...,N}, i #j}
such that dist (-,T') € C*(s,) and |Vdist (z,T')| = 1 on Qy,; see [21, Lemma 14.16]. By the implicit
function theorem, for each h < §y the set I'j, is a union of N — K + 1 C"*°-curves homeomorphic to

the unit circle St.

*lgee [30, page 783-784] for more details.
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Figure 1. The case when N =1 and I =TI;.

By construction, ® # const on V;, and hence the identity (4.19) implies fV- w?dx > 0 for each i. Let
wy, be the vorticity of a velocity vector ug = (u},u3) defined by wy, = doui — Oyuj. Taking account
of the weak convergence w;, — w in L?(f2), we have

Lemma 4.11. For any i € N there exists some_constants o; > 0, 6; € (0,00) and l;:l € N such that
Qs, C Vi1 and fViH\ﬁ(s. widx > o; for all k > k;.

The crucial step in the proof is to establish the following estimate.

Lemma 4.12. Assume that the inequality (2.4) holds for all x € 0. Then for any i € N, there
exists k(i) € N such that the inequality

/S [Tlds < F (4.30)
ik

holds for every k > k(i) and for almost all t € [gti, %ti]. Here the constant F is independent of i,k
and t.

Proof. First of all, it is immediately verified that the total head pressures ®; corresponding to the
solutions (ug, px) to the Navier-Stokes system (4.15) satisfy the linear elliptic equation

1. 1
A = w? + V—kdlv (Prur) — I/_kfk U (4.31)

almost everywhere in Q. For (k,i)-regular value ¢t € [3t;, £t;] and h € (0,6;] (see Lemma 4.11),
consider the domain

QB (1) = Wi (1) UV i1\ Qi
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By construction, 9Q% (t) = Six(t) UL}, and denote by n the unit outward (with respect to Q7 (¢))
normal to ON% (t). Integrating the equation (4.31) over the domain QP (t) with h € (0,6;], we have

/ V@k-ﬁds—l—/ V&, -nds
Sik(t) Ty

1 - 1 - 1
Q. (1) Vk J S (1) Vi JT, Vi Jan (1)
it 1 - 1
:/ w,%da;——k _ayds+ — Prup -nds — — fi-urde,
25 (0) v Joo\r Vk Jry, Vk Jak (1)

where we used the identity ®x(z) = —t on Si(t). It follows from (4.29), (4.32) and the inclusions
Vigr \ Qs C QR (t) C Q that

~ At 1 ~
/ \V@k\ds:/ Vo, -nds+ 2 [ ayds— — | Qpug-nds
Sin(t) Ty Vo Joo\r Vg Jry,
1
+V— fk'ukda:—/ wi dx
k h h
ik () ' ik (1) (4.33)
< Vo, -nds+ F ——/ druy - nds
Ty, Vi Jry,
1
+ — || frllr2 ug| 72 —/ w2 dz,
” £ kll2 ) llukll L2 @) e\, i
where F = % ‘faﬁ\f s ds‘. We now show that
lim Vo, -nds = / wruy - nds, (4.34)
h—0 ry, T

where n is the unit outward (with respect to 2) normal vector to 9. From (4.15), , we deduce

A\pv2
Vo, = — V5w +wpup + o = — i Voiwg + wpup + %Vlg in Q.

By the Stokes theorem, for a function g € W22(Ql (¢)) it holds that

/ Vig-n=0.
'y
Consequently, we have
Vo, -nds = / wruy - 1 ds. (4.35)
Ty, I

Since —n gives the outward (with respect to ;) unit normal vector on I'y, (see Figure 1 for the
case when N =1 and I =T'y), from (4.35) and the Gauss divergence theorem, we observe that

V(I)k-ﬁds—/~ / wkué-(—ﬁ)ds+/~wku§-nds
r IV r

wrui - nds

Iy

< |Vwk-uﬁ|d:n+/ widr — 0 as h — 0,
Qh Qh
which proves (4.34). Similarly we have

lim @kuk ‘nds = @kuk : nds,
h—0 Iy T
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and so letting h — 0 in (4.33)""°, we deduce

1
/ |V®y|ds S/wkuﬁ'nds—kft——/@kuk-nds
Six(t) r Vi JT

. (4.36)
ol lulee - [ e
Vi R ) Vir1\Qs; g
Let us next show that for any ey > 0 there exists ko = ko(ep) € N such that the estimates
1
— /~ Dpuy - nds| < e, (4.37)
vk Jr
/~wkut ‘nds < € (4.38)
r
hold for all k > kg. The weak convergence ®;, — ® in Wh4(Q), ¢ € [1,2), implies
2(@k) > A(®) in L9(090); (4:39)

see, e.g., [18, Theorem 1.4.1], [36, Corollary 18.4 and Exercise 18.6]. Recall that wuy = 22 (@ +U),

v

where wy, € J(Q) satisfies y(wy) - m = 0 on 92 and U € W22(Q) is a weak solution to the Stokes
problem (3.1). In particular,

up-n = /\kaU -m on 0f). (4.40)
v
Since v(®) = 0 on I' (see (4.26)) and ||U||C(§) < ||Ullw22(q) < 00, it follows from (4.39) and (4.40)
that Ul
1 A Q
— /~<I>kuk-nds =k /~<I>kU-nds‘ < ﬂ/Jfbﬂds%O ask — oo,
Vi | JT r v r

which implies (4.37).
In order to show the estimate (4.38), we begin to observe that the pairs (ug,pr) € W22(Q) x
W1L2(Q) satisfy the boundary condition (4.15), in the following sense:

[T(wg, pr)n)r + Brug, = by, in L?(99). (4.41)
Indeed, the pairs (ug, pr) satisfy the integral identity

2 [ S Seyde— [ pediveds = [ (-vdu+ Vo) edo+ [ [Tlunpnl, - pds
2 Ja Q Q 90

for every ¢ € WH2(Q) with () -m = 0 on 9. Combining the above identity with (4.14), and
then choosing ¢ from C§°(2), we find that —vpAuy + (uy - V)ug + Vpi = f, for almost all z € €.
As a consequence, the identity

/ [T (ug, pr)n); - pds +/ Brugr - pds — / bp-pds=0 (4.42)
[2)9] (29 [2)9]

holds for all ¢ € WH2(Q) with () -n = 0 on 9. In fact, (4.42) is valid for any ¢ € W12(Q)
because by, - n = 0 on Q. Since W/22(9Q) = v(WH2(Q)) is dense in L?*(9Q), we conclude (4.41).
Also, we shall make use of the following identity (see Lemma 3.7)

curlug(ng, —n1) " = [S(ug)n], — 2V, (uy, - n) — 2W Tuy in L2(09), (4.43)
“15Since we only know @, € W'2(Q), the value of V& on I cannot be always well-defined. This is the reason

why we first integrate the equation (4.31) over the domain QF () with h € (0, 8;], which strictly lies inside Q. Note
that, ®, € W2(QP () by the interior regularity result, and the value of wruir on T in (4.34) is well-defined.
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where W is the Weingarten map of 02 (see Proposition 3.6). Using the identity (4.43) along with
the slip boundary conditions (4.15); 4, we have

/kau,i ‘nds = /~wk(n2, —nl)T -uy ds
r r

= /f[S(uk)n]T cuy ds — 2 /~ Vi(ug-n)- ugds —2 /~ W Tuy - uy ds (4.44)

1

= bk ukds——/ﬁkukT uk7d3—2/V a - ukds—2/W uy - wy ds.
%

Since W = W' on 9Q and the eigenvalues of W = W(z) consist of the curvature x(z) of the
boundary at x € 9 and 0, there exists a 2 x 2 orthogonal matrix P = P(x) such that
P(x)W (z)P" (z) = diag[k(x),0], = € Q. (4.45)
Putting v, = (vg,1,vk,2) = Puy,. It follows from Proposition 3.6 and (4.45) that
W () up(x) - up(z) = up " (Wup) = up) Wug, = ug, PT(PWPT)Puy,

. ) (4.46)
= vy, diaglk(z),0lvg = k(z)vg1(x)” at z € 0.

Recall that g, = 220, a;, = AV Zhay, by, = )‘ky’%b and the sequence {uy} is uniformly bounded in
Wh2(Q). Using the equahtles \'vklz ]PukTP |ug,|? and (4.46) in (4.44), and then recalling the
inequality (2.4), we deduce that

A
/~wkuf{-nds— I’jsk/b ukds——/5|ka|2ds
r

2\
_ 2Ok /~(V7a*)-uk ds — 2/~/£(Uk71)2 ds
T T

14

éAkuk%b*‘ukds_2Akuk/~(vTa*)‘ukds_/~<@+2K> (pa)2ds  (447)
r v r r \V

V2
Vi 2Vk
<5 lbsllzzayllunlzeo0) + —=I1Vradl L2 @0) lukllz200)

<c(,v) S‘épHukHWL?(Q)(||b*||L2(8Q) + llasllwsrzzo0))ve — 0 as k — oo,

which proves (4.38).
By definition, V_IkakHLZ(Q) = ’“”’“ LN f Nl 22) — 0 as k — co. Since the sequence {uy} is uniformly
bounded in W12(Q), for any €; > O there ex1sts a constant k1 = k1(e1) € N such that the inequality

1
V—kakHB oy llukll2) < a (4.48)

holds for all k& > k;. Collecting (4.36), (4.37), (4.38), (4.48) and the estimate in Lemma 4.11 we
find that the inequality

/ V| ds < Ft+ 2+ €1 — 0
Sik(t

holds for all k& > max{ko,kl,l;:i}. Thus, by taking e¢ = ¢ and e; = %, we obtain the desired

estimate (4.30). O
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Finally, with the estimate (4.30) in hand, we can derive the desired contradiction by using exactly
the same argument employed in [30, Lemma 3.9]. For the sake of completeness, we reproduce the
argument here. For ¢ € N and k > k(i) (see Lemma 4.12), put

Eik = U Slk(t)
te[2ti, 2]

By the co-area formula (see [38]) for each integrable function g: 2 — R, the equality

Tt
/ gV | dx = /8 / g(x) dst (x) dt (4.49)
Eip 2t JSi(t)

holds. In particular, choosing g = |[V®;| and using (4.30), we have

Zti Ztl.
/ VO, |2 do = /8 / IV ®y,| do# (z) dt < }'/8 tdt = F't2,
Ei 2t JSi(t) St

where F' = 1—%]—" is independent of i. Next, taking g = 1 in (4.49) and employing the Schwarz
inequality, we obtain

Zti 1
/8 jfl(S,-k(t))dt:/ V| do < </ |V<I>k|2dx>2.$2(Eik)%
gt Eiy iy (4.50)

< VFLL(Ey)e.
By construction, for almost all ¢ € [%ti, %ti], the set S;(t) consists of finitely many C'-cycles and
Sik(t) separates A? from AZH ,J=0,...,M. Thus, each set S;;(t) separates I'; from Iy, and we
have
A1 (S, (1)) > min(diam(T;), diam(T y)) = C*.

Then (4.50) yields

1

10" < VF L2 (Ey)e. (4.51)

Recall that S;.(t) € Vi \ Vg1 and the _sequence of domains V; is decreasing, i.e., V; O V;y1. Thus
we observe that Z?(Ey) < Z2(V;\ Vii1) — 0 as i — 0, and hence (4.51) gives the required
contradiction.

4.3.2. The mazimum of ® is not attained on the boundary 0. It remains to consider the case (b),
when (4.24) holds. In this case, we can find the regular cycle F' C Q such that ®(F) > max D,
7=0,...

([30, Lemma 3.10]). Adding a constant to the pressure, we may assume that ®(F) = 0. The
rest of the proof for the case (b) proceeds in a similar way to that presented in Subsection 4.3.1.
The differences are as follows: now M = N, the set F' plays the role of the component I'y in
the above argument and the calculations become much simpler since F' lies strictly inside 2. See
[30, Subsection 3.3.2] for a detailed procedure which leads to a contradiction.

The contradictions in both cases (a) and (b) are due to the assumption that the norms of all
possible solutions w® to the integral identity (4.5) are not uniformly bounded in the space J(9)
with respect to A € [0,1]. Thus the desired uniform estimate is proved and the Leray-Schauder
theorem gives the existence of a solution w € J(2) to the equation (4.3). The proof of Theorem
2.3 is therefore completed.

4.4. Remarks on the uniqueness and the regularity of weak solutions.



31

4.4.1. Uniqueness of weak solutions. Suppose that 5 =0 and H(Q) N2 is nontrivial (the domain
) has a circular symmetry around some point). Then any function v from H (Q)NZ satisfies together
with the pressure m = @ the Navier-Stokes equations (1.2)-(1.3) with f =0, =0, a. =0 and
b. = 0. This implies that weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes system (1.2)-(1.3) with 8 = 0 are not
unique in the class W12(Q) even for small data. On the other hand, in the case when 3 # 0, by a
standard argument (see, e.g., [1, Proposition 8.4], [18, Theorems IX.2.1, IX.4.1 and IX.4.2]), we can
show the following uniqueness theorem.

Theorem 4.13. Let Q C R? be a smooth bounded domain, and let the friction coefficient 3 € C(09)
be a nonnegative function such that f # 0. Suppose that a, € W'/22(0Q) and b, € W~22(9Q) sat-
isfy the compatibility conditions (2.3) and f € H(Y)'. Then there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(Q, v, 3) > 0
such that if

lasllwrr2290) + ”a*HIz/Vl/ZZ(aQ) + [ f @y + bl -1/22090) < ¢
the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3) has no more than one weak solution in the class W12(Q).

4.4.2. Regularity of weak solutions. Under the assumption of Theorem 2.3, every weak solution
u € WH2(Q) to the Navier-Stokes problem (1.2)-(1.3) and the corresponding pressure p € L?(Q)
associated to u from Lemma 4.1 are more regular, i.e., u € W22(Q) N W/I?;E(Q) and p € WH2(Q) N

I/Vlif(Q) This fact can be shown in exactly the same way as in the proof of the regularity properties

of 4y and P given in Subsection 4.1.

5. PROOF OoF THEOREM 2.6

According to the proof of Theorem 2.3, it suffices to show that Lemma 4.12, more specifically, the
estimate (4.38) holds under the assumption of Theorem 2.6. From (4.22) along with the identity
fFl Ay ds = — fFo ax ds, we have

1 ~ ~
—:—<I>0/ a*ds—tﬁl/ Qs ds
)\0 T'o I

b (5.1)
= (<I>1 - q)(])/ [ dS,
To

and hence the assumption fFo a.ds > 017 implies Py > EISO. Suppose now that (4.23) holds, i.e.,

D, = max EI;]- > esssup ®(x). Proceeding exactly as in the proof of Lemma 4.12, we arrive at the
=Y, e
following identity (see (4.47)):

2 1
/wku,ﬁ-nds: /\kgk/b*'ukds— )\kyk/(VTCL*)'ude——/~5”uk7.’2d8—2/~/€(1)k,1)2 ds. (5.2)
r ve Jr v Jr vJr r

Here I =T, (the inner boundary). By assumption, the inner hole € in (1.1) is convex, and so the
curvature k of the inner boundary I'y is nonnegative. Moreover, since the friction coefficient 5 > 0,
we deduce

2
/ wpuir - mds < Akyk/b*-ukds— /\kyk/(VTa*)-ukds—)O as k — oo,
k 2 - -
Iy v r v r

which implies (4.38). The rest of the proof is completely same as that of Theorem 2.3, and so the
proof of Theorem 2.6 is complete.

*16Recall that Z is the set of rigid displacements (see Remark 3.12 (i)).
17 fFo a+«ds = 0, then we derive the desired contradiction immediately from identity (5.1). Thus we consider

only the case when fFo a.ds > 0.
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Remark 5.1. In the case when (4.23) holds with D, < O (® attains its maximum on the outer
boundary I'y), one cannot prove the estimate (4.38) in the same way as above. To fix the ideas,

suppose that Q = {x = (z1,22) € R? : Ry < /27 + 23 < Ro}, Ry > 0,1, = {z € R? : |2| = R;},
j =0, 1. In such situations, k(x) = R% if z € 'y and k(x) = _RLO if x € Ty, and one need to evaluate

the right-hand side of (5.2) with ' = Ty (the outer boundary). However, the last two terms
1 / 2 2 2
—= | BlugPds+ — [ (vg1)*ds
v Jr, Ro Jr,

may not be handled without restrictions on the friction coefficient .

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.11 AND COROLLARY 2.12

In this section we prove Theorem 2.11 and Corollary 2.12.

Proof of Theorem 2.11. Denote by U € W12(Q) the weak solution to the Stokes problem (3.1)
corresponding to the data f, (3, a. and b, given in the statementNOf Theorem 2.11. Repeating the
same contradiction argument presented in Subsection 4.1 with U in place of U, we can find the
pair (v,p) € J(Q) x WH3/2(Q) of a solution to the Euler system (4.16) and some positive number
Xo € (0,1] satisfying the identity (4.17). Recall that the vector field v is a weak limit of some
sequence {wy fren C J(Q) with [Jwg| ;) =1 (see the comment below (4.8)), and hence

1
||U||J(Q) = ( /5 d:n—l—/ Bv, v, ds>2 <1. (6.1)
o0

Since divU =0 in Q and U - n = a, on 0%, from (4.17) we have
i:—/ dU -nds = — /le oU) dx /U Vo dx.
Ao 20

According to Proposition 2.9 (11) the solenoidal extension U € Wh2(Q) of a, is decomposed as

U = h+V4iwin Q, where b € Vi:(Q) and w € W22(, R). By integration by parts™'®, we observe
that

/ﬁ-vq>dx:/h-vq>dx+/viw-v<1>dm
Q Q Q

:/h-VCI)dx+/(cur1V<I>)wda:+/ (VO An)wds (6.2)
Q Q o9

:/h-V(I)dx,
Q

because V@ is parallel to n on 92 (see Corollary 4.5). Consequently, under the assumption (2.10),
from (4.17), (6.2), (4.19) and the Korn-type inequality (2.11) we deduce (notice that v € E(2))

2p

:—)\0/ U- V@daz——)\o/ h - curlv(— vg,vl)daz<)\oHvHW12 K( ) 1< HUH2J(Q)
Q

which contradicts (6.1). The proof of Theorem 2.11 is therefore completed. O

*18Gince VO € L*?(Q) and curl VO®(= 0) € L*/?(Q), the tangential component V® A n|sq is well defined as a
member of W1~/33(9Q) = W=2/33/2(5Q), and the integration by parts is justified in the sense of the generalized
Stokes formula; see, e.g., [11, Chapter VII, Lemma 4.2], [32, (2.2)].
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Proof of Corollary 2.12. By the Holder inequality and the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have
—/Qh ccurl 2(—29, 21) dx < ||B| Loy leurl 2| L2(q) | 21| p20r-2) ) < V2Caq/(g-2) Pl 12120

for all z € E(Q). Here Cyy/(4—2) is the best constant of the Sobolev inequality (2.13) for r =
2q/(q — 2). Then the above inequality and the assumption (2.12) yields the estimate (2.10). O

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.17

Let Q C R? be an admissible domain (see Definition 2.15). Since the boundary datum af €
W1/22(9Q) satisfies

N
S S
ay ds = /a* ds =0, 7.1
faotm=3 ] 1)

it follows from Lemma 3.10 that there exists a solenoidal extension A = (A, A2) € WH23(Q) of
ay such that A -n = a, on 0Q and [|A|[y1.2(0) < cHafHWl/z,g(aQ). Note that A is not necessarily

symmetric. Define the symmetric vector field A% = (A7, AJ) with components
1 1
A (z1,22) = 5(141(9617962) + Ay (21, —22)), AS(21,22) = §(A2(33179€2) — Ag(w1, —x2)).
Since the boundary datum a2 and the outer unit normal vector n on 9 are symmetric with respect
to the x1-axis, we find that
divA® =0 in Q and A% -n =da? on 9.

We then look for a symmetric solution u® = w+ A° where w € .J9(1) satisfies the integral identity
3/ S(w):S(p)dz+ | Bow,- @, ds= —5/ S(A%): S(p)dx— | BA® - @ds
2 Jo B 2 Ja

—/Q(AS-V)As'cpdx—/Q(As'V)w'cpda:—/ I

(w’V)w'cpdx—/(w.v)AS,(de (7.2)
@ 0

+ <fsv ¢>Q + <bf7 90>8Q

for all o € J5(Q). Here J3(Q) = {@ € J(Q) : ¢: Q2 — R? is symmetric with respect to the z;-axis}.
Repeating the arguments employed in Subsections 4.1 and 4.2, one can show the existence of w €
J5 () satisfying (7.2) provided that the following requirements on the pair (v,p) € J°(Q)x W4(€Q),
q € [1,2), are incompatible (see (4.16) and (4.22))
(v-V)v+Vp=0 in Q,
divo =0 in Q, (7.3)
v-n=>0 on 0,

and

0

N
1 / S S / S
R da; ds = — E D a ds, (74)
A o0 =0 ! T

where )\ € (0, 1] is some constant, ® = p+ @ is the total head pressure and &Dj = 7(®)|r;= const

(see Corollary 4.5). The following theorem can be regarded as a generalization of [2, Theorem 2.3].

“19Gince J5(Q) N % = {0}, the inequality (3.8) holds for all u € J°(Q).
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Theorem 7.1. Let Q C R? be an admissible domain and let the pair (v,p) € J¥(Q) x Wh(Q),
q € [1,2), satisfy the Euler system (7.3). Then

Bo— b1~y
where ij = 7(®)|r,= const.

Proof of Theorem 7.1. The proof goes exactly as in [2, Theorem 2.3]*20. Recall that I'g is the outer
boundary. By the assumption, the set {xo = 0} NI'; consists of two points (a;,0) and (b;,0) with
a; < b;. We may label the components so that ag < a; <b; <--- <ay < by < bg. Now we shall
prove that EI;O = EI\>1. Near the point (ag,0), the component I'y can be represented by an equation
x1 = (p(ze) € C*°. Similarly, I'; is given by an equation z1 = (i(x3) € C* near the point (ay,0).
We take § > 0 sufficiently small so that A(5) = {(z1,22);21 € (Co(22),(1(22)), 22 € (0,0)} C Q.
Recall the identity

Vo = (62’01 — 61’02)(—’02,’01) == szZ)

Integrating the equation 91 ® = —wwvq over A(J) yields

)
/ (B(C1(22), 29) — D(Cola), n)} dars = — / wvy de,
0 A(5)

which implies

By — By < (7.5)

1 / wvy dx|.
0] Jae)

By the Sobolev extension theorem (see, e.g., [12, Theorems 4.7]), there exists a bounded operator € :
Wh2(Q) — WH2(R?) such that €f = f on Q for all f € WH(Q). Set Va(21,22) = 3(Cva (w1, 22) —

Cuy(r1, —w2)). Since va(x1,x2) = —va(x1,—22) in Q, we notice that Vo = vy on Q. Also, by
construction Va(z1,29) = —Va(z1, —x2) for all (x1,22) € R?. In particular, Va(z1,0) = 0. Hence we
have
C1(z2) V 2
/ / |1)2 £E1,JE2 d$1d$2 / / Va(z1, 22)* 33175172 doy dy
Co(z2)
|V2 $1,£L"2
d d
/ / T2 (7.6)
2
< 4/ / a—l‘QV2 :El,:EQ) dxo dxy
<4 VVa|l 22y

Here we have used the following one-dimensional Hardy inequality:

z)

. < 2| 12(0,5) for allu € Wt2(0,6) withu(0) = 0.

L2(0,5)

207 slight modification would be made for an extension of the function v2 € W?(Q,R) to the whole of R?.
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By (7.5) and (7.6), we deduce

/ Wy dx
A(8)
C1(z2)
i2</ / |U2 x1,2x2)| dzq da:2> </ w? da:)
Go( x3 A(9)

sﬁ(ﬁwvwmﬂwg<gﬂwwvﬁm)=1wvwmﬂwwv@ﬁ@

2

~ ~ 1
D1 — Bp* < 5

Letting § — 0 in the above inequality gives EI;O = EI\>1. We can prove similarly that
Fo— Br— - — by
This completes the proof of Theorem 7.1. O

The use of Theorem 7.1 and the flux condition (7.1) in the identity (7.4) lead to a contradiction,
and the proof of Theorem 2.17 is achieved.

8. ApPPENDIX (PROOF OF THEOREM 3.15)

We shall closely follow the methods of Amrouche-Rejaiba [3, Theorem 4.1] and Acevedo Tapia-
Amrouche-Conca-Ghosh [1, Theorem 5.10] in which the same result was established in the case
where the space dimension n = 3. We recall that the spaces H, () and J,(€2) are defined by (3.3)
and (3.4), respectively. Let

H(Q) = {p=(p1,02) €C®Q) : ¢-n =0 on IN}.
We begin to show the following density result.
Lemma 8.1. Let Q C R? be a smooth bounded domain. Then H(Q) is dense in Hy(Q), 1 < q < co.

Proof. We follow the argument of Duvaut-Lions [11, Chapter VI, Lemma 6.1]. Since 2 is of class
C™, for every point zg € S there exist a rigid motion 7:R? — R? with T'(z¢) = 0, a C*°-function
¢:R — R with {(x0) = 0 and %(O) = 0 and r > 0 such that, setting y = T'(z), we have

T(Q N B(LE(),T)) = {y - (y17y2) € B(07T) YY2 > C(yl)}
Take a sufficiently small d > 0 so that the set
U = {y = (y1,92) € R : [yn] < 2d, —2d + ¢ (1) < y2 < ((y1) + 2d}
is contained in B(0,7). Put
U= {y = (y1,52) €R”: Jy| < d,—d + C(y1) <2 < C(wn) + b,
Ri = {Z = (21,22) € Rz L Zo > 0},
QY ={z=(21,2) €R?: || < d and |2| < d},
Qf =Q'NRY,
={z=(21,0) € R%: |z| < d},
and define the bijective map W:U? — Q% by

U(y1,y2) = (1,42 — C(m1)) = (21, 22).
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Then we observe that
U e Cc®Ud), vt e ™), T(UNQ) =QL, B(UININ) = Q¢ and det DV = det DU~! =

Let u € H,(Q) and let § € C5°(R2,R) be a scalar function such that 0 < § < 1 and suppd C U
We now show that the function u € H,(£2) can be approximated by elements of H(2). Define

Fur(2) = 0ur (01 (2)), Buaz) = Oua(!(2) = (1) (U (2)

for z € le_. Then gu\l,%\g € Wl’q(le_). Since suppfu C U N Q, the transformed functions gu\l
and Ous are zero in the neighborhood of 2, = d and of {—d,d} x[0,d]. More precisely, there exists a
constant & > 0 such that supp fuy, supp fuy C {z=1(21,22) : |21] <£d—0,0 < 2 < d— 5} Therefore,
extending the transformed functions by zero into Ri \Q We may assume that Gul, HuQ € I/Vl’q(IR2 ).
Also, the boundary condition v(u) - n = 0 on 9 implies ’7(9’&2) = 0 on JR2 = R,"?! and hence
uy € W, 9(R%). Thus, fu; can be approximated in WH(RY) by {@]}jen € C3°(R?) such that
supp gﬁ} C{z = (21,22) : |21],]22] <d—$} and fus can be approximated in Wh4(R2) by {@?}jeN -
C5°(R?) satisfying suppcﬁ? C{z=(z1,22) : |=1| <d— g,O <z <d-— g} and @?(21,0) = 0 for any
z1 € R. We now retransfer cﬁjl- and cﬁ? to U? using ¥ and denote them by cpjl- and cp?, ie.,

@@zﬁwwxﬁzﬁwwni%m@@@>

for y € U?. Then we find that pj= (gp}, 903) € C3°(UY). Extending ¢, by zero outside U?, we have

¥, € C§°(R?) and p;-n=0o0nd0, ie., ¢, € H(Q). Finally, it is straightforward to observe that
0w — pjlallwiaq) — 0 as j — oo.

Since 0f) is compact, the statement of Lemma 8.1 will then follows via a partition of unity

subordinate to the finite open covering of 0. g

We shall next consider the existence of a weak solution to the following auxiliary problem:

curl V4w = curl f in £, (8.1)

w=g on 0. .

Recall that V+w = (—0w, Oyw) for a scalar function w, and curl f = ds f1 — 01 f» for a vector-valued

function f = (f1, f2)-

Proposition 8.2. Let Q C R? be a smooth bounded domain, and let 1 < q < oo, ¢ = qql Then

for any f € LY(Q) and g € W'=V29(9Q) there exists a scalar function w € WH4(Q) such that
/ Viw Vipds = / f-Vieds
Q Q

for all scalar functions ¢ € Wol’q/(Q) and y(w) = g. Moreover, the following estimate holds:
[wllwra@y < el flla@) + lgllwi-1/a.a0)):
where ¢ = ¢(q, ).
*21The outward unit normal n to 99 at (y1,¢(y1)) € U N OQ is given by

. Clam) = (14 () 3 (- (), 1)
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Proof. From [18, Theorem I1.4.3] there exists G € W4(Q) with v(G) = g such that [|G|ly1a) <

cllgllwr-1/0.9(90)- Introducing a new unknown function @ = w — G, the problem (8.1) is reduced to

the following one with the homogeneous boundary condition:
{cuerL&'} =curl f — curl V1@ in €,

8.2
w=20 on 0. (8.2)

Then the proof proceeds in the same way as in [32, Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3]. It is easily verified that
the same procedure adopted in [32] still works to establish the L%-variational inequality associated
with a weak formulation of the problem (8.2). By employing the L?-variational inequality, we can
show the existence of a weak solution w € I/VO1 1(Q) to the problem (8.2). O

Let 1 < ¢ < oco. We recall that for u = (uj,uz) € L) with dive € L7(f2) the normal

component y,u = 1 - u|sq is well defined as a member of W~/99(9Q) and the following inequality
holds

[yl -1/0000) < clllulLaq) + divul[Leo)

with ¢ = ¢(q,Q); see [18, Theorem III.2.2], [49, page 50-51]. The following proposition is useful to
prove the regularity of solutions to the Stokes system (3.1).

Proposition 8.3. Let Q C R? be a smooth bounded domain. Let m >1 and 1 < ¢ < co. Then
W™(Q) = {u € LI(Q) : curlu € W™ H(Q), dive € W™ HYQ), ypu € WT29(9Q)}
and there exists ¢ = ¢(m,q,) > 0 such that

w][ywm.a0) < (HUHL‘Z + [Jearlwlyrm-1.a(q) + [[divwl[yym-—1.00) + ||7nu||Wmfl/q,q(aQ))
for all w € W™4(Q).

Proof. See Foias-Temam [14, Proposition 1.4] for the case ¢ = 2. For the general case 1 < ¢ < oo,
see Kozono-Yanagisawa [32, Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6]) 22, O

Proposition 8.4. Let Q C R? be a smooth bounded domain, let f = 0, and let 1 < g < o0,

/

¢ = —L-. Suppose that u € J,(Q) is a g-weak solution to the Stokes system (3.1) corresponding to

feHy(Q), a, =0 and b, € W-Y%49(98)). Denote by p the pressure corresponding to u by Lemma
3.9. Then the pair (u,p) satisfies the following integral identity

1// curlu curl p dx — (bs, ¥)sq + 21// Wy(u)-pds = (f,@)a+ / pdiv ¢ dx
Q o0 Q
for all o € Hy (). Here W is the Weingarten map of Q0 defined in Proposition 3.6.

Proof. Since H(Q) = {p € C®(Q) : ¢ -n = 00ndN} is dense in H, ¢(2), 1 < ¢ < oo (see Lemma
8.1), it suffices to show that the following identity holds for all u, @ € H(f):

/ S(u p)dr = 1// curlu curl p dx + 21// divudive dr + 2v W'u - @ds. (8.3)
Q Q o0

Let u, @ € H(Q). Since
div (vS(u)p) = gS(u) :S(p)+vAu-p+vVdivu - in

221y [32], the result has been proved in the case where the space dimension n = 3, but the two-dimensional case

may be dealt with analogously.
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integrating this relation over €2, we have

y/ [S(u)n], - pds = Y / S(u) : S(p)dr + y/ Au - pdx + 1// Vdivu - pdz. (8.4)
o9 2 Ja 0 0
On the other hand, since
vAu + vVdivu = 20Vdivu — vV¥eurlu  in Q,
multiplying this relation by ¢ € H (©) and integrating by parts over 2, we obtain

V/Au'cpdw—ku/Vdivu-cpdx:2y/Vdivu-cpdw—y/vlcurlu-cpdw

:—21// divudivcpd:n—u/ curlucurlcpda:—l—l// curlu(ng, —n1) " - pds.
Q Q o

Since u - = 0 on 012, it follows from Lemma 3.7 that
curlu(ng, —n1) " = [S(u)n], —2W Tu  on 9N, (8.6)
Then the desired identity (8.3) follows from (8.4), (8.5) and (8.6). This proves Proposition 8.4. [

We are now ready to prove Theorem 3.15.

Proof of Theorem 3.15. The proof will be achieved in two steps.

Step 1. Let us first consider the case § = 0. According to Lemma 3.10 (more precisely, its proof),
for the boundary datum a, € w2-1/ 29(0Q) with f 50 @ ds = 0, there exists a solenoidal extension
A € W24(Q) of a, such that

||AHW2"I(Q) < C||a*||W271/q,q(aQ), (8.7)

with ¢ = ¢(q, Q) > 0. Defining v = u — A, we see that v € J;(Q2) can be regard as a g-weak solution
to the following system

—vAv+Vp=f+rAA in Q,
dive =0 in £,
v-n=0 on 0f, (8.8)

[T(v,p)n|; = b, — [¥vS(A)n],  on 09,

and the W24 regularity of u = v + A follows from that of v. Applying the operator curl to both
sides of (8.8);, and using Lemma 3.7 along with (8.8)37 4 We observe that w = curlv formally satisfies
the following boundary value problem:

veurl Viw = curl (f + vAA) in Q,

8.9
w— (%b* —[S(A)n], — 2W Tv) - (ng, —n1)T on Q. (89)

Since f +vAA € LI(Q) and (1b, — [S(A)n], — 2W Tv) - (ng, —n1) T € WI=Y24(Q), according to
Proposition 8.2, the problem (8.9) has a solution z € W19(Q) such that

I//VJ'Z'VJ'QDdl‘:/(f—I—VAA)'VJ'QDdl‘
Q Q

for all scalar functions ¢ € Wol’ql(Q) and v(2) = (b, — [S(A)n], — 2W "v) - (na, —n1) ". Moreover,
the solution z satisfies the following estimate:

1zllwra) < e(lf +vAA[ La) + [1bxllwr-1/0.000) + IV Allwra@) + [vllwra@) (8.10)
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with ¢ = ¢(q,Q,v). In order to prove the W24 regularity of v with the aid of Proposition 8.3, we
shall show that curlv € W4(Q2). More precisely, one can prove that V+*curlv = V+z. For any
n = (m,n2) € C§°(?) we apply the Helmholtz-Weyl decomposition ([33, Theorem 3.20]) to obtain

n=h+Viw+Vr, (8.11)
where h € X0 (), w € Wol’q/(Q) NW24(Q) and r € W27 (Q). Here
Xpar(Q) = {h = (h1,hg) € C°(Q) : divh = 0, curlh = 0in Q, h - = = 0on HQ}.

For a vector-valued function h = (hy, he) we set h A n = hony — hing. Since curl Vi = 0 in Q and
n]ao= 0, by integration by parts we have

/VLz-ndx:/Vlz-hdx—l—/VLz-Vlwdx+/VLz-Vrdx
Q Q Q Q

:/zcurlhdzn—l—/ zh/\nds+/VLz'Vlwd:E+/zcuerrd:E+/ zVr Ands

:/VLz'VLwdaz—k/ 2(n — Viw) Ands
Q o9

:% / (f+vAA)- V4wdr — / (%b* —[S(A)n], — QWT’U) - (na, —nl)T(VJ‘w An)ds.
L 0

On the other hand, since v € J;(§) is a g-weak solution to the system (8.8), from Proposition 8.4
it follows that the pair (v, p) satisfies the following identity

y/ curlv curl ¢ dx —/ (b — [VS(A)n];) - pds + 21// W'v-@ds

Z/(f+VAA)-<pd:E+/pdivcpd:E
Q Q

for all ¢ € Hy(Q2). Since the tangential gradient of w € VVO1 ’q,(Q) N W24 (Q) appearing in the
decomposition (8.11) is equal to zero, we have v(V+w) - n = 0 on 9. This implies that V+tw €
H,(Q) and V4w can be written as V4w = (I, —n@n)Viw+n(n-Viw) = —(ViwAn)(ng, —ni) "
on 0Q. Taking into account that V+w € H,(2), we have from (8.11) and (8.13) that

/ curlv curlm do = / curl v curl Viw dz
Q Q

14

_1 v V4w dz 1y, - n), — 2W ') - Viwds
5 [Fevad) Viwde s [ (b~ (S(A)n], —2W ) T

— %/(f +vAA)- Viwdr — / (%b* —[S(A)n],; — QWT,U) - (na, —m)T(VLw Am)ds,
& a0

from which and (8.12) we conclude that

/Vlz-ndx:/curl'vcurlndx
Q Q

for all § = (n1,7m2) € CS°(2). This relation implies that V+-curlv = V42 in , and hence curlv €
Wh4(Q). Using this fact, (8.8)5 3 and Proposition 8.3 together with (8.10), we find that v € W24(Q)
with the estimate

c(vllpa) + lcurlvllwiay) < c(llvllwra@q) + 1V2lLa@))

c(lvllwra) + 1 Fllza@) + [[Allwza@) + 1bllwi-1/a.000)):

[vllw2e@) <
<



40

where ¢ = ¢(q,Q,v). Recalling that w = v+ A, we then discover the estimate above and (8.7) yield
that

||UHW2"I(Q) < C(HuHWl»‘I(Q) + Hf||Lq(Q) + Ha*szfl/q,q(aQ) + ||b*||wlfl/q’q(aﬂ))-

The W4 regularity of p follows from the equation Vp = vAu + f € L(Q), which concludes the
proof of the theorem in the case when the friction coefficient g = 0.

Step 2. Let us next consider the case 3 # 0. Since u € W4(Q) and 3 € C'(99), we see
that [|Burllyi-1/0.000) < cllullwiao) with ¢ = c(q, €, B). Thus we may regard (u,p) as a solution

corresponding to the boundary datum b, — fu, € W1-1/a4 (092). Thus the regularity result for
the case 3 = 0 implies that (u,p) € W29(Q) x W4(Q) with the estimate (3.10). The theorem is
therefore completely proved. ]
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