Stability estimates for Navier-Stokes equations and
application to inverse problems

Mehdi Badra* Fabien Caubet! Jérémi Dardeét

July 17, 2015

Abstract

We first present some new Carleman inequalities for Stokes and Oseen equations
with non-homogeneous boundary conditions. These estimates lead to log type stability
inequalities for the problem of recovering the solution of the Stokes and Navier-Stokes
equations from both boundary and distributed observations. These inequalities fit
the well-known unique continuation result of Fabre and Lebeau [I7]: the distributed
observation only depends on interior measurement of the velocity, and the boundary
observation only depends on the trace of the velocity and of the Cauchy stress tensor
measurements. Finally, we present two applications for such inequalities. First, we
apply these estimates to obtain stability inequalities for the inverse problem of recov-
ering Navier or Robin boundary coefficients from boundary measurements. Next, we
use these estimates to deduce the rate of convergence of two reconstruction methods
of the Stokes solution from the measurement of Cauchy data: a quasi-reversibility
method and a penalized Kohn-Vogelius method.
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1 Introduction and main results

For a nonempty bounded open subset  of RV (N = 2 or N = 3), we consider a pair
velocity-pressure (v, p) € H(Q) x H () solution of the following linearized Navier-Stokes
equations (also called Oseen equations):

—vAv+ (z1-V)v+ (v-V)2z2+Vp = f inQ, (11)
divve = d inQ. '

Above and in the following, v > 0 is a constant which represents the kinematic viscosity
of the fluid, f € L%(Q), d € H () and

r>2 if N=2,

r=3 if N=3 (12)

21 € L®(Q) and 2z € WH(Q) with {
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In the following, z; and z9 will be two solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations in 2. More
precisely, if z1 and z9 are two solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations, then their difference
v = z1 — 2 verifies (|L.1]).

System is not completely determined since there is no condition imposed on the
boundary 0f2 of 2. However, if we have some additional observation, such as the value of
the velocity v in a nonempty (and arbitrary small) open subset w C € or the value of the
Cauchy data (v, o(v, p)n) on a nonempty open subset I'op,g of 92, then Fabre and Lebeau’s
Theorem guarantees the uniqueness of the corresponding pair (v,p) (see [17]). However,
the related stability inequality expressing the (conditional) continuous dependence of (v, p)
with respect to || fllr2(q), 4]l (o) and to some norm |[[(v, p)|lops (corresponding to one of
the above mentioned observation) are not yet proved for system ([1.1)).

The first main results of the present paper are stability inequalities for the Oseen
equations (1.1) which are quantified versions of Fabre and Lebeau’s uniqueness Theorem.
It allows to obtain analogous stability inequalities for the Navier-Stokes equations. Then, in
a second step, we give examples of applications for some parameter identification problems
as well as for some error estimates for numerical reconstruction methods.

Stability inequalities. In order to state our main theorem, we need some assumptions
and notations. Here and in the following, C' > 0 denotes a generic constant which only
depends on the geometry and which may change from line to line, and K > €€ denotes a
constant which satisfies:

max {1, |1llg=(q) » IV22lir@) } < I K). (1.3)

Moreover, w denotes a nonempty open subset of 2 and I'g,s denotes a nonempty open
subset of J€2. In this paper, n is the outward unit normal to 92 which is assumed to be of
class C? and the stress tensor is defined by o(u, p) & 2vD(u) — pI, where I is the identity
matrix and D(y) £ % (Vy + tVy) is the symmetrized gradient.

We prove (see Subsections and the following

Theorem 1.1. Assume (1.2) and (1.3) and that (v,p) € H2(Q) x HY(Q) is a solution of
the Oseen equations (L.1)). Then the following estimates hold:

CK (|[vllmz) + ol @)

[0]lLzq) < (1.4)
Y ol + Pl )
n|l+
1fll2) + lldllg o) + vl )
and
CK (||[vllaz + Ipllm @
lollae < el @) - (1)
| [vlle2) + P/l ()
n(l+
[ Fllz@) + ldllg @) + Ivllas2 @, + o p)nllger,,,)
Moreover, we have
chrlvH(LQ(Q))ngS + [lp = div |z
CK +
(lvllez) + 2l @) (1.6)

12"
|v]la2(0) + [Pl ()

In{1+
( < [ Fllz@) + ldllgr ) + vllas2 @, + o p)nllger,,,)




The above theorem allows us to obtain stability estimates for the Navier-Stokes equa-
tions. Let (z;, ;) € H2(Q) x HY(Q), i = 1,2, satisfy

{—VAzi+(zi-V)zi+V7ri = f inQ, (1.7)

divz; = d in Q.

Note that the H? regularity of z;, zo implies (1.2). We prove (see Subsection the
following

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that (z;,m;) € H2(Q2) x HY(Q), i = 1,2, are two solutions of ([1.7)
which satisfy (1.3) for some K > €. Then the following estimates hold:

CK (||z1 — z2llm2(o) + IIm1 — m2llur o)

HZl - ZQHLQ(Q) < HZ o H + ||ﬂ_ T || (18)
- 2 - 1
(14 17— #llee) 1 — 2|l ()
21 — 22(lL2()
and
CK(||lz1 — z2llm2() + Im1 — m2llmr )
21 — z2lp2(q) < D D :
m (14 |21 — 22|lm2(0) + Im1 — m2llm (o)
l21 = z2llgs/2(r,,,) + llo(z1, m)n — o(z2, m2)n|g2r,, )
(1.9)
Moreover, we have
|lcurl (21 — z2)||(L2(Q))2N73 + || — 7r2||L2(Q)
CK(||z1 — = +||lm =7
< (Ilz1 — z2llm2(0) + llm1 — m2llm1 () (1.10)

12"

zZ1— 2 + || — T
n <1+| |21 — z2llm2(0) + [Im1 — m2/lm1 (@)

|21 — 22[lgs/2(r,,,) + lo(z1, m)n — o (22, mo)n|lgr2r,

obs

We stress that these stability estimates respect the well known unique continuation
result of Fabre and Lebeau (see [17]) since the observation in w only concerns the velocity,
and since the observation on I'ghs only concerns vr,,, and a(v,p)n\robs. Indeed, Fabre
and Lebeau’s Theorem states that every velocity v solution of

{—Av—i—Vp =0 in Q, (111)

dive = 0 in €,

which is identically zero in w must be zero in € (and then p is constant, see [I7, Proposi-
tion 1.1] for precise statements). In particular, no information is required on p to obtain
this result. Moreover, as a direct consequence of the above mentioned uniqueness result,
we can easily deduce that, if a smooth solution (v,p) of System satisfies v = 0
and o(v,p)n = 0 on 'y, then, v = 0 and p = 0 in Q. Therefore, inequalities ,
and are quantifications of Fabre and Lebeau’s uniqueness theorem.

In this sense, Theorem [L.1]improves the recent work of Boulakia et al. (see [9]). Indeed,
as explained by the authors themselves, the results stated in [9, Theorem 1.4] do not fit
Fabre and Lebeau’s Theorem: in the case of distributed observation the solution (v, p) of
the Stokes system in the whole domain €2 is estimated with respect to the value of
both v and p in w, and in the case of boundary observation, the solution is estimated with
respect to vir,.., Pir,,. » On?|r,,, and also Onp|p , .

obs



The proof of Theorem [I.]is based on global Carleman inequalities for the Oseen system
with non-homogeneous data. Quantitative results for unique continuation are classically
obtained thanks to Carleman inequalities and three-spheres inequalities. We refer to the
topical review of Alessandrini et al. [3] and to the references therein for elliptic cases; see
also the works of Le Rousseau et al. in [24]. However, there is not so much results available
on quantitative uniqueness for systems. About Stokes system we shall mention the works
of Boulakia et al. in [8,[9] for stability estimates and of Ballerini in [5] and Lin et al. in [25]
for some other connected results.

Applications to inverse problems. We obtain stability inequalities for the problem
of recovering Navier or Robin boundary coefficients. For this, we assume that I'gps and T'g
are two nonempty open subsets of 92 such that I'o,s N = () and we consider on I'y a non
penetration condition given by z-n = 0 and a friction law given by 2v [D(z)n]_ +az =0
(subscript 7 denotes the tangential component). The aim is to reconstruct the friction
coefficient o from Cauchy data on Iop,s. Thus, we consider two solutions (z;, ;) € H2(Q) x
HY(Q) (i = 1,2) of the Navier-Stokes equations

{—qui—i—(zi-V)ZH-VWi = f inQ, (1.12)

divz; = d in (),

associated to two friction coefficients a;; € H?(T'g) (i = 1,2) in the Navier type boundary
conditions on I'y:
z;-n = 0 only,

{ 2v[D(z;)n]_ +a;z; = 0 onTy. (1.13)

We also consider the reconstruction of the Robin coefficient, still denoted «, in the case of
the classical Robin boundary conditions on I'y given by:

o(zi,m)n+a;z; =0 on T. (1.14)
For these two boundary conditions, we obtain (see Section [4) the following

Theorem 1.3. Let (z;,m;) € H2(Q) x HY(Q), i = 1,2, be two pairs solution of the Navier-
Stokes equations with the boundary conditions or which satisfy
Jor some K > e¢. Let N < {z €Ty, z1(z) =0 and zs(z) =0}, K be a compact subset
of To\WN and let m > 0 be a constant such that max(|z1]|,|z2]) > m on K. Then the
following inequality holds:

e — azllpzgc)

e K (llz1 — z2llmz(0) + lIm1 — m2llui o)

1/4
m 21 — z2llt2(0) + [Im1 — T2l (@) /
In{1+
|21 = z2ll@s/2(r,,,) + lo(z1, )0 — o (22, m2)n|lgg1/2(r,,

obs

(1.15)

Remark 1.4. Since the assumptions of Theorem[1.3 guarantee that z1, z1 are continuous,
the constant m > 0 always exists and depends on z1, z1 on K. Obuviously, the relevant
case is KC with nonempty interior, i.e. N # T'g. In fact, in the case of Robin boundary
conditions and if z1 (or z3) is not identically equal to zero in 2, we know that the
interior of N is empty. It is an easy consequence of Fabre and Lebeau’s theorem. But in
the case of Navier conditions and if one of the z; is not trivial, the existence of a
nonempty open subset of I'g on which z1 and zo both vanish is a difficult issue. Indeed,



it reduces to study the existence of a non trivial vector field v solution to an homogeneous
Oseen equation (see below) and such that v = Onv = 0 on a nonempty open subset
of 'g. The difficulty relies on the fact that, unlike the Robin case, no additional information
on the pressure is available.

Remark 1.5. We can obtain a better estimate assuming more regularity on (v,p). More
precisely, for k > 2 and n € N suppose that (v,p) € HF(Q) x HF-1(Q), k > 2 and
a; € HY(K), i = 1,2. Then, using an interpolation argument, we can obtain for all

6 € [0,1] (see Remark[4.1):
llar — 2l gon (i

1-6
0
(% lollis e + Ipli—(ey) o = @allfogey

<ln <1 [vlle20) + Pl (@)

+
lv1 = vallgs/zr,,,) + lo(vi,pi)n — o(ve, p2)nflgier,, )

<

(2k—3)(1-9) °
2k

(1.16)

For k =3 and 8 = n = 0, we obtain a result similar to the one presented in [8, Theo-
rem 4.5/.

Theorem which completes the previous results given by Boulakia et al in [8, 9],
finds applications in the modeling of biological problems as blood flow in the cardiovascular
system (see [20] and [29]) or airflow in the lungs (see [4]). For the Laplace equation, these
kind of stability estimates for the Robin coefficient have been widely studied: see for
example the works of Chaabane et al. in [I3] 12], Alessandrini et al. in [2], Sincich in [27],
Bellassoued et al. in [6] and Cheng et al. in [14].

Finally, we present another application of our stability estimates in the context of
numerical reconstruction methods. More precisely, we focus on the stable reconstruction
of the solution of a data completion problem (also known as Cauchy problem) for the Stokes
equations: for given (g, gy) € HY?(Dyps) x HY2(Lops), we search (v, p) € H2(Q) x HY(Q)
solution of

{ —vAv+Vp = f in €, (117)

dive = 0 in €,

and such that
v=gp and o(v,p)n=gy on Tops

Estimates and imply the uniqueness of the solution of the data completion prob-
lem. However, there exists Cauchy data (gp, gy ) for which it does not admit any solution.
Hence, regularization methods are needed to stably reconstruct (v,p) from (gp,gx). We
study two standard regularization methods: a quasi-reversibility regularization and a pe-
nalized Kohn-Vogelius regularization.

In the quasi-reversibility method, we consider, for ¢ > 0, the following variational
problem: find (v.,p.) € H?(Q) x HY(Q) such that v, = g on Tgpe, 0(ve,p)n = gy
on Tops, and for all (w,q) € H2(Q) x HY(Q) such that w = 0 and o(w,g)n = 0 on Ty,
we have

/Q(—VA’UE + Vp.) - (—vAw + Vq) dz + (le('Ug); dlv(w)>H1(Q)

+e(ve, W)z () + £(Pe; P () = /Qf (—vAw + Vg)dz. (1.18)



The penalized Kohn-Vogelius approach that we consider here consists in, for € > 0 and

re. & OO\ Tobs, defining the functional F : H1/2(Fgos) x H32(I'C ) — R given by

obs

def
Fe(on, D) = [y — vy, lie) + ey = vuplin o)

2 2
+ellvey Poy ||H2(Q)><H1(Q) +ellvg, . Py ), HHQ(Q)le(Q)’

where |.|gi(g) is the H'-seminorm (i = 1,2) and where (vy,,ppy) € H*(Q) x H' () and
(Vs Do) € HA(Q) x HY(Q) are the respective solutions of

VAV, +Vpyy = f in £, —vAvy, +Vpy, = f in Q,
divw,, = 0 in Q, and divvy, = 0 in Q,
Voy = Ygp O1 Cobs, U(U¢D7P¢D)n = gy on Iops,
c(Vpy,pp)n = ¢y onl vy, = WYp on re..
Then, we define (v, p.) = (Vs s Pys,) Where (o5, 9¥D) € H1/2(ngs) X H3/2(I‘gjs) is such
that
Fe (i, D) = inf Fe(on, ¥p). (1.19)

(enpp)EHY2 (TS )xHY2(TS )

For any (gp, gy) € H¥?(Dons) x HY2(Dyps), both the quasi-reversibility problem
and the Kohn-Vogelius minimization problem admits a unique solution (ve,pe).
Moreover, if the initial data completion problem admits a solution (v,p), then v. con-
verges to v strongly in H?(Q) and p. converges to p strongly in H'(€2). Furthermore, the
stability estimates we obtain in the present paper (proved in Section [5|) provide the rate of
convergence of both methods (for a survey on the connection between stability estimates
and rates of convergence of regularization methods, we refer to [21]):

Theorem 1.6. There exist C(v,p) and é(v,p), two constants depending only on € and
on the H2 x H' norm of the exact solution of the data completion problem , such
that we have the following error estimates for both quasi-reversibility method and penalized
Kohn-Vogelius method:

C(v,p C(v,p
o = vl € — B e = vl < Dy
In(1 +=72%) (ln(l + 7”’))
and Clu.p)
u,p
||p€ _p||L2(Q) < 6( ) 1/2°
(1n(1 + SL222))

Notations. All along this paper,  is a nonempty bounded open subset of RV (N = 2
or N = 3) with a boundary 952 of class C2, w is a nonempty open subset of 2, T'yp,s and I'g
are nonempty open subsets of 9, I'gps NTg = 0, and ngs denotes the complement of I,
namely I'§ L 90\ Tops.

We here summarize the needed notations in the case N = 3 which can be easily adapted
for N = 2. We denote by n = %(nj,ns,n3) the outward unit normal to 99Q (where !
denotes the transpose). For a scalar function w or a vector field y = (y1,92,y3), we
define Vu & L0y w, Opyw, Opaw), Vy S (0z,;yi)1<i,j<3 and divy gef Z?:l Oz, Yi. Moreover,

on 0, we define the normal derivatives ‘3—;‘1’ & (Vw)-n and g—g & (Vy)n and the tangential



def ow def ¢

gradients V;w = Vw — Z¥n and V;y = *(V,y1, V,y2, Voys). We also introduce the

notations y,, = (y-n)n and y, S Yy — y,, for the normal and the tangential components

of y on 092. The divergence of y is defined by divy S E?Zl 0x;yj and the curl of w or y
is defined by

Oz, W
— O, w

curly = 05,92 — O,y1 and  curlw = < > if N =2,

and
dof 81‘2y3 - azng
curly = [ 0pyy1 — Ory 3 if N =3.
81’1 Y2 — axzyl

We will also need to use the tangential divergence operator on 0f) that we denote by div..
We recall that D(y) £y % (Vy + tV'y) denotes the symmetrized gradient and o(y,p) o
2vD(y) — pl the stress tensor, where I denotes the identity matrix and v > 0 is the
constant which represents the kinematic viscosity of the fluid we consider.

For r > 0 we denote by L%(Q), L2(9Q), H"(Q2), H"(0), Hy(f2), the usual Lebesgue
and Sobolev spaces of scalar functions in € or in 92, and we write in bold the spaces of
vector-valued functions: L2(Q) = (L2(Q))V, L2(092) = (L%(0%2))", etc.

We recall that z1, zo are vector fields satisfying . Moreover, we use the following
particular constant:

m(z1, z9) & max{l, 121l (0 \|Vz2||wm}. (1.20)

We also recall that C' > 0 denotes a generic constant only depending on the geometry. In
particular, it is independent on z;, z9 and on the parameters s, A appearing in Carleman
inequalities of sections [2] and

Finally, for O1, Oy two open subsets of R, the notation @; € Oy means that there
exists a compact set K such that O; C K C Os.

Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. The Section [2]is dedi-
cated to the proof of Carleman inequalities for the non-homogeneous Oseen equations (see
Theorem . It is obtained by combining a domain extension argument with Carleman
inequalities for compactly supported solutions of the Stokes equations. Then in Section
we deduce a Holder type interior estimates for a distributed observation as well as log type
stability inequalities for both distributed and boundary observations. In particular, Theo-
rem [I.1] is proved in subsections [3.1] and [3.2] and Theorem [I.2]is proved in subsection [3.3]
Finally, we present some applications in the last sections. The Section [4] concerns the proof
of stability inequalities for the inverse problem of recovering Navier and Robin coefficients
(proof of Theorem and Section |5|is dedicated to the proof of error estimates for some
numerical reconstruction methods (proof of Theorem [1.6)).

2 Carleman Inequality for Stokes and Oseen equations

In this section, O is a non empty bounded open subset of RY (N = 2 or N = 3) of class C?,
w is a non empty bounded open subset such that w € O and ¥ : O — R is a function
satisfying

Y eC*O;R), >0 and |Vy|>0 in O\&

2.1
PY=cy on 90, (2.1)



for some positive constant ¢o > 0. For the existence of such a function see for instance [1§]
or [28, Appendix III|. Here, the set O plays the role of 2 or of an extension Q of Q which
is used in Section [3] below.

The main aim of this section is to prove a Carleman inequality for the non homogeneous
Oseen equations. For that, we first prove a Carleman inequality for a pair velocity-pressure
in H2(O) x H}(O) and then we use a domain extension argument to recover the non-
homogeneous case.

2.1 Carleman Inequality in the case of homogeneous boundary data

Let us first recall a standard Carleman inequality for the Laplace equation:

Theorem 2.1. Let k € {0,1}, F € L%(0) and G € L*(O). There ezist C >0, A > 1 and
5> 1 such that for all A\ > X\ and s > 3, the solution u € H'(O) of

Ay = F+divG in O,
u = 0 on 00,

satisfies the following inequality:
/ (e(k—l))\w’vuP + 82)\26(k‘+1))\¢‘u’2> €256)\wdx
@
< C (/ (Sek)\w’G‘Q + S—l)\—Qe(k—Q)Awu?’Q) 8286)\wd$
@
+/ 82>\26(k+1))\’¢‘u|26256)‘¢dx>' (22)
w

Proof. Inequality (2.2) for £ = 1 is given for instance in [20, Theorem A.1l| and (2.2))
for kK = 0 is obtained by applying (2.2) with & = 1 to the equation satisfied by e~ 2%y,

Note that the above quoted result is stated for a function ¢ that vanishes on 00. However,
if 5, A denote the admissible parameters of |20, Theorem A.1], it suffices to choose (s, \) =

(fsveXCO,X) to get (2.2)). O
We deduce the following Carleman inequality for Stokes equations:

Theorem 2.2. There exist C' > 0, A>1and s> 1 such that for all X > X and s > s, and
for all (v,p) € H3(O) x H{(O) the following inequalities hold:

/ se™|div o — p[QeQSewdx
@
<C </ se™|divo — p|2625€wdx +/ A2 Vp — Av|2e2sewdx) (2.3)
w O
and
(’V’U’Q + se|curlv|? + 32/\262’\w\v\2) 25 dy

=¢ </ (s7 1A% M Vdiv ol + A7 |Vp — M) da + / s3A2e3w|v|aezsewdx> _
O w
(2.4)



Proof. First, we set f ' Av+ Vp. Easy calculations yield:

—A(curlv) = curlf in O, (2.5)
—A(divv—p) = divf in O,
—Av = curl(curlv) — V(dive) in O.

Then, by applying (2.2)) for £ = 0 to (2.6) we obtain (2.3]).
Next, we introduce another open subset wg € w and apply (2.2)) for £ = 0 to (2.5) to
obtain:

/ sTINT2e™ M|V (curl v) \2628‘3de +/ se)‘w]curlv\QeQ‘%wdx
@ @]

<C </ se’\q/’|curlv|262sewda} +/ A2 Vp — Av|26256wd1‘> . (2.8)
wo O

Let us replace the local term in curlv by a local term in v. For that, we introduce a
function p € C°(w) such that 0 < p < 1 and p = 1 in wp. Using an integration by parts
in w, we get

Ay A AP
/ seM|curl w]2e?*¢™ d < s/ pe?|curlv|?e?*¢ " dx = s/ curl (pe’\wezse curl’u) vdzx
wo w

w
<C (/ s2 2\ g2 |v||curl v| dx +/
w

w

seMe2se™” |V (curlv)] |v| dx>,
and with Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:
/ Se’\w\curlv|262“wdx < e/ (s_l)\_Qe_’w’e%ew IV (curlw)|? + seM e \curlv|2> dz
wo @]

C
+ 33)\2/ 3N 25 ]v[2dx.
€ w

By combining (2.8) with the above inequality for € > 0 small enough, we obtain
/ s IAZe M|V (curl w) ‘26286>‘wd$+/ se)‘w]curlvPerewd:r
@ @]
<C </ 83)\263)‘¢|v|26256wdx +/ A2 Vp — Av|26286wda}> . (2.9)
w @]

Finally, (2.4) is obtained by first applying (2.2) for £ = 1 to (2.7) and next using the
estimate of curlv given by (12.9). O
2.2 Carleman Inequality in the case of non-homogeneous boundary data

In this section, we prove a Carleman inequality for the Oseen equations:

{—VAv+(z1~V)v+(v~V)z2+Vp = f inO,

divve = d in O. (2.10)

Above and in the following, z; € L>®(0), 2o € WL (0O) (with r > 2 if N = 2 and r = 3 if
N = 3) and we use the following notation for the particular constant:

ﬁ:l(ZhZQ) dZEf max{l, HZ1HLOO(O) y HVZQHLT(O)} . (211)

We recall that C' > 0 denote a generic constant only depending on the geometry and
independent on s, A, z1, zo.



Theorem 2.3. There exist C > 0, ¢ > 0 and 5 > 1 such that for all z; € L*(0),
2o € W (0), all A > X & ®(z1, 22)¢ and all s > 3 every solution (v, p) € H2(O)xH(O)
of (2.10)) satisfies:

/ <|V"’|2 +sejeurlvf” + s2A2eWIv\2) e dp
(@]

=¢ </ (s TNV £ AT )P de + / BAZ [ 2625 dy
O w

seAc
+e2 (Jolfe o) + Pl o)) ) (212)

and
/ se™|p — d|2ezsewdx <C (/ (83223 |2 + seM|p — d|2)e2sewdx
(@] w

+/ (sTA2e VAR + A2 P)e? e dr 4+ e (o) o) + HpH2H1(O)>> -
]
(2.13)

Proof. Let O be a bounded domain of RY of class C? such that @ € O. We extend P to O
(while keeping the same name) in a such a way that:

YeCYO;R), >0 and |V¢|>0 in O\w,

o (2.14)
v=cg ond0, 0<tp<cy inO\O, c¢p<yp inO.

Let £ : H*(0) x HY(0) — H%(@) X Hé(@) be a linear continuous map (given for example
by Stein’s theorem, see [I]), also continuous from H'(0) x L2(0) into H}(O) x L2(O),
such that E(v,p) = (v,p) in O, and define (v, D) & E(v,p). We also denote by z1, 22
some continuous extensions of z1, z for the L and W norms in O respectively. The

pair (v, p) e E(v,p) is then solution to

—VAD+ (21 - V)0 + (0-V)22+V)p = f inO,
divv = d inO,
v 0 on 00, (2.15)
0v ~
o 0 on 6(2,
p = 0 ondO,

where f € L2(6) and d € Hl(é) are given by } = f and d =din O and by ;" =

—VAT + (21 - V)0 + (0-V)Zy+ Vp and d = dive in O\O. From the continuity of the
extension operator ' we have:
120 + Il ) < C =1 20) (ol + el o)) (2.16)

Next, by applying estimate (2.4) of Theorem 2.2}
/N <|V§| + se™|curl o|% + 52)\2@2/\%0@2) 625 40
o
<C </‘~(81)\26va67’2 + /\72‘}‘ _ (“Z’l . v) v—(v- V) zzlg)egsempdm

@
+/s3/\263’\¢\1~)\2€286wdx>. (2.17)
w

10



Since z; € L*(0), we get
LA B < Rl N VA (2.18)

Moreover, since zo € Wl’r(é), we use the Holder’s inequality and the continuous embed-
~ 2 ~
ding HY(0) = L72(0) to get:

2
/~ A7 (@ V) 2o e dz < /v V2| ‘A_lﬁesew dx
© @]

IN

5 2
S 2 L1~ gAY s 2 —177 se ¥
HszHLr(o) H)\ ve HL%(@ <C HVZQHLT((’)) HV()\ ve )’ 12(5)

CIVEI2, o, A-2< /6 VP e 4o + /5 \5]232/\262>‘w6256wdx>.

(2.19)

IN

Thus, gathering (2.17), (2.18) and (2.19) and choosing A > m(z1,22)¢ for ¢ large

enough (and depending only on the geometry), the terms in z;, zo at the right hand side
of inequality (2.17)) can be absorbed and we obtain

/~ (!WP + se*|curl o) + 32/\262/\1#‘5‘2) 025 4y
o

<C ([(s_lA_Ze_Aw]VLﬂQ + )\_2\}]2)6286wdx + 83)\2/
@

w

63A¢\5\2628€de). (2.20)
Moreover,
/~ (371A7267A¢|chlv|2 + )\72]}\2)62”de
o\0
< A2 /@\O(WJ’Q PR < OX (21, 22)° (oo + ol ) -

In above calculations, we have used the fact that ¢ < ¢ in O\O and (2.16). Then (2.12)
follows by combining the above inequality with (2.20]).
Finally, to prove (2.13)), we first apply (2.3]) to (v, p) which gives:
/~ se™|div o — 'pVIZeQSEWda:
@
<c (/ se M |div s — pl2e2™ dz + /~ ZF— (G V)5 (3-V) Zg|262“wdx> .
w @

Then, using (2.18)) and (2.19) to estimate the last above integral, we obtain for ¢ large
enough and A > ¢m(z1, z2),

/~ seM|div v — {5]26256de <C </ seM|div D —ﬁ]QeQSewdx + /~ )\_2]?\26286A¢dm>
(@) w o
+ /~ (IVo]? + 2222 [5]2) e da.
@]

Hence, we use (2.20) and the rest of the proof is the same as for (2.12)). O
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3 Stability estimates for Oseen and Navier-Stokes Equations

In this section we use the Carleman inequalities given in Theorem to obtain several
stability estimates for both distributed and boundary observation. In particular, we prove
Theorems and We first prove a Holder type interior estimates and a global log
type estimates for a distributed observation. Then, we use an extension of the domain
procedure to obtain a global log type estimates for a boundary observation.

We recall that © is a nonempty bounded open subset of RN (N = 2 or N = 3) with
a boundary 99 of class C?, that I is a nonempty open subset of 9Q and that w is a
nonempty open subset of (2. Moreover, z1, zo are vector fields satisfying (1.2)) and we use
the following notation for the particular constant:

def

m(z1,22) = max{l, 21/l () > HVZQHLT,(Q)}. (3.1)

We also recall that C' > 0 denotes a generic constant only depending on the geometry and
in particular independent on s, A\, 21, zo.

3.1 Stability estimates with a distributed observation
3.1.1 A Holder type interior estimate

Theorem 3.1. Let Qg be an open subset such that w € Qo € 2. There exist ¢ >0, § > 1
def

and ¢ > ¢ > 0 such that for all z1, zo satisfying (1.2), all X > = m(z1,22)¢ and all
s >3, every solution (v,p) € H2(Q) x HY(Q) of the Oseen equations (1.1]) satisfies:

Sec"@\
lollcaay) + llenrl ol gaggyyen-s < ¢ (1 lLa@ + ldl o) + ol

—secaX
+e77 (Ivllmz) + el @)  (3:2)

and
: seciX
Ip = divollay < e (Il + 14l + ol + Pl )
— e
+ e (Ivllmz@) + Pl ) - (3.3)

Proof. Let us introduce thmin = rniQn Y(x) and Yoy = max ¥(x). We apply (2.12)) to (v, p)
xelly FAS
to get, with A < A,

/ (52)\2e2>‘w|v|2 + se’\w|curl'u|2) 2™ dg
Q
<C (/Qﬂfr? + [VdP)es ™™™ dy 4 52 A2 20 |2,

sere
+e2 (ol + el ) 64)

and then,
/ (82/\262)‘wﬂ’m|v|2 + sewmi“]curlvP) 25 min gy < ¢ </ (If1* + !Vd]Q)e%ewmax dz
Qo Q

Apmax Ac
AP B )3, e (o)) + Pl ) ) -

Thus, by dividing the above inequality by 25X min e obtain (3.2) for some ¢f > ¢5 >0
independent on A. Estimate (3.3)) is obtained analogously. ]
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As a consequence of Theorem [3.1], we have the following

Theorem 3.2. Let Qg be an open subset such that w @ Qg € 2. There exists ¢ > 0 such
def

that for all zy, zy satisfying [T.2), all A > X\ & m(z1, 22)¢, there exists B € (0,1/2) such
that every solution (v,p) € H2(Q) x HY(Q) of the Oseen equations (1.1) satisfies:

HUHL2(QO) + ||CUI'1’UH(L2(QO))2N—3

ec*)\ :8
< e (If o) + Il oy + Iolae ) (Il + Pl @)

and

[p = div |2 g
ec*A B 1—
< e (IF e + Ml o + I0llze) + Iplae) ) (Il + Iplne) ' ™

Proof. Since the proofs are analogous we only prove the first inequality. For that, we apply
Theorem and, for s > 5, Inequality (3.2) rewrites ||v||r2(q,) + chrlv||(L2(Qo))2N73 <

* _ * def * . . o~
e’ A + 752 B where Cr = e for i = 1,2. First, we suppose that ﬁln (%) >3
1 2
and we choose s = —~— In (£). Hence, we obtain
ooz I (3) :

o3 cf
[vllLe 0 + ”CUI’I’UH<L2(QO))2N73 < 2ACT+95 BOTH03 (3.5)

Secondly, if ﬁ In (%) < 5, then B < e(CitC3)5A. Hence, we also obtain (3.5)) using
1 2
the existence of C'> 0 such that [|v]|y2(q,) + [curlv|yzq,) < CB. O

e 1>‘+e
c] > ¢5 > 0 are the constants given in Theorem which only depend on the geometry.

Therefore, B(\) € (0,1/2) and B(A) — 0 as A — +oo.

Remark 3.3. According to the proof of Theorem we have = B(\) = % where

3.1.2 A global logarithmic estimate

Theorem 3.4. There exist ¢ > 0, § > 1 such that for all z1,z9 satisfying (1.2)), all
A > XY m(zy,29)¢ and all s > 3, every solution (v,p) € H2(Q) x HY(Q) of the Oseen
equations (1.1)) satisfies:

Sec*)\ 1
[v]lL2@) < e (H.fHL2(Q) + HdHHl(Q) + H’U”L2(w)> + (HU”H2(Q) + HP”Hl(Q)) ,  (3.6)

s
sec*)\ ].
leurl ] g 2 qy)2v-3 <€ <”fHL2(Q) + Il g1 (o) + ”U||L2(w)>+ﬁ (lvlla2@) + Pl @)

(3.7)
and

. c* A
[p — divollreq) < e* <||fHL2(Q) + Al ) + Ivllzw) + ||pHL2(w)>

1
TR (Ivllez@) + ol )) - (3-8)
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Proof. We apply (2.12) to (v,p), with 2 < A, to get (3.4) as in Theorem Thus, by
dividing inequality (3.4) by 25 and using the fact that

2o [ e ar > [ joPda
Q Q

we obtain (3.6) and (3.7 for some ¢* > 0 large enough (independent on ). Proceeding as
previously (but with (2.13) instead of (2.12))) we obtain ({3.8]). O

Then, we deduce the following

Theorem 3.5. There exist ¢ > 0 and ¢* > 0 such that for all z1, zo satisfying (1.2)), all
A > XY m(zy,29) ¢ every solution (v,p) € HX(Q) x HY(Q) of the Oseen equations (L.1)
satisfies:
A

(lvllaz@) + Pl @)

vl 20y < : (3.9)
R S e e
[ Fllez@) + g o) + vl w)
c* A
e’ (HUHH2(Q) + ||pHH1(Q))
chrlv||(L2(Q))2N—3 < 7 (3.10)
(14 [vlla2(0) + 1Pl ()
[ fllLz2@) + ldllg @) + lvllLzw)
and
c* A
Ip — div oz < e " (vl (o) + Pl o) (3.11)

"k
| [vlla2(0) + 1Pl ()
n|l+
[ Fllrz2) + ldllg o) + 1vllLzw) + 1Pl

Proof. We apply Theorem and, for s > §, we introduce A and B such that we

def

rewrite as [[v[lpz() < eSCTA + C*B where O* = e“A. First, we suppose that

L In(1 + ) > 5 and we choose s = Qé* In(1+ ) It yields

2C*
el <5 ((1+5) a4 20
L@ A) B m(1+5)

and next, using the fact that % < ln(1+a:) if0<z <1, ie B<Aand —/ <
x>1,1i.e. B> A, we obtain (by choosing c* > 0 larger if necessary).

In the case ﬁ In(1 + %) < % we have B < ¢ " A for some (other) constant ¢* > 0
and with s = 5 gives [|v|yz2q) < e A for some (other) constant ¢* > 0. Then the
ln(l}i-%) (since 1 < ; (1+ y for all > 0).

The proof of (3.10) and (3.11]) are obtained in a similar way. O]

1n(1+z) if

conclusion follows from A = B % <B

3.2 Stability estimates with boundary observation

We now prove the following theorem from which we deduce the logarithm estimates stated
in Theorem [1.1]as in the proof of Theorem Notice that the first estimate ([1.4) is given
in the previous Theorem (see (3.9).
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Theorem 3.6. There exists ¢ > 0, 5 > 1 such that for all z1,z9 satisfying (1.2)), all
A >N m(z1,29)¢ and all s > 3, every solution (v,p) € H2(Q) x HL(Q) of the Oseen
equations (1.1)) satisfies:

sec*)\
[v]|L2@) < e (”fHL2(Q) + lldllgr ) + vllgs2r,,.) + HU(Uap)nHHUZ(FobS)>
1
+ 3 (HUHH2(Q) + HPHHI(Q)) (3.12)
and
chrlv||(L2(Q))2N73 + |lp — divv||L2(Q)

Sec*)\
< ™ (I ez + Moy + [ollsrsqeon + lo@, p)mllrsge,,.))

1
RSV (vl o) + Pl o) - (3.13)

Let us begin by proving the following lemma which is a construction of an extension of
the domain Q and of the solution (v, p) of Problem (|1.1)):

Lemma 3.7. Let Q) be an extension of Q of class C? through Tops (see Figure , namely
Q is of class C?, 0QnN Q= Tobs-
There exists an extension (0,p) € H2(Q) x HY(Q) of (v,p) € HX(Q) x HY(Q) such that

v o _
- 811‘1—‘01)5’ p‘robs - p‘robs

e — v
v ‘Fobs =v [Tobs s on Tobs

with the following estimate

~ ~ v ||?
ey * Py <€ (1 [l Wl |- 020
Hl/Q(Fobs)
In particular,

Proof. We consider the linear continuous trace-right inverse operator (see for example [19]
Theorem 1.5.1.2])

R: H%2(Dgys) x HY2(Dyps) x HY2(Tops) — H2(Q) x HY(Q)
(gob57 hObS7 kobs) — (w7 Q)

with (w, %f, q) = (Gops, Pobs, kobs) on Tops. Then, let us denote by S the linear continuous
extension operator given by Stein’s theorem (see [1]):

S: H2(Q)x HY(Q) — H*RY)x HY(RY) .
(w,q) — (W,Q)

We also denote by T' the linear continuous operator of restriction to Q:

T: HXRN)x HY(RYN) — H2(Q) x HY(Q) .

Finally, by denoting (w,q) = T oS o R (v, d,v,p), we conclude by defining

~ det v in () q _det [ p in Q
Clw inQ\Q an 7= g inQ\Q.
It is easily checked that (,p) € H2(€) x H(Q). O
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Proof of Theorem[3.6. In what follows, Z1, Z2 denote some continuous extensions to R]X
of z1, 29, for the L and the WU norm respectively. Let us consider the extensions {2
and (v,q) € H?(Q) x HY(Q) given by Lemma Let us consider w € Q\Q a non empty
bounded open subset. We summarize these notations in Figure

Figure 1: Notations
Next, we apply (2.12)) and (2.13) to (v, p) and, with X< A, we get:
/~ <32)\262>‘¢W\2 + se™|curl o] 4 se™|p — div 5\2> 25 dg
Q
<C (/~(| — VAT + (21 - V)T + (- V) Zo + V5|2 + |Vdivo[?)e? ™ dz

Q
_ ~ - A Ac
+/‘A)(83)\2e3>\1/1|v|2 + SeW’p — div v|2)e2se dz + 6286 0 (”’UH;Q(@) + ||p||?{1(§))> ’

and from (3.14)), (3.15) and w C Q\Q we deduce

/ (32)\262’\¢\v\2 + seM|curl v|? + seM|p — div 'v|2) 25 dg
Q

< O [ (IValE e+ 17R) o o g Pz [ <53A26r2
Q o\Q
+5[p—divo|2 + |ATP + |(Z1 - V)T + |(@ - V) Zo* + | VD]? + \Vdiv6\2>dx
Ac
62 (|[0]13g2() + P12 o)
312 3Athmax ,25eNPmax 2 2 vl 2
< O 322 e m(z1,22)° | [1Vlls/2(p,,) || 5, Hl/z(rb)+||pHH1/2(Fobs>

se MV sere
(]Vd|2 + ]f\2> e dr + 25 <Hv||%12(9) + HpHIQ{l(Q))
Q

Here, we have used the notation tpax £ maxzco ¥ (x). Thus, by dividing the above
2serc0

and using that

2o [ A ar > [ joPda
Q Q

inequality by e
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and that A > m(z1, z2)¢, we obtain for some ¢* > 0 large enough (independent on \),

2
ec*z\

s ov
lol2aq < e (IIinz(n) gy + Il + \ o

on

+IplF 2
H1/2(Fobs) H (Fobs)

1
+ =5 (1ol + Ipllsey ) - (3.16)

With a similar argument,

: sec X
\|CUT1U||?L2(Q))2N73 +lp = divollfs g <e <Hf||%2(9) + [ldlif ) + HUH%{W(robS)

v 2 1 2 2
+ 5= + +—{]|v + . (317
‘ on /2T |’P||H1/2(pobs)> s (” ||H2(Q) HpHHl(Q)) ( )
Now, to conclude, it remains to replace the term Hg—g”;l/g(r b T Hp||12{1/2(1, ) by
||a(v,p)an{1/2(Fobs). First, from
) ov . )
d=divv = o ® +div; v, + (divn)(v-n) on Tg,
n
we deduce that
[ <0 (1ol + ) (3.15)
on e, (For)
The above inequality with the following computations
ug—z = o(v,p)n+pn—v'Von
= o(v,pn+pn—vV(v-n)+v(Vn)v
= o(v,pn+pn—v (gz . n> n—vV,.(v-n)+v(Vn)v,
yields
201" (ot Pl + sy + 01y + I )
on || = ' PIRIH12(00,) T IPIHHY2(Dgp,) H3/2(Lope) HU(Q)) -
H /2(Fobs)
Finally, from p = 2yg—:’l ‘n—o(v,p)n-n and (3.18) we deduce that
1Pl /20, < € (Il 2003021 + 1015720, + Nl o))
and then
v ||? 2 2 2 2
on () + llpllier2r,,) <€ (Ha(v,p)nHHuz(pobs) + llvllEs2r,,,) + Hd”Hl(Q)) :
obs
(3.19)
Then, (3.12)) and (3.13) follow from (3.16)), (3.17) and (3.19). O
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3.3 Proof of the stability estimates for the Navier-Stokes equations

Theorem is a simple consequence of Theorem applied to the pair (v, p) o (z1 —
z9, M — m2) which is solution of:

—vAv+(z1-V)v+(v-V)z2+Vp = 0 in Q,
divve = 0 in €,

v = 21— 22 on ['gps,

ov,p)n = o(z,m)n—o(z2,m2)n  on Lops.

Note that in the same way, we can also obtain the same estimates as in Theorem [3.2]
and Theorem [B.5 for a distributed observation.

4 Application: stability estimates for boundary coefficients
inverse problems

In the present section, we focus on the proof of Theorem [1.3] We begln by considering the
Navier boundary conditions. One can first notice that the pair (v, p) = (21— 2o, T —m2)
satisfies
—vAv+ (z1-V)v+ (v-V)2z2+Vp = 0 inQ,
divve = 0 in £,
0 on FQ, (41)
0

on FQ.

v-n =

2v[D(v)n] + a1z —azzy =
Then, since (ag — a1)z1 = v +2v [D(v)n]_ and (a2 — a1)z2 = agv + 2v [D(v)n], on Iy
and since |z1| > m or |z2| > m on K, we have

C
los = azllizgey < = (Iollzqe) + V0 laqy) - (42
To estimate the above right hand side, we use the following inequalities:
1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
Iollezey < Cllvlighig Iolitg,  and Vol < Cllolytg vl - (4:3)

Note that the above inequalities are an immediate consequence of the 1nterpolat10n inequal-
ity H-Hi2(89) < Ol () [IllL2(q) which can be obtained for instance by first applying [19,
Theorem 1.5.1.10] to get C' > 0 such that for all u € H}(9€) and all 0 < & < 1,

luliZz(o) < C (/2 1Vul2q) + 2 lullfa)) -

and next by taking e = HUHiz(Q) / HuHIQ{l(Q). Combining the interpolation inequality
V]l < Hv|]1/2 Hszf(Q) with the second inequality in (4.3]), we deduce that
1/4 3/4
IV0lliaey) < Cllollig, ol -
Hence, from (4.2)) we obtain:
C . /4 3/4
lon = azllzgey < — ol vl (4.4)

and we conclude using the estimate on [[v||yz(q) given by Theorem
For the Robin boundary conditions, we proceed in exactly the same way to obtain

C
o = azllagey < = (Iollgaqeg) + IV0lla,) + Pl

and conclude using the estimate on [|v|[2(q) and on [|p|[;2(q) given by Theorem
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Remark 4.1. We can obtain a better estimate assuming more regularity on (v,p). For
example, if (v,p) € H¥(Q)xH*1(Q), k > 2, we can use an interpolation inequality in (4.4)
to obtain

C . 14 1— 2 ko2 )34 1— 3 2%k) (113 2k
Jon — asllagey < © follekgy (Rl ol )™ = S ol ol 229 (4.5
Then (L.16) follows from (4.5)) with the interpolation inequality ||-|[yon ) < C || H H HHn (K)-

Remark 4.2. Concerning the Navier boundary conditions, we can obtain the same result
in a different way, by writing [D(v)n]; in terms of curlv on T'y. Indeed, since v -n = 0

Jv-n
on Ty, V(v -n) = (8n n and then,
¢ ov
curlv xn= (Vv —"Vo)n = o V(v-n)+ (Vn)v
_ O(vr+(v-n)n) I(v- n) _ Ov,
B on ~ on +(Vnjor ~on " (Vnjor.
On the other hand, using the same kind of computations, we have
ov ov J(v-n)
_ t _ 27 . _ — T _
2D(v)n = (Vv + 'Vo)n = In +V(v-n)— (Vn)v In +2 o » (Vn)

Hence, we obtain that
curlv x n = [2D(v)n]_+ 2(Vn)v,

Thus, in the previous proof, we can write
(ap — a1)v1 = aav 4+ 2v [D(v)n], = apv + veurlv x n — 2v(Vn)v,
and conclude using the estimates (1.9) and (1.10) on [|v||y2(q) and ||curlv||(L2(Q))2N_3 given
by Theorem [I.3.
5 Application to error estimates

In this section, we consider the reconstruction of (v, p), solution of the Stokes system in €,
knowing v and o(v,p)n on I'gps. In other words, we consider the data completion problem
for the Stokes system, that is: from given data g, € H3/2(F0b5) and gy € H1/2(Fobs),
reconstruct (v,p) € H2(Q) x HY(Q) verifying

—vAv+Vp = f in Q,
dive = 0 in
’ 5.1
v = dgp on FobS7 ( )
olv,p)n = gy on Iops.

As the problem is ill-posed, it is mandatory to use a stabilization method to stably recon-
struct (v, p) from the data f, g and gy .

Such a stabilization method usually depends on a parameter of regularization € > 0, and
it must fulfill the two following requirements: it must have a solution for any data f, gp
and g, regardless of the existence of a solution to the corresponding Stokes problem .
And its solution should converge to the solution of when the parameter € goes to zero,
when such a solution exists.
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We study below two standard methods of regularization: a quasi-reversibility method
and a penalized Kohn-Vogelius method. In particular, we obtained the convergence rates of

these methods directly from the estimates obtained previously.
= hich

p—— (v, w)g2(Q)+(P, Q1) W

is obviously a scalar product on the Hilbert space H?(2) x HY(Q2), and || (v, p) 12 () <11 ()

the corresponding norm.

In the following, we denote (('v,p), (w, q))

5.1 Error estimates for the quasi-reversibility method

The quasi-reversibility method has been introduced in [23] by Lattés et al. to stabilize
elliptic, parabolic and hyperbolic ill-posed problem. The main idea of the method is to
solve well-posed variational fourth-order problem, depending on €.

More precisely, for € > 0, we define the following quasi-reversibility variational problem:
find (ve,pe) € HQ(Q) x H(Q) such that v. = g5, on [ops, 0(ve,p-)n = gy on I'gps and
for all (w,q) € H3(Q) x H(Q) with w = 0 and o(w, ¢)n = 0 on Ty, we have:

—vVAv: + Vpe) - (—vAw + Vq)dx + (div(v,), div(w
X pe) - o) do + (div(o.) diviw))

+ E(’Ug,w)HQ(Q) +&(pe, Dur (o) = /Q f-(—vAw+Vq)dz. (5.2)

We start by proving that the quasi-reversibility problem is well-posed:

Proposition 5.1. For any (f,9p,gy) € L2(Q) x HY2(Dyps) x HY2(Tops), there exists a
unique solution (v, p.) € H?(Q) x HY(Q) to the quasi-reversibility problem (5.2)).

Proof. Let us first note that there exists (V, P) € H?(2) x H}(Q) such that Vir, = gp,
o(V,P)nr, =gy and

||(VaP)||H2(Q)xH1(Q) < CH(9D7gN)||H3/2(F0bs)><H1/2(robs)‘
Indeed, since o(V,P))n-n = 21/%—‘; -n — P and

oV .,
on

oV,
on

oV Pl = (54 v om) - (v, ) = (O (9, Vn)

it suffices to choose P = 0 and a continuous lifting V' which satisfies V = gp and V%—K =

%(gN : n)n + N, — V(ngD)n on I‘obs-
~ def

Defining (v., p:) = (ve — V', p. — P), we see that v. = 0 and o (v, pe)n = 0 on Igps
and, for all (w,q) € H?(2) x H'(Q) such that w = 0 and o(w, ¢)n = 0 on Ty, we have

/Q(_VAUE + Vpe) - (—vAw + Vq) dz + <d1v(v5), le(w))Hl(Q)

+ &(Ve, w)gp2 () + €(Pes i () = / f-(—vAw + Vq)dz — / div(V) div(w) dz
Q Q
—e(V,w)gzq) — (P, ¢)m(0),
where } = f+vAV — VP. The Lax-Milgram theorem gives then the result. O

Suppose now that the initial data completion problem admits a (necessarily unique)
solution (v, p) € H?(Q) x HY(Q). Then, we have the following
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Theorem 5.2. The solution (ve,p.) € H*(Q) x HY(Q) of the quasi-reversibility prob-
lem (5.2)) converges to (v,p) € H2(Q) x HY(Q) solution of the data completion problem for
the Stokes problem (5.1) when e tends to zero, strongly in H2(Q) x HY(Q). We furthermore

have the estimate
| — vAv. + Vp. — f”%‘?(g) + Hdiv(vs)”%ll(g) < EH(Uap)H%—ﬁ(Q)XHl(Q)- (5.3)

Proof. Using (w, q) e (ve — vp: — p) as test functions in the quasi-reversibility prob-
lem ([5.2), which is admissible as they verify the limit conditions, we directly obtain

2 : 2 _
| = vAv. + Vp. — fHLQ(Q) + Hle(UE)HHl(Q) + 5(('057]78)7 (ve —v,pe — p))HQ(Q)le(Q) =0
(5.4)
B B < o
We hence have ((va,pa), (ve — v, pe p)>H2(Q)XH1(Q) < 0 which implies
[(ve; pe)llm2 () xmr ) < 10, P) I (0) xm1 (@) (5.5)
Subtracting 5((v,p), (ve — v, pe — p)>H2(Q)><H1(Q) to equation (j5.4]), we obtain
2
H(’UE — U, Pe 7p)||H2(Q)><H1(Q) S *<(,U7p)a (’UE —UV,Pe — p)>H2(Q)XH1(Q) (56)
implying
[[(ve — v, pe _p)HH2(Q)><H1(Q) < H(v7p)HH2(Q)><H1(Q)' (5.7)

Going back to equation (5.4), we finally obtain

| — vAv. + Vp. — .f”%ﬂ(g) + ”diV(UE)HIz-Il(Q) <e ((’Ug,pg), (Ve — v, pe _p)>

H?(Q)xHY(Q)

which, using (5.5)) and (5.7]), directly leads to the estimate (|5.3)).
Now, suppose that v, and p. do not converge to v and p. Then there exist p > 0

and e,, sequence of strictly positive real numbers verifying €, —— 0, such that the
n—oo

couple (v, £ v., ,pp = pe.,) satisfies
”Un —U,Pn _pHHZ(Q)XHl(Q) > p.

By equation (5.5), we know that (v,,p,) is a bounded sequence in H?(Q) x HY(Q). Hence,
up to a subsequence (that we still denote (v,,p,)) the sequence converges to some (w, q)
weakly in H?(Q) x H'(Q). Then equation and the limit conditions verified by (v, pn)
directly imply that (w, q) verifies the Stokes data completion problem , which in turn
implies by uniqueness of such solution that w = v and ¢ = p. Therefore, v,, weakly
converges to v in H?(Q) and p, weakly converges to p in H'(Q). But Equation
implies then that (v, p,) strongly converges to (v, p), which is a direct contradiction with
the definition of the sequence, and therefore ends the proof. O

Remark 5.3. It is not difficult to obtain the following complement to the theorem: if the
mitial data completion problem for the Stokes system does not admit a solution, then

1, pe)ller2 ) () —57 00
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Otherwise, we would have a sequence of strictly positive real numbers (e,)nen verifying
e ——— 0 and [[(ve,, pe,) lm2(@)xmi) < C. But using the same arguments as in the last
n—oo

paragraph of the proof of theorem|[5.2, extracting a subsequence and passing to the limit, we
would obtain a solution to the data completion problem for the Stokes system, in obuvious
contradiction with the assumption.

Proposition and Theorem clearly show that the proposed quasi-reversibility
method is a regularization method for problem . However, if Theorem assures
the convergence of the approximated solution to the exact one, it does not give any rate
of convergence. Actually, it is known (see [22, section 2.5] and the references therein)
that Carleman estimates are the key argument to derive convergence rates for the quasi-
reversibility method. This is the case for the quasi-reversibility method proposed above
and we now prove Theorem for this method:

Proof of Theorem [T.g for the quasi-reversibility method. Defining (u, ¢) & (ve — v, p. —
p), we notice that we have u = 0 and o(u, ¢)n = 0 on I'y,5 and that the following estimates

hold (see Inequalities ((5.3) and (5.7)):

A

[(w, Dl o)) < 0PIz @) xH ()
| = vAu+ V|2 (o) Vell(v,p) Iz ) xm o
[div(u)llz@) < Vell(v,p) a2 < )

IN

Hence, applying estimates (|1.5)) and (|1.6]), we directly obtain the result. O

Remark 5.4. Suppose that instead of exact data (f,gp,gxn) € L*(Qops) X H3/2(I‘Obs) X
H'/2(Tgs), with corresponding solution (v,p) € H2(Q) x HY(Q), we have noisy data
(2,95, 95) € L2 (Q) x HY2(Tops) x HY(Tgps), such that

) b 5
1£° = fHL2(Q) <94, lgp— 9D|’H3/2(robs) <4 and [gn-— gNHH1/2(1"ObS) <.

Due to the ill-posedness of the data completion problem , there might be no solution
corresponding to this noisy data. However, the quasi-reversibility problem has a cor-
responding solution, denoted vg and pg. We also denote v. and p. the solution of the
quasi-reversibility problem with exact data. It is not difficult to verify that there exists a
constant C' > 0, depending only on the geometry of the domain, such that

)
”(’Ug - vapg _p€)||H2(Q)><H1(Q) < C%

Combining this result with the previous estimates, we therefore obtain
C(v,p)

(n(1 + %ﬁ))l/?

0
||('Ug - ’U,pg *p)HHl(Q)xL?(Q) < 07 +

Such estimate highlight the competition between reqularization and noise, which leads to the
question of the optimal choice of the reqularization parameter € with respect to the amplitude
of the noise §. On this subject of the optimal choice of the regularization parameter for the
quasi-reversibility method for elliptic equations, see [10, [11] and the references therein.
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5.2 Error estimates for the Kohn-Vogelius method

The quasi-reversibility method proposed in the previous section regularizes the data com-
pletion problem for the Stokes system by solving approximately the first two equations
of (see the estimate in Theorem while verifying exactly the boundary conditions.
The Kohn-Vogelius method we study now is somehow a symmetric method, in the sense
that it solves exactly the equations in €2 with approximated boundary conditions. And
again, we obtain the rate of convergence of the method using the same estimates
and .

We recall that F(%S o OO\ Tops. For gy € H1/2(I‘Obs) and ¢ € H3/2(F0b5), we denote
(Vg r s Doy ) € H(Q) x HY(Q) and (vy,, pyp,) € H*(Q2) x HY(2) the respective solutions of

VAV, +Vpyy = f in Q, —vAvy, +Vpy, = [ in Q,
divwy, = 0 in £, and divwoy, = 0 in Q,
Voo, = gp on L, o(vy,,Pyp) = gn on Ly,
0(Vpy,Poy ) = @y oOn PE;LS, Vy, = Yp on Focbs.
(5.8)

We define the non-negative functional
C C
F (QON7¢D) S H1/2(Pobs) X H3/2(Fobs) = ‘,v‘PN B /vl/’D’%—I?(Q) + |U‘PN B ’quD‘%-Il(Q) €R,

where |.[giq) (i = 1,2) is the H'-seminorm. It is not difficult to verify that the two
following propositions are equivalent:

e there exists (¢, ¥p) € Hl/Q(Fg{)S) X H3/2(Focbs) such that F(en,¥p) = 0;
e there exists a (necessarily unique) solution to the data completion problem ({5.1).

Hence one could try to reconstruct the solution of problem by minimizing F'. However,
this is not a stable strategy: indeed, due to the denseness of the non-admissible data (i.e.
the data for which the problem has no solution) in L2(Q) x H3?(Tgps) X HY2(Cyps)
(see [7] or |15} section 2]|), the minimum of F' is always 0, but there are minimizing sequences
(@R, ¥p) such that

n}gnoo H((p]mv7 '('bTB)HH1/2(ngs)XH3/2(ngs) = +00.

Therefore, to regularize the problem, we add a penalization term: for € > 0, we introduce
the functional F; : H1/2(Fgos) X H3/2(F§bs) — R defined by

Fe(pn:%p) = Flen,¥p) + EH(v<PN7p<PN>H?{2(Q)XH1(Q) + gH(U’lﬁD?p’lﬁD)H%{Q(Q)XHI(Q)‘
We have the following result:

Proposition 5.5. For any (f,9p,gy) € L2(Q) x HY2(Dyps) x HY2(Tops), there exists a
unique (@, YD) € HI/Q(ngS) x H32(C ) such that

obs

F.(p5,v5) = min F, , i
IR = e AT g,y TN P

Proof. Obviously, the functional F. is continuous and strictly convex. Furthermore, it is
coercive. Indeed, suppose it is not. Then there exists a sequence (%, %) and a constant
C > 0 such that

n}i_{noo H(Sojm\h"»bgb)HHl/Q(FOCbS)XHS/Z(rng) =+oo and F(y,¥p) <C.
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This directly implies [|(vem, pem)|lm2@)xmi(@) < C and [[(ven, pyr) 2@ xm @) < C,
which directly implies ||((P?V7/’1’bg)|’H1/2(ngs)><H3/2(ngs) < C by continuity of trace and
normal derivative operators, which is a contradiction with the initial assumptions.
Therefore F. is continuous, strictly convex and coercive, which implies the result
(see [16]). O

Suppose now that the initial data completion problem admits a (necessarily unique)
solution (v, p) € H?(2) x HY(Q). Then, we have the following

Theorem 5.6. The solution (vys, , pys,) € H2(Q) x HY(Q) converges to (v,p) € H(Q) x
HY(Q) solution of the data completion problem for the Stokes problem (5.1)) when e tends
to zero, strongly in H2(Q) x H(Q).

Proof. We denote ¢ o (v, p)n|ngs and Y = Ve . By definition, we have (vesr, Ppsy) =
(Vg Pyss) = (v, p) and F(pF, ¥7) = 0. Therefore, by definition of % and 17, we have
2 2 2 2
‘U‘Pir_'vw%‘HQ(Q)+‘U‘P§V_U¢%‘Hl(ﬂ)_'_gH(U¢§v’p¢§v)“H2(Q)xH1 yFell(vys,, s, )z o) o)
< F(oy, YD) = 2¢|(v, p)”%—IQ(Q)XHl(Q)
which directly implies
2 2 2
ves, = Vs, [r2(0) T Ve — Vol ) < 2610, 2) a2 () wmr (o) (5.9)
and
2 2 2
"(U¢§V7p¢7v)”H2(Q)XH1(Q) + ||(U’¢'ED7p’l/JED)HH2(Q)XH1(Q) < 2H(vap)HHQ(Q)XH1(Q)- <5~10)
Let us consider now an arbitrary sequence of positive real numbers &, such that
mli_r)nOo em = 0. From (5.10)), we see that
def def
(v‘PnNT’p‘py\}) = (USONsm ’psaNsm) and (Uwrg’p,(/,?g) = (,v’l/}Dsm 7p’l'stm)

are bounded in H?(Q2) x H'(Q). Therefore, up to a subsequence, we have the following
weak convergences in H?(£2)

—\ —\
’U¢717)L ,v'l»bDoo ’ ’U‘PKIL U‘PNOO

and the following weak convergences in H'(£2)

pw”ﬁ prDoo’ p‘PTJ{} _\p4PNOO‘

But Equation (.9) implies directly that vy, = vy N TG with ¢ € RV, and passing to
the limit in the ﬁrst equations in each Stokes | problem of (| ., we get pyp, = Poy, T C
with ¢ € R. In particular, passing to the limit gives vy, = gp and O'(’U(PNOO ,pd,Dm)n =
o (v s P Doo)n = gy on gy by weak continuity of the trace and normal derivative
on I'gps. Therefore (v, Nt P Doo) = (v, p). Hence, we have the following weak convergences
in H*(Q)

Vym —V+C, Vpp —V

and the following weak convergences in H!(£2)

Py =Dy Doy — Pt
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Now, we see that F/(S5,9%) =0 = F(¢$ + cn, ¥ + ¢) for any ¢ € R and ¢ € RY.
Therefore, similarly has previously, we have F.(%, ¥p) < Fo(p% + cn,¥F + ¢) which
implies

||(vcpi,ap<p§v)”i[2(g)xH1(Q) + ||(v'¢1€D’p'¢JED)||%—I2(Q)XH1(Q) < ||(’U,p + C)||%—I2(Q)><H1(Q)
+ ||(’U + Cap)H%—I?(Q)XHl(Q)

directly implying that the weak convergences are actually strong convergences.
Finally, a standard argument ad absurdum ends the proof as in the end of the proof of

Theorem 5.2 O

We now prove Theorem for this penalized Kohn-Vogelius method, recalling that

def

(Ve,pe) = <U<p§\,7p1/)5D)~
Proof of Theorem[1.4 for the penalized Kohn-Vogelius method. It is not difficult to verify
that we have the a priori bounds (see (5.10]))

[ve = vz < C(v,p),  [IPe — Pl < C(v,p)

where C(v,p) and C(v,p) are constants depending only on the H?(€) x HY(Q) norm
of (v,p). Furthermore, thanks to (5.9), we see that

|o(ve, pe)n — gN||H1/2(FObS) = Ha(vcpf\,apw%)n - O-(U’I,Z’EDap’ll’ED)n”Hl/Q(Fobs)

Ve = vye [m2(0) + Ve — Vys [ (5.11)
< VeC(v,p)

where C(v, p) is another constant depending only on H?(Q) x H'(Q) norm of (v, p).

Hence, applying again estimates (1.5) and ((1.6)), we directly obtain the announced
result. O

IN

Remark 5.7. The Kohn-Vogelius functional is classically defined by F(pn,¥p) = [vp,, —
v¢D|%{1(Q) instead of F'(@n,¥p) = Vo, — ’U¢D]%IQ(Q) + |vp, — v¢D|%{1(Q). Notice that
Proposition s also wvalid for the associated functional F.. The only point where the
H2-seminorm is needed is Inequality (5.11)).
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