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Abstract. In this paper, we establish higher-order derivative estimates for the Stokes equa-
tions in a three-dimensional domain containing two closely spaced rigid inclusions. We con-
struct a sequence of auxiliary functions via an inductive process to isolate the leading singu-
lar terms of higher-order derivatives within the narrow region between the inclusions. For a
class of convex inclusions of general shapes, the construction of three-dimensional auxiliary
functions — unlike the two-dimensional case — relies on the decay properties of solutions
to a class of two-dimensional partial differential equations with singular coefficients. Taking
advantage of this, we obtain pointwise upper bounds of derivatives up to the seventh order
for general inclusions. Under additional symmetry conditions, we derive optimal estimates
for derivatives of arbitrary order. Consequently, we obtain precise blow-up rates for the
Cauchy stress and its higher-order derivatives in the narrow region between the inclusions.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we investigate higher-order derivative estimates for the solution to the Stokes
equations in three dimensions, in the presence of two adjacent rigid particles suspended in a
fluid. Let D ⊂ R3 be a smooth, bounded domain, and let D1 and D2 be two subdomains of
D whose boundaries are of class Cm+1,α, where m ≥ 1 and 0 < α < 1. We assume that D1

and D2 are separated by a distance ε and are located strictly inside D, away from the outer
boundary ∂D. More precisely, we assume

D1, D2 ⊂ D, ε := dist(D1, D2) > 0, dist(D1 ∪D2, ∂D) > κ0 > 0,

where κ0 is a constant independent of ε. We also assume that the Cm+1,α-norms of ∂D1 and
∂D2 are uniformly bounded independently of ε.

We consider the following Dirichlet problem for the Stokes system with two adjacent rigid
inclusions D1 and D2:

µ∆u = ∇p, ∇ · u = 0 in Ω := D \D1 ∪D2,

u|+ = u|−, on ∂Di, i = 1, 2,

e(u) = 0, in Di, i = 1, 2,´
∂Di

ψα · ∂u
∂ν

∣∣∣
+
ds−

´
∂Di

pψα · ν ds = 0, i = 1, 2, α = 1, 2, . . . , 6,

u = φ, on ∂D,

(1.1)
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where µ > 0 is the viscosity, e(u) := 1
2(∇u+∇uT ) is the strain tensor, and ∂u

∂ν

∣∣
+
:= µ(∇u+

∇uT )ν, with ν denoting the unit outward normal to Di for i = 1, 2. The functions {ψα} form
a basis of the six-dimensional space of rigid displacements Ψ :=

{
ψ ∈ C1(R3;R3)

∣∣ e(ψ) = 0
}
.

Specifically, the basis functions of Ψ are given by

ψα = eα, α = 1, 2, 3, where {eα, α = 1, 2, 3} is the standard basis of R3,

ψ4 = (x2,−x1, 0)
T , ψ5 = (x3, 0,−x1)

T , ψ6 = (0, x3,−x2)
T .

Throughout the paper, the subscripts ± denote the limits from the exterior and interior of the
inclusions, respectively. Since D is a bounded domain, the divergence-free condition ∇·u = 0,
together with the divergence theorem, implies that the prescribed boundary velocity φ must
satisfy the compatibility condition

´
∂D φ · ν = 0, to ensure the existence and uniqueness of a

solution. See, for instance, [27]. For a detailed treatment of the steady Stokes equations, we
refer the interested reader to the monograph by Galdi [17].

Investigating field enhancement in the narrow region between two adjacent inclusions is of
fundamental importance in both fluid mechanics and materials science. The mathematical
modeling of rigid inclusions moving in a fluid is one of the most classical and long-standing
problems in fluid dynamics, tracing back to the foundational work of Stokes [39], Kirchhoff
[24], and Jeffery [20]. Complex fluids, particularly those containing suspended particles or
inclusions, often exhibit highly intricate flow behaviors. Therefore, understanding the in-
teraction between inclusions and the surrounding fluid is crucial for practical applications
involving particulate flows [16].

In experimental regimes with very low Reynolds numbers, the fluid motion is well approx-
imated by the Stokes equations. In two dimensions, Ammari, Kang, Kim, and Yu [1] studied
stress concentration in Stokes flow with two identical disk-shaped inclusions. Since the stress
is represented by the gradient of the velocity field, they showed — using bipolar coordinates
— that the gradient blows up at the rate of ε−1/2 as the distance ε between the inclusions
vanishes. They also derived an asymptotic formula that explicitly characterizes the singular
behavior of the solution.

However, as noted in [1] and emphasized by Kang in his ICM 2022 presentation [21],
extending these results to general inclusions and higher dimensions remains a significant
challenge. In this direction, Li and Xu recently developed a pointwise iteration method to
obtain upper bounds for the gradient in the narrow gaps between inclusions with strictly
convex boundaries [32, 33]. They demonstrated that the optimal blow-up rate is ε−1/2 in
two dimensions and |ε ln ε|−1 in three dimensions for general inclusions. Furthermore, they
obtained pointwise estimates for second-order derivatives. The asymptotic formula of the
concentrated stress for general inclusions has been further explored by Li, Zhang, and Zhang
in [34].

To better understand the stress enhancement in the narrow region, it is crucial — both from
engineering and computational mathematics perspectives [29] — to investigate higher-order
derivative estimates for solutions to the Stokes equations. In the two-dimensional Stokes
flow setting, we previously extended the energy iteration technique developed in [32, 33]
and introduced a novel method for constructing a sequence of auxiliary functions [14]. This

enabled us to derive the optimal blow-up rate ε−m/2 for the m-th order derivatives of the
solution under certain symmetry conditions on the domain. For the case of general inclusions,
we also established pointwise upper bounds for higher-order derivatives.

In the two-dimensional setting, the auxiliary function was chosen as a special solution to a
first-order ordinary differential equation tailored to satisfy the necessary structural conditions.
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However, this approach cannot be directly extended to higher dimensions, as finding a suitable
solution to a first-order partial differential equation in (d − 1) variables with the required
properties is no longer feasible. Therefore, new analytical tools must be developed.

As a continuation of [14], the present paper aims to construct a sequence of appropri-
ate auxiliary functions for the three-dimensional case. These constructions are intricately
connected to the decay properties of solutions to a class of two-dimensional inhomogeneous
second-order partial differential equations with singular coefficients. We precisely quantify
the singular behavior of higher-order derivatives in the Stokes system with closely spaced
rigid inclusions in three dimensions.

This work is also partially motivated by the study of physical field enhancement between
two hard inclusions in high-contrast materials, due to its close connection with linear elas-
ticity. When two inclusions are closely spaced within a material, physical fields — such as
stress — can become arbitrarily large in the narrow gap between them. The mathematical
investigation of this phenomenon dates back to the seminal work of Babuška [4]. It is now well
established that such field blow-up occurs in both electrostatics and elastostatics. A quan-
titative understanding of this behavior is essential, as it plays a critical role in applications
such as light confinement in electrostatics and failure analysis in elastostatics.

Over the past two decades, substantial progress has been made by numerous researchers
in characterizing field enhancement. For studies related to the conductivity problem. See,
for example, [8, 3, 2, 5, 9, 22, 10, 37, 40, 15, 28]. For investigations on linear elasticity with
hard inclusions, we refer the reader to [6, 7, 23, 30, 31, 13]. For results concerning the Stokes
system or elliptic equations with general discontinuous coefficients and their applications, we
refer the reader to [38, 12, 25, 11, 26, 36, 35] and the references therein.

Before presenting our main results, we first describe the domain setup and introduce
the necessary notation. For convenience, we translate and rotate the coordinate system
so that the points P1 = (0′, ε/2) ∈ ∂D1 and P2 = (0′,−ε/2) ∈ ∂D2 satisfy dist(P1, P2) =
dist(∂D1, ∂D2) = ε. There exists a constant R > 0, independent of ε, such that the portions
of ∂D1 and ∂D2 near the origin can be represented as graphs of functions:

x3 =
ε

2
+ h1(x

′) and x3 = −ε

2
− h2(x

′) for |x′| ≤ 2R,

where we denote points in R3 by x = (x′, x3), with x′ ∈ R2. Here h1, h2 ∈ Cm+1,α(B2R(0
′)),

α ∈ (0, 1) are radial functions and satisfy the following conditions, for 2 ≤ k ≤ m+1, i = 1, 2,

− ε

2
− h2(x

′) <
ε

2
+ h1(x

′) for |x′| ≤ 2R,

h1(0
′) = h2(0

′) = 0, ∇x′h1(0
′) = ∇x′h2(0

′) = 0,

h1(x
′) + h2(x

′) =
m∑
j=1

aj |x′|j+1 +O(|x′|m+1+α) for |x′| ≤ 2R,

|hi(x′)| ≤ C|x′|2, |∇x′hi(x
′)| ≤ C|x′|, |∇k

x′hi(x
′)| ≤ C,

(1.2)

where a1 > 0 and aj , j = 2, . . . ,m, are constants. For 0 ≤ r ≤ 2R, we define the neck region
between D1 and D2 as

Ωr :=
{
(x′, x3) ∈ Ω : −ε

2
− h2(x

′) < x3 <
ε

2
+ h1(x

′), |x′| < r
}
.

The top and bottom boundaries of the neck region are denoted by Γ+
r :=

{
(x′, x3) ∈ Ω : x3 =

ε
2 + h1(x

′), |x′| < r
}
and Γ−

r :=
{
(x′, x3) ∈ Ω : x3 = − ε

2 − h2(x
′), |x′| < r

}
. Denote the
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vertical distance at x′ in the narrow region between D1 and D2 by

δ(x′) := ε+ h1(x
′) + h2(x

′), |x′| ≤ 2R.

It follows from (1.2) that 1
C (ε+ |x′|2) ≤ δ(x′) ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2). For |z′| ≤ R and s < R, set

Ωs(z
′) :=

{
(x′, x3)

∣∣− ε

2
− h2(x

′) < x3 <
ε

2
+ h1(x

′), |x′ − z′| < s
}
. (1.3)

Throughout this paper, we use C to denote a generic constant, whose value may change from
line to line. Unless otherwise specified, C depends only on κ0, κ, R, the boundary data φ,
and the upper bounds of the Cm+1,α-norms of ∂D1 and ∂D2, but is independent of the small
parameter ε.

1.1. Upper bounds of the higher derivatives. According to the standard theory for
Stokes equations, we have the following bound for m ≥ 0:

∥∇m+1u∥L∞(Ω\ΩR) + ∥∇m(p− p(z))∥L∞(Ω\ΩR) ≤ C,

for some fixed point z ∈ Ω \ ΩR. See, for instance, [17]. Our primary focus is to obtain
higher-order derivative estimates for problem (1.1) in the narrow region ΩR.

To this end, following the idea in [14] for the two-dimensional problem and instead of
solving an ordinary differential equation, we construct a sequence of divergence-free auxiliary
functions which are, however, directly connected to the following inhomogeneous elliptic
partial differential equation in two dimensions:

LU := ∆x′U(x′) +
3

ε+ h(x′)
∇x′h(x′) · ∇x′U(x′) = F(x′) in B2R(0

′) (1.4)

with given F(x′), where h(x′) is a positive function satisfying the third line in (1.2). In our
setting, we will later take h(x′) = h1(x

′) + h2(x
′).

If F(x′) is radial, i.e., F(x′) = f(|x′|), then a special solution to (1.4) can be obtained
directly by ordinary differential equation theory — similar to the approach for the two-
dimensional Stokes problem in [14]. However, when F(x′) is not radial — even for example,
F(x′) = f(|x′|)x1 — an explicit form of U(x′) is generally not be easily obtained. Instead to
find a special solution to (1.4), we establish the following estimates.

Proposition 1.1. Suppose that F is smooth. Let U ∈ Cm+1(B2R(0
′)) be a solution to (1.4).

If

|∇l
x′F(x′)| ≤ C(ε+ h(x′))γ−

l
2 for 0 ≤ l ≤ m, x′ ∈ B2R(0

′) (1.5)

for some constants C, then for −3 ≤ γ < −1, we have

|∇l
x′U(x′)| ≤ C(ε+ h(x′))γ−

l
2
+1 for 0 ≤ l ≤ m+ 1, x′ ∈ B2R(0

′). (1.6)

Here, we conjecture that (1.6) remains valid even when γ ≥ −1 and in all dimensions.
With the aid of Proposition 1.1, we are able to derive higher-order derivative estimates
for the solution to (1.1) — up to the seventh order — for inclusions of various shapes, by
constructing appropriate auxiliary functions.

Theorem 1.2. Let D1, D2, D, and Ω be defined as above. Let u ∈ H1(D;R3)∩Cm+1(Ω̄;R3)
and p ∈ L2(D) ∩ Cm(Ω̄) be the solution to (1.1), with φ ∈ Cm+1,α(∂D;R3), for an integer
m ≥ 0 and 0 < α < 1. Then, for sufficiently small 0 < ε < 1/2 and x = (x′, x3) ∈ ΩR, we
have the following estimates:

(i) |∇u(x)| ≤ C(1 + | ln ε||x′|)
| ln ε|δ(x′)

, |p(x)− p(z′, 0)| ≤ C

| ln ε|δ(x′)3/2
+C for x ∈ ΩR, (1.7)
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for some fixed point (z′, 0) ∈ ΩR with |z′| = R/2; and
(ii) for 1 ≤ m ≤ 6,

|∇m+1u(x)|+ |∇mp(x)| ≤ C

| ln ε|
δ(x′)−

m+3
2 + Cδ(x′)−

m+1
2 for x ∈ ΩR. (1.8)

The core of the proof for Theorem 1.2 involves constructing a sequence of auxiliary func-
tions to establish pointwise higher-order derivative estimates for solutions (uα

i , p
α
i ) to the

following boundary value problem with narrow region
µ∆uα

i = ∇pαi , ∇ · uα
i = 0 in Ω,

uα
i = ψα on ∂Di,

uα
i = 0 on ∂Dj ∪ ∂D, j ̸= i,

for α = 1, 2, . . . , 6, i = 1, 2. (1.9)

We use (u1
1, p

1
1) as an example to illustrate our method. As mentioned previously, we

construct auxiliary functions satisfying (1.4) to suppress the growth of the inhomogeneous
term near the origin, thereby isolating the singularities in higher-order derivatives of the
solution in the narrow region.

First, we choose a divergence-free function v1
1 such that v1

1 = u1
1 on ∂Ω and a suitable p̄1.

The difference w := u1
1 − v1

1 and q := p11 − p̄1 then satisfy the zero boundary value problem{
−µ∆w +∇q = f11 , ∇ ·w = 0 in Ω,

w = 0 on ∂Ω,
(1.10)

where f11 := µ∆v1
1−∇p̄1. By Proposition A.1, if |f11 | ≤ Cδ(x′)−1 in the narrow region Ω2R, it

follows that |∇u1
1| ≤ |∇v1

1|+C. To achieve this, recalling that ψ1 = (1, 0, 0)T , we first define
the auxiliary function

ṽ1
1 = ψ1

(
k(x) +

1

2

)
, where k(x) =

x3 − 1
2(h1 − h2)(x

′)

δ(x′)
in Ω2R,

for h1(x
′) and h2(x

′) satisfying (1.2). It is easy to check that k(x) + 1
2 = 1 on Γ+

2R and

k(x) + 1
2 = 0 on Γ−

2R, and so ṽ1
1 = u1

1 on Γ±
2R, but it fails to satisfy ∇ · ṽ1

1 = 0, since

∇ · ṽ1
1 = ∂x1k(x) ̸= 0. We therefore need to introduce a correction term

v̂1
1 =

(
F1(x

′), G1(x
′), H1(x)

)T (
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
in Ω2R,

vanishing on Γ+
2R (using k(x)2 − 1

4 = 0 onΓ+
2R ∪ Γ−

2R) and ensuring ∇ · (ṽ1
1 + v̂1

1) = 0. A
sufficient condition is that F1(x

′), G1(x
′), and H1(x) satisfy

∂x1F1(x
′) + ∂x2G1(x

′) +
∂x1δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
F1(x

′) +
∂x2δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
G1(x

′) = −3∂x1(h1 − h2)(x
′)

δ(x′)
(1.11)

and

H1(x) = ∂x1(h1 − h2)(x
′)k(x) +

1

2
∂x1(h1 + h2)(x

′)− δ(x′)
(
F1(x)∂x1k(x)−G1(x)∂x2k(x)

)
.

See (3.6) and (3.7) below. This construction results in ∂x3x3(v̂
1
1)

(1) and ∂x3x3(v̂
1
1)

(2) being
the leading terms in µ∆(ṽ1

1 + v̂1
1), exhibiting a higher order δ(x′)−2 singularity. To reduce

this singularity, we introduce p̂1(x) = p̂1(x
′) to cancel these terms, namely,

∂x1 p̂1(x
′) = µ∂x3x3(v

1
1)

(1) =
2µF (x′)

δ(x′)2
, ∂x2 p̂1(x

′) = µ∂x3x3(v
1
1)

(2) =
2µG(x′)

δ(x′)2
. (1.12)
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Thus, substituting (1.12) into (1.11) yields

∆x′ p̂1(x
′) +

3

δ(x′)
∇x′δ(x′) · ∇x′ p̂1(x

′) = −6µ∂x1(h1 − h2)(x
′)

δ(x′)3
:= F1(x

′).

By Proposition 1.1, p̂1(x
′) satisfies (1.4) with h = h1+h2 and γ = −5

2 , ensuring the existence

of auxiliary functions v1
1 and p̂11 with desired estimates. Then, the leading term in µ∆v1

1−∇p̂1
only appears in the third term, µ∂x3x3(v

1
1)

(3), which is a polynomial in x3. Thus, by choosing
a polynomial p̃1 in x3, we eliminate this term, guaranteeing |f11 | ≤ Cδ(x′)−1, and thus by
Proposition A.1, |∇u1

1| ≤ |∇v1
1|+ C.

To estimate the second-order derivatives ∇2u1
1, we further construct auxiliary functions

(v2
1, p̄2) to reduce the upper bounds of the inhomogeneous term in (1.10). We divide v2

1 into
two parts, v2

1 = ṽ2
1 + v̂2

1. The first part, ṽ2
1, cancels the leading term of f11 , while the second

part, v̂2
1, ensures ∇ · v2

1 = 0. Both parts vanish on Γ±
2R. From the first step, we know that

the leading terms in f11 are (f11 )
(1) and (f11 )

(2). Therefore, we choose ṽ2
1 such that

∂x3x3(ṽ
2
1)

(i) = (f11 )
(i), i = 1, 2.

Since (f11 )
(i) is expressible as a polynomial in x3, (ṽ

2
1)

(i) can be solved explicitly. See (3.24)

and (3.26) below. If we simply set (ṽ2
1)

(3) = 0 such that ∇ · ṽ2
1 = R(x′, x3), for some explicit

function R(x′, x3), then it is challenging to find a suitable v̂2
1 satisfying ∇ · v̂2

1 = −R(x′, x3)

in this case. Here, a key idea is to first design (ṽ2
1)

(3) such that ∇ · ṽ2
1 = R(x′), independent

of x3. Then we construct v̂2
1 in the form

v̂2
1 = (F2(x

′), G2(x
′), H2(x))

T
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
in Ω2R,

with ∇ · v̂2
1 = −R(x′). Here, we take

H2(x) = −2δ(x′)R(x′)k(x)− δ(x′)∂x1k(x)F2(x
′)− δ(x′)∂x2k(x)G2(x

′)

and

∂x1F2(x
′) + ∂x2G2(x

′) +
∂x1δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
F2(x

′) +
∂x2δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
G2(x

′) = 6R(x′).

See (3.32) and (3.33) below.
Analogous to the first step, the functions F2(x

′) and G2(x
′) introduce new singularities in

f21 . To cancel these leading singularities, we choose p̂2 such that

∂x1 p̂2 =
2µF2(x

′)

δ(x′)2
, ∂x2 p̂2 =

2µG2(x
′)

δ(x′)2
.

Then

∆x′ p̂2 +
3

δ(x′)
∇x′δ(x′) · ∇x′ p̂2 =

12µR(x′)

δ(x′)2
:= F2(x

′).

One can see that p̂2(x
′) satisfies (1.4) with h = h1 + h1 and γ = −3

2 . Hence, by virtue of

Proposition 1.1, there exist auxiliary functions v2
1 and p̂2 with desired decays. We choose

p̃2 as a polynomial in x3 to eliminate the singularity in the third term; see (3.40) below.
Therefore, |f21 | = |µ∆(v1

1 +v2
1)−∇(p̄1 + p̄2)| ≤ C, which implies |∇2u1

1| ≤ |∇2(v1
1 +v2

1)|+C
by Proposition A.1.

However, we cannot further proceed this procedure for the third and higher order deriva-
tives, as it remains unclear whether Proposition 1.1 holds for γ ≥ −1. Therefore, it is no
longer possible to find a solution to (1.4) to construct an auxiliary divergence-free function
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v3
1. Instead, we introduce a non-divergence-free v3

1 and pressure p̄3 (see (3.47), (3.50), and
(3.57)) such that∣∣∣∇m+1(v1

1 + v2
1 + v3

1)
∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∇m(p̄1 + p̄2 + p̄3)

∣∣∣ ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+3

2 , m ≥ 1, (1.13)

and∥∥∥∇m+1(u1
1−

3∑
i=1

vi
1)
∥∥∥
L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x

′))
+
∥∥∥∇m(p11−

3∑
i=1

p̄i)
∥∥∥
L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x

′))
≤ Cδ(x′)

3
2
−m. (1.14)

By comparing the decay orders on the right-hand sides (1.13) and (1.14), we observe that when
m ≥ 7, the orders of δ(x′), m− 3

2 > m+3
2 . This means the estimates can no longer capture the

leading behavior of ∇8u1
1 and ∇7p11. Therefore, we can only establish the derivative estimates

up to seventh-order for the general inclusion case.
For derivatives of order 8 or higher, we obtain a comparatively larger upper bound:

|∇m+1u1
1(x)|+ |∇mp11(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)

3
2
−m, m ≥ 7, for x ∈ ΩR.

An open question is whether (1.6) holds for γ ≥ 1. If confirmed, iterative application of our
method would extend (1.8) to all m ≥ 1. The detailed proofs are carried out component-
wise for the decomposition, and the construction process is performed separately for each
component (uα

i , p
α
i ) in Sections 3, 4, and 5, and Theorem 1.2 is then proved in Section 6.

However, by incorporating symmetry assumptions on both the domain and boundary data,
we can directly obtain the optimal estimates. Specifically, we assume that D1 ∪ D2 and D
are symmetric about the coordinate axes, the boundary data satisfy φ(−x) = −φ(x), and
h1(x

′) = h2(x
′) = 1

2h(x
′) in Ω2R. This setting clearly includes the most important case in

practical applications, where D1 and D2 are two balls of equal radius.

Theorem 1.3. Let D1, D2, D, and Ω be defined as above. Let u ∈ H1(D;R3)∩Cm+1(Ω̄;R3)
and p ∈ L2(D) ∩ Cm(Ω̄) be the solution to (1.1), where φ ∈ Cm+1,α(∂D;R3) for an integer
m ≥ 0 and 0 < α < 1, and φ(−x) = −φ(x). Then, for sufficiently small 0 < ε < 1/2 and
x = (x′, x3) ∈ ΩR, the following estimates hold:

(i) |∇u(x)| ≤ C

| ln ε|δ(x′)
+C, |p(x)−p(z′, 0)| ≤ Cε

δ(x′)2
+C for (z′, 0) ∈ ΩR with |z′| = R/2;

and

(ii) |∇m+1u(x)|+ |∇mp(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+2

2 + C for m ≥ 1.

As a consequence, for the Cauchy stress tensor σ[u, p] = 2µe(u)− pI, where I is the identity
matrix, we have ∣∣∇mσ[u, p− p(z′, 0)]

∣∣ ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+2

2 + C.

Remark 1.4. We would like to point out that our method works well in higher dimensions
d ≥ 4. The construction of the auxiliary functions is associated with the decaying solutions
of (d− 1)-dimensional partial differential equations (1.4) and the method we utilize to prove
Proposition 1.1 is valid for any d ≥ 3.

1.2. Lower bounds of the higher derivatives. We will establish a lower bound for
|∇m+1u(x)| that exhibits the same blow-up rate as stated in Theorem 1.3, thereby con-
firming the optimality of the derived rates. This result is obtained under the assumption
that D1 ∪D2 and D are symmetric with respect to the xi-axis for i = 1, 2, 3, and that both
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h1(x
′) and h2(x

′) are quadratic functions. Specifically, we set h1(x
′) = h2(x

′) = 1
2 |x

′|2 for
|x′| ≤ 2R. We define a linear continuous functional of φ:

b̃∗αj [φ] :=

ˆ
∂D0

j

ψα · σ[u∗, p∗]ν, α = 1, 2, . . . , 6, j = 1, 2,

where (u∗, p∗) verifies
µ∆u∗ = ∇p∗, ∇ · u∗ = 0 in Ω0,

u∗ =
∑6

α=1C
α
∗ ψα on ∂D0

1 ∪ ∂D0
2,´

∂D0
1
ψα · σ[u∗, p∗]ν +

´
∂D0

2
ψα · σ[u∗, p∗]ν = 0, α = 1, 2, . . . , 6,

u∗ = φ on ∂D,

where D0
1 := {x ∈ R3

∣∣ x+P1 ∈ D1}, D0
2 := {x ∈ R3

∣∣ x+P2 ∈ D2} and Ω0 := D \D0
1 ∪D0

2.

Theorem 1.5. Let D1, D2 ⊂ D be defined as above and let u ∈ H1(D;R3) ∩ Cm(Ω̄;R3) be

the solution to (1.1). Suppose that there exists a φ such that φ(−x) = −φ(x) and b̃∗11 [φ],

b̃∗31 [φ] ̸= 0. Then for m ≥ 1 and sufficiently small 0 < ε < 1/2, there exists a small constant
r > 0 which may depend on m, such that

|∂x3u
(1)(r

√
ε, 0, 0)| ≥ C|b̃∗11 [φ]|

| ln ε|
ε−1, |∇m−1

x′ ∂2
x3
(u)(1)(r

√
ε, 0, 0)| ≥ C|b̃∗31 [φ]|ε−

m+2
2 . (1.15)

Consequently, ∣∣∇m−1
x′ ∂x3σ[u, p]

∣∣(r√ε, 0, 0) ≥ C|b̃∗31 [φ]|ε−
m+2

2 .

Remark 1.6. The upper bound of σ[u, p−p(z′, 0)], as established in Theorem 1.3, is of order
1
ε . This blow-up rate is considered optimal, as it satisfies∣∣σ[u, p− p(z′, 0)]

∣∣(0′, x3) ≥ 1

Cε
,

as shown in [33, Theorem 4.6].
The optimality of the gradient estimates in (1.7) is confirmed by the lower-bound (1.15)

with m = 0. The optimality of the higher-order derivative bounds in Theorem 1.3 is estab-
lished through Theorem 1.5. However, for arbitrary convex functions h1(x

′) and h2(x
′), the

optimality of the high-order derivative estimates in Theorem 1.2 remains unclear. It is spec-
ulated that the asymmetry h1(x

′) ̸= h2(x
′) could lead to additional singularities, as observed

in the two-dimensional case [14].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we first present a general Wm,∞

estimate for Stokes equations with partially zero boundary conditions in a narrow region. The
proof, given in the Appendix, is based on the Wm,p estimates and a modified version of the
energy method. Specifically, for an auxiliary function pair (v, p̄) satisfying the same boundary
conditions as (u, p) on Γ±

2R, with ∇ ·v = g(x) in Ω2R for an explicit function g(x), we reduce
the local estimates of the differences |∇m+1(u−v)| and |∇m(p− p̄)| to controlling the right-
hand side terms f := µ∆v(x) − ∇p̄(x) and g(x). Proposition 1.1 is proven in Subsection
2.2. In Section 3, we consider the Stokes system with prescribed Dirichlet boundary data
ψα on ∂D1 and ∂D2, for α = 1, 2 (see (1.9) below). We demonstrate that if h1(x

′) = h2(x
′),

then the non-homogeneous term in equation (1.4) becomes radial. We then establish m-
order derivative estimates for any m by constructing a sequence of divergence-free auxiliary
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functions vm
α and corresponding p̄m in Ω2R. This construction ensures that the quantity∣∣∣m+1∑

l=1

(µ∆vl
α −∇p̄l)(x)

∣∣∣
satisfies the required pointwise upper bound in Ω2R, as stated in Proposition 2.1. However, in
cases where h1(x

′) ̸= h2(x
′), we are only able to construct three pairs of auxiliary functions

(vl
α, p̄l), l = 1, 2, 3, by utilizing Proposition 1.1. This allows us to accurately capture the

leading terms of the high-order derivative of equation (1.1) up to the seventh order. For
derivatives of order eight or higher, we are only able to provide relatively coarse upper bounds.
In Sections 4 and 5, we investigate the estimates of high-order derivatives for specific Dirichlet
boundary data ψα on ∂D1 and ∂D2, where α = 3, 4, 5, 6, respectively. Finally, in Section 6,
we prove Theorems 1.2, 1.3, and 1.5, based on the estimates established in Sections 3, 4, and
5.

2. Preliminary results

In this section, we present high-order derivatives for a class of homogeneous Stokes equa-
tions and prove Proposition 1.1. Let D be a domain in Rd, d ≥ 2, with two closely disjoint
subdomains D1 and D2, and denote Ω = D \ D1 ∪D2. We consider the following Stokes
equations: 

−µ∆u+∇p = 0 in Ω,

∇ · u = 0 in Ω,

u = φ on ∂Ω,

(2.1)

with given smooth boundary data φ satisfying
´
∂Ωφ · ν = 0. The existence and uniqueness

of the solution to (2.1) are well known. By standard regularity theory, we have

∥u∥Cm+1(Ω\ΩR) + ∥p∥Cm(Ω\ΩR) ≤ C.

We only need to estimate the high-order derivatives of (2.1) in the narrow region Ω2R.
Our approach involves constructing a series of different auxiliary functions to capture the

singular behavior of the derivatives of any order of the solution to (2.1). Let (v, p̄) be a
known function pair that satisfies v = u = g on Γ+

2R ∪ Γ−
2R and ∇ · v = g(x) in Ω2R, with

∥v∥Cm+1(Ω\ΩR) + ∥p̄∥Cm(Ω\ΩR) ≤ C.

Define the difference between (u, p) and (v, p̄) as

w := u− v and q := p− p̄.

Then, (w, q) satisfies the following boundary value problem for the nonhomogeneous Stokes
equations in the narrow region:

−µ∆w +∇q = f in Ω2R,

∇ ·w = −g in Ω2R,

w = 0 on Γ+
2R ∪ Γ−

2R,

(2.2)

where f := µ∆v −∇p̄ and g = ∇ · v. We have the following higher derivative estimates for
(2.2).
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2.1. Estimates for Stokes equations with non-zero divergence in the narrow re-
gion.

Proposition 2.1. Let w ∈ H1(Ω 3
2
R)∩L∞(Ω2R \ΩR) and p ∈ L∞(Ω2R \ΩR) be the solution

to (2.2). For any m ≥ 1, if

|∇kf(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−k, ∀ 0 ≤ k ≤ m, l ≥ −3

2
for x = (x′, xd) ∈ Ω2R,

and

|∇kg(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)α−k, ∀ 0 ≤ k ≤ m+ 1, α ≥ −1

2
for x = (x′, xd) ∈ Ω2R,

then it holds that

∥∇w∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′)) ≤ Cδ(z′)l+1 + Cδ(z′)α, z = (z′, zd) ∈ ΩR,

and for z = (z′, zd) ∈ ΩR,

∥∇m+1w∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′)) + ∥∇mq∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z

′)) ≤ Cδ(z′)l+1−m + Cδ(z′)α−m,

where Ωs(z
′) is defined in (1.3).

The proof can be found in the Appendix. It can be deduced from Proposition 2.1 that
in order to obtain higher derivative estimates of u and p in ΩR, it is sufficient to construct
suitable auxiliary functions v and p̄ in the region Ω2R, such that f and g and their derivatives
have appropriate upper bounds. This is the central idea of the paper and the main challenge
also lies here. In the construction process of auxiliary divergence-free functions, Proposition
1.1 plays an important role.

2.2. Proof of Proposition 1.1. In this subsection, we give the proof of Proposition 1.1. To
this end, the following lemma is needed.

Lemma 2.2. For any α ∈ R, there exists a universal constant Cα, such that

∥(ε+ h)α∥
L∞

(
B 1

Cα

√
ε+h(x′0)

(x′
0)
) ≤ Cα(ε+ h(x′0))

α, x′0 ∈ B2R(0
′). (2.3)

In particular, there exists a constant C := C−1/2 such that∥∥∥∇x′h

ε+ h

∥∥∥
L∞

(
B 1

C

√
ε+h(x′0)

(x′
0)
) ≤ C(ε+ h(x′0))

− 1
2 , i = 1, 2, x′0 ∈ B2R(0

′). (2.4)

Proof of Lemma 2.2. It follows from the third line in (1.2) that 1
C |x

′|2 ≤ h(x′) ≤ C|x′|2, thus
we only need to prove (2.3) for h(x′) = |x′|2. For any x′ ∈ B√

ε+h(x′
0)
(x′0), if α ≥ 0, by a

direct calculation, we have

(ε+ h(x′))α ≤ C
(
ε+

(
|x′0|+

√
ε+ |x′0|2

)2)α
≤ C(ε+ h(x′0))

α.

Thus, (2.3) holds for α ≥ 0. If α < 0, we divide the proof into two cases.
Case 1: if |x′0| ≤

√
ε, for any x′ ∈ B√

ε+h(x′
0)
(x′0), we have

(ε+ h(x′))α ≤ εα ≤ 2−α(ε+ |x′0|2)α ≤ C(ε+ h(x′0))
α.
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Case 2: if |x′0| >
√
ε, there exists a small enough r < 1

4 such that
∣∣|x′0|− r

√
ε+ h(x′0)

∣∣ > 0,
for any x′ ∈ B

r
√

ε+h(x′
0)
(x′0), we have

(ε+ h(x′))α ≤
(
ε+ |x′0|2 + r2(ε+ h(x′0))− 2r|x′0|

√
ε+ h(x′0)

)α

≤ C
(
ε+ (1− 2

√
2r)|x′0|2

)α
≤ C(ε+ h(x′0))

α.

We thus complete the proof. □

The following well-known iteration lemma is needed for our proof, which is from e.g. [19,
Chapter V, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 2.3. Let f(t) be a nonnegative bounded function defined in [τ0, τ1], τ0 ≥ 0. Suppose
that for τ0 ≤ t < s ≤ τ1, we have

f(t) ≤ [A(s− t)−a +B] + θf(s),

where A,B, a, θ are nonnegative constants with 0 ≤ θ < 1. Then for allτ0 ≤ ρ < R ≤ τ1 there
holds

f(ρ) ≤ c [A(R− ρ)−a +B],

where c is a constant depending on a and θ.

With Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3 at hand, we now prove Proposition 1.1.

Proof of Proposition 1.1. Let U1 := U1(r) and U2 := U2(r), r = |x′|, be the solution to the
following equation

LU1 = C(ε+ h(x′))γ , LU2 = −C(ε+ h(x′))γ in B2R(0
′). (2.5)

The boundary condition will be determined later. By (1.4), we rewrite (2.5) as

U′′
1+

(1
r
+
3δ(r)′

δ(r)

)
U′

1 = C(ε+h(r))γ , U′′
2+

(1
r
+
3δ(r)′

δ(r)

)
U′

2 = −C(ε+h(r))γ in B2R(0
′). (2.6)

We first prove (1.6) for l = 0. By (2.6), we choose U1 and U2 in the following form,

U1(x
′) = −C

ˆ 2R

r

1

s(ε+ h(s))3

ˆ s

0
(ε+ h(t))γ+3t dt ds = −U2(x

′).

Adirect calculation gives∣∣∣ˆ 2R

r

1

s(ε+ h(s))3

ˆ s

0
(ε+ h(t))γ+3t dt ds

∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣ˆ 2R

r
(ε+ h(s))γs ds

∣∣∣ ≤ C(ε+ h(x′))γ+1,

which implies
|U1|, |U2| ≤ C(ε+ h(x′))γ+1 in B2R(0

′). (2.7)

Let U be the solution to (1.4) such that U(x′) = 0, |x′| = 2R. Notice that U1(2R) =
U2(2R) = 0, by comparison principle and (2.7), we have

|U(x′)| ≤ max{|U1|, |U2|} ≤ C(ε+ h(x′))γ+1 for x ∈ B2R(0
′). (2.8)

For l = 1, we rewrite (1.4) as

∆U = − 3

ε+ h(x′)
∇x′h(x′)∇x′U(x′) +F(x′) := F (x′) in B2R(0

′). (2.9)

For any y′ = (y1, y2) ∈ B2R(0
′), we denote the cube centered at y′ with radius d as follows

Qd(y
′) = {(x1, x2) : |x1 − y1| < d, |x2 − y2| < d}.
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By gradient estimate for the Possion equation (see, for instance, [18, (3.15)]), we have

|∇x′U(y′)| ≤ 4

d
sup

∂Qd(y′)
|U|+ d sup

Qd(y′)
|F |, y′ ∈ B2R(0

′). (2.10)

For any fixed pointx′0 ∈ B2R(0
′), 0 < t < s ≤ 1

2(Ca+Ca+1+C) < 1, assume |∇x′U| attains its

maximum supQ
t
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0)
|∇x′U| at z′0 ∈ Q

t
√

ε+h(x′
0)
(x′0) ⊂ Q

s
√

ε+h(x′
0)
(x′0). By using (2.9)

and (2.10) with d = s−t
10

√
ε+ h(x′0), we obtain

sup
Q

t
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0)

|∇x′U| = |∇x′U(z′0)|

≤ 40

(s− t)
√

ε+ h(x′0)
sup

∂Q s−t
10

√
ε+h(x′0)

(z′0)
|U|+

(s− t)
√
ε+ h(x′0)

10
sup

Q s−t
10

√
ε+h(x′0)

(z′0)
|F |

≤ 40

(s− t)
√

ε+ h(x′0)
sup

Q
s
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0)

|U|+
(s− t)

√
ε+ h(x′0)

10
sup

Q
s
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0)

|F |

≤ 40

(s− t)
√

ε+ h(x′0)
sup

Q
s
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0)

|U|+
3(s− t)

√
ε+ h(x′0)

10

∥∥∥∇x′h

ε+ h

∥∥∥
L∞(Q

s
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0))

· sup
Q

s
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0)

|∇x′U|+
(s− t)

√
ε+ h(x′0)

10
sup

Q
s
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0)

|F|. (2.11)

By (1.5), (2.8), and Lemma 2.2, we have

sup
Q

s
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0)

|U| ≤ ∥(ε+ h)γ+1∥L∞(Q
s
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0))
≤ C(ε+ h(x′0))

γ+1 (2.12)

and

sup
Q

s
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0)

|F| ≤ ∥(ε+ h)γ∥L∞(Q
s
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0))
≤ C(ε+ h(x′0))

γ . (2.13)

It follows from (2.4), (2.11), (2.12), and (2.13) that

sup
Q

t
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0)

|∇x′U| ≤ 3

5
sup

Q
s
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0)

|∇x′U|+ C

s− t
(ε+ h(x′0))

γ+ 1
2 .

By Lemma 2.3, for any 0 < t < s ≤ 1
2(Ca+Ca+1+C) , there holds

sup
Q

t
√

ε+h(x′0)
(x′

0)

|∇x′U| ≤ C(ε+ h(x′0))
γ+ 1

2

s− t
,

which implies

|∇x′U(x′0)| ≤ C(ε+ h(x′0))
γ+ 1

2 for x′0 ∈ B2R(0
′).

For l ≥ 2, continuing to differentiate both side of equation (1.4) and repeating the previous
process, we can obtain (1.6). We thus complete the proof. □
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At the end of this section, we rewrite

ψ1 =

1
0
0

 , ψ2 =

0
1
0

 , ψ3 =

0
0
1

 , ψ4 =

 x2
−x1
0

 , ψ5 =

 x3
0

−x1

 , ψ6 =

 0
x3
−x2

 .

Let (uα
1 , p

α
1 ), α = 1, 2, . . . , 6, be the solution to (1.9). In the next three sections, we establish

the higher derivative estimates of the solutions by applying Proposition 2.1. For each (uα
1 , p̄

α
1 ),

we will construct a series of auxiliary function pairs (vl
α, p̄l), l = 1, 2, . . . ,m + 1, such that

the quantity
∣∣∣∑m+1

l=1 (µ∆vl
α − ∇p̄l)(x)

∣∣∣ satisfies a suitable upper bound in Ω2R, as required

by Proposition A.1. As mentioned before, we will use the modified Keller-type function
k(x) ∈ Cm+1(R3) to construct (vl

α, p̄l),

k(x) =
x3 − 1

2(h1 − h2)(x
′)

δ(x′)
in Ω2R, (2.14)

which satisfy k(x) + 1
2 = 1 on Γ+

2R, k(x) +
1
2 = 0 on Γ−

2R, and k(x)2 − 1
4 = 0 on Γ+

2R ∪ Γ−
2R. A

direct calculation shows that

∂xik(x) = −∂xi(h1 − h2)(x
′)

2δ(x′)
− ∂xi(h1 + h2)(x

′)

δ(x′)
k(x), ∂x3k(x) =

1

δ(x′)
in Ω2R. (2.15)

3. Estimates for (uα
1 , p

α
1 ), α = 1, 2

In this section, we will establish high-order derivative estimates for the solution to equation
(1.9) with ψ1 and ψ2 on the boundary ∂D1 by utilizing Proposition 2.1. For general domains
D1 and D2, we construct auxiliary functions to accurately represent the leading terms up to
the seventh-order derivatives. However, for eighth- and higher-order derivatives, we are only
able to obtain an upper bound, as Proposition 1.1 is not applicable when γ ≥ −1.

Proposition 3.1. Under the same assumption as in Theorem 1.2, let uα
1 and pα1 be the

solution to (1.9) with α = 1, 2. Then for sufficiently small 0 < ε < 1/2, we have

(i) |∇uα
1 (x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−1, |pα1 (x)− pα1 (z

′, 0)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−
3
2 in ΩR

for some point z = (z′, 0) ∈ ΩR with |z′| = R/2; and
(ii) for high-order derivatives, we have

|∇m+1uα
1 (x)|+ |∇mpα1 (x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−

m+3
2 for m ≤ 6,

|∇m+1uα
1 (x)|+ |∇mpα1 (x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)

3
2
−m for m ≥ 7

in ΩR.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. We only prove the case when α = 1 for instance, since the other case
is the same. We will construct a series of auxiliary function pairs (vl

1(x), p̄l(x)), l = 1, 2, 3 with
appropriate pointwise upper bound estimates in Ω2R. Unlike the two-dimensional case [14],

these functions are not explicit. However, we prove that ∇m+1
∑m+1

l=1 vl
1 and ∇m

∑m+1
l=1 p̄l

capture the leading terms in ∇m+1u1
1 and ∇mp11 for m ≤ 6, respectively.

3.1. Gradient estimates. In order to apply Proposition A.1 to derive the estimates of ∇u1
1,

we first construct a divergence-free function v1
1 satisfying v1

1 = u1
1 = ψ1 on Γ+

2R, v
1
1 = u1

1 = 0

on Γ−
2R, and suitable p̄1 such that

|µ∆v1
1 −∇p̄1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1. (3.1)

Then, their difference
w := u1

1 − v1
1 and q := p11 − p̄1
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satisfy the following boundary value problem in the narrow region
−µ∆w +∇q = f11 in Ω2R,

∇ ·w = 0 in Ω2R,

w = 0 on Γ+
2R ∪ Γ−

2R,

where

f11 := µ∆v1
1 −∇p̄1. (3.2)

By Proposition A.1, we have |∇u1
1| ≤ |∇v1

1|+ C.
Step I.1. Construction of v1

1 and p̄1 and their estimates. We use the Keller-type
function (2.14) to construct an auxiliary function v1

1 in the following form:

v1
1 = ψ1

(
k(x) +

1

2

)
+

F (x)
G(x)
H(x)

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
in Ω2R, (3.3)

where F (x), G(x), and H(x) are to be determined in the following way. By a direct calcula-
tion, we have

∂x1(v
1
1)

(1) = ∂x1F (x)
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
+ 2F (x)k(x)∂x1k(x) + ∂x1k(x),

∂x2(v
1
1)

(2) = ∂x2G(x)
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
+ 2G(x)k(x)∂x2k(x),

∂x3(v
1
1)

(3) = ∂x3H(x)
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
+

2k(x)

δ(x′)
H(x).

(3.4)

In order to achieve ∇ · v1
1 = 0 in Ω2R, we set

1

4
(∂x1F + ∂x2G+ ∂x3H)(x) = −∂x1(h1 − h2)(x

′)

2δ(x′)
. (3.5)

By (3.4) and (3.5), we have

− 2∂x1(h1 − h2)(x
′)

δ(x′)

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
+
(
2F (x)∂x1k(x) + 2G(x)∂x2k(x)

)
k(x) + ∂x1k(x)

+
2k(x)

δ(x′)
H(x) = 0.

By using (2.15), we derive

H(x) = ∂x1(h1−h2)(x
′)k(x)+

1

2
∂x1(h1+h2)(x

′)− δ(x′)
(
F (x)∂x1k(x)−G(x)∂x2k(x)

)
. (3.6)

Combining this with (3.5) and using (2.15) again, we see that F (x) and G(x) satisfy the
following first-order partial differential equation:

∂x1F (x) + ∂x2G(x) +
∂x1δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
F (x) +

∂x2δ(x
′)

δ(x′)
G(x)

− δ(x′)
(
∂x1k(x)∂x3F (x)− ∂x2k(x)∂x3G(x)

)
= −3∂x1(h1 − h2)(x

′)

δ(x′)
.

In particular, if we assume F (x) = F (x′) and G(x) = G(x′), then we have

∂x1F (x′) + ∂x2G(x′) +
∂x1δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
F (x′) +

∂x2δ(x
′)

δ(x′)
G(x′) = −3∂x1(h1 − h2)(x

′)

δ(x′)
. (3.7)
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In order to cancel the leading terms in µ∆v1
1 and derive (3.1), we first choose p̂1(x) = p̂1(x

′)
so that

∂x1 p̂1(x
′) = µ∂x3x3(v

1
1)

(1) =
2µF (x′)

δ(x′)2
, ∂x2 p̂1(x

′) = µ∂x3x3(v
1
1)

(2) =
2µG(x′)

δ(x′)2
. (3.8)

Substituting (3.8) into (3.7), we derive

∆x′ p̂1(x
′) +

3

δ(x′)
∇x′δ(x′)∇x′ p̂1(x

′) = −6µ∂x1(h1 − h2)(x
′)

δ(x′)3
:= F1(x

′). (3.9)

By (1.2), we have

|F1(x
′)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

5
2 .

Similarly,

|∇s
x′F1(x

′)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
5+s
2 , 1 ≤ s ≤ m.

By Proposition 1.1 with γ = −5
2 , there exists p̂1 which satisfies (3.9), with the following

estimates

|p̂1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
3
2 , |∇k

x′ p̂1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
3+k
2 , ∂x3 p̂1 = 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ m+ 1. (3.10)

Then, by (3.8), we have

F (x′) =
δ(x′)2

2µ
∂x1 p̂1(x

′), G(x′) =
δ(x′)2

2µ
∂x2 p̂1(x

′), (3.11)

and by (1.2) and (3.10), we get for 0 ≤ k ≤ m+ 1,

|∇k
x′F |, |∇k

x′G| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
k
2 , ∂x3F = ∂x3G = 0. (3.12)

For H(x), by (1.2), (2.14), (3.6), and (3.12), one can see that H(x) has the following form

H(x) = H1(x
′)x3 +H2(x

′), (3.13)

with the estimates for k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′H1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

1+k
2 , |∇k

x′H2| ≤ Cδ(x′)
1−k
2 . (3.14)

Thus, we obtain

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
H| ≤ Cδ(x′)

1
2
−s− k

2 , s ≤ 1, ∂2
x3
H = 0. (3.15)

Hence, by (3.3), (3.12), and (3.15), we have, for k ≥ 1 and i = 1, 2,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(v1

1)
(i)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

k
2
−s for s ≤ 2, ∂s

x3
(v1

1)
(i) = 0 for s ≥ 3,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(v1

1)
(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)

1
2
− k

2
−s for s ≤ 3, ∂s

x3
(v1

1)
(3) = 0 for s ≥ 4.

(3.16)

In addition, it follows from (3.3), (3.8), and (3.16) that the leading term in µ∆v1
1 − ∇p̂1 is

µ∂x3x3(v
1
1)

(3), which is of order δ(x′)−
3
2 . To further cancel out this leading term, we choose

p̃1 =
3µH1(x

′)

δ(x′)2
x23 + 2µ

H2(x
′)− (h1 − h2)H1(x

′)

δ(x′)2
x3 in Ω2R, (3.17)

so that

∂x3 p̃1 = µ∂x3x3(v
1
1)

(3). (3.18)

Moreover, by (3.14) and (3.17), we have, for k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
p̃1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

1+k
2

−s, s ≤ 2, ∂3
x3
p̃1 = 0. (3.19)
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Let p̄1 = p̂1 + p̃1. Combining (3.10), (3.16), and (3.19), we have, for m ≥ 1,

|∇v1
1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1, |∇m+1v1

1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+3

2 ,

|p̄1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
3
2 , |∇mp̄1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+3
2 .

(3.20)

Step I.2. Estimates of f11 . By virtue of (3.2), (3.8), and (3.18), we have, for i = 1, 2,

(f11 )
(i) = µ∆x′(v1

1)
(i) − ∂xi p̃1, (f11 )

(3) = µ∆x′(v1
1)

(3) in Ω2R.

By (3.3), (3.11), and (3.13), we notice that (v1
1)

(i) is a quadratic polynomial in x3, while

(v1
1)

(3) is a cubic polynomial in x3. Therefore, by (3.16) and (3.19), we can rewrite f11 as
polynomials in x3:

(f11 )
(b) = Sb

21(x
′)x23 + Sb

11(x
′)x3 + Sb

01(x
′), b = 1, 2,

(f11 )
(3) = G31(x

′)x33 +G21(x
′)x23 +G11(x

′)x3 +G01(x
′),

(3.21)

where for any s ≥ 0, k = 0, 1, 2 and j = 0, 1, 2, 3,

|∇s
x′Sb

k1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−k− s+2
2 , |∇s

x′Gj1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−j− s+1
2 . (3.22)

Then, it is immediate from (3.21) and (3.22) that

|(f11 )(1)|, |(f11 )(2)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1, |(f11 )(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1/2. (3.23)

Hence,

|f11 | ≤ C(|(f11 )(1)|+ |(f11 )(2)|+ |(f11 )(3)|) ≤ Cδ(x′)−1 in Ω2R.

By Proposition A.1, we obtain ∥∇u1
1−∇v1

1∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x
′)) ≤ C for x ∈ ΩR. Thus, combining

this with (3.20) yields

|∇u1
1(x)| ≤ C|∇v1

1(x)|+ C ≤ Cδ(x′)−1 in ΩR.

Thus, Proposition 3.1 holds true for m = 0.

3.2. Second-order derivatives estimates. In order to derive second-order derivative es-
timates for the solutions of (1.9), we construct new auxiliary functions to further reduce the
upper bounds of the non-homogeneous term.

Step II.1. Construction of v2
1, p̄2 and their estimates. By (3.23), one can derive that

the leading terms in f11 are (f11 )
(1) and (f11 )

(2). To cancel these leading terms, we construct a
divergence-free function

v2
1 =

(
(v2

1)
(1)(x), (v2

1)
(2)(x), (v2

1)
(3)(x)

)T

satisfying

(v2
1)

(b)(x) =
( 2∑

i=0

F i
b2(x

′)xi3 + F̃b2(x
′)
)(

k(x)2 − 1

4

)
, b = 1, 2, (3.24)

and

(v2
1)

(3)(x) =
( 3∑

i=0

F i
32(x

′)xi3 + F̃32(x)
)(

k(x)2 − 1

4

)
.

We emphasize that F i
b2(x

′), i = 0, 1, 2, are chosen to cancel out the leading terms in f11 in
the following way

µ∂x3x3

( 2∑
i=0

F i
b2(x

′)xi3

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

))
= −(f11 )

(b), b = 1, 2. (3.25)
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By comparing the coefficients of each term of x3, we obtain

F 2
b2(x

′) = −δ(x′)2

12µ
Sb
21(x

′), F 1
b2(x

′) = −δ(x′)2

6µ
Sb
11(x

′) + (h1 − h2)(x
′)F 2

b2(x
′),

F 0
b2(x

′) = −δ(x′)2

2µ
Sb
01(x

′) + (h1 − h2)(x
′)F 1

b2(x
′) +

1

4
(ε+ 2h1(x

′))(ε+ 2h2(x
′))F 2

b2(x
′).

To ensure ∇ · v2
1 = 0, we first take F i

32, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, so that

∇ ·


(∑2

i=0 F
i
12(x

′)xi3

)(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)(∑2
i=0 F

i
22(x

′)xi3

)(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)(∑3
i=0 F

i
32(x

′)xi3

)(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
 := R(x′)

is the 0-th order term in the polynomial of x3. By comparing the coefficients of each term of
x3, we have

F 3
32(x

′) = − δ(x′)2

5

2∑
i=1

∂xi

(F 2
i2(x

′)

δ(x′)2

)
,

F 2
32(x

′) = − δ(x′)2

4

2∑
i=1

∂xi

(F 1
i2(x

′)− (h1 − h2)(x
′)F 2

i2(x
′)

δ(x′)2

)
+ (h1 − h2)(x

′)F 3
32(x

′),

F 1
32(x

′) = − δ(x′)2

3

2∑
i=1

∂xi

(F 0
i2(x

′)

δ(x′)2
− (h1 − h2)(x

′)F 1
i2(x

′)

δ(x′)2
− (ε+ 2h1)(ε+ 2h2)

4δ(x′)2
F 2
i2(x

′)
)

(3.26)

+
1

4
(ε+ 2h1(x

′))(ε+ 2h2(x
′))F 3

32(x
′) + (h1 − h2)(x

′)F 2
32(x

′),

F 0
32(x

′) =
δ(x′)2

2

2∑
i=1

∂xi

((h1 − h2)(x
′)F 0

i2(x
′)

δ(x′)2
+

(ε+ 2h1)(ε+ 2h2)

4δ(x′)2
F 1
i2(x

′)
)

+
1

4
(ε+ 2h1(x

′))(ε+ 2h2(x
′))F 2

32(x
′) + (h1 − h2)F

1
32(x

′),

and

R(x′) = −
2∑

i=1

∂xi

((ε+ 2h1(x
′))(ε+ 2h2(x

′))

4δ(x′)2
F 0
i2(x

′)
)

− (ε+ 2h1(x
′))(ε+ 2h2(x

′))

4δ(x′)2
F 1
32(x

′)− h1 − h2
δ(x′)2

F 0
32(x

′).

(3.27)

By (3.22), (3.26), and (3.27), we have for k ≥ 0 and i = 0, 1, 2,

|∇k
x′F i

b2| ≤ Cδ(x′)1−i− k
2 , b = 1, 2, |∇k

x′F i
32| ≤ Cδ(x′)

3
2
−i− k

2 ,

|∇k
x′F 3

32| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
3
2
− k

2 , |∇k
x′R| ≤ Cδ(x′)

1
2
− k

2 .
(3.28)

Finally, we choose F̃12(x
′), F̃22(x

′), and F̃32(x) such that

∇ ·

F̃12(x
′)
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
F̃22(x

′)
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
F̃32(x)

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
 = −R(x′), (3.29)



18 H.J. DONG, H.G. LI, H.J. TENG, AND P.H. ZHANG

so that ∇ · v2
1 = 0. By a direct calculation, (3.29) is equivalent to(

∂x1F̃12(x
′) + ∂x2F̃22(x

′) + ∂x3F̃32(x)
)(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
+

2k(x)

δ(x′)
F̃32(x)

+ 2
(
F̃12(x

′)∂x1k(x) + F̃22(x
′)∂x2k(x)

)
k(x) = −R(x′). (3.30)

To determine F̃12(x
′) and F̃22(x), we set

∂x1F̃12(x
′) + ∂x2F̃22(x

′) + ∂x3F̃32(x) = 4R(x′). (3.31)

It follows from (3.30) and (3.31) that

F̃32(x) = −2δ(x′)R(x′)k(x)− δ(x′)∂x1k(x)F̃12(x
′)− δ(x′)∂x2k(x)F̃22(x

′). (3.32)

By (2.15), (3.31), and (3.32), we have

∂x1F̃12(x
′) + ∂x2F̃22(x

′) +
∂x1δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
F̃12(x

′) +
∂x2δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
F̃22(x

′) = 6R(x′). (3.33)

Similar to the argument that led to (3.8), we select p̂2(x
′) such that

∂x1 p̂2 =
2µF̃12(x

′)

δ(x′)2
, ∂x2 p̂2 =

2µF̃22(x
′)

δ(x′)2
. (3.34)

Substituting (3.34) into (3.33) yields

∆x′ p̂2 +
3

δ(x′)
∇x′δ(x′)∇x′ p̂2 =

12µR(x′)

δ(x′)2
:= F2(x

′). (3.35)

By (3.28), we have

|∇s
x′F2(x

′)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
3+s
2 , 0 ≤ s ≤ m.

By using Proposition 1.1 with γ = −3
2 , there exists p̂2 that satisfies (3.35) and for any

0 ≤ l ≤ m+ 1,

|∇l
x′ p̂2| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

1
2
− l

2 . (3.36)

Combining (3.32), (3.34) and (3.36), we have, for any k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′F̃b2| ≤ Cδ(x′)1−

k
2 , b = 1, 2, |∇k

x′F̃32| ≤ Cδ(x′)
3
2
− k

2 . (3.37)

By (3.21), (3.25), and (3.34), a calculation gives

f11 + µ∆v2
1 −∇p̂2 =

 µ∆x′(v2
1)

(1)

µ∆x′(v2
1)

(2)

(f11 )
(3) + µ∆(v2

1)
(3)

 =

 ∑4
i=0H

1
i2(x

′)xi3∑4
i=0H

2
i2(x

′)xi3∑5
i=0Gi2(x

′)xi3 +
∑3

i=0 S̃i2(x
′)xi3

 ,

(3.38)

where
∑5

i=0Gi2(x
′)xi3 = µ∆x′(v2

1)
(3) and

∑3
i=0 S̃i2(x

′)xi3 = (f11 )
(3) + µ∂x3x3(v

2
1)

(3). By (1.2),
(3.28), (3.36) and (3.37), we obtain, for k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′Hb

i2| ≤ Cδ(x′)−i− k
2 , b = 1, 2, |∇k

x′Gi2| ≤ δ(x′)
1
2
−i− k

2 , |∇k
x′S̃i2| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

1
2
−i− k

2 . (3.39)

Then from (3.38) and (3.39), we have

|∆x′(v2
1)

(b)| ≤ C, b = 1, 2, |∆x′(v2
1)

(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)
1
2 ,

|(f11 )(3) + µ∂x3x3(v
2
1)

(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
1
2 .
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Notice that the leading term in f11 + µ∆v2
1 −∇p̂2 is

∑3
i=0 S̃i2(x

′)xi3. Thus, to further reduce
the upper bound of the inhomogeneous term, we choose

p̃2 =

3∑
i=0

S̃i2(x
′)

i+ 1
xi+1
3 in Ω2R, (3.40)

such that ∂x3 p̃2 =
∑3

i=0 S̃i2(x
′)xi3.

Step II.2. Estimates of f21 . Let p̄2 := p̂2 + p̃2 and f21 := f11 + µ∆v2
1 − ∇p̄2. By (3.38)

and (3.40), we can write f21 as polynomials in x3:

(f21 )
(b) =

4∑
i=1

(
Hb

i2 −
1

i
∂xb

S̃(i−1)2

)
(x′)xi3 +Hb

02(x
′) :=

4∑
i=0

Sb
i2(x

′)xi3, b = 1, 2,

(f21 )
(3) =

5∑
i=0

Gi2(x
′)xi3,

where Sb
i2(x

′) = Hb
i2(x

′)− 1
i ∂xb

S̃(i−1)2(x
′), 1 ≤ i ≤ 4, and Sb

02(x
′) = Hb

02(x
′). In view of (3.39),

we have for k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′Sb

i2| ≤ Cδ(x′)−i− k
2 , |∇k

x′Gi2| ≤ Cδ(x′)
1
2
−i− k

2 . (3.41)

It is immediate that |(f21 )(1)|+ |(f21 )(2)| ≤ C and |(f21 )(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)
1
2 . Thus, we have

|f21 | ≤ |(f21 )(1)|+ |(f21 )(2)|+ |(f21 )(3)| ≤ C. (3.42)

Step II.3. Estimates of p11(x),∇p11(x), and ∇2u1
1(x). By using (3.24), (3.28), (3.36),

(3.37), and (3.40), a calculation gives for k ≥ 0 and b = 1, 2,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(v2

1)
(b)| ≤ δ(x′)1−s− k

2 for s ≤ 4, ∂s
x3
(v2

1)
(b) = 0 for s ≥ 5,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(v2

1)
(3)| ≤ δ(x′)

3
2
−s− k

2 for s ≤ 5, ∂s
x3
(v2

1)
(3) = 0 for s ≥ 6,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
p̃2| ≤ Cδ(x′)

1
2
−s− k

2 for 0 ≤ s ≤ 4,

∂s
x3
p̃2 = 0 for s ≥ 5, |∇k

x′ p̂2| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
1
2
− k

2 .

(3.43)

By (3.42) and Proposition A.1, it holds that

∥∇2(u1
1 − (v1

1 + v2
1))∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x

′)) + ∥∇(p11 − p̄1 − p̄2)∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x
′)) ≤ C. (3.44)

By (3.43), we obtain

|∇m+1v2
1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+3
2 for m ≥ 3, |∇m+1v2

1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−m for 0 ≤ m ≤ 2,

|∇mp̄2| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+3

2 for m ≥ 5, |∇p̄2| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1,

|∇mp̄2| ≤ Cδ(x1)
1
2
−m for 2 ≤ m ≤ 4, |p̄2| ≤ Cδ(x1)

− 1
2 .

(3.45)

It follows from (3.20) and (3.45) that for x ∈ ΩR,

|∇2(v1
1(x) + v2

1(x))|+ |∇(p̄1(x) + p̄2(x))| ≤ Cδ(x′)−2. (3.46)

By (3.44) and (3.46), we have for x ∈ ΩR,

|∇2u1
1(x)|+ |∇p11(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−2 in ΩR.

For the estimates of p11(x), by the mean value theorem, (3.20), (3.44), and (3.45), we have

|p11(x)− p11(z
′, 0)| ≤ |p11 − p̄1 − p̄2 − (p11 − p̄1 − p̄2)(z

′, 0)|+ |p̄1 + p̄2|+ C
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≤C∥∇(p11 − p̄1 − p̄2)∥L∞(ΩR) + |p̄1 + p̄2|+ C ≤ Cδ(x′)−3/2

for a fixed point (z′, 0) ∈ ΩR with |z′| = R/2.

3.3. High-order derivatives estimates. Next, we inductively derive the estimates of∇m+1u1
1

and ∇mp11 based on Propositions 2.1 and A.1. Denote

f j1 := f j−1
1 (x) + µ∆vj

1(x)−∇p̄j(x) =

j∑
l=1

(µ∆vl
1 −∇p̄l)(x) for 2 ≤ j ≤ m+ 1.

To use Proposition A.1 to derive higher derivative estimates, we successively construct aux-
iliary functions to make the non-homogeneous term as small as possible. To cancel out the
singularity of (f21 )

(b), b = 1, 2, we choose v3
1(x) satisfying

(v3
1(x))

(b) =
( 4∑

i=0

F i
b3(x

′)xi3

)(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
, b = 1, 2, (3.47)

where

F i
b3(x

′) = − δ(x′)2Sb
i2(x

′)

µ(i+ 1)(i+ 2)
+ (h1 − h2)(x

′)F i+1
b3 (x′) +

1

4
(ε+ 2h1)(ε+ 2h2)F

i+2
b3 (x′), (3.48)

such that

µ∂x3x3(v
3
1)

(b) = −(f21 )
(b), b = 1, 2. (3.49)

Here we use the convention that F i
b3(x

′) ≡ 0 if i /∈ {0, . . . , 4} and F i
33 = 0 if i /∈ {0, . . . , 5}.

We note that once F i
b3, i = 0, 1, . . . , 4 is determined, in general, there does not exist F i

33,
i = 0, 1, . . . , 5 such that ∇ · v3

1 = 0. By comparing the coefficients of the polynomial of x3,
we take

(v3
1)

(3) =
5∑

i=0

F i
33(x

′)xi3
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
, (3.50)

where

F i
33(x

′) = (h1 − h2)(x
′)F i+1

33 (x′) +
1

4
(ε+ 2h1(x

′))(ε+ 2h2(x
′))F i+2

33 (x′)

− δ(x′)2

i+ 2

2∑
j=1

∂xj

(
δ(x′)−2

(
F i−1
13 (x′)− (h1 − h2)F

i
13(x

′)− 1

4
(ε+ 2h1)(ε+ 2h2)F

i+1
i3 (x′)

))
,

(3.51)
such that ∇ · v3

1 = R(x′), where

R(x′) = −
2∑

i=1

∂xi

((ε+ 2h1(x
′))(ε+ 2h2(x

′))

4δ(x′)2
F 0
i3(x

′)
)

− (ε+ 2h1(x
′))(ε+ 2h2(x

′))

4δ(x′)2
F 1
33(x

′)− h1(x
′)− h2(x

′)

δ(x′)2
F 0
33(x

′).

(3.52)

By (1.2), (3.41), (3.48), (3.51), and (3.52), we have for k ≥ 0, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, and b = 1, 2,

|∇k
x′F i

b3| ≤ Cδ(x′)2−i− k
2 , |∇k

x′F i
32| ≤ Cδ(x′)

5
2
−i− k

2 , |∇k
x′F 5

32| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
5
2
− k

2 , (3.53)

and

|∇k
x′R| ≤ Cδ(x′)

3
2
− k

2 . (3.54)
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From (3.47), (3.49), and (3.50), a calculation gives

f21 + µ∆v3
1 =

 µ∆x′(v3
1)

(1)

µ∆x′(v3
1)

(2)

(f21 )
(3) + µ∆(v3

1)
(3)

 =

 ∑6
i=0H

1
i3(x

′)xi3∑6
i=0H

2
i3(x

′)xi3∑7
i=0Gi3(x

′)xi3 +
∑5

i=0 S̃i3(x
′)xi3

 , (3.55)

where
7∑

i=0

Gi3(x
′)xi3 = µ∆x′(v3

1)
(3) and

5∑
i=0

S̃i2(x
′)xi3 = (f21 )

(3) + µ∂x3x3(v
3
1)

(3).

By (3.53) and (3.54), we obtain for k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′Hb

i3| ≤ Cδ(x′)1−i− k
2 , b = 1, 2, |∇k

x′Gi2| ≤ δ(x′)
3
2
−i− k

2 , |∇k
x′S̃i3| ≤ Cδ(x′)

1
2
−i− k

2 . (3.56)

By (3.55) and (3.56), we derive, for b = 1, 2,

|∆x′(v3
1)

(b)| ≤ Cδ(x′), |∆x′(v3
1)

(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)
3
2 , |(f21 )(3) + µ∂x3x3(v

3
1)

(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)
1
2 .

Thus the leading term in f21 + µ∆v3
1 is

∑5
i=0 S̃i3(x

′)xi3. To cancel this leading term, we take

p̄3 =

5∑
i=0

S̃i3(x
′)

i+ 1
xi+1
3 in Ω2R, (3.57)

such that ∂x3 p̄3 =
∑5

i=0 S̃i3(x
′)xi3.

From (3.55) and (3.57), we can write f31 as polynomials in x3:

(f31 )
(b) =

6∑
i=1

(
Hi3 −

1

i
∂xb

S̃(i−1)3

)
(x′)xi3 +H03(x

′) :=
6∑

i=0

Sb
i3(x

′)xi3, b = 1, 2,

(f31 )
(3) =

7∑
i=0

Gi3(x
′)xi3,

where Sb
i3(x

′) = Hi3(x
′)− 1

i ∂xb
S̃(i−1)3(x

′), 1 ≤ i ≤ 6, and Sb
03(x

′) = H03(x
′). In view of (3.56),

we have for k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′Sb

i3| ≤ Cδ(x′)1−i− k
2 , |∇k

x′Gi3| ≤ Cδ(x′)
3
2
−i− k

2 .

Thus, we have

|(f31 )(b)| ≤ Cδ(x′), b = 1, 2, |(f31 )(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)
3
2 ,

and
|f31 | ≤ |(f31 )(1)|+ |(f31 )(2)|+ |(f31 )(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′). (3.58)

By using (3.47), (3.50), (3.53), (3.56), and (3.57), a calculation gives for k ≥ 0 and b = 1, 2,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(v3

1)
(b)| ≤ δ(x′)2−s− k

2 for s ≤ 6, ∂s
x3
(v3

1)
(b) = 0 for s ≥ 7,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(v3

1)
(3)| ≤ δ(x′)

5
2
−s− k

2 for s ≤ 7, ∂s
x3
(v3

1)
(3) = 0 for s ≥ 8,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
p̄3| ≤ Cδ(x′)

3
2
−s− k

2 for 0 ≤ s ≤ 6, ∂s
x3
p̄3 = 0 for s ≥ 7.

(3.59)

Denote v3 = v1
1+v2

1+v3
1, p̄

3 = p̄1+p̄2+p̄3. Recall that∇·v3 = R(x′) with |R(x′)| ≤ Cδ(x′)3/2.
By virtue of (3.58) and Proposition 2.1, we have for any m ≥ 1,

∥∇m+1(u1
1 − v3)∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x

′)) + ∥∇m(p11 − p̄3)∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x
′))

≤ C(δ(x′)2−m + δ(x′)
3
2
−m) ≤ Cδ(x′)

3
2
−m. (3.60)
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By (3.59), we summarize

|∇m+1v3
1| ≤ Cδ(x′)1−m for 0 ≤ m ≤ 4, |∇m+1v3

1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+3

2 for m ≥ 5,

|∇mp̄3| ≤ Cδ(x′)
3
2
−m for 0 ≤ m ≤ 6, |∇mp̄3| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+3
2 for m ≥ 7.

(3.61)

By (3.20), (3.45), and (3.61), we have

|∇m+1v3|+ |∇mp̄3| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+3

2 . (3.62)

It follows from (3.60) and (3.62) that for m ≥ 1,

|∇m+1u1
1|+ |∇mp11| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+3
2 + δ(x′)

3
2
−m,

which implies that in ΩR,

|∇m+1u1
1|+ |∇mp11| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+3
2 for m ≤ 6,

|∇m+1u1
1|+ |∇mp11| ≤ Cδ(x′)

3
2
−m for m ≥ 7.

This completes the proof of Proposition 3.1. □

Remark 3.2. We would like to emphasize that, unlike in [14] for the two-dimensional case,
Proposition 1.1 is essential for studying three or higher-dimensional problems. For example,

F (x′) = −3(h1−h2)(x′)
δ(x′) and G(x′) = 0 is the solution of (3.7), but it is hard to find an p̄1 such

that |µ∆v1
1 −∇p̄1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1.

4. Estimates for (u3
1, p

3
1)

In this section, we derive higher-order derivatives of u3
1 and p31 using the method outlined

in Proposition 3.1. We reduce the construction of auxiliary functions to studying a class of
ordinary differential equations, thereby fully capture the singular behavior of ∇m+1u3

1 and
∇mp31.

Proposition 4.1. Under the same assumption as in Theorem 1.2, let u3
1 and p31 be the

solution to (1.9) with α = 3. Then for sufficiently small 0 < ε < 1/2, we have

(i) |∇u3
1(x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−

3
2 , |p31(x)− p31(z

′, 0)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−2, x ∈ ΩR,

for some point z = (z′, 0) ∈ ΩR, |z′| = R/2; and
(ii) for any m ≥ 1,

|∇m+1u3
1(x)|+ |∇mp31(x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−

m+4
2 , x ∈ ΩR.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.1. To show the main
idea more clearly, we divide the proof into three steps.

4.1. Gradient estimate. In order to establish the gradient estimate of u3
1, we first con-

struct a divergence-free auxiliary function v1
3 which satisfies the boundary condition v1

3(x) =
u3
1(x) = ψ3 on Γ+

2R, v
1
3(x) = u3

1(x) = 0 on Γ−
2R, and a corresponding p̄1, such that

|µ∆v1
3 −∇p̄1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1.

However, ψ3 = (0, 0, 1)T introduce in a higher singularity than ψ1 = (1, 0, 0)T and ψ2 =
(0, 1, 0)T . We divide the process into two steps to construct

v1
2 := ṽ1

2 + v̂1
2 and p̄1 := p̃1 + p̂1.
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Step I.1. Construction of ṽ1
3 and p̃1. We begin by constructing an auxiliary function

ṽ1
3 that satisfies the boundary conditions ṽ1

3(x) = u3
1(x) = ψ3 on Γ+

2R and ṽ1
3(x) = u3

1(x) = 0

on Γ−
2R. The construction process of ṽ1

3(x) is similar to that of v1
1(x) in Proposition 3.1, with

some minor modifications. Specifically, we assume that ṽ1
3(x) takes the following form:

ṽ1
3(x) =

 0
0

k(x) + 1
2

+

F (x)
G(x)
H(x)

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
in Ω2R,

where k(x) =
x3− 1

2
(h1−h2)(x′)

δ(x′) is defined in (2.14). By a direct calculation, we have

∂x1(ṽ
1
3)

(1) = ∂x1F (x)
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
+ 2F (x)k(x)∂x1k(x),

∂x2(ṽ
1
3)

(2) = ∂x2G(x)
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
+ 2G(x)k(x)∂x2k(x),

∂x3(ṽ
1
3)

(3) =
1

δ(x′)
+ ∂x3H(x)

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
+

2k(x)

δ(x′)
H(x).

(4.1)

To determine F (x), G(x), and H(x), instead of (3.5), we set

1

4
(∂x1F + ∂x2G+ ∂x3H)(x) =

1

δ(x′)
. (4.2)

By using (4.1), (4.2), and the divergence-free condition ∇ · v = 0, we obtain

H(x) = −2k(x)− F (x)δ(x′)∂x1k(x)−G(x)δ(x′)∂x2k(x). (4.3)

By (4.2) and (4.3), we conclude that F (x) and G(x) satisfy the following first-order differ-
ential equation:

∂x1F (x) + ∂x2G(x) +
∂x1δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
F (x) +

∂x2δ(x
′)

δ(x′)
G(x)

− δ(x′)
(
∂x1k(x)∂x3F (x) + ∂x2k(x)∂x3G(x)

)
=

6

δ(x′)
.

(4.4)

We assume F (x) = F (x′) and G(x) = G(x′). Then (4.4) becomes

∂x1F (x) + ∂x2G(x) +
∂x1δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
F (x) +

∂x2δ(x
′)

δ(x′)
G(x) =

6

δ(x′)
. (4.5)

Similar to (3.8) and (3.9), we choose p̃11(x
′) such that

∂x1 p̃
1
1(x

′) =
2µF (x′)

δ(x′)2
, ∂x2 p̃

1
1(x

′) =
2µG(x′)

δ(x′)2
. (4.6)

Substituting (4.6) into (4.5) yields

∆x′ p̃11(x
′) +

3∂x1δ(x
′)

δ(x′)
∂x1 p̃

1
1(x

′) +
3∂x2δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
∂x2 p̃

1
1(x

′) =
12µ

δ(x′)3
. (4.7)

We rewrite (4.7) as

p̃11(r)
′′ +

(3δ′(r)
δ(r)

+
1

r

)
p̃11(r)

′ =
12µ

δ(r)3
. (4.8)

Then

p̃11(x
′) = −6µ

ˆ R

r

s

δ(s)3
ds (4.9)
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is a particular solution, which is a radial function. By (4.6), we have

F (x′) =
δ(x′)2

2µ
∂x1 p̃

1
1 =

3x1
δ(x′)

, G(x′) =
δ(x′)2

2µ
∂x2 p̃

1
1 =

3x2
δ(x′)

. (4.10)

Substituting them into (4.3), we have

H(x) = −2k(x)− 3x1∂x1k(x)− 3x2∂x2k(x) = −2k(x)− 3r∂rk(x),

which is radial about x′. Therefore, we have

ṽ1
3(x) =

 0
0

k(x) + 1
2

+


3x1
δ(x′)
3x2
δ(x′)

−2k(x)− 3x1∂x1k(x)− 3x2∂x2k(x)

(
k(x)2− 1

4

)
in Ω2R, (4.11)

which satisfies the divergence-free condition condition ∇ · ṽ1
3 = 0 in Ω2R.

By (1.2) and a direct calculation, we get

|∇x′(ṽ1
3)

(i)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1, |∂x3(ṽ
1
3)

(i)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−3/2, i = 1, 2,

|∇x′(ṽ1
3)

(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1/2, |∂x3(ṽ
1
3)

(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1,

and for any k ≥ 1, and i = 1, 2,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(ṽ1

3)
(i)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

1+k
2

−s for 0 ≤ s ≤ 2, ∂s
x3
(ṽ1

3)
(i) = 0 for s ≥ 3,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(ṽ1

3)
(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

k
2
−s for 0 ≤ s ≤ 3, ∂s

x3
(ṽ1

3)
(3) = 0 for s ≥ 4.

(4.12)

By (4.12), one can see that the leading term in ∆(ṽ1
3)

(3) is ∂x3x3(ṽ
1
3)

(3). To further cancel
this leading term, we take

p̃1(x) := p̃11(x
′) + µ∂x3

(
H(x)

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

))
= p̃11(x

′) + µ∂x3(ṽ
1
3)

(3) − µ

δ(x′)
. (4.13)

By (4.11) and the definition of k(x), we see that (ṽ1
3)

(i), i = 1, 2, is a quadratic polynomial

in x3, while (ṽ1
3)

(3) is a cubic polynomial in x3. By (4.6), (4.10), (4.11), (4.12), and (4.13), a
direct calculation gives

µ∆ṽ1
3 −∇p̃1

= µ


∆x′(ṽ1

3)
(1) − ∂x1x3(ṽ

1
3)

(3) + ∂x1
1

δ(x′)

∆x′(ṽ1
3)

(2) − ∂x2x3(ṽ
1
3)

(3) + ∂x2
1

δ(x′)

∆x′(ṽ1
3)

(3)

 :=


A1(x

′)x23 +B1(x
′)x3 + C1(x

′)

A2(x
′)x23 +B2(x

′)x3 + C2(x
′)

Â(x′)x33 + B̂(x′)x23 + Ĉ(x′)x3 + D̂(x′)

 ,

(4.14)

where for 0 ≤ s ≤ m, in Ω2R,

|∇s
x′Ai| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

7+s
2 , |∇s

x′Bi| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
5+s
2 , |∇s

x′Ci| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
3+s
2 , i = 1, 2,

|∇s
x′Â| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

8+s
2 , |∇s

x′B̂| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
6+s
2 ,

|∇s
x′Ĉ| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

4+s
2 , |∇s

x′D̂| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
2+s
2 .

(4.15)

Recalling the definition of ṽ1
3 in (4.11), by (4.14), a direct calculation shows, for i = 1, 2,

Ai = xiA(r), Bi = xiB(r), Ci = xiC(r), (4.16)
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for some radial functions A(r), B(r), and C(r). By using (4.14) and (4.15), we have

|(µ∆ṽ1
3 −∇p̃1)

(i)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−3/2, i = 1, 2, |(µ∆ṽ1
3 −∇p̃1)

(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1. (4.17)

Thus, we have |µ∆ṽ1
3 −∇p̃1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−3/2.

However, this bound is too large to apply Proposition 2.1. Therefore, in order to fully
capture the singularity in ∇u3

1, we need to introduce additional divergence-free correctors to

reduce the upper bound, δ(x′)−3/2.
Step I.2. Construction of v̂1

3 and p̂1. It follows from (4.17) that the leading terms in

µ∆ṽ1
3 −∇p̃1 are (µ∆ṽ1

3 −∇p̃1)
(i), i = 1, 2. To cancel out them, similar to the process of Step

II in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we choose the corrector v̂1
3 in the following form in Ω2R:

v̂1
3(x) =


F 2
11(x

′)x23 + F 1
11(x

′)x3 + F 0
11(x

′) + F̃11(x
′)

F 2
21(x

′)x23 + F 1
21(x

′)x3 + F 0
21(x

′) + F̃21(x
′)

F 3
31(x

′)x33 + F 2
31(x

′)x23 + F 1
31(x

′)x3 + F 0
31(x

′) + F̃31(x)

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)

:=

F11(x) + F̃11(x
′)

F21(x) + F̃21(x
′)

F31(x) + F̃31(x)

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
. (4.18)

We first construct F11(x), F21(x), and F31(x). Here F11(x) and F21(x) are chosen to cancel

out (µ∆ṽ1
3 −∇p̃1)

(i), i = 1, 2, in the following way,

µ∂x3x3

(
Fi1

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

))
= −(µ∆ṽ1

3 −∇p̃1)
(i), i = 1, 2. (4.19)

By comparing the coefficients of each term of x3, we obtain

F 2
i1(x

′) = −δ(x′)2

12µ
Ai(x

′), F 1
i1(x

′) = −δ(x′)2

6µ
Bi(x

′) + (h1 − h2)F
2
i1(x

′),

F 0
i1(x

′) = −δ(x′)2

2µ
Ci(x

′) + (h1 − h2)F
1
i1(x

′) +
1

4
(ε+ 2h1(x

′))(ε+ 2h2(x
′))F 2

i1(x
′), i = 1, 2.

Combining this and (4.16), we have, for j = 0, 1, 2,

F j
i1(x

′) = xiF
j(r) (4.20)

for some radial functions F j(r). We further take

F 3
31(x

′) = −δ(x′)2

5

2∑
i=1

∂xi

(F 2
i1(x

′)

δ(x′)2

)
,

F 2
31(x

′) =
δ(x′)2

4

2∑
i=1

∂xi

((h1 − h2)(x
′)F 2

i1(x
′)− F 1

i1(x
′)

δ(x′)2

)
+ (h1 − h2)(x

′)F 3
31(x

′),

F 1
31(x

′) =
δ(x′)2

3

( 2∑
i=1

∂xi

((h1 − h2)(x
′)F 1

i1(x
′)− F 0

i1(x
′)

δ(x′)2

)
+

2∑
i=1

∂xi

((ε+ 2h1(x
′))(ε+ 2h2(x

′))

4δ(x′)2
F 2
i1(x

′)
)
+ (h1 − h2)(x

′)F 2
31(x

′)

+
1

4
(ε+ 2h1(x

′))(ε+ 2h2(x
′))F 3

31(x
′),
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F 0
31(x

′) =
δ(x′)2

2

2∑
i=1

(
∂xi

((h1 − h2)(x
′)F 0

i1(x
′)

δ(x′)2

)
+ ∂xi

((ε+ 2h1(x
′))(ε+ 2h2(x

′))

4δ(x′)2
F 1
i1(x

′)
))

+ (h1 − h2)(x
′)F 1

31(x
′) +

1

4
(ε+ 2h1(x

′))(ε+ 2h2(x
′))F 2

31(x
′),

satisfying

∇ ·

F11

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
F21

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
F31

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
 := R(x′),

where

R(x′) = −h1 − h2
δ(x′)2

F 0
31(x

′)−
2∑

i=1

∂xi

((ε+ 2h1)(ε+ 2h2)

4δ(x′)2
F 0
i1(x

′)
)
− (ε+ 2h1)(ε+ 2h2)

4δ(x′)2
F 1
31(x

′)

is independent of x3. It follows from (4.20) that F j
31(x

′) = F j
31(r). Recalling the definition of

Fi1, i = 1, 2, by using (4.20) again, we have ∂x1F11+∂x2F21 is a radial function. Hence R(x′)
is radial. By using (1.2) and (4.15), we have, for k ≥ 0, i = 0, 1, 2, and j = 0, 1, 2, 3,

|∇k
x′F i

11|, |∇k
x′F i

21| ≤ Cδ(x′)
1
2
−i− k

2 , |∇k
x′F

j
31| ≤ Cδ(x′)1−j− k

2 , |∇k
x′R| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

k
2 . (4.21)

To ensure ∇ · v̂1
3 = 0, we now choose F̃11(x

′), F̃21(x
′), and F̃31(x) such that

∇ ·

F̃11(x
′)
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
F̃21(x

′)
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
F̃31(x)

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
 = −R(x′). (4.22)

After a direct calculation, (4.22) becomes

∂x1F̃11

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
+ ∂x2F̃21

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
+ 2k(x)∂x1k(x

′)F̃11(x
′)

+ 2k(x′)∂x2k(x)F̃21(x
′) + ∂x3F̃31

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
+

2k(x)F̃31(x)

δ(x′)
+R(x′) = 0. (4.23)

To determine F̃11(x
′), F̃21(x

′), and F̃31(x), we let

∂x1F̃11(x
′) + ∂x2F̃21(x

′) + ∂x3F̃31(x) = 4R(x′). (4.24)

It follows from (4.23) and (4.24) that

F̃31(x) = −2δ(x′)k(x)R(x′)− δ(x′)∂x1k(x)F̃11(x
′)− δ(x′)∂x2k(x)F̃21(x

′). (4.25)

Subtituting (4.25) into (4.24), we get

∂x1F̃11(x
′) +

∂x1δ(x
′)

δ(x′)
F̃11(x

′) + ∂x2F̃21(x
′) +

∂x2δ(x
′)

δ(x′)
F̃21(x

′) = 6R(x′). (4.26)

Similar to (3.7)-(3.9), to determine F̃11(x
′) and F̃21(x

′), we choose p̂1(x
′) such that

∂x1 p̂1 =
2µF̃11(x

′)

δ(x′)2
, ∂x2 p̂1 =

2µF̃21(x
′)

δ(x′)2
. (4.27)

Combining (4.26) and (4.27), we have

∆x′ p̂1 +
3∂x1δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
∂x1 p̂1 +

3∂x2δ(x
′)

δ(x′)
∂x2 p̂1 =

12µR(x′)

δ(x′)2
. (4.28)
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Since R(x′) is radial, by a similar argument that led to (4.8), we obtain

p̂1(x
′) = −12µ

ˆ R

r

1

sδ(s)3

ˆ s

0
R(t)tδ(t) dtds. (4.29)

Thus by (4.27), we have

F̃11(x
′) =

δ(x′)2

2µ
∂x1 p̂1 =

6x1
r2δ(r)

ˆ r

0
R(t)tδ(t) dt,

F̃21(x
′) =

δ(x′)2

2µ
∂x2 p̂1 =

6x2
r2δ(r)

ˆ r

0
R(t)tδ(t) dt.

(4.30)

Substituting them into (4.25) yields

F̃31(x) = −2δ(x′)k(x)R(x′)− 6x1∂x1k(x)

r2

ˆ r

0
R(t)tδ(t) dt− 6x1∂x1k(x)

r2

ˆ r

0
R(t)tδ(t) dt

= −2δ(x′)k(x)R(x′)− 6∂rk(x)

r

ˆ r

0
R(t)tδ(t) dt := P (x′)x3 +Q(x′), (4.31)

which is radial with respect to x′. By (4.21), (4.29), (4.30), and (4.31), a calculation gives,
for any k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′F̃11|, |∇k

x′F̃21| ≤ Cδ(x′)
1−k
2 , |∇k

x′P | ≤ Cδ(x′)−
k
2 , |∇k

x′Q| ≤ Cδ(x′)1−
k
2 in Ω2R. (4.32)

Now we define v1
3(x) = ṽ1

3(x)+ v̂1
3(x) and p̄1 = p̃1 + p̂1, which satisfy ∇ ·v1

3(x) = ∇ · ṽ1
3(x)+

∇ · v̂1
3(x) = 0 and ∂x3 p̂1 = 0, respectively.

Step I.3. Estimates of f13 . Denote

f13 := µ∆v1
3 −∇p̄1 in Ω2R.

By virtue of (4.14), (4.18), (4.19), and (4.27), we have

f13 =


µ∆x′(v̂1

3)
(1)(x)

µ∆x′(v̂1
3)

(2)(x)

µ∆x′(v̂1
3)

(3)(x) + µ∆x′(ṽ1
3)

(3)(x) + µ∂x3x3(v̂
1
3)

(3)(x)

 . (4.33)

It follows from (4.18) that (v̂1
3)

(i), i = 1, 2, is a polynomial of order 4 in x3, while (v̂1
3)

(3) is a
polynomial of order 5 in x3. In view of (4.14), we can rewrite

(f13 )
(j) =

4∑
i=0

Hj
i1(x

′)xi3, j = 1, 2, (f13 )
(3) =

3∑
i=0

Si1(x
′)xi3 +

5∑
i=0

Gi1(x
′)xi3 in Ω2R, (4.34)

where
3∑

i=0

Si1(x
′)xi3 := µ∆x′(ṽ1

3)
(3) + µ∂x3x3(v̂

1
3)

(3),

5∑
i=0

Gi1(x
′)xi3 := µ∆x′(v̂1

3)
(3).

By using (4.15), (4.21), and (4.32), for s ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ 4, 0 ≤ j ≤ 3, and 0 ≤ k ≤ 5,

|∇s
x′H1

i1|, |∇s
x′H2

i1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
1
2
−i− s

2 , |∇s
x′Sj1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1−j− s

2 , |∇s
x′Gk1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−k− s

2 .
(4.35)

Therefore, by (4.34) and (4.35), we have

|(f13 )(1)|, |(f13 )(2)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1/2, |(f13 )(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1 in Ω2R.
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Thus,

|f13 | ≤ C(|(f13 )(1)|+ |(f13 )(2)|+ |(f13 )(3)|) ≤ Cδ(x′)−1 in Ω2R. (4.36)

By applying Proposition A.1 and using (4.36), we have for any x ∈ ΩR,

∥∇u3
1 −∇v3

1∥L∞(Ωδ(x1)/2
(x′)) ≤ C.

By virtue of (4.13), (4.9), (4.12), (4.21), (4.29), and (4.32) we have

|∇lv1
3| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

2l+1
2 for l ≤ 2, |∇lv1

3| ≤ Cδ(x1)
− l+3

2 for l ≥ 3,

|p̄1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−2, |∇lp̄1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
l+4
2 for l ≥ 1.

Thus, Proposition 4.1 holds for m = 0, with

|∇u3
1| ≤ C|∇v1

3(x)|+ C ≤ Cδ(x′)−3/2 in ΩR.

4.2. Higher-order derivatives estimates. Denote

f j3 := f j−1
3 + µ∆vj

3(x)−∇p̄j(x) =

j∑
l=1

(µ∆vl
3 −∇p̄l)(x) for 2 ≤ j ≤ m+ 1. (4.37)

We will inductively prove that for j ≥ 1, f j2 can be represented as polynomials in x3 as follows:

(f j3 )
(b) =

2j+2∑
i=0

Hb
ij(x

′)xi3, b = 1, 2, (f j3 )
(3) =

2j+1∑
i=0

Sij(x
′)xi3 +

2j+3∑
i=0

Gij(x
′)xi3 in Ω2R, (4.38)

where for any k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′Hb

ij(x
′)| ≤ Cδ(x′)j−i− k

2
− 3

2 , |∇k
x′Sij | ≤ Cδ(x′)j−i− k

2
−2, |∇k

x′Gij | ≤ Cδ(x′)j−i− k
2
−1.
(4.39)

Indeed, by (4.34) and (4.35), we have that (4.38) and (4.39) hold for j = 1. Assuming that
(4.38) and (4.39) hold for j = l − 1 with l ≥ 2, that is, in Ω2R,

(f
(l−1)
3 )(b) =

2l∑
i=0

Hb
i(l−1)(x

′)xi3 = µ∆x′(vl−1
3 )(b), b = 1, 2,

(f
(l−1)
3 )(3) =

2l−1∑
i=0

Si(l−1)(x
′)xi3 +

2l+1∑
i=0

Gi(l−1)(x
′)xi3,

(4.40)

where for any k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′Hb

i(l−1)| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−i− k
2
− 5

2 , |∇k
x′Si(l−1)| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−i− k

2
−3, |∇k

x′Gi(l−1)| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−i− k
2
−2.

(4.41)
Step II.1. Construction of vl

3 and p̄l. From (4.40) and (4.41), we see that the leading

term in f l−1
3 is

∑2l−1
i=0 Si(l−1)(x

′)xi3. To cancel this bad term, we take

p̃l =
2l−1∑
i=0

Si(l−1)(x
′)

i+ 1
xi+1
3 in Ω2R



HIGHER DERIVATIVE ESTIMATES 29

such that

f l−1
3 −∇p̃l =


µ∆x′(vl−1

3 )(1)(x)− ∂x1 p̃l

µ∆x′(vl−1
3 )(2)(x)− ∂x2 p̃l∑2l+1

i=0 Gi(l−1)(x
′)xi3

 :=


∑4

i=0A
1
i1(x

′)xi3∑4
i=0A

2
i1(x

′)xi3∑5
i=0Bi1(x

′)xi3

 . (4.42)

By (4.41), we have for any k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′A1

i1|, |∇k
x′A2

i1| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−i− k
2
− 5

2 , |∇k
x′Bi1| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−i− k

2
−2 in Ω2R. (4.43)

It follows from (4.42) and (4.43) that

|(f l−1
3 )(j) − ∂xj p̃l| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−

5
2 , j = 1, 2, |(f l−1

3 )(3) − ∂x3 p̃l| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−2.

To further reduce the upper bound, δ(x′)l−
5
2 , we choose a divergence-free auxiliary function

vl
3(x) that satisfies v

l
3(x) = 0 on Γ+

2R ∪ Γ−
2R, specifically,

(vl
3)

(j) =
( 2l∑

i=0

F i
jl(x

′)xi3 + F̃jl(x
′)
)(

k(x)2 − 1

4

)
, j = 1, 2,

(vl
3)

(3) =
( 2l+1∑

i=0

F i
3l(x

′)xi3 + F̃3l(x)
)(

k(x)2 − 1

4

) in Ω2R. (4.44)

Here we take F i
1l(x

′) and F i
2l(x

′), i = 0, 1, . . . , 2l, so that

µ∂x3x3

( 2l∑
i=0

F i
jl(x

′)xi3

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

))
+ (f l−1

3 )(j) − ∂xj p̃l = 0, j = 1, 2. (4.45)

By comparing the coefficients of different order of x3, we have

F i
jl(x

′) = −
δ(x′)2Aj

i(l−1)(x
′)

µ(i+ 1)(i+ 2)
+ (h1 − h2)(x

′)F i+1
jl (x′) +

1

4
(ε+ 2h1)(ε+ 2h2)F

i+2
jl (x′).

(4.46)
Here we used the convention that F i

1l, F
i
2l = 0 if i /∈ {0, . . . , 2l} and F i

3l = 0 if i /∈ {0, . . . , 2l+
1}. To ensure ∇ · v2

3 = 0, we set

F i
3l(x

′) =

2∑
j=1

δ(x′)2

i+ 2

(
∂xj

((h1 − h2)F
i
jl(x

′)− F i−1
jl (x′)

δ(x′)2
+

(ε+ 2h1)(ε+ 2h2)

4δ(x′)2
F i+1
jl (x′)

))
+ (h1 − h2)(x

′)F i+1
3l (x′) +

1

4
(ε+ 2h1(x

′))(ε+ 2h2(x
′))F i+2

3l (x′), (4.47)

such that

∇ ·

F1l

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
F2l

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
F3l

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
 := ∇ ·


(∑2l

i=0 F
i
1l(x

′)xi3

)(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)(∑2l
i=0 F

i
2l(x

′)xi3

)(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)(∑2l+1
i=0 F i

3l(x
′)xi3

)(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
 := R(x′),

where

R(x′) = − h1 − h2
δ(x′)2

F 0
3l(x

′)− (ε+ 2h1(x
′))(ε+ 2h2(x

′))

4δ(x′)2
F 1
3l(x

′)
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−
2∑

j=1

∂xj

((ε+ 2h1(x
′))(ε+ 2h2(x

′))

4δ(x′)2
F 0
jl(x

′)
)
.

By (4.43), (4.46), and (4.47), a calculation gives, for k ≥ 0, 0 ≤ i ≤ 2l, and 0 ≤ j ≤ 2l + 1,

|∇k
x′F i

1l|, |∇k
x′F i

2l| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−i− k
2
− 1

2 , |∇k
x′F i

3l| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−i− k
2 , |∇k

x′R| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−1− k
2 . (4.48)

As in Step I.2, R(x′) is radial. In addition, we can choose F̃1l, F̃2l, F̃3l, and p̂2 such that

∇ ·

F̃1l(x
′)
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
F̃2l(x

′)
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
F̃3l(x)

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
 = −R(x′), ∂x1 p̂l =

2µF̃1l(x
′)

δ(x′)2
, and ∂x2 p̂l =

2µF̃2l(x
′)

δ(x′)2
.

As in (4.22)–(4.30), we derive

p̂l(x
′) = −12µ

ˆ R

r

1

sδ(s)3

ˆ s

0
R(t)tδ(t) dt ds,

F̃il(x
′) =

δ(x′)2

2µ
∂xi p̂l =

6xi
r2δ(r)

ˆ r

0
R(t)tδ(t) dt, i = 1, 2,

(4.49)

and

F̃3l(x) = −2δ(x′)k(x)R(x′)− 6∂rk(x)

r

ˆ r

0
R(t)tδ(t) dt := P (x′)x3 +Q(x′). (4.50)

By (4.48), (4.49), and (4.50), a calculation gives, for any k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′F̃1l|, |∇k

x′F̃2l| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−
k+1
2 , |∇k

x′P | ≤ Cδ(x′)l−
k+2
2 , |∇k

x′Q| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−
k
2 . (4.51)

Now we have ∇ · vl
3 = 0.

Step II.2. Estimates of f l3. Let p̄l = p̃l + p̂l. By (4.37), (4.42), (4.45), and (4.49), we
have

f l3 = f l−1
3 + µ∆vl

3 −∇p̄l =


µ∆x′(vl

3)
(1)(x)

µ∆x′(vl
3)

(2)(x)

µ∆x′(vl
3)

(3)(x) + µ∆x′(vl−1
3 )(3)(x) + µ∂x3x3(v

l
3)

(3)(x)

 .

From (4.44), it follows that (vl
3)

(i), i = 1, 2 is a polynomial in x3 of order 2l+2, while (v1
3)

(3)

is a polynomial in x3 of order 2l + 3.
In view of (4.42), we can rewrite

(f l3)
(j) =

2l+2∑
i=0

Hj
il(x

′)xi3, j = 1, 2, (f l3)
(3) =

2l+1∑
i=0

Sil(x
′)xi3 +

2l+3∑
i=0

Gil(x
′)xi3 in Ω2R, (4.52)

where
∑2l+1

i=0 Sil(x
′)xi3 := µ∆x′(v̂l−1

3 )(3) + µ∂x3x3(v
l
3)

(3) and
∑5

i=0Gil(x
′)xi3 := µ∆x′(vl

3)
(3).

By using (4.43), (4.48), and (4.51), for k ≥ 0, in Ω2R,

|∇k
x′H1

il|, |∇k
x′H2

il| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−i− k
2
− 3

2 , |∇k
x′Sil| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−i− k

2
−2, |∇k

x′Gil| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−i− k
2
−1.

(4.53)
Thus, (4.38) and (4.39) hold for any j ≥ 1.
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By (4.44), (4.48), and (4.51), we have, for i = 1, 2 and k ≥ 0, in Ω2R,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(vl

3)
(i)| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−s− k+1

2 for s ≤ 2l + 2, ∂s
x3
(vl

3)
(i) = 0 for s ≥ 2l + 3,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(vl

3)
(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−s− k

2 for s ≤ 2l + 3, ∂s
x3
(vl

3)
(3) = 0 for s ≥ 2l + 4,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
p̃l| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−s− k+4

2 for s ≤ 2l, ∂s
x3
p̃l = 0 for s > 2l, |∇k

x′ p̂l| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−
k+4
2 .

(4.54)

From (4.52) and (4.53), we have

|(fm+1
3 )(1)|, |(fm+1

3 )(2)| ≤ Cδ(x′)m− 1
2 , |(fm+1

3 )(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)m−1 in Ω2R.

Thus,

|fm+1
3 | ≤ C(|(fm+1

3 )(1)|+ |(fm+1
3 )(2)|+ |(fm+1

3 )(3)|) ≤ Cδ(x′)m−1 in Ω2R.

Similarly, for 1 ≤ s ≤ m+ 1,

|∇sfm+1
3 | ≤ Cδ(x′)m−1−s in Ω2R.

Step II.3 Estimates of ∇m+1u3
1 and ∇mp31. Denote

vm+1(x) =

m+1∑
l=1

vl
3(x), p̄m+1(x) =

m+1∑
l=1

p̄l(x) in Ω2R.

Then we have vm+1(x) = u3
1(x) on Γ±

2R, ∇ · vm+1(x) = 0 in Ω2R, and for 1 ≤ s ≤ m,

|fm+1(x)| = |µ∆vm+1(x)−∇p̄m+1(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)m−1, |∇sfm+1(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)m−s−1.

Thus, by Proposition A.1, it holds that

∥∇m+1(u3
1 − vm+1)∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x

′)) + ∥∇m(p31 − p̄m+1)∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x
′)) ≤ C. (4.55)

Moreover, by (4.54), we have, for 2 ≤ l ≤ m+ 1,

|∇m+1vl
3| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+4
2 for l ≤ m− 2

2
, |∇m+1vl

3| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−m− 3
2 for

m− 1

2
≤ l,

|∇mp̄l| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+4

2 for l ≤ m− 1

2
, |∇mp̄l| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−m−2 for

m

2
≤ l.

(4.56)

It follows from (4.55) and (4.56) that for m ≥ 1,

|∇m+1u3
1|+ |∇mp31| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+4
2 in ΩR.

For the estimates of p31, for a fixed point z = (z′1, 0) ∈ ΩR with |z′1| = R, by the mean value
theorem, (4.55), and (4.56), we have

|p31(x)− p31(z
′
1, 0)| ≤ C∥∇(p31 − p̄1 − p̄2)∥L∞ + C|p̄1(x) + p̄2(x)|+ C ≤ Cδ(x′)−2.

This finishes the proof of Proposition 4.1.
□
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5. Estimates for (uα
1 , p

α
1 ), α = 4, 5, 6

In this section, we will derive the estimates of uα
1 and pα1 , α = 4, 5, 6, by using the same

method as in the proof of Proposition 3.1.

Proposition 5.1. Under the same assumption as in Theorem 1.2, let u4
1 and p41 be the

solution to (1.9) with α = 4. Then for sufficiently small 0 < ε < 1/2, we have

(i) |∇u4
1(x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−

1
2 , |p41(x)− p41(z

′, 0)| ≤ C in ΩR

for some point z = (z′, 0) ∈ ΩR, |z′| = R/2, and
(ii) for any m ≥ 1,

|∇m+1u4
1(x)|+ |∇mp41(x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−

m+1
2 for x ∈ ΩR.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. The proof essentially follows that of Proposition 3.1 with some
modifications. We only list the key steps here.

Step I. Gradient estimates. We first choose

v1
4(x) =

 x2
−x1
0

(
k(x) +

1

2

)
in Ω2R, (5.1)

which has the same boundary conditions as u4
1 on Γ±

2R. Since k(x) is radial in x′, we have

x2∂x1k(x) =
x1x2
r

∂rk(x) = x1∂x2k(x). (5.2)

By (1.2) and (5.2), a simple calculation yields

∇ · v1
4 = 0, ∆(v1

4)
(1) = ∆x′k(x)x2 +2∂x2k(x), ∆(v1

4)
(2) = −∆x′k(x)x1 − 2∂x1k(x), (5.3)

and for any i = 1, 2, k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(v1

4)
(i)| ≤ Cδ(x′)

1−k
2

−s, s ≤ 1, ∂2
x3
(v1

4)
(i) = 0, ∇k(v1

4)
(3) = 0.

Hence, we have for any m ≥ 0

|∇m+1v1
4| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+1
2 . (5.4)

Denote f14 := µ∆v1
4 − ∇p̄1 and take p̄1(x) = 0. By using (1.2), (2.14), and (5.3), f14 can be

rewritten as

(f14 )
(b) = Sb

11(x
′)x3 + Sb

01(x
′), b = 1, 2, (f14 )

(3) = 0, (5.5)

and for any k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′Sb

11| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
k+3
2 , |∇k

x′Sb
01| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

k+1
2 . (5.6)

By (5.1), one can see that

S1
i1(x

′) = x2gi1(r), S2
i1(x

′) = −x1gi1(r), i = 0, 1, (5.7)

where g11(r) = µ∂rr

(
1

δ(x′)

)
+ 3µ

r ∂r

(
1

δ(x′)

)
and g01(r) = µ∂rr

(
ε+2h2(x′)
2δ(x′)

)
+ 3µ

r ∂r

(
ε+2h2(x′)
2δ(x′)

)
.

It follows from (5.5) and (5.6) that

|f14 | ≤ C(|(f14 )(1)|+ |(f14 )(2)|) ≤ Cδ(x′)−
1
2 in Ω2R. (5.8)

By applying Proposition A.1 and using (5.8), we have for any x ∈ ΩR,

∥∇u4
1 −∇v1

4∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x
′)) ≤ Cδ(x′)

1
2 . (5.9)
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It follows from (5.4) and (5.9) that

|∇u4
1| ≤ C|∇v1

4(x)|+ Cδ(x′)
1
2 ≤ Cδ(x′)−

1
2 in ΩR.

Thus, Proposition 5.1 holds for m = 0.
Step II. Higher-order derivatives estimates. Denote

f j4 := f j−1
4 (x) + µ∆vj

4(x)−∇p̄j(x) =

j∑
l=1

(µ∆vl
4 −∇p̄l)(x) for 2 ≤ j ≤ m+ 1.

In order to use Proposition A.1 to estimate ∇m+1u4
1 and ∇p̄4m for m ≥ 1, we need to construct

a series of auxiliary functions vl
4 and p̄l to successively reduce the upper bounds of the non-

homogeneous term.
To cancel the leading terms introduced by (f14 )

(b), b = 1, 2, we first choose v2
4 satisfying

(v2
4)

(b) =
(
F 1
b2(x

′)x3 + F 0
b2(x

′)
)(

k(x)2 − 1

4

)
, b = 1, 2, (5.10)

where

F 0
b2(x

′) = −δ(x′)2

2µ
Sb
01(x

′) + (h1 − h2)F
1
b2(x

′), F 1
b2(x

′) = −δ(x′)2

6µ
Sb
11(x

′), (5.11)

such that

µ∂x3x3(v
2
4)

(b) = −(f14 )
(b), b = 1, 2. (5.12)

We also take (v2
4)

(3) = 0. Then, substituting (5.7) into (5.11), yields

F 1
12(x

′) = x2f
1
2 (r), F 1

22(x
′) = −x1f

1
2 (r), F 0

12(x
′) = x2f

0
2 (r), F 0

22(x
′) = −x1f

0
2 (r), (5.13)

where f1
2 (r) = − δ(x′)2

2µ g01(r)− δ(x′)2

6µ (h1 − h2)g11(r) and f0
2 (r) = − δ(x′)2

6µ g11(r) are radial. By

(5.10) and (5.13), a direct calculation gives ∂x1(v
2
4)

(1) + ∂x2(v
2
4)

(2) = 0. Thus ∇ · v2
4 = 0.

In addition, by (5.6) and (5.11), a calculation gives, for any k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′F 1

b2| ≤ Cδ(x′)
1
2
− k

2 , |∇k
x′F 0

b2| ≤ Cδ(x′)
3
2
− k

2 . (5.14)

Hence, by (1.2), (5.10), and (5.14), we get for i = 1, 2 and k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(v2

4)
(i)| ≤ Cδ(x′)

3−k
2

−s, s ≤ 3, ∂4
x3
(v2

4)
(i) = 0, ∇k(v2

4)
(3) = 0.

Therefore, for any m ≥ 0,

|∇m+1v2
4| ≤ Cδ(x′)

1
2
−m for 0 ≤ m ≤ 2, |∇m+1v2

4| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+1

2 for m ≥ 3.

Let p̄2 = 0. By (5.10), (5.12), and (5.14), we can write f24 as polynomials in x3

(f24 )
(b) = µ∆x′(v2

4)
(b) =

3∑
i=0

Sb
i2(x

′)xi3, (f24 )
(3) = 0, (5.15)

with the estimates for k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′Sb

i2| ≤ Cδ(x′)
1
2
−i− k

2 . (5.16)

Thus, we have

|(f24 )(b)| = |µ∆x′(v2
4)

(b)| ≤ Cδ(x′)
1
2 , (f24 )

(3) = 0 in Ω2R,

and

|f24 | ≤ |(f24 )(1)|+ |(f24 )(2)|+ |(f24 )(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)
1
2 .
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In fact, by (5.10) and (5.13), one can write

S1
i2(x

′) = x2gi2(r), S2
i2(x

′) = −x1gi2(r), i = 0, 1, 2, 3, (5.17)

where gi2(x
′) are radial functions.

Now we will inductively prove that for 2 ≤ j ≤ m + 1, we can successively construct a

sequence of divergence-free vj
4 and p̄j = 0 to make f in (2.2) as small as possible. Besides, it

can be inductively proved that f j4 can be represented as polynomials in x3 as follows:

(f j4 )
(b) = µ∆x′(vj

4)
(b) =

2j−1∑
i=0

Sb
ij(x

′)xi3, b = 1, 2, (f j4 )
(3) = 0 in Ω2R, (5.18)

where for any k ≥ 0, b = 1, 2,

|∇k
x′Sb

ij | ≤ Cδ(x′)j−i− k
2
− 3

2 , ∇ · vj
4 = 0. (5.19)

Indeed, by (5.15) and (5.16), we have (5.18) and (5.19) hold for j = 2. Assume that (5.18)
and (5.19) hold for j = l − 1 with l ≥ 3, that is, in Ω2R,

(f l−1
4 )(b) = µ∆x′(vl−1

4 )(b) =
2l−3∑
i=0

Sb
i(l−1)(x

′)xi3, b = 1, 2, (f l−1
4 )(3) = 0 in Ω2R, (5.20)

where for any k ≥ 0 and b = 1, 2,

|∇k
x′Sb

i(l−1)| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−i− k
2
− 5

2 , ∇ · vl−1
4 = 0. (5.21)

Then we will construct vl
4 and p̄l = 0 so that f l4 satisfies (5.18) and (5.19).

It follows from (5.20) and (5.21) that

|(f l−1
4 )(b)| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−

5
2 , b = 1, 2, (f l−1

4 )(3) = 0 in Ω2R.

To reduce the upper bound, δ(x′)l−
5
2 , we choose a divergence-free auxiliary function vl

4 sat-
isfying vl

4(x) = 0 on Γ+
2R ∪ Γ−

2R, specifically,

(vl
4)

(b) =
2l−3∑
i=0

F i
bl(x

′)xi3

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
, b = 1, 2 in Ω2R. (5.22)

We take F i
bl(x

′), i = 0, . . . , 2l − 3, such that

µ∂x3x3(v
l
4)

(b) = −(f l−1
4 )(b). (5.23)

By comparing the coefficients of different order of x3, we have

F i
bl(x

′) = −
δ(x′)2Sb

i(l−1)(x
′)

µ(i+ 1)(i+ 2)
+ (h1 − h2)(x

′)F i+1
bl (x′) +

1

4
(ε+ 2h1(x

′))(ε+ 2h2(x
′))F i+2

bl (x′).

(5.24)
Here we use the convention that F i

bl(x
′) ≡ 0 if i /∈ {0, . . . , 2l − 3}. Moreover, by (1.2), (5.21)

and (5.24), we derive for k ≥ 0, 0 ≤ i ≤ 2l − 3, in Ω2R,

|∇k
x′F i

bl| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−i− k
2
− 1

2 . (5.25)

Let (vl
4)

(3) = 0 and p̄l = 0. By using (1.2), (5.22), (5.23), and (5.25), we have

(f l4)
(b) = µ∆x′(vl

4)
(b) =

2l−1∑
i=0

Sb
il(x

′)xi3, b = 1, 2, (f l4)
(3) = 0 in Ω2R, (5.26)
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where for k ≥ 0 and b = 1, 2,

|∇k
x′Sb

ij | ≤ Cδ(x′)l−i− k
2
− 3

2 . (5.27)

Therefore, by (5.26) and (5.27), we have

|(f l4)(b)| = |µ∆x′(vl
4)

b| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−
3
2 , (f l4)

(3) = 0.

Hence (5.18) and (5.19) hold for j = l. By using (1.2), (5.10), and (5.25), a calculation gives
for l ≥ 2, b = 1, 2, and k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(vl

4)
(b)| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−s− k+1

2 for s ≤ 2l − 1, ∂s
x3
(vl

4)
(b) = 0 for s ≥ 2l, ∇k(vl

4)
(3) = 0.

(5.28)

From (5.18) and (5.19), we have |(fm+1
1 )(1)|, |(fm+1

1 )(1)| ≤ Cδ(x′)m− 1
2 , (fm+1

1 )(3) = 0, and
then

|fm+1
4 | ≤ |(fm+1

1 )(1)|+ |(fm+1
1 )(1)| ≤ Cδ(x′)m− 1

2 .

Similarly, for 1 ≤ s ≤ m, |∇sfm+1
4 | ≤ Cδ(x′)m−s− 1

2 .
We now prove that vl

4 constructed above satisfies the divergence-free condition (i.e., ∇·vl
4 =

0). To this end, we inductively show that for j ≥ 2, Sb
ij can be written as

S1
ij(x

′) = x2gij(r), S2
ij(x

′) = −x1gij(r), i = 0, . . . , 2j − 1, (5.29)

where gij(x
′) are radial. Indeed, it follows from (5.17) that (5.29) holds for j = 2. Assume

(5.29) holds true for j = l − 1 with l ≥ 3, that is, in Ω2R,

S1
i(l−1)(x

′) = x2gi(l−1)(r), S2
i(l−1)(x

′) = −x1gi(l−1)(r), i = 0, . . . , 2l − 3. (5.30)

Substituting (5.30) into (5.24), we have

F i
1l(x

′) = x2f
i
l (r), F i

2l(x
′) = −x1f

i
l (r), i = 0, . . . , 2l − 3, (5.31)

for radial functions f i
l (r). By (5.22) and (5.31), after a simple calculation, we have (5.29)

holds for any j ≥ 2. By using (5.22) and (5.31) again, we have ∂x1(v
l
4)

(1) + ∂x2(v
l
4)

(2) = 0.

Thus ∇ · vl
4 = 0. Denote vm+1 :=

∑m+1
l=0 vl

4(x), p̄m+1 :=
∑m+1

l=0 p̄l = 0. It is easy to verify
that vm+1(x) = u4

1(x) = 0 on Γ±
2R,∇ · vm+1(x) = 0 in Ω2R, and

|fm+1(x)| = |µ∆vm+1(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)m− 1
2 , |∇sfm+1(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)m−s− 1

2 , 1 ≤ s ≤ m.

Thus, by applying Proposition A.1, there holds

∥∇m+1(u4
1 − v1

4)∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x
′)) + ∥∇m(p41 − p̄m+1)∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x

′)) ≤ Cδ(x′)
1
2 . (5.32)

By (5.28), we obtain for l ≥ 2,

|∇m+1vl
4| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+1
2 for l ≤ m+ 1

2
,

|∇m+1vl
4| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−m− 3

2 for
m+ 2

2
≤ l ≤ m+ 1. (5.33)

It follows from (5.4) and (5.33) that for m ≥ 1,

|∇m+1vm+1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+1

2 . (5.34)

By (5.32) and (5.34), we have for x ∈ ΩR,

|∇m+1u4
1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+1
2 , |∇mp14| ≤ Cδ(x′)

1
2 .
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For the estimates of p41(x), by the mean value theorem, (5.32), and the fact p̄l = 0, l ≥ 1, we
have

|p41(x)− p41(z
′, 0)| ≤ |p41 − p̄1 − p̄2 − (p41 − p̄1 − p̄2)(z

′, 0)|+ |p̄1 + p̄2|
≤C∥∇(p11 − p̄1 − p̄2)∥L∞(ΩR) ≤ C

for a fixed point (z′, 0) ∈ ΩR with |z′| = R/2. □

Proposition 5.2. Under the same assumption as in Theorem 1.2, let uα
1 and pα1 be the

solution to (1.9) with α = 5, 6. Then for sufficiently small 0 < ε < 1/2, we have

(i) |∇uα
1 (x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−1, |pα1 (x)− pi1(z

′, 0)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−
3
2 in ΩR

for some point z = (z′, 0) ∈ ΩR with |z′| = R/2; and
(ii) for high-order derivatives, we have

|∇m+1uα
1 (x)|+ |∇mpα1 (x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−

m+3
2 for m ≤ 6,

|∇m+1uα
1 (x)|+ |∇mpα1 (x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)

3
2
−m for m ≥ 7

in ΩR.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. We only take the case α = 5 for instance, since the other case is
the same.

Step I. Gradient estimate. Similar to the proof of Proposition 3.1, we first set

v1
5(x) = ψ5

(
k(x) +

1

2

)
+

F (x)
G(x)
H(x)

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
in Ω2R, (5.35)

which satisfies v1
5(x) = u5

1(x) on Γ+
2R ∪ Γ−

2R. A calculation gives

∂x1(v
1
5)

(1) = x3∂x1k(x) + ∂x1F
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
+ 2k(x)∂x1k(x)F (x),

∂x2(v
1
5)

(2) = ∂x2G(x)
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
+ 2k(x)∂x2k(x)G(x),

∂x3(v
1
5)

(3) = − x1
δ(x′)

+ ∂x3H
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
+H

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
.

(5.36)

To ensure that ∇ · v1
5(x) = 0 in Ω2R, we assume

1

4
(∂x1F + ∂x2G)(x) = x2∂x3k(x)−

x1
δ(x′)

. (5.37)

By (5.35), (5.36), and ∇ · v1
5 = 0, we obtain

H(x) = −δ(x′)∂x1k(x)F (x)− δ(x′)∂x2k(x)G(x) + 2k(x)
(
x1 − δ(x′)∂x1k(x)x3

)
. (5.38)

Subtituting (5.38) into (5.37), we get

∂x1F +
∂x1δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
F + ∂x2G+

∂x2δ(x
′)

δ(x′)
G− δ(x′)∂x1k(x)∂x3F − δ(x′)∂x2k(x)∂x3G

= − 6x1
δ(x′)

+ 6∂x1k(x)x3 −
2k(x)∂x1δ(x

′)x3
δ(x′)

+ 2k(x)∂x1k(x)δ(x
′). (5.39)

To determine F (x) and G(x), we consider

∂x1F1+
∂x1δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
F1+∂x2G1+

∂x2δ(x
′)

δ(x′)
G1−δ(x′)∂x1k(x)∂x3F1−δ(x′)∂x2k(x)∂x3G1 = − 6x1

δ(x′)
,

(5.40)
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and

∂x1F2 +
∂x1δ(x

′)

δ(x′)
F2 + ∂x2G2 +

∂x2δ(x
′)

δ(x′)
G2 − δ(x′)∂x1k(x)∂x3F2 − δ(x′)∂x2k(x)∂x3G2

= 6∂x1k(x)x3 −
2k(x)∂x1δ(x

′)x3
δ(x′)

+ 2k(x)∂x1k(x)δ(x
′). (5.41)

For (5.41), we take a pair of particular solution

F2(x) = − 3x23
δ(x′)

− 2k(x)x3, G2(x) = 0. (5.42)

For (5.40), we assume F1(x) = F1(x
′), G1(x) = G1(x

′). In order to cancel the leading terms
in µ∆v1

5, we first choose p̂1 such that

∂x1 p̂1(x
′) =

2µF1(x
′)

δ(x′)2
, ∂x2 p̂1 =

2µG1(x
′)

δ(x′)2
. (5.43)

Combining (5.40) and (5.43), we have

∆x′ p̂1(x
′) +

3

δ(x′)
∇x′δ(x′)∇x′ p̂1(x

′) = −12µx1
δ(x′)3

:= F1(x
′).

Notice that
∣∣F1(x

′)
∣∣ ≤ δ(x′)−

5
2 and |∇s

x′F1(x
′)| ≤ δ(x′)−

s+5
2 for 1 ≤ s ≤ m. By Proposition

1.1 with γ = −5
2 , we obtain for k ≥ 0,

|p̂1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
3
2 , |∇k

x′ p̂1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
k+3
2 , ∂x3 p̂1 = 0. (5.44)

Then by (1.2), (5.43), and (5.44), we have

|∇k
x′F1|, |∇k

x′G1| ≤ Cδ(x′)
k
2 , ∂x3F1 = ∂x3G1 = 0. (5.45)

Let F = F1+F2 and G = G1+G2 so that F and G satisfy (5.39). For H(x), by (1.2), (5.38),
(5.42), and (5.45), we can write

H =
3∑

i=1

Hg
i (x

′)xi3 +
1∑

i=0

Hb
i (x

′)xi3, (5.46)

where for any k ≥ 0

|∇k
x′H

g
i (x

′)| ≤ Cδ(x′)
3
2
−i− k

2 , |∇k
x′Hb

i | ≤ Cδ(x′)
1
2
−i− k

2 . (5.47)

By (5.35), (5.41), (5.43), (5.38), and (5.47), we have

|µ∆(v1
5)

i − ∂xi p̂1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1, i = 1, 2, |∆x′(v1
5)

(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
1
2 ,

∂x3x3(v
1
5)

(3) = ∂x3x3H
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
= ∂x3x3

( 3∑
i=1

Hg
i (x

′)xi3
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

))
+ ∂x3x3

( 1∑
i=0

Hb
i (x

′)xi3
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

))
:= I1 + I2,

(5.48)

where |I1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
1
2 and |I2| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

3
2 . Thus, the leading term in µ∆v1

5 − ∇p̂1 is

µ∂x3x3

(∑1
i=0H

b
i (x

′)xi3

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

))
. To cancel this term, we take

p̃1 = µ∂x3

( 1∑
i=0

Hb
i (x

′)xi3
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

))
. (5.49)
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Let p̄1 = p̂1+ p̃1 and denote f15 = µ∆v1
5−∇p̄1 in Ω2R. By (1.2), (5.35), (5.43), (5.46), (5.48),

and (5.49), we can write f15 in the following form

(f15 )
(1) =

2∑
i=0

S1
i1(x

′)xi3 +
4∑

j=1

Gj1(x
′)xj3, (f15 )

(2) =
2∑

i=0

S2
i1(x

′)xi3,

(f15 )
(3) =

3∑
k=0

S̃k1(x
′)xk3 +

5∑
i=1

G̃i1(x
′)xi3,

(5.50)

where, for 0 ≤ i ≤ 2, 1 ≤ j ≤ 4, 0 ≤ k ≤ 3, 1 ≤ l ≤ 5, and s ≥ 0,

|∇s
x′Sb

i1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−i− s
2
−1, b = 1, 2, |∇s

x′Gj1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−j− s
2 ,

|∇s
x′S̃k1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−k− s

2
− 1

2 , |∇s
x′G̃l1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−l− s

2
+ 1

2 .
(5.51)

Then ∣∣∣ 2∑
i=0

Sb
i1(x

′)xi3

∣∣∣ ≤ Cδ(x′)−1,
∣∣∣ 4∑
j=1

Gj1(x
′)xj3

∣∣∣ ≤ C,

∣∣∣ 3∑
k=0

S̃k1(x
′)xk3

∣∣∣ ≤ Cδ(x′)−
1
2 ,

∣∣∣ 5∑
l=1

G̃l1(x
′)xl3

∣∣∣ ≤ Cδ(x′)
1
2 ,

(5.52)

which implies |(f15 )(1)|, |(f15 )(2)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1 and |(f15 )(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1/2 in Ω2R. Therefore,

|f15 | ≤ Cδ(x′)−1 in Ω2R. (5.53)

By Proposition A.1 and (5.53), we have ∥∇u5
1 −∇v1

5∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x
′)) ≤ C. Moreover, a direct

calculation gives that in Ω2R,

|∇v1
5| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1, |∇lv1

5| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
l+2
2 for l ≥ 2,

|p̄1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−3/2, |∇lp̄1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
3+l
2 for l ≥ 1.

(5.54)

Hence, it holds that |∇u5
1| ≤ |∇v1

5|+ C ≤ Cδ(x′)−1.
Step II. Second-order derivatives estimates. Denote

f l5 := f l−1
5 (x) + µ∆vl

5(x)−∇p̄l(x), 2 ≤ l ≤ m+ 1.

We first take

v2
5 :=


F 2
12(x

′)x23 + F 1
12(x

′)x3 + F 0
12(x

′) + F̃12(x
′)

F 2
22(x

′)x23 + F 1
22(x

′)x2 + F 0
22(x

′) + F̃22(x
′)

F 3
32(x

′)x33 + F 2
32(x

′)x22 + F 1
32(x

′)x3 + F 0
32(x

′) + F̃32(x)

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
. (5.55)

It follows from (5.52) that the leading term of (f15 )
(b), b = 1, 2, is

∑2
i=0 S

b
i1(x

′)xi3, being of
order δ(x′)−1. To cancel this leading term, we choose F i

b2, b = 1, 2 and i = 0, 1, 2, such that

µ∂x3x3

( 2∑
i=0

F i
b2x

i
3

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

))
= −

2∑
i=0

Sb
i1(x

′)xi3, b = 1, 2. (5.56)
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By comparing the coefficients of each term of x3, we have

F 2
b2(x

′) = −δ(x′)2

12µ
Sb
21(x

′), F 1
b2(x

′) = −δ(x′)2

6µ
Sb
11(x

′) + (h1 − h2)(x
′)F 2

b2(x
′),

F 0
b2(x

′) = −δ(x′)2

2µ
Sb
01(x

′) + (h1 − h2)(x
′)F 1

b2(x
′) +

1

4
(ε+ 2h1(x

′))(ε+ 2h2(x
′))F 2

b2(x
′).

(5.57)
To ensure ∇ · v2

5 = 0, we take

F 3
32(x

′) = − δ(x′)2

5

2∑
i=1

∂xi

(F 2
i2(x

′)

δ(x′)2

)
,

F 2
32(x

′) = − δ(x′)2

4

2∑
i=1

∂xi

(F 1
i2(x

′)− (h1 − h2)(x
′)F 2

i2(x
′)

δ(x′)2

)
+ (h1 − h2)(x

′)F 3
32(x

′),

F 1
32(x

′) = − δ(x′)2

3

2∑
i=1

∂xi

(F 0
i2(x

′)− (h1 − h2)(x
′)F 1

i2(x
′)

δ(x′)2
− (ε+ 2h1)(ε+ 2h2)

4δ(x′)2
F 2
i2(x

′)
)

+
1

4
(ε+ 2h1(x

′))(ε+ 2h2(x
′))F 3

32(x
′) + (h1 − h2)(x

′)F 2
32(x

′),

F 0
32(x

′) =
δ(x′)2

2

2∑
i=1

∂xi

((h1 − h2)(x
′)F 0

i2(x
′)

δ(x′)2
+

(ε+ 2h1)(ε+ 2h2)

4δ(x′)2
F 1
i2(x

′)
)

+
1

4
(ε+ 2h1(x

′))(ε+ 2h2(x
′))F 2

32(x
′) + (h1 − h2)F

1
32(x

′),

such that

∇ · v2
5 = −

2∑
i=1

∂xi

((ε+ 2h1(x
′))(ε+ 2h2(x

′))

4δ(x′)2
F 0
i2(x

′)
)

− (ε+ 2h1(x
′))(ε+ 2h2(x

′))

4δ(x′)2
F 1
32(x

′)− h1 − h2
δ(x′)2

F 0
32(x

′) := R(x′). (5.58)

By (1.2), (5.51), (5.57), (5.57), and (5.58), we have

|∇k
x′F i

12|, |∇k
x′F i

22| ≤ Cδ(x′)1−i− k
2 , |∇k

x′F
j
31| ≤ Cδ(x′)

3
2
−j− k

2 , |∇k
x′R| ≤ Cδ(x′)

1
2
− k

2 . (5.59)

Furthermore, to make ∇ · v2
5 = 0, we choose F̃12(x

′), F̃22(x
′), and F̃32(x) such that

∇ ·

F̃12(x
′)
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
F̃22(x

′)
(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
F̃32(x)

(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
 = −R(x′) in Ω2R.

Similar to the argument that led to (4.23)–(4.28), we derive

F̃12(x
′) =

δ(x′)2

2µ
∂x1 p̂2, F̃22(x

′) =
δ(x′)2

2µ
∂x2 p̂2,

F̃31(x) = −2δ(x′)k(x)R(x′)− δ(x′)∂x1k(x)F̃11(x
′)− δ(x′)∂x1k(x)F̃21(x

′),

and

∆x′ p̂2 +
3

δ(x′)
∇x′δ(x′)∇x′ p̂2 =

12µR(x′)

δ(x′)2
:= F2(x

′).
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By (5.59), we have |F2(x
′)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

3
2 and |∇s

x′F2(x
′)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

s+3
2 . Using Proposition

1.1 with γ = −3
2 and (4.49), we derive, for any k ≥ 0 and b = 1, 2,

|p̂2| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
1
2 , |∇k

x′ p̂2| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
1
2
− k

2 ,

|∇k
x′F̃b2| ≤ Cδ(x′)1−

k
2 , |∇k

x′F̃32| ≤ Cδ(x′)
3
2
− k

2 .
(5.60)

Therefore, by (5.50), (5.51), (5.55), (5.56), and (5.59)–(5.60), we have

(f15 )
(b) + µ∆(v2

5)
(b) − ∂xb

p̂2 = µ∆x′(v2
5)

(b) =
4∑

i=0

Ĝb
i1(x

′)xi3, b = 1, 2,

(f15 )
(3) + µ∆(v2

5)
(3) − ∂x3 p̂2 =

3∑
i=0

S̄i1(x
′)xi3 +

5∑
i=0

Ḡi1(x
′)xi3,

(5.61)

where

3∑
i=0

S̄i1(x
′)xi3 := (f15 )

(3) − ∂x3 p̂2 + µ∂x3x3(v
2
5)

(3),
5∑

i=0

Ḡi1(x1)x
i
2 := µ∆x′(v2

5)
(3).

For s ≥ 0, b = 1, 2, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, j = 0, 1, 2, 3, and k = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,

|∇s
x′Ĝb

i1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−i− s
2 , |∇s

x′S̄j1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
1
2
−j− s

2 , |∇sḠk1| ≤ Cδ(x′)
1
2
−k− s

2 .

Thus, the leading term in f15 +µ∆v2
5−∇p̃2 is

∑3
i=0 S̄i1(x

′)xi3, which is of order δ(x′)−
1
2 . Then

we take

p̃2 =
3∑

i=0

1

i+ 1
S̄i1(x

′)xi+1
3 in Ω2R. (5.62)

Set p̄2 = p̃2 + p̂2. By using (5.61) and (5.62), we can write

(f25 )
(b) =

4∑
i=1

Sb
i2(x

′)xi3, b = 1, 2, (f25 )
(3) =

5∑
i=0

Gi2(x
′)xi3 in Ω2R.

For k ≥ 0, 0 ≤ i ≤ 4, and 0 ≤ j ≤ 5,

|∇k
x′Si2| ≤ Cδ(x′)−i− k

2 , |∇k
x′Gj2| ≤ Cδ(x′)

1
2
−j− k

2 . (5.63)

Therefore, |f25 | ≤ C in Ω2R.
By using (5.55), (5.59), (5.60), and (5.62), a calculation gives for k ≥ 0 and b = 1, 2,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(v2

5)
(b)| ≤ δ(x′)1−s− k

2 for s ≤ 4, ∂s
x3
(v2

5)
(b) = 0 for s ≥ 5,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(v2

5)
(3)| ≤ δ(x′)

3
2
−s− k

2 for s ≤ 5, ∂s
x3
(v2

5)
(3) = 0 for s ≥ 6,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
p̃2| ≤ Cδ(x′)

1
2
−s− k

2 for 0 ≤ s ≤ 4, ∂s
x3
p̃2 = 0 for s ≥ 5, |∇k

x′ p̂2| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
1
2
− k

2 .
(5.64)

By Proposition A.1, it holds that

∥∇2(u5
1 − v1

5 − v2
5)∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x

′)) + ∥∇(p51 − p̄1 − p̄2)∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x
′)) ≤ C. (5.65)
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By (5.64), we obtain

|∇m+1v2
5| ≤ Cδ(x′)−m for 0 ≤ m ≤ 2, |∇m+1v2

5| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+3

2 for m ≥ 3,

|∇mp̄2| ≤ Cδ(x1)
1
2
−m for 2 ≤ m ≤ 4, |∇mp̄2| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+3
2 for m ≥ 5,

|p̄2| ≤ Cδ(x1)
− 1

2 , |∇p̄2| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1.

(5.66)

It follows from (5.54) and (5.66) that

|∇2v2(x)|+ |∇p̄2(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−2. (5.67)

By (5.65) and (5.67), we have for x ∈ ΩR,

|∇2u1
5(x)|+ |∇p51(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−2 in ΩR.

For the estimates of p51(x), by the mean value theorem, (5.54), (5.65), and (5.66), we have

|p51(x)− p51(z
′, 0)| ≤ |p51 − p̄1 − p̄2 − (p51 − p̄1 − p̄2)(z

′, 0)|+ |p̄1 + p̄2|+ C

≤C∥∇(p51 − p̄1 − p̄2)∥L∞(ΩR) + |p̄1 + p̄2|+ C ≤ Cδ(x′)−3/2

for a fixed point (z′, 0) ∈ ΩR with |z′| = R/2.
Step III. Higher derivative estimates. To apply Proposition 2.1 to derive higher

derivative estimates, we successively construct auxiliary functions to make f and g in (2.2)

as small as possible. In order to cancel out the singularity of (f25 )
(b), b = 1, 2, we choose v3

5(x)
satisfying

(v3
5(x))

(b) =
( 4∑

i=0

F i
b3(x

′)xi3

)(
k(x)2 − 1

4

)
, b = 1, 2, (5.68)

where

F i
b3(x

′) = − δ(x′)2Sb
i2(x

′)

µ(i+ 1)(i+ 2)
+ (h1 − h2)(x

′)F i+1
b3 (x′) +

1

4
(ε+ 2h1(x

′))(ε+ 2h2(x
′))F i+2

b3 (x′),

(5.69)
such that

µ∂x3x3(v
3
5)

(b) = −(f25 )
(b), b = 1, 2. (5.70)

Here we use the convention that F i
b3(x

′) ≡ 0 if i /∈ {0, . . . , 4} and F i
33 = 0 if i /∈ {0, . . . , 5}.

Then we take

(v3
5)

(3) =

5∑
i=0

F i
33(x

′)xi3, (5.71)

where

F i
33(x

′) = (h1 − h2)(x
′)F i+1

33 (x′) +
1

4
(ε+ 2h1(x

′))(ε+ 2h2(x
′))F i+2

33 (x′)

− δ(x′)2

i+ 2

2∑
j=1

∂xj

(
δ(x′)−2

(
F i−1
j3 (x′)− (h1 − h2)(x

′)F i
13(x

′)− 1

4
(ε+ 2h1)(ε+ 2h2)F

i+1
j3 (x′)

))
,

(5.72)
such that

∇ · v3
5 = −

2∑
i=1

∂xi

((ε+ 2h1(x
′))(ε+ 2h2(x

′))

4δ(x′)2
F 0
i3(x

′)
)

− (ε+ 2h1(x
′))(ε+ 2h2(x

′))

4δ(x′)2
F 1
33(x

′)− h1(x
′)− h2(x

′)

δ(x′)2
F 0
33(x

′) := R(x′). (5.73)
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By (5.63), (5.69), (5.72), and (5.73), we have for k ≥ 0, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, and b = 1, 2,

|∇k
x′F i

b3| ≤ Cδ(x′)2−i− k
2 , |∇k

x′F i
33| ≤ Cδ(x′)

5
2
−i− k

2 , |∇k
x′F 5

33| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
5
2
− k

2 , (5.74)

and |∇k
x′R| ≤ Cδ(x′)

3
2
− k

2 . By (5.68), (5.70), and (5.71), a calculation gives

f21 + µ∆v3
5 =

 µ∆x′(v3
5)

(1)

µ∆x′(v3
5)

(2)

(f25 )
(3) + µ∆(v3

5)
(3)

 =

 ∑6
i=0H

1
i3(x

′)xi3∑6
i=0H

2
i3(x

′)xi3∑7
i=0Gi3(x

′)xi3 +
∑5

i=0 S̃i3(x
′)xi3

 , (5.75)

where

7∑
i=0

Gi3(x
′)xi3 = µ∆x′(v3

5)
(3) and

5∑
i=0

S̃i2(x
′)xi3 = (f25 )

(3) + µ∂x3x3(v
3
5)

(3).

By (5.74), we obtain for k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′Hb

i3| ≤ Cδ(x′)1−i− k
2 , b = 1, 2, |∇k

x′Gi3| ≤ δ(x′)
3
2
−i− k

2 , |∇k
x′S̃i3| ≤ Cδ(x′)

1
2
−i− k

2 . (5.76)

By (5.75) and (5.76),

|∆x′(v3
5)

(b)| ≤ Cδ(x′), b = 1, 2, |∆x′(v3
5)

(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)
3
2 , |(f25 )(3) + µ∂x3x3(v

3
5)

(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)
1
2 .

Thus, the leading term in (f25 )
(3) + µ∂x3x3(v

3
5)

(3) is
∑5

i=0 S̃i3(x
′)xi3. To cancel this leading

term, we take

p̄3 =
5∑

i=0

S̃i3(x
′)

i+ 1
xi+1
3 in Ω2R, (5.77)

such that ∂x3 p̄3 =
∑5

i=0 S̃i3(x
′)xi3.

From (5.75) and (5.77), we can write f31 as polynomials in x3:

(f35 )
(b) =

6∑
i=1

(
Hi3 −

1

i
∂xb

S̃(i−1)3

)
(x′)xi3 +H03(x

′) :=
6∑

i=0

Sb
i3(x

′)xi3, b = 1, 2,

(f35 )
(3) =

7∑
i=0

Gi3(x
′)xi3,

where Sb
i3(x

′) = Hi3(x
′) − 1

i ∂xb
S̃(i−1)3(x

′), 1 ≤ i ≤ 6, and Sb
03(x

′) = H03(x
′). In view of

(5.76), we have for k ≥ 0,

|∇k
x′Sb

i3| ≤ Cδ(x′)1−i− k
2 , |∇k

x′Gi3| ≤ Cδ(x′)
3
2
−i− k

2 .

Thus, we have |(f35 )(b)| ≤ Cδ(x′), b = 1, 2, |(f35 )(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)
3
2 in Ω2R, and then

|f35 | ≤ |(f35 )(1)|+ |(f35 )(2)|+ |(f35 )(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′). (5.78)

By using (5.68), (5.71), (5.74), (5.76), and (5.77), a calculation gives for k ≥ 0 and b = 1, 2,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(v3

5)
(b)| ≤ δ(x′)2−s− k

2 for s ≤ 6, ∂s
x3
(v3

5)
(b) = 0 for s ≥ 7,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(v3

5)
(3)| ≤ δ(x′)

5
2
−s− k

2 for s ≤ 7, ∂s
x3
(v3

5)
(3) = 0 for s ≥ 8,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
p̄3| ≤ Cδ(x′)

3
2
−s− k

2 for 0 ≤ s ≤ 6, ∂s
x3
p̄3 = 0 for s ≥ 7.

(5.79)
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Denote v3 = v1
1 + v2

1 + v3
1 and p̄3 = p̄1 + p̄2 + p̄3. Recall that ∇ · v3 = R(x′) with |R(x′)| ≤

Cδ(x′)3/2. By virtue of (5.78) and Proposition 2.1, we have for any m ≥ 1,

∥∇m+1(u1
1 − v3)∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x

′)) + ∥∇(p11 − p̄3)∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x
′))

≤ C(δ(x′)2−m + δ(x′)
3
2
−m) ≤ Cδ(x′)

3
2
−m.

(5.80)

By (5.79), we summarize

|∇m+1v3
5| ≤ Cδ(x′)1−m for 0 ≤ m ≤ 4, |∇m+1v3

5| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+3

2 for m ≥ 5,

|∇mp̄3| ≤ Cδ(x′)
3
2
−m for 0 ≤ m ≤ 5, |∇mp̄3| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+3
2 for m ≥ 6.

(5.81)

By (5.54), (5.66), and (5.81), we have

|∇m+1v3|+ |∇mp̄3| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+3

2 . (5.82)

It follows from (5.80) and (5.82) that for m ≥ 1,

|∇m+1u5
1|+ |∇mp51| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+3
2 + δ(x′)

3
2
−m,

which implies that in ΩR,

|∇m+1u5
1|+ |∇mp51| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+3
2 for m ≤ 5, |∇m+1u5

1|+ |∇mp51| ≤ Cδ(x′)
3
2
−m for m ≥ 6.

This finishes the proof of Proposition 5.2. □

6. Proofs of the main theorems

In this section, we complete the proof of Theorems 1.2, 1.3, and 1.5 by using Propositions
3.1, 4.1, 5.1, and 5.2.

6.1. Decomposition of the solution. Recall that the rigid displacement space in dimen-

sion three is given by Ψ = span
{
ψ1,ψ2,ψ3,ψ4,ψ5,ψ6

}
, where ψα is defined in Section 2. It

follows from e(u) = 0 that

u =

6∑
α=1

Cα
i ψα in Di, i = 1, 2,

where Cα
i are constants to be determined by (u, p) later. We decompose the solution of (1.1)

as follows:

u(x) =
2∑

i=1

6∑
α=1

Cα
i u

α
i (x) + u0(x), p(x) =

2∑
i=1

6∑
α=1

Cα
i p

α
i (x) + p0(x), x ∈ Ω, (6.1)

where uα
i ,u0 ∈ Cm+1(Ω;R3), pαi , p0 ∈ Cm(Ω), respectively, satisfying

µ∆uα
i = ∇pαi , ∇ · uα

i = 0 in Ω,

uα
i = ψα on ∂Di,

uα
i = 0 on ∂Dj ∪ ∂D, j ̸= i,

i = 1, 2, (6.2)

and 
µ∆u0 = ∇p0, ∇ · u0 = 0 in Ω,

u0 = 0 on ∂D1 ∪ ∂D2,

u0 = φ on ∂D.

(6.3)
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We rewrite (6.1) as

u =

6∑
α=1

(Cα
1 − Cα

2 )u
α
1 + ub and p =

6∑
α=1

(Cα
1 − Cα

2 ) p
α
1 + pb in Ω,

where ub :=
∑6

α=1C
α
2 (u

α
1 + uα

2 ) + u0 and pb :=
∑6

α=1C
α
2 (p

α
1 + pα2 ) + p0.

6.2. Upper bounds for the higher derivatives for h1(x
′) ̸= h2(x

′). Since uα
1+uα

2−ψα =
0 on ∂D1∪∂D2, α = 1, 2, . . . , 6, it was proved in [32, Proposition 2.4] that, ∇

(
uα
1 +uα

2 −ψα

)
has no singularity in the narrow region. In fact, for m ≥ 1, ∇m

(
uα
1 + uα

2

)
and ∇m

(
pα1 + pα2 )

are also bounded in the narrow region. The proof is the same as that in [14, Proposition 6.1],
thus we omit the details here.

Proposition 6.1. Let u0, uα
i ∈ Cm+1,α(Ω;R3), p0, pαi ∈ Cm,α(Ω) be the solution to (6.2)

and (6.3). Then, for any m ≥ 0, we have

∥∇m+1(uα
1 + uα

2 )∥L∞(ΩR) + ∥∇m
(
pα1 + pα2 − (pα1 + pα2 )(z

′, 0)
)
∥L∞(ΩR) ≤ C

and

∥∇m+1u0∥L∞(ΩR) + ∥∇m
(
p0 − p0(z

′, 0)
)
∥L∞(ΩR) ≤ C,

for some point z = (z′, 0) ∈ ΩR with |z′| = R/2.

For the coefficients Cα
i , i = 1, 2, α = 1, 2, . . . , 6, which depend only on the gradient

estimates, we have the following result, which can be found in [33, Proposition 2.5].

Proposition 6.2. Let Cα
i be defined in (6.1). Then

|Cα
i | ≤ C, i = 1, 2, α = 1, 2, . . . , 6,

and

|Cα
1 − Cα

2 | ≤
C

| ln ε|
, α = 1, 2, 5, 6, |C3

1 − C3
2 | ≤ Cε, |C4

1 − C4
2 | ≤ C.

We now prove the main result, Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By virtue of Propositions 3.1, 4.1, 5.2, 6.1, and 6.2, we have, for
x ∈ ΩR,

|∇u(x)| ≤
6∑

α=1

|Cα
1 − Cα

2 ||∇uα
1 (x)|+ C

≤ C

| ln ε|δ(x′)
+

Cε

δ(x′)
3
2

+
C

δ(x′)
1
2

+ C ≤ C

| ln ε|δ(x′)
+

C

δ(x′)
1
2

≤ C(1 + | ln ε||x′|)
| ln ε|δ(x′)

,

and

|p(x)− p(z′, 0)| ≤
6∑

α=1

|(Cα
1 − Cα

2 )(p
α
1 (x)− pα1 (z

′, 0))|+ C

≤ C

| ln ε|δ(x′)
3
2

+
Cε

δ(x′)2
+ C ≤ C

| ln ε|δ(x′)
3
2

+ C,

(6.4)

where (z′, 0) ∈ ΩR with |z′| = R is a fix point.
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For higher-order derivative estimates, when m ≥ 1, by using Propositions 3.1, 4.1, 5.2, 6.1,
and 6.2 again, we have

|∇m+1u(x)| ≤
6∑

α=1

|Cα
1 − Cα

2 ||∇m+1uα
1 (x)|+ C

≤ C

| ln ε|
(δ(x′)−

m+3
2 χm≤6 + δ(x′)

3
2
−mχm≥7) + Cεδ(x′)−

m+4
2 + Cδ(x′)−

m+1
2 + C

≤

{
C

| ln ε|δ(x
′)−

m+3
2 + Cδ(x′)−

m+1
2 for m ≤ 6,

C
| ln ε|δ(x

′)
3
2
−m + Cδ(x′)−

m+1
2 for m ≥ 7.

Similarly,

|∇mp(x)| ≤
6∑

α=1

|Cα
1 − Cα

2 ||∇mpα1 |+ C ≤

{
C

| ln ε|δ(x
′)−

m+3
2 + Cδ(x′)−

m+1
2 for m ≤ 6,

C
| ln ε|δ(x

′)
3
2
−m + Cδ(x′)−

m+1
2 for m ≥ 7.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. □

6.3. Upper bounds for the higher derivatives for h1(x
′) = h2(x

′) = 1
2h(x

′). If h1(x
′) =

h2(x
′), we can improve the estimates in Proposition 3.1, by constructing a family of auxiliary

functions vl
α, α = 1, 2 in terms of Green function, similar to [14, Proposition 3.3].

Proposition 6.3. Under the same assumption as in Theorem 1.2, let uα
1 and pα1 be the

solution to (1.9) with α = 1, 2 and h1(x
′) = h2(x

′) = 1
2h(x

′). Then for sufficiently small
0 < ε < 1/2, we have

(i) |∇uα
1 (x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−1, |pα1 (x)− pα1 (z

′, 0)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−1/2, x ∈ ΩR,

for some point z = (z′, 0) ∈ ΩR with |z′| = R/2; and

(ii) |∇m+1uα
1 (x)|+ |∇mpα1 (x)| ≤ C(ε+ |x′|2)−

m+2
2 , for m ≥ 1, x ∈ ΩR.

Proof. The proof is similar to that in [14, Proposition 3.3]. We only present the key steps
when α = 1, since the case when α = 2 is analogous. Since h1(x

′) = h2(x
′) = 1

2h(x
′),

δ(x′) = ε + h(x′), and the Keller-type function becomes k(x) = x3
δ(x′) in Ω2R. In order

to apply Proposition 2.1, we construct a series of auxiliary functions vl
1 and p̄l, such that

|µ∆vl
1 −∇p̄l| as small as possible.

We begin by choosing v1
1 = ((v1

1)
(1), (v1

1)
(2), (v1

1)
(3)) with

(v1
1)

(1)(x) =
x3

δ(x′)
+

1

2
, (v1

1)
(2)(x) = 0 for x ∈ Ω2R, (6.5)

and

(v1
1)

(3)(x) = −
ˆ x3

− 1
2
δ(x′)

∂x1(v
1
1)

(1)(x′, y) dy for x ∈ Ω2R, (6.6)

One can see the leading term in ∆v1
1 is ∂x3x3(v

1
1)

(3), which is of order δ(x′)−
3
2 . In order to

cancel this leading term, we choose

p̄1 =
µ∂x1h(x

′)

δ(x′)2
x3 in Ω2R. (6.7)

Let f11 = µ∆v1
1 −∇p̄1, by (6.5), (6.6), and (6.7), a direct calculation shows that

|f11 | ≤ C(|(f11 )(1)|+ |(f11 )(2)|+ |(f11 )(3)|) ≤ Cδ(x′)−1 in Ω2R.
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Denote

f j1 := f j−1
1 (x) + µ∆vj

1(x)−∇p̄j(x) =

j∑
l=1

(µ∆vl
1 −∇p̄l)(x) for 2 ≤ j ≤ m+ 1.

Next, we choose auxiliary functionsvl
1(x) and p̄l(x) to further reduce the upper bound of f j1

in Ω2R. For l ≥ 2, we choose vl
1 = ((vl

1)
(1), (vl

1)
(2), (vl

1)
(3))T such that

(vl
1)

(i)(x) = − 1

µ

ˆ 1
2
δ(x′)

− 1
2
δ(x′)

G(x3, y)(f
l−1
1 )(i)(x′, y) dy, i = 1, 2,

(vl
1)

(3)(x) = −
ˆ x3

− 1
2
δ(x′)

∂x1(v
l
1)

(1)(x′, y) + ∂x2(v
l
1)

(2)(x′, y) dy

in Ω2R, (6.8)

where

G(x3, y) =
1

δ(x′)

 (y + 1
2h(x

′) + ε
2)(x3 −

1
2h(x

′)− ε
2), − ε

2 − 1
2h(x

′) ≤ y ≤ x3,

(y − 1
2h(x

′)− ε
2)(x3 +

1
2h(x

′) + ε
2), x3 ≤ y ≤ ε

2 + 1
2h(x

′).

Then it is easy to verify that

µ∂x3x3(v
l
1)

(i) = − (f l−1
1 )(i), i = 1, 2,

∇ · vl
1 = ∂x1(v

l
1)

(1) + ∂x2(v
l
1)

(2) + ∂x3(v
l
1)

(3) = 0.
(6.9)

By (6.5) and (6.7), we see that (f11 )
(i), i = 1, 2, are odd functions with respect to x3. By

induction, it follows from (6.8) that (vl
1)

(i) and p̄l are also odd functions with respect to x3 for

any l ≥ 2 and i = 1, 2. Thus, by (6.8), we derive (vl
1)

(3)(x′,−1
2δ(x

′)) = (vl
1)

(3)(x′, 12δ(x
′)) = 0

and vl
1 = 0 on Γ+

2R ∪ Γ−
2R.

Furthermore, we take

p̄l = µ

ˆ x3

0

(
∆x′(vl−1

1 )(3) + ∂x3x3(v
l
1)

(3)
)
(x′, y) dy in Ω2R, (6.10)

such that

∂x3 p̄l = µ∆x′(vl−1
1 )(3) + µ∂x3x3(v

l
1)

(3). (6.11)

By (6.9) and (6.11), we have

(f l1)
(i) = (f l−1

1 )(i) + µ∆(vl
1)

(i) − ∂xi p̄l = µ∆x′(vl
1)

(i) − ∂xi p̄l, i = 1, 2,

(f l1)
(3) = (f l−1

1 )(3) + µ∆(vl
1)

(3) − ∂x3 p̄l = µ∆x′(vl
1)

(3).
(6.12)

We can inductively prove the following estimates, for j ≥ 1 and j = 1, 2, . . . ,m+ 1,

|(vj
1)

(1)|, |(vj
1)

(2)| ≤ Cδ(x′)j−1, |(vj
1)

(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)j−1/2, |p̄j | ≤ Cδ(x′)j−3/2, (6.13)

and for i = 1, 2 and 0 ≤ k ≤ m+ 1,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(vj

1)
(i)| ≤ Cδ(x′)(2j−2s−k−2)/2 for 0 ≤ s ≤ 2j − 1, ∂s

x3
(vj

1)
(i) = 0 for s ≥ 2j,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
(vj

1)
(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)(2j−2s−k−1)/2 for 0 ≤ s ≤ 2j, ∂s

x3
(vj

1)
(3) = 0 for s ≥ 2j + 1,

|∇k
x′∂s

x3
p̄j | ≤ Cδ(x′)(2j−2s−k−3)/2 for s ≤ 2j − 1, ∂s

x3
p̄j = 0 for s ≥ 2j.

(6.14)
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By (6.12) and (6.14), we have

|(fm+1
1 )(i)| ≤ C

(
|∆x′(vm+1

1 )(i)|+ |∂xi p̄m+1|
)
≤ Cδ(x′)m−1, i = 1, 2,

|(fm+1
1 )(3)| ≤ C|∆x′(vm+1

1 )(3)| ≤ Cδ(x′)m− 1
2 .

Thus,

|fm+1
1 | ≤ Cδ(x1)

m−1 and |∇sfm+1
1 | ≤ Cδ(x1)

m−s−1 for 1 ≤ s ≤ m.

Denote

vm+1(x) =
m+1∑
l=1

vl
1(x), p̄m+1(x) =

m+1∑
l=1

p̄l(x).

It is easy to verify that vm+1(x) = u1
1(x) on Γ±

2R, ∇ · vm+1(x) = 0 in Ω2R. Moreover, for
1 ≤ s ≤ m,

|fm+1(x)| = |µ∆vm+1(x)−∇p̄m+1(x)| ≤ Cδ(x1)
m−1, |∇sfm+1(x)| ≤ Cδ(x1)

m−s−1.

Thus, by virtue of Proposition A.1, it holds that

∥∇m+1(u1
1 − vm+1)∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x

′)) + ∥∇m(p11 − p̄m+1)∥L∞(Ωδ(x′)/2(x
′)) ≤ C. (6.15)

By (6.8), (6.10), (6.13), and (6.14), we conclude

|∇m+1vl
1| ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+2
2 for l ≤ m+ 1

2
,

|∇m+1vl
1| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−m−2 for

m+ 2

2
≤ l ≤ m+ 1,

|∇mp̄l| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+2

2 for l ≤ m

2
,

|∇mp̄l| ≤ Cδ(x′)
2l−2m−3

2 for
m+ 1

2
≤ l ≤ m+ 1.

(6.16)

It follows from (6.16) that

|∇vm+1(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1 (6.17)

and for m ≥ 1,

|∇m+1vm+1(x)|+ |∇mp̄m+1(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+2

2 . (6.18)

From (6.15), (6.17), and (6.18), we have

|∇u1
1(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1, |∇m+1u1

1(x)|+ |∇mp11(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−
m+2

2 in ΩR.

The estimate of pα1 is the same as that in [14, Proposition 3.3], since p̄1 and p̄2 are odd in
x3, we thus omit the details here. This completes the proof of Proposition 6.3. □

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. The proof for the estimates of u and p in Theorem 1.2 is similar to
that of Theorem 1.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3, we have

Cα
1 = Cα

2 , α = 4, 5, 6. (6.19)

See [33, Propositions 4.5]. Thus, by Propositions 4.1, 6.2, and 6.3, (6.4) becomes

|p(x)− p(z′, 0)| ≤
3∑

α=1

|(Cα
1 − Cα

2 )(p
α
1 (x)− pα1 (z

′, 0))|+ C ≤ C

δ(x′)
1
2 | ln ε|

+
Cε

δ(x′)2
+ C.
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Hence, by Propositions 4.1, 6.2, and 6.3, we have for m ≥ 0,

|∇mσ[u, p− p(z′, 0)]|

≤
2∑

α=1

|Cα
1 − Cα

2 |
(
|∇m+1uα

1 (x)|+ |∇m(pα1 − pα1 (z
′, 0))|

)
+ |C3

1 − C3
2 |
(
|∇m+1u3

1(x)|+ |∇m(p31 − p31(z
′, 0))|+ C

≤ C

| ln ε|
δ(x′)−

m+2
2 + Cεδ(x′)−

m+4
2 + C ≤ Cδ(x′)−

m+2
2 + C.

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is finished. □

6.4. Lower bounds for the higher derivatives.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. By [33, (4.42), Propositions 4.1, p48], we have

|Cα
1 − Cα

2 | ≥
C|b̃∗α1 [φ]|
| ln ε|

, α = 1, 2, |C3
1 − C3

2 | ≥ Cε|b̃∗31 [φ]|. (6.20)

By Proposition 6.2 and (4.12), we have

|(C3
1 − C3

2 )∂x3(u
3
1)

(1)| ≤ Cε(|∂x3(v
1
3)

(1)|+ C) ≤ Cε−
1
2 .

It follows from (6.5) that for some small r > 0,

|∂x3(v
1
1)

(1)(r
√
ε, 0, 0)| = |(δ(x′)−1)(r

√
ε, 0, 0)| ≥ Cε−1,

Hence,

|∂x3(u
1
1)

(1)|(r
√
ε, 0, 0) ≥ Cε−1. (6.21)

Note that (v1
2)

(1) = 0, thus

|∂x3(u
2
1)

(1)|(r
√
ε, 0, 0) ≤ C. (6.22)

Combining (6.19) and (6.20)–(6.22), we have

|∂x3u
(1)|(r

√
ε, 0, 0) =

∣∣∣ 3∑
α=1

(Cα
1 − Cα

2 )∂x3(u
α
1 )

(1) + ∂x3(ub)
(1)

∣∣∣(r√ε, 0, 0)

≥ |(C1
1 − C1

2 )∂x3(u
1
1)

(1)| − Cε−
1
2 − C ≥ C|b̃∗11 [φ]|

| ln ε|
ε−1.

For the higher-order derivative estimates, by Proposition 6.2 and (6.14), we have, for
m ≥ 1, α = 1, 2,

|(Cα
1 −Cα

2 )∇m−1
x′ ∂2

x3
(uα

1 )
(1)| ≤ C| ln ε|−1

∣∣∣m+1∑
i=1

∇m−1
x′ ∂2

x3
(vi

α)
(1)+C

∣∣∣ ≤ C| ln ε|−1ε−
m+1

2 . (6.23)

It follows from (4.11) that for small r > 0, which may depend on m,

|∇m−1
x′ ∂2

x3
(ṽ1

3)
(1)(r

√
ε, 0, 0)| ≥ Cε−

m+4
2 ,

and by (4.21), (4.32), and (4.54),

|∇m−1
x′ ∂2

x3
(v̂1

3)
(1)|+

m+1∑
i=2

|∇m−1
x′ ∂2

x3
(vi

3)
(1)| ≤ Cε−

m+2
2 .
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Hence,

|∇m−1
x′ ∂2

x3
(u3

1)
(1)|(r

√
ε, 0, 0) ≥ Cε−

m+4
2 . (6.24)

Combining (6.19), (6.20), (6.23), and (6.24), we have

|∇m−1
x′ ∂2

x3
u(1)|(r

√
ε, 0, 0) =

∣∣∣ 3∑
α=1

(Cα
1 − Cα

2 )∇m−1
x′ ∂2

x3
(uα

1 )
(1) +∇m−1

x′ ∂2
x3
(ub)

(1)
∣∣∣(r√ε, 0, 0)

≥ |(C3
1 − C3

2 )∇m−1
x′ ∂2

x3
(u3

1)
(1)| − C| ln ε|−1ε−

m+1
2 ≥ C|b̃∗31 [φ]|ε−

m+2
2 .

For the lower bound of the Cauchy stress σ[u, p − p(z′, 0)], by using (6.20), (6.23), and
(6.24), we have

|∇m−1
x′ ∂x3σ[u, p− p(z′, 0)]|(r

√
ε, 0, 0)

≥
∣∣∣ 3∑
α=1

(Cα
1 − Cα

2 )∇m−1
x′ ∂x3

(
2µe(uα

1 )− (pα1 − pα1 (z
′, 0))I

)∣∣∣(r√ε, 0, 0)− C

≥ C|(C3
1 − C3

2 )∇m−1
x′ ∂x3e13(u

3
1)|(r

√
ε, 0, 0)− C| ln ε|−1ε−

m+1
2 ≥ C|b̃∗31 [φ]|ε−

m+2
2 .

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.5. □

Appendix A. Proof of Proposition 2.1

By the regularity of u in Ω \ΩR and the definition of v stated at the beginning of Section
2, we have

∥w∥Cm+1(Ω\ΩR) + ∥q∥Cm(Ω\ΩR) ≤ C.

To prove Proposition 2.1, we decompose the solution of (2.2) into two parts

w := w1 +w2, q := q1 + q2 in Ω2R,

where (w1, q1) satisfies a nonhomogeneous Stokes equation
−µ∆w1 +∇q1 = f in Ω2R,

∇ ·w1 = 0 in Ω2R,

w1 = 0 on ∂Ω2R,

(A.1)

while (w2, q2) satisfies a homogeneous Stokes equation
−µ∆w2 +∇q2 = 0 in Ω2R,

∇ ·w2 = g in Ω2R,

w2 = 0 on Γ±
2R,

(A.2)

and ∥w2∥Cm+1(Ω\ΩR) + ∥q2∥Cm(Ω\ΩR) ≤ C.
For higher derivative estimates of (w1, q1), we have the following result, which can be found

in [14, Proposition 2.1].

Proposition A.1. [[14]] Let w1 ∈ H1(Ω 3
2
R)∩L∞(Ω2R \ΩR) and p1 ∈ L∞(Ω2R \ΩR) be the

solution to (A.1). For any m ≥ 1, if

|∇kf(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)l−k, ∀ 0 ≤ k ≤ m, l ≥ −3

2
for x = (x′, xd) ∈ Ω2R,

then it holds that

∥∇w1∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′)) ≤ Cδ(z′)l+1, z = (z′, zd) ∈ ΩR,
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and

∥∇m+1w1∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′)) + ∥∇mq1∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z

′)) ≤ Cδ(z′)l+1−m, z = (z′, zd) ∈ ΩR.

For higher derivative estimates of (w2, q2), we have the following result, the proof of which
will be given later.

Proposition A.2. Let w2 ∈ H1(Ω 3
2
R)∩L∞(Ω2R\ΩR) and p2 ∈ L∞(Ω2R\ΩR) be the solution

to (A.2). For any m ≥ 1, if

|∇kg(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)α−k, ∀ 0 ≤ k ≤ m, α ≥ −1

2
for x = (x′, xd) ∈ Ω2R,

then it holds that

∥∇w2∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′)) ≤ Cδ(z′)α, z = (z′, zd) ∈ ΩR,

and

∥∇m+1w2∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′)) + ∥∇mq2∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z

′)) ≤ Cδ(z′)α−m, z = (z′, zd) ∈ ΩR.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Since w := w1 +w2, q := q1 + q2, by using Propositions A.1 and
A.2, we have, for any z = (z′, zd) ∈ ΩR,

∥∇w∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′)) ≤ ∥∇w1∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z

′)) + ∥∇w2∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′)) ≤ Cδ(z′)l+1 + Cδ(z′)α,

and

∥∇m+1w∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′)) + ∥∇mq∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z

′))

≤ ∥∇m+1w1∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′)) + ∥∇m+1w2∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z

′)) + ∥∇mq1∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′))

+ ∥∇mq2∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′)) ≤ Cδ(z′)l+1−m + Cδ(z′)α−m.

This completes the proof of Proposition 2.1. □

We next prove Proposition A.2 for w2. We first recall the classical result for the divergence
equation, the proof can be found in [17, section III.3].

Lemma A.3. Let Ω be a bounded Lipschitz domain in Rd. Given f ∈ L2(Ω) with
´
Ω f = 0.

Then there exists a function ϕ ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R

d) such that

divϕ = f in Ω and ∥∇ϕ∥L2(Ω) ≤ C∥f∥L2(Ω),

where C is a constant depending only on d.

With Lemma A.3 at hand, we derive the estimates for the pressure term q.

Lemma A.4. Let (w, q) be the solution to

−µ∆w +∇(q − qΩ) = 0 in Ω. (A.3)

Then it holds ˆ
Ω
|q − qΩ|2 dx ≤ C

ˆ
Ω
|∇w|2 dx, (A.4)

where qΩ := 1
|Ω|
´
Ω q dx, and C is a constant depending only on d and µ.
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Proof. By Lemma A.3, there exists a function ϕ ∈ H1
0 (Ω;R

d) such that divϕ = q − qΩ in Ω,
with the estimates

∥∇ϕ∥2L2(Ω) ≤ C0∥q − qΩ∥2L2(Ω), (A.5)

where C0 = C0(d). Using this ϕ as a test function of (A.3) and integrating by parts gives

µ

ˆ
Ω
∇w · ∇ϕ dx−

ˆ
Ω
|q − qΩ|2 dx = 0.

By the Cauchy inequality and (A.5), we haveˆ
Ω
|q − qΩ|2 dx ≤ 1

2C0

ˆ
Ω
|∇ϕ|2 + C

ˆ
Ω
|∇w|2 dx ≤ 1

2

ˆ
Ω
|q − qΩ|2 dx+ C

ˆ
Ω
|∇w|2 dx,

which implies (A.4). This completes the proof. □

To prove Proposition A.2, we need the following Lq-estimate for incompressible Stokes
equations in a bounded domain, with partially vanishing boundary data, which can be found
in [17, p.278].

Theorem A.5. Let Ω be an arbitrary domain in Rd, d ≥ 2, with a boundary portion σ of
class Cm+2, m ≥ 0. Let Ω0 be any bounded subdomain of Ω with ∂Ω0 ∩ ∂Ω = σ. Further, let

u ∈ W 1,q(Ω0), p ∈ Lq(Ω0), 1 < q < ∞,

be such that

(∇u,∇ψ) = −⟨f ,ψ⟩+ (p,∇ ·ψ) for all ψ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω0),

(∇ · u, φ) = (g, φ) for all φ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω0), u = 0 at σ.

Then, if f ∈ Wm,q(Ω0), we have u ∈ Wm+2,q(Ω′), p ∈ Wm+1,q(Ω′), for any Ω′ satisfying (1)
Ω′ ⊂ Ω, (2) ∂Ω′ ∩ ∂Ω is a strictly interior subregion of σ. Finally, the following estimate
holds

∥u∥Wm+2,q(Ω′) + ∥p∥Wm+1,q(Ω′) ≤ C
(
∥f∥Wm,q(Ω0) + ∥g∥Wm+1,q(Ω0) + ∥u∥W 1,q(Ω0) + ∥p∥Lq(Ω0)

)
,

where C = C(d,m, q,Ω′,Ω0).

For convenience, in the sequel we omit the subscripts and denote w = w2. Applying
Theorem A.5 and a bootstrap argument yields the following proposition.

Proposition A.6. Let (w, q) be the solution to (A.2). Then for z = (z′, zd) ∈ ΩR, the
following estimates hold:

∥∇w∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′)) ≤ C

(
δ(z′)−

d
2 ∥∇w∥L2(Ωδ(z′)(z

′)) + ∥g∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)(z
′)) + δ(z′)∥∇g∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)(z

′))

)
,

and for m ≥ 1,

∥∇m+1w∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′)) + ∥∇mq∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z

′))

≤ Cδ(z′)−m−1

δ(z′)1−
d
2 ∥∇w∥L2(Ωδ(z′)(z

′)) +
m+1∑
j=0

δ(z′)1+j∥∇jg∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)(z
′))

 .

Proof of Proposition A.6. For z = (z′, zd) ∈ ΩR, we take the change of variables as before{
x′ − z′ = δ(z′)y′,

xd = δ(z′)yd,
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which transforms Ωδ(z′)(z) into a nearly unit size domain Q1, where

Qr =

{
y ∈ Rd : − ε

2δ
− 1

δ
h2(δ y

′ + z′) < yd <
ε

2δ
+

1

δ
h1(δ y

′ + z′), |y′| < r

}
, δ = δ(z′),

with top and bottom boundaries denoted by Γ̂+
1 and Γ̂−

1 . For y ∈ Q1, set

W(y′, yd) := w(z′ + δ(z′) y′, δ(z′) yd), P(y′, yd) := δ(z′)q(z′ + δ(z′) y′, δ(z′) yd),

and

P1(y
′, yd) :=

1

|Q1|

ˆ
Q1

P, G(y′, yd) := δ(z′)g(z′ + δ(z′) y′, δ(z′) yd),

It follows from (A.2) that
−µ∆W +∇(P−P1) = 0, inQ1,

∇ ·W = G, inQ1,

W = 0, on Γ̂+ ∪ Γ̂−,

By applying Theorem A.5 with m = 0 and q = 4, we obtain, for any 0 < r < R ≤ 1,

∥W∥W 2,4(Qr) + ∥P−P1∥W 1,4(Qr) ≤ C
(
∥G∥W 1,4(QR) + ∥W∥W 1,4(QR) + ∥P−P1∥L4(QR)

)
.

Applying the interpolation inequality, for any θ0 ∈ (0, 1),

∥W∥W 1,4(QR) ≤ θ0∥W∥W 2,4(QR) +
C

θ0
∥W∥L4(QR),

it follows that

∥W∥W 2,4(Qr) + ∥P−P1∥W 1,4(Qr)

≤ Cθ0∥W∥W 2,4(QR) +
C

θ0
∥W∥L4(QR) + C

(
∥G∥W 1,4(QR) + ∥P−P1∥L4(QR)

)
.

Taking θ0 small enough such that Cθ0 ≤ 1
4 , then by Lemma 2.3, we get

∥W∥W 2,4(Qr) + ∥P−P1∥W 1,4(Qr) ≤ C
(
∥W∥L4(QR) + ∥G∥W 1,4(QR) + ∥P−P1∥L4(QR)

)
.

Employing the Sobolev embedding theorem and the Poincaré inequality, we have

∥∇W∥L∞(Qr) + ∥P−P1∥L∞(Qr) ≤ C
(
∥W∥W 2,4(Qr) + ∥P−P1∥W 1,4(Qr)

)
≤ C

(
∥W∥W 1,2(QR) + ∥G∥W 1,4(QR) + ∥P−P1∥L4(QR)

)
≤ C

(
∥∇W∥L2(QR) + ∥P−P1∥L4(QR) + ∥G∥L∞(QR) + ∥∇G∥L∞(QR)

)
.

(A.6)

In order to control the last term involving P, by means of the interpolation inequality and
(A.4), for any θ1 ∈ (0, 1), we have

∥P−P1∥L4(QR) ≤ θ1∥P−P1∥L∞(QR) + C(θ1)∥P−P1∥L2(QR)

≤ θ1∥P−P1∥L∞(QR) + C(θ1)∥∇W∥L2(QR).
(A.7)

By (A.6) and A.7,

∥∇W∥L∞(Qr) + ∥P−P1∥L∞(Qr)

≤ Cθ1∥P−P1∥L∞(QR) + C
(
∥∇W∥L2(QR) + ∥G∥L∞(QR) + ∥∇G∥L∞(QR)

)
.

Chosing θ1 small enough such that Cθ1 ≤ 1
2 and using Lemma 2.3 again, we have

∥∇W∥L∞(Qr) + ∥P−P1∥L∞(Qr) ≤ C
(
∥∇W∥L2(QR) + ∥G∥L∞(QR) + ∥∇G∥L∞(QR)

)
.
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Taking r = 1
2 , R = 1, and rescaling back to (w, q), we obtain

∥∇w∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)/2(z
′))

≤ C
(
δ(z′)−

d
2 ∥∇w∥L2(Ωδ(z′)(z

′)) + ∥g∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)(z
′)) + δ(z′)∥∇g∥L∞(Ωδ(z′)(z

′))

)
.

By applying Theorem A.5 with m = 1, 2, . . . and repeating the process above, we conclude
that Proposition A.6 holds. □

From Proposition A.6, the Wm+1,∞ estimates of w depends on the local energy estimates
∥∇w∥L2(Ωδ(z′)(z

′)) and the pointwise estimates of ∇jg, j = 0, 1, . . . ,m + 1, in the narrow

region. Indeed, we are able to demonstrate that the local energy estimates ∥∇w∥L2(Ωδ(z′)(z
′))

are also closely related to the pointwise upper bound of g(x) itself in the narrow region. To
this end, we first prove that the global energy of w is bounded in the domain Ω 3

2
R.

Lemma A.7. Let (w, q) be the solution to (A.2). If

|g(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)−1/2 in Ω2R and ∥w∥L∞(Ω2R\ΩR) ≤ C, (A.8)

then
´
Ω 3

2R
|∇w|2 ≤ C.

Proof. For 1 ≤ t < s ≤ 2, let η be a smooth function satisfying η(x′) = 1 if |x′| < tR,
η(x′) = 0 if |x′| > sR, 0 ⩽ η(x′) ⩽ 1 if tR ≤ |x′| ≤ sR, and |∇x′η(x′)| ≤ C

s−t . Suppose (w, q)

is the solution to (A.2), then it also verifies

−µ∆w +∇(q − qsR) = 0, (A.9)

where qsR := 1
|ΩsR|

´
ΩsR

q. Multiplying the first equation in (A.9) by η2w and integrating by
parts, we get

µ

ˆ
ΩsR

η2|∇w|2 ≤ 2µ

ˆ
ΩsR

|∇x′η||η∇w||w|+
ˆ
ΩsR

∣∣(q − qsR)∇ · (wη2)
∣∣. (A.10)

By virtue of the Cauchy inequality and (A.8), we haveˆ
ΩsR

|∇x′η||η∇w||w| ≤ 1

8

ˆ
ΩsR

η2|∇w|2 + C

(s− t)2

ˆ
Ω2R\ΩR

|w|2

≤ 1

8

ˆ
ΩsR

η2|∇w|2 + C

(s− t)2
.

(A.11)

It follows from (A.8) that ˆ
ΩsR

g(x)2 ≤ C

ˆ
ΩsR

1

δ(x′)
≤ C. (A.12)

For the last term on the right-hand side of (A.10), by (A.4), (A.8), (A.12), and the Cauchy
inequality, we deriveˆ

ΩsR

∣∣(q − qsR)∇ · (wη2)
∣∣ ≤ ˆ

ΩsR

|q − qsR||g|+ |q − qsR||w||∇η|

≤ µ

4

ˆ
ΩsR

|∇w|2 + C

(s− t)2
.

(A.13)

Substituting (A.11) and (A.13) into (A.10), we obtainˆ
ΩtR

|∇w|2 ≤ 1

3

ˆ
ΩsR

|∇w|2 + C

(s− t)2
.
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Hence, by Lemma 2.3 with ρ = 3
2 and R = 2, we complete the proof. □

The following Caccioppoli-type inequality is a key step to build an adapted version of
iteration formula, used in [14]

Lemma A.8. (Caccioppoli-type Inequality) Let (w, q) be the solution to (A.2). Then for

z = (z′, zd) ∈ ΩR and for 0 < t < s ≤ C
√

δ(z′), there holdsˆ
Ωt(z′)

|∇w|2 ≤
(1
4
+

Cδ(z′)2

(s− t)2

)ˆ
Ωs(z′)

|∇w|2 + C

ˆ
Ωs(z′)

|g|2. (A.14)

Proof. Since w = 0 on ∂D1∪∂D2, employing Poincaré inequality, it is not difficult to deduce
(see [7, (3.36) and (3.39)]) ˆ

Ωs(z′)
|w|2 ≤ Cδ(z′)2

ˆ
Ωs(z′)

|∇w|2. (A.15)

For 0 < t < s ≤ R, let η be a smooth function satisfying η(x′) = 1 if |x′− z′| < t, η(x′) = 0 if
|x′−z′| > s, 0 ⩽ η(x′) ⩽ 1 if t ⩽ |x′−z′| < s, and |∇x′η(x′)| ≤ 2

s−t . Let qs;z′ =
1

|Ωs(z′)|
´
Ωs(z′)

q.

Multiplying the equation

−µ∆w +∇(q − qs;z′) = 0 in Ωs(z
′)

by η2w and integrating by parts, we obtain

µ

ˆ
Ωs(z′)

η2|∇w|2 = −µ

ˆ
Ωs(z′)

(w∇w) · ∇η2 +

ˆ
Ωs(z′)

∇ · (η2w)
(
q − qs;z′

)
. (A.16)

Next, we shall estimate the terms on the right-hand side of (A.16) one by one.
For the first term in (A.16), Cauchy’s inequality givesˆ

Ωs(z′)
|w∇w||∇η2| ≤ 1

8

ˆ
Ωs(z′)

|∇w|2 + C

(s− t)2

ˆ
Ωs(z′)

|w|2. (A.17)

For the last term, by using the second line of (A.2), (A.4), and Young’s inequality, we have∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ
Ωs(z′)

(
q − qs;z′

)
∇ · (η2w)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ µ

8

ˆ
Ωs(z′)

|∇w|2 + C

ˆ
Ωs(z′)

|w|2|∇η|2 + C

ˆ
Ωs(z′)

|g|2, (A.18)

where C depends only on d and µ. Combining (A.15) and (A.17)–(A.18) with (A.16) yields
(A.14). □

By virtue of Lemmas A.7, A.8, and the iteration technique, we can deduce the following
lemma, which illustrates the relationship between the local estimates of ∥∇w∥L2(Ωδ(z′))(z

′)

and the pointwise estimates of g(x) in Ω2R.

Lemma A.9. Let w ∈ H1(Ω 3
2
R) be the solution to (A.2). If

|g(x)| ≤ Cδ(x′)α, α ≥ −1

2
, x ∈ Ω2R, (A.19)

then
´
Ωδ(z′)(z

′) |∇w|2 ≤ Cδ(z′)d+2α, for z ∈ ΩR.

Proof. Denote E(t) :=
´
Ωt(z′)

|∇w|2, by (A.19), we haveˆ
Ωs(z′)

|g|2 ≤ Csd−1δ(z′)2α+1, 0 < s ≤ C
√

δ(z′). (A.20)
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By using (A.14) and (A.20), we derive

E(t) ≤
(1
4
+
(c0δ(z′)

s− t

)2)
E(s) + Csd−1δ(z′)2α+1, (A.21)

where c0 is a constant and we fix it now. Let k0 =

[
1

8c0
√

δ(z′)

]
and ti = δ(z′) + 2c0iδ(z

′),

i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , k0. Then taking s = ti+1 and t = ti in (A.21), we have

E(ti) ≤
1

2
E(ti+1) + C(i+ 1)d−1δ(z′)d+2α.

After k0 iterations, and using Lemma A.7, we obtain

E(t0) ≤
(1
2

)k0
E(tk0) + Cδ(z′)d+2a

k0−1∑
i=0

(1
2

)i
(i+ 1)d−1

≤
(1
2

)k0
ˆ
Ω 3

2R

|∇w|2 + Cδ(z′)d+2α ≤ Cδ(z′)d+2α,

for sufficiently small ε. This completes the proof. □

Proof of Proposition A.2. Combining Lemma A.9 and Proposition A.6, we finish the proof
of Proposition A.2. □
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