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Abstract

This work is a continuation of [3]; it deals with rough boundaries in the simplified
context of a Poisson equation. We impose Dirichlet boundary conditions on the periodic
microscopic perturbation of a flat edge on one side and natural homogeneous Neumann
boundary conditions are applied on the inlet/outlet of the domain. To prevent oscillations
on the Neumann-like boundaries, we introduce a microscopic vertical corrector defined
in a rough quarter-plane. In [3] we studied a priori estimates in this setting; here we
fully develop very weak estimates ¢ la Necas [17] in the weighted Sobolev spaces on
an unbounded domain. We obtain optimal estimates which improve those derived in
[3]. We validate these results numerically, proving first order results for boundary layer
approximation including the vertical correctors and a little less for the averaged wall-law
introduced in the literature [13, 18].
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1 Introduction

Cardio-vascular pathologies of the arterial wall represent a challenging area of investigation
since they are one of the major cause of death in occidental countries. In this context, we are
strongly interested in the accurate description of blood-flow characteristics in stented arteries.
Specifically, we aim to understand the influence of a metallic wired stent (a medical device
that cures some of these pathologies) on the circulatory system: our goal is to give a detailed
description of the flow upward, inward and backward the region of stent’s location. Actually
the stent could be seen as a local perturbation of a smooth boundary of the flow field. Passing
from the perturbed to the unperturbed geometry yet contradicts the periodicity hypothesis
faced in [4, 5].

Although this problem was tackled in [12, 13], our formalism follows ideas presented in [22]
for interior homogenization problems, and it should be easy to extend it to other linear elliptic
operators. A first step in this direction was made in [3] for a simplified Poisson problem: we
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set up a formal approach to handle natural boundary conditions at the inlet and the outlet of
a straight rough domain; then we proved rigorously, via specific a priori estimates, that the
boundary layer approximation - built by adding some vertical correctors - converges to the
exact solution of the rough problem. These estimates validated our approach.

In [12, 13], the authors introduced, via very weak solutions [17], L? estimates of the
error between various approximations and the exact rough solution. These estimates were
established in a piecewise-smooth domain Q°, limit of the rough geometry, when the roughness
size € goes to zero. For a fixed ¢, this approach allows to estimate the error of an effective
wall law approximation defined only in the smooth domain. In [3], we did not obtain optimal
estimates in the L? norm. The major difficulty was some dual norm of a normal derivative
as explained below. The present work fills this gap.

In section 2, a short presentation of the problem and the material introduced in [3] are pre-
sented. The difficulties that this paper overcomes are then faced in the next sections: firstly,
the microscopic approximations live on unbounded domains and thus belong to weighted
Sobolev spaces. As a result, one needs to derive very weak solutions on a quarter-plane, in
these spaces (see section 3). Then one should connect these microscopic very weak estimates
to the macroscopic problem we are really interested in. At this scale, the approximations live
in the bounded domain Q° and regular solutions belong to a specific subspace of H!(Q0).
While this correspondence was introduced for fractional test spaces in [3], here it is extended
to the trace spaces specific to the regular solutions above (section 4). In section 5, we analyse
the convergence of the full boundary layer approximation towards the exact solution using
arguments introduced in the previous sections; optimal estimates are obtained. Then for the
first order wall-law, the convergence rate is shown to be equal to the one obtained in the pe-
riodic case [4]. In a last part, we provide a numerical validation of the theoretical results. We
compare various multi-scale approximations with a numerical solution of the complete rough
problem. This comparison is made in Sobolev norms for various values of e. An accurate
control of the mesh-size with respect to € and a P, Lagrange finite element provide twofold
results: the full boundary layer approximation shows the maximal convergence rate that one
can expect from our numerical discretization, however, the standard averaged wall-law shows
poorer results than expected.

2 The framework

2.1 The rough domain
We set a straight horizontal domain ¢, defined by

Of = {x €R*s.t. 21 €]0: 1] and ef (%) < a9 < 1}, (1)

where f is a Lipschitz continuous function, 1-periodic. Moreover we suppose that f is bounded
and negative definite, i.e. there exists a positive constant ¢ such that 1 — 0 < f(y1) < 0 for
all y; € [0,27r]. The lateral boundaries are denoted by I'j, and Ty, and their restrictions to
10,1[, Ty (resp. I'.). The rough bottom of the domain is called

out
Ire.= {x eR?s.t. g =ef <E>},
€

while the top is smooth and denoted by I'!. In the interior of the domain one sets the square
piecewise-smooth domain QY :=]0, 1[?, whose lower interface is denoted by I'?; (see fig.1).
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Figure 1: (macroscopic) rough, smooth and (microscopic) cell domains

2.2 The exact rough problem

In order to identify more precisely the influence of vertical non-periodic boundary conditions,
we consider a singular perturbation of a linear profile: we look for solutions of the problem,
find u € H'(2) such that

— Auc =0, in Q°,
u¢ =T, on T uf =0 on I, (2)
oyu® =0, on I'ip U gy

When € goes to zero we recover the linear profile u’ = Uxq, while this profile is explicit
what follows shall apply with few modifications to the case of an implicit function u® which
solves the problem:

— Au’ =0, in QF,
W =T, on T4’ =0on I,
ou’ =0, on T} UT/ ..

One can show (see [13, 4]) that

€

Hu < ke,

- “0HL2(QO)

within the very weak solution framework a la Necas, that will be detailed below (see section

3).

2.3 First order approximation

When one wants to improve the accuracy of the zero order approximation, one extends u°
linearly using a Taylor formula in the neighbourhood of the fictitious interface I'’. So we have
u® = Uy for every x in Q¢. As the Dirichlet condition is no more satisfied on I'¢, one should
solve a microscopic problem that reads: find (3, whose Dirichlet norm is finite, such that

—AB3=0,in ZtUT UP,
3= —ys, on P°, (3)
[ is y1 — periodic .

where Z1 :=]0,1[xR,, P := {y € R?s.t. y1 €]0,1[, f(y1) < y2 < 0} and P? := {y €

R? s.t. y; €]0,1[, w2 = f(y1)} (see fig. 1 right). In the literature this problem is widely
studied (see [15, 18, 4]), so we only sum up the main properties of 3.



Lemma 2.1. There ezists a unique solution of problem (3). Moreover,

i By, y2) = B for every y1, and (3 := ( )B(yl,O)dyl.
—00 0,1

The convergence is exponential and one has a Fourier decomposition:
Bly) = > Bee®™ vtk gy e 7% where B = / By, 0)e* ™ 1 dy, .
k=—00 0

If u€ were periodic, we could set the first order approximation to be

=i+ (1) G0 (5 (2) - ). o

But this does not satisfy the homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions on I';, UT'o,¢ when
approximating the solution of (2). In [3] we introduced a vertical corrector. We denote it by
&n; 1t solves the problem:

S A&,=0, T
8V§in (07 y2) - - l/ﬁ (Oa y2)7 on E7 (5)
(n=0, on B.

where we set II := U 25[ZT UT' U P + ke;]. The vertical boundary is denoted by E := {y €
IL,y; = 0} and the bottom by B := U {y € P° £ ke;} (cf. fig 2). In what follows we will
write I" := R%, B’ := Ry x {0} and E" := {0} x R.. For the rest of the paper, we define the
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Figure 2: Semi infinite microscopic domains: 11, the rough quarter-plane and II', the smooth
one

usual Sobolev space:

at|A|

wrr(©) = {ve D'(Q) st [Dol(1+p1)" 2" € L(Q), 0< N <m

where p is a distance to the point (0,-1) exterior to the domain II. Shifting the latter point to
(0,0) gives an equivalent norm so that we will not distinguish between these two distances.
We refer to [10, 16, 1] and references therein, for detailed studies of the weighted Sobolev
spaces in the context of elliptic operators.

In the first part of this study [3], we have rigorously shown the results regarding &;,:



Theorem 2.1. There exists a unique solution &, € Wa'>(IT) of problem (5) where « is such
that |a| < ag := \/2/7, moreover

k
(14 p2(y)) 3 2w)

where M is a positive constant such that M < 1/(1 —2«a) ~ 10.

lgln(y)’ <

Vy eIl s.t. p(y) > 1

This theorem is based on Poincaré-Wirtinger estimates for the Sobolev part and a Green’s
representation formula in a quarter-plane II'. Combining this two arguments, one obtains
estimates on the decreasing properties of &,. In the same way we define the vertical boundary
layer corrector for I'gy that solves the problem:

- Agout = 07 in H—7

al/é.out (07 y2) - - V/B (07 y2)7 on E7 (6)
Sout = 0, on B_.

where we set II_ = U>[ZT UT'U P — key], the bottom being denoted by B_ = U >{y €
P — ke;}. In Theorem, 2.1, as everywhere else in the rest of the paper, the properties
derived for &, are equally valid for &,,+. Thanks to these correctors, one completes the
previous boundary layer approximation by writing:

oo € ou T — (T xl—lg
im0 () S0 (5(2) - Bt (£) o (221 2)). 0

This approximation satisfies the problem:

— Aub™ =0, on QF,
1 a9 1 z

ayui,oo = augin <_a ?) on Fouty ayui,oo = augout <E’ ?) on Fina

€

— oul _
= U+68—52($17 ) <(ﬁ B+§1n) <_7_> Eout (1'1 ! 1)) on Fla

=0, onI*

In other words, we correct the O(1) error on the normal derivatives of the boundary layer
on 'y, U Loyt by the normal derivatives of the correctors at a distance y; = % of the vertical
boundary E. On I'!, the main errors are due to &, and &y, the contribution of 3(x/€) — 3
being exponentially small on I'!.

In [3] we set up adequate tools to handle a priori estimates for the error. We adapt them
to the specific boundary conditions in problem (2), and claim

Theorem 2.2. The boundary layer approzimation ud™ satisfies the error estimates in the

Dirichlet norm: .
IV = ) |y < et

where the constant k is independent of € and the constants o and M are defined as in Theorem
2.1.



While in Theorem 5.1 [3], the convergence order is only €, here, it is improved because
the perturbed profile is only linear: there are no second order errors in the sub-layer. The
proof follows exactly the same ideas as in Theorem 5.1 in [3]. The estimates for the very weak
solutions presented in Theorem 5.2 in [3] are not optimal and this is the main concern of the
present article.

3 Dirichlet-Poisson problem in a quarter-plane

Domains, coordinates and notations We set [ to be a real positive constant. We define
the shifted domain ITj :=]l, co[x R, and its boundary OII) := E;UB; where E] := {I} xR and
By :=]l, 00[x{0}. We denote by IT), the m/4 radians rotation of II} with respect to the origin
(0,0) and OII), the corresponding boundary. RZ := Rx]l', 00] will represent the straightening

of T1},, and I’ := 1/v/2. The domain IT), can be parametrised as I}, = {z € R?s.t. 21 €
R and zo > I' 4+ |21 — /| =: a(z1)} whereas the change of variables from II), towards R} is

given by w = W(z) s.t.
w1 = 21,
Wy = 29 — ’21 — l/’.

Later on we will also need the regularised version of domains above

s
0 , == {yEH; st ya > },
) yl_l

(8)
~;/,s = {z eIl st. 2> +/(21 12+ 52 = as(zl)} ,

and the corresponding boundaries are set according to this definition. The mapping straight-

ening IT), | to R? is set as w = Wj(2):

{ ae (9)

Wy = 29 — (2’1 — l,)Q + 52

3.1 Weak solutions

We consider the solution of the problem: find v in WO1 2 (II}) solving
Av =0, inlIIj,
{ l (10)

v=g, on Il

where g is a function belonging to I/Vll’2 (01I}). We emphasise here that, as in Chap. 5 [17], we

require some more regularity on g th?m the usual fractional norm. As we work with weighted
Sobolev spaces and we control the tangential derivatives of the data, existence and uniqueness
results for weak solutions are nor standard neither so straightforward. As they will be used
extensively in what follows we provide a detailed presentation.

In order to give a variational formulation of problem (10), we need to construct lifts of the
boundary data in the weighted Sobolev context. As we apply changes of variables above, we
have to insure the compatibility of weights with respect to these mappings. Thus we present
a detailed adaptation of the results for the half plane introduced in [10].



To solve problem (10) we use the Poincaré-Wirtinger estimates because the weighted
logarithmic Hardy estimates are not valid in the specific case where « + n/p is an integer in
W P(IT)) (see [1, 2] and references therein).

3.1.1 Weighted Sobolev extensions

The first change of variables presented above, z(y), is a rotation of the domain around the
origin: it preserves the distances to the origin. Once straightened in Rl% we are exactly in the
position to construct extensions introduced by Hanouzet in Theorem II1.2 of [10], so we set:

w2 - l, 2
\I’(U}) =& s Yw S Rl/
1+ w? + (I)?

Viw) = K(t)g(t(wg —1I') +wy)dt,

[t]<1

where ® is a cut-off function such that

1 1
Supp® € [0, Z[’ ®(0)=1, PeC™>(]0, Z])’

and K is a regularising kernel i.e. K € C§°(]—1:1[) and [, K(s)ds = 1. Our lift then reads:
R(g)(w) = ¥(w)V(w), Vw e Rj.
Then one has:

Lemma 3.1. For every function g € Wll’Q(R) one has:
2

IR sy < Holhyrmeiry (11)
where the constant k is independent on l'.

Proof. According to the definition of the norm associated to I/Vol’2 (II),

7N AN
/ <—> dw < k:/ (—) / g2 (t(wy — 1) 4 wy)dtdw
RZ \ P RZ \ P [t|<1

1+ w? + (I)?
<k 1 D2(1).
_(ém$1+ﬁ+wp+ﬁﬂ+ﬁ+uy)(@

. / g (tx\/1+ wi + ()% + wy)dtdzdw,
[t]<1
92
<), o = el

where we used the change of variables z = (wg — I')/\/1+ @? + (I)? and a shift w; =
try/1+w? + (I')2 + w; in a second step as suggested in Lemma I1.2 [10]. If g is a regular
function, the gradient is estimated as:

[(VI)V]
1+wi + (I')?

V(EV)| <

1
+|TVV|, Yw €R} s.t. wy < ) 1+ w? + (I)?



So the first integral proceeds as above, whereas in the second part, performing the same
changes of variables, one gets:

/ 2| VV|dw < k/ \112/ g (t(wy — 1) + w1)(1 + t)2dtdw
R2 R?, [t|]<1

14
2
< k:/ ) \/1+w%+(l’)2<1>2(x)/ (g' <tx\/1+w%+(l’)2+w1>> dtdzdu
Rx[0,1] |

t|<1
<k [ 1o+ @R Pdin < Klglyreg
R 3

extending this to I/Vl1 ’Q(R) functions by density arguments ends the proof. U
2

In order to use these estimates in ITj, we have to guarantee that they apply also when the
domain is a quarter-plane.

Lemma 3.2. For every g € W%LQ((?H;) there exists a lift denoted by R(g) in W&’Z(H;) such
that

(6 sy < Flolhony
where the constant k is independent on .

Proof. As mentioned above the rotation does not change the distances, so one has to consider
the mapping from R? to II}, (resp. Rx {I'} to O1I},) from both sides of (11). The straightening
by the continuous piecewise linear transform w = W(z) is defined in (8); one has that

/ |VwR(g)|dw = / (VIVIV W TV R(g),V.R(g)) det(V,W)dz.
R? 11

’
v v

The eigenvalues of V.W ™'V IW™T read A\x = (3 ++/5)/2, they are positive definite and
independent on I’. Thus there exists a constant k such that

IR w2y < FIRG)ly2@s)-
On the other hand, one should focus on the equivalence of trace norms between I/Vl1 ’2(6112,)
and W;Q(]R x {I'}): on AT, 14 p?(2) = 14 (21)? + (I + |21 — U'|)?. This gives the eQXistence
of a constant k independent on [’ s.t.
T4+ 23+ (1) < plz) <k(1+ 22+ (1)), Vzeol),

In turn this implies that

972 2(2))2()? p do(=
/3ﬁ2/{(1+p2(z))%+(1+/’()) (9) }d ()

~ 92 w2 nN2y3 2 w
/ﬂ%x{l'}{(1+w%+(l/)2)é+(1+ 1+ (0)7)2(d) }d .

O

Remark 3.1. The previous lemma applies with only minor changes to the case of the smooth
domain sequence (11 ) scjo,1]-



3.1.2 A priori estimates

At this point we are ready to prove existence and uniqueness of a weak solution of problem
(10). We denote by Wol’z(H;) the subspace of W(}’2(H;) such that:

Wy 2(I) = {v e W) (1)) st. ©=0ondll}.
Proposition 3.1. There exists a unique weak solution v € Wol’Q(HE), of the problem (10),
moreover one has:
gy < gy oy
where the constant k is independent of [.

Proof. Using the lift of g given above, (10) becomes: find v € WOM(H;) s.t. Av = —AR(g).
Testing this equation by ¢ € D(II}) one has that

(V,Vp) = —=(VR(g), V),

by density of D(II) functions in WOI’Q(H;), the r.h.s. is a linear form on Wol’z(ﬂg) and the Lh.s.
is a bi-linear bi-continuous form on the same functional space. Thanks to Poincaré-Wirtinger
estimates in a quarter-plane the semi-norm is actually equivalent to the I/VO1 ’Q(H;) norm. Thus
one has existence and uniqueness by the standard Lax-Milgram theorem. Moreover, one has
that

Hf)Hwol?(H;) < kHR(Q)HWOL?(H;) < k/HgHW?(aH;)?

where all the constants do not depend on . Subtracting R(g) one gets the desired result. [

3.1.3 Regularised problems

In the rest of the paper, we need a little more regularity in order to construct a Green’s
formula adapted to the Lipschitz domain IIj (see the very clear and detailed explanations of
§ 1.5.3 in [9]). Thus in this paragraph, we construct regular approximations of problem (10).
)sefo,1] of C°° domains defined in (8).

For every given function g € Wll’Q((?l:[',), one sets gg € Wll’Q(ﬁﬁ; ;) by writing
2 2 ’

This is done by approximating IT} by a sequence (II] |

9s(z1,as(21)) == g(z1,a(21)) = g(z1), Vz1 €R

and, where it is not ambiguous, we will drop the s and use ¢ instead of gs. The corresponding
extensions Ry are defined following the same procedure already introduced in subsection 3.1.1
but on regular domains (1T ,).c0,1-

Lemma 3.3. The approvimating sequence of data (gs)sepo,1) is stable with respect to the
W,2(011,) norm:
2

HgsHW;Q(aﬁg’s) < ngHW;Q(aﬁgly
whereas for the lifts one has
10 g, ) < oo
and the sequence (Rs(gs))s converges to R(g) in the Wol’Q(f[;,) norm:
Vnp 30>0 st 0<s<d = [Rs(gs)— R(g)HW&,z(ﬁ;/) <.



Proof. For s small enough, one has:
a(z1) < as(z1) < 2a(z), Vz €R.

Similarly it is easy to show that |aj| < |a’|. This gives the first claim. The proof of the second
claim is identical the proof of Lemma 3.2. We extend R,(gs) in II}, \ II}, ; by g. Indeed, we
set

/’.

Vz € My \ 1, , 3(7, 21) s.b. Ro(gs)(2) := g(21(2), ar() (21(2)))-

It is easy to prove that there exists a constant k s.t.

1R (gs)llw-2 gy < kHQHW;Q(@ﬁ{/)'

Up to a subsequence, the compact imbedding of WO1 ’2(1:[;,) into ng (1:[;,) implies strong
convergence in the latter norm. The main focus is the semi-norm convergence. As seen in the
lemma above the norms are consistent when passing from 1:[;, to Rl%, and the same holds when
passing from f[’,’ ¢, to RIQ/ for the same reason. Making the change of variables Wy defined in

(9), one can re-express both lifts in R as:

Rs<g>:¢>< w1 >v<w>,

L+wi+ (I')?

wy + ws(wy) = U/
L+ wi+ (I')?

R(g) =@ ( ) V(wy, wa + ws(wy)),

where wg(w1) = /s%2 + w? — |wy|. For the rest of the proof we set 1w = (wy, wa +ws(wy)). We
decompose I := V,,(Rs(g) — R(g)) in four pieces:

4
[:= "1 =V, (U(@) — V(w))V(@) + VE(w)(V (@) ~ V(w)
j=1

+ (V(w) — VU (w))VV(0) + ¥(w)V(V (D) — V(w)).
The first three terms can easily be estimated by s7||gl| ;1.2 ®) where v is some positive con-
1
2

stant, thanks to techniques used in [10] for fractional trace spaces. In our case those terms are
even easier to treat because no fractional norm has to be used. The term I, is more delicate
because there is no derivative left, so we have to use the continuity of weighted translation
operators; here we give the sketch of the proof:

I, <2

U (w) o K(t){g (tws + w1) — ¢’ (twa + w1) } dt

U (w) . 1K(t)g’(tw2+w1)tw;(w1)dt

+ =141+ 142,

the term I o is estimated again as the other terms, we focus on Iy 1

J = / IZdw < 2kz/ 3 (z) {g/ <t:m/1 +w? + ()2 + ws(wy) + w1>
R Rx[0,]
2
—q (tx\/l +w? + (I)2 + w1>} dt,

10

2
l/



where, as before, we set z := (wy —I')/y/1 4w} + (I')2. Then we use a version of Lemma
I1.2. in [10] extended to all types of powers of the integration weight to conclude that:

J < k/,/l + Wi+ ()2 {g (01 + tz0(t, z, 1)) — g'(ﬁ)l)}2dtdzd1[)1,

where @(t, z,101) = w(wi(t, z,w1)). At this point, we can follow the proof of Theorem 2.1.1
in [17] that states the continuity of the translation operator in LP. The only difference is that
the term tzw(t, z,w1)) itself depends on the integration variables. This dependence problem
is overcame by noting that

1
V> 0,36 >0 s.t. [tzo(t, z,w1))| < Z <6, V(t zw1)€]—1,1[x [0, 1 [ x R,

this in turn implies that on the set of continuity points of ¢’, one has

{g'(ﬁ/l + tz(t, z,01)) — g'(u?l){ < g,

and the rest follows exactly as in Theorem 2.1.1 in [17]. O

3.1.4 Convergence

Now we state existence and uniqueness of the regularised problem: find vy € VVO1 ’2(8H; s) s.t.

{ A’Us = 0, in H;,S’ (12)

vs =g, on OII} .

Proposition 3.2. For every fized s € [0,1] there exists a unique weak solution vs € WOI’2(H§ s)
of problem (12), satisfying

Vn>0 35>0 st s<0=|vs— ’U”WOI,Q(HE) <n,
where v, is extended by g in I \ I _.

The proof is a straightforward consequence of Proposition 3.1 applied to the regular do-
main II) . and of Lemma 3.3 for the convergence part.
If we now restrict ourselves to the case where g € E(IT)), this latter space being dense in
I/Vl1 2 (IT}) (see for instance Theorem I.1 in [10]), we get more regularity, namely:
2

Lemma 3.1. If g € £(OII)) then vs, the unique solution of problem (12), belongs to Hﬁ)c(m)
for every fized s €]0,1].

Proof. 1t is easy to show that if g € £(0II}), then R4(g) € £(II}) and thus by standard interior
regularity results one gets that s := vs — Rs(g), which belongs to T/VO1 ’Z(Hg 5); is actually in
HZ (I ) [7, 8, 17]. Moreover because of the Dirichlet condition and the C™ regularity of the

boundary, the regularity of 05 can be extended up to the boundary by the same method. [J

11



3.2 Weighted Rellich estimates

Above, we constructed the tools necessary to adapt the very weak solutions presented in
Chap. 5 in [17], to the weighted context.

Proposition 3.3. Let s €]0,1] be fived. If g € E(IT},) then vs € HE (1T} ) and one has
moreover

| Ovvs HW;’Q(BHLS) < ngHW;Q(BHE,S)'

The operator T defined from E(II} ) as T(g) = O,vs is extended by continuity into a mapping
from Wj?(ar[; s) on W?’Q(al'[; ) and one has that
2 ’ 2 ’

HT(g)HW;,z(BHE’S) < kl!gHW;z(aH;,Sy

where the constants k do not depend on .

Proof. We rotate again II; ; by 7/4 radians to switch to the chart (21, 22): the boundary of
(9f[2 s Is expressed as (z1,as(21)). We set the partition of unity,

+oo
Zcpr(z) =1, Vzell,,
r=0

the functions ¢, being defined as:

N2
Wy 1= {@S%Tlf]l[%lm (p) + Ligr or411(p) + 6—(’;:2—5) Ligr+19r+2)(p), 7 2> 1,
Yo = Ljo2)(p) + €_<Z_:‘2‘)2]1[2,4](P)a (13)
Pr = % Vr>1, o= woﬁowl’

j:er_le

where by 1g we denote the characteristic function of a given set S. Then we define
400
h":=(0,—p,(2)p(z)), and h:= Zhr.
r=0

Thanks to Proposition 3.1, vs € Hfoc(f[;, ,); one is allowed to set locally the Rellich formula

([17], p. 245). When adapted to the Laplace operator, it reads:
/~ ((h"-v)Ide — (h®@ v+ v ® h)Vus, Vo) do(z)
BHE’S

(h" - Vug)Avg dz.

’
’
s

= / (div A" Idy — (VA" + (VA" )V, Vo) dz + /

il il

’
’
s

We have that )
(1, h7) = r(2)(1 + (a4)*) "2 p(2) = keprp(2) (14)

12



because |a,| < 1. Developing the boundary term in normal () and tangent (7) directions,
one has that, in fact,

/ (R" - ) (0,v4)? + 2(A" - T)Dr 050,05 — (R" - 1)(Drv5)? do(2)
ot

= - / (div A" Idy — (VA" + (VR")T)Vu,, Vo,) dz.
1T

’
s

The first term in the r.h.s. above is estimated from below thanks to (14), the second and the
third ones by their absolute value, giving:

| e@n@@nr o) < [ 20000100 + (0:0)%) do2)
oty | 81’[;’5
— / ({divh"Ids — (VA" + (VE")T)} Vg, V) dz.
H/
s
Then we sum with respect to 7 and apply the Beppo-Levi theorem for the boundary terms.
For the interior r.h.s. above, due to the specific choice of cut-of function in (13), one can pass
to the limit with respect to the summation index r applying the Lebesgues theorem. These
justifications allow us to write

[ @ o) < | 20(:) (,0.]10,0.] + (0,0)7) doz)
11 oI,

Vs l,s

(o (e ()

note that it is important here that the derivatives of A contain only p but no cut-of function,
this explains why we don’t estimate the interior terms before summing over r. By Cauchy-
Schwartz one gets that

2 2
190 v < F {Hgﬂwy(aﬁz,s)” O llwyzory )+ sl )

2
+”9HW}’2(51:[; ) }
3 *

Thanks to the Young inequality and Proposition 3.1, one obtains the first estimate of the
claim. Because the r.h.s. only depends on the Wl1 2 (011 ,)-norm, the result can be extended
2 )

to every function g belonging to I/Vl1 ’2(811; ) by density and continuity. U
2 K

Remark 3.2. Note that this result holds in fact for any polynomial of p and what follows
could be extended as well to any weighted Sobolev space. One only needs to choose the proper
scaling for the cut-off functions p, with respect to the weight.

Proposition 3.4. If (vs)scp0,1) is a sequence of solutions of problems (12), then the next
properties hold:

13



(i) There exists a constant k dependent neither on s nor on | such that

| Ovvs HWE’Q(BHE,S) < k:HgHW;Q(aHE)a

(ii) there exists w € W§’2(8H2,S) s.t.

. 0,2 /
Oyvs — w, m W; (8Hl,s)’
2

(iii) for every function u € Wol’z(l'[;) one has at the limit s = 0, the Green’s formula:

Vou-Vudy = wudo(y),
i o

where v is the solution of problem (10).

Proof. Part (i) comes from Proposition 3.3 combined with Lemma 3.3. Again we approximate
g€ I/Vll’2 (O11)) by ¢° € £(011}) and we call v the unique solution of problem (12) with data
2

¢° given on IT; .. By continuity of the solution of problem (12) with respect to the data, one
easily shows that

HV(U;S — V)

<H[R) = R0y, <
) ) @)%ng

o _
7.,

L2y, ye,)

§
Skj/lg_

q
W;Q(BH;)
thanks to the weighted Rellich estimates above, one has also that

H &,vg — O,y

<Ko’ =,

W;’Q(ang) %’Q(an;)'

And because ¢° is regular, vg € H?

joc(IT}.;)- This allows us to write the Green’s formula for
every h € D(m):

v@vmw:/) Ay hdo(y)

I olI;

Thanks to strong convergence shown above, one can let § go to the limit and get:

VusVhdy = / Oyvs hdo(y) (15)

I olL;

note that working only with VVl1 2 (011 ) one can not write directly the Green’s formula: v,

2
is not regular enough. Thanks to the last estimate of Lemma 3.3, one has that

lim VusVhdy = VoVhdy
=0, m

Thus a limit for the boundary term in the r.h.s. of (15) exists. We express the boundary
term for a fixed s in II), | in z coordinates, and we choose h to be only a function of z; on the

14



boundary. Moreover & := (sgn(z1), —1) is the limit outward normal, (resp. s := (a'(21), —1))
and we write

lin(l) Vu(z1,as(z1)) - vh(z1)dz1 = | VoVhdy +
s=0 Jr v

+1lim [ Vu(z1,as(21)) - {0 — Ds}h(z1) dz1.

s—0 Jp

The last term can be estimated through the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

/RVv(zl,as(zl)) AV = Usth(z1)dz < HgHW},z(aHD (sgn — aIS)hHWO’% (o11)
2 -2

Applying the Lebesgues theorem, the last term in the latter r.h.s. goes to zero. Indeed, note
that, by Poincaré-Wirtinger arguments, there exists a constant k s.t.

12lliyos oy < FllAllw 2

By density and continuity arguments, one extends the Green’s formula to all functions in
1,2 /
Wy (I1)). O

Proposition 3.5. Let T be the linear continuous operator from Wll’Q((?H;) on Wg’z((?H;)
2 2

s.t. T(g) = Oyv where the normal derivative is to be understood as a weak limit exhibited
above. Then T is extended as a map from WE’?(@H;) on W:;’Q(OH;) where W:;’Q(OH;) =
2 2 2

(W, *(o11)))'.
2
Proof. WjQ(aHg) is dense in Wg’f (010}). Let g, h be two functions of Wll’Q((?H;) such that
2 2 2

{ Au=0, inlI, { Av =0, inII,
and

u=g, ondll, v=~h, ondll.

Then the Green’s formula from Proposition 3.4 applies twice, giving
/ u(Oyv)do(y) = / (Opu)vdo(y).
oI, oI,
Thanks to the Rellich estimates, one then gets
[ (0u)hdo(e) < Flglhyos o1l o
o1l 2 2

which gives that

HT(g)HW_—;z(aHD < ngHWg;(an;),

and density arguments complete the proof. U

15



3.3 Weighted dual estimates on the normal derivatives

We now return to the study of the vertical boundary layer corrector that solves problem (5).
Thanks to Proposition 3.5, we derive one of the key point estimates of the paper:

Proposition 3.6. There exists a unique solution &, € Wol’Q(H), of problem (5). Moreover
there exists a constant k that does not depend on [ s.t.

1\ "2
H 8u§in HW:;Q(QHQ) <k <7> 5

where the constant M is defined as in Theorem 2.1.

Proof. The proof is a straightforward application of Proposition 3.5:
H augin HW:;Q(aH;) < k”&in”wﬁé (a11))°

As &, is at least C° inside the domain, we use the point-wise L™ estimates from Theorem
2.1 which give:

il <K /+OO L4
i 0,2 N < — dp.
inllw o2 o L P

That provides the desired result. U

Remark 3.3. This result express the decrease of the normal derivative of &, on a vertical

interface located at y1 = 1. These estimates improve the convergence rate obtained in Propo-

sition 4 in [3] by a factor of almost \/1/l. Indeed we consider here the W:ll’Q(@H;) norm,
2

1
while in [3], only the W, 2’2(31_[;) norm was used. In the rest of the article we imbed and

exploit the result above into the macroscopic very weak setting.

4 Correspondence between macro and micro Sobolev norms

1 1
In [3], a correspondence was shown between H§ (I'i, UT'oyt) and a subspace of WOQ’Q((?HI), we
extend it here between HJ (I UT’ ) and a subspace of W] ’2(6H;) test functions. In what
2

out

follows the same could be written for I . Taking v € H}(T'y,') we set

1 1
v <—, ﬂ) =9 (—,y2> =v(0,z9), Vs €[0,1],
€ € €

and we extend ¢ by zero on OII]. Note that this makes sense because v is zero at xp = 0 and
x9 = 1, so that one has

Lemma 4.1. For a given function v € H& (Tw') and © defined above, the following equivalence
of the Sobolev trace norms occurs:

Hﬂllwéa(fm;) < kllvll g,y < k'llﬁ\IW;Q(aH;)

where the constants k, k' do not depend on e.
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Proof. We start from the macroscopic side, the other way follows the same.

1 1
z e /1
/ v2(0, 29)dzs = 6/ v2(0, ey2)dyz = 6/ o2 (—,y2> dys
Fin 0 0 €

2

1

<e s 2 i N[ < Ello|?
y2€[0,¢] 2 € 3

where the constant £ is obviously independent on e. Owing that 0,,9 = €0,,v, the derivative

part is shown similarly. O

5 Very weak estimates for boundary layer and wall law ap-
proximations

5.1 Vertical correctors defined on the whole domain

. . . . 1 1
Turning again to the macroscopic error estimates, one defines the error ro'™ = u® — ue™

where u€ is the exact solution of problem (2) and ud™ the boundary layer approximation
proposed in (7). It satisfies the set of equations:

Arb>® =0, inQ°

rb® =0, onT¢

€
1

’I“eLOO = _Eg—ZQ(xlaO) <(ﬁ_3+£ln) <E’ 1) +£out (xle_ 1,%)) , oOn Fl’ (16)

€ €
1562

1 x
auTELOO = _&J&n <_a ?) on Iy, 81/’"61’00 = _az/gout <Ea _2> on I'yy,.

€ €

\

In order to improve L?(Q°) estimates obtained in [3], we use the material above to prove the
main result of this paper:

Theorem 5.1. There exists a unique solution r&™ € H(Q°) of problem (16); it satisfies the

estimate:

HTGLOO HL2(QO) < Eemin(3+e2—55;)

)

the constants o and M being defined in Theorem 2.1.

Proof. For any given function F' € L%(Q0), we solve the regular problem: find v € H}(02°) :=
{ue H' (2% s.t. u=0o0on T°UT!} such that
—Av=F, in Q°,
dyv =0, on F{n U P;uw
v =20, on rourt.
According to Theorem 4.3.1.4, p. 198 [9], v € H2(Q) N HL(Q0) so that v € H*(9Q°) and,

thanks to boundary conditions on TOUT!, v € H&(Fin UT'out). We are now in the position to
apply the Chapter 5 of [17] to write that:

1700 _ 1,00 1700
/QO Te Fdr = (T‘e ’ aVU )FOUF1 + <8V70E ’U>FinUFout ’
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where by the brackets we denote the duality pairing H~!, H, 6 (T'i, Uyt ) and by the parentheses
we denote the scalar product in L2(T°UT'!). By standard interior regularity results one easily
gets that &, € HE (I) (vesp. &out € HE.(I1)) so that the normal derivatives

OyEin <%E> € L*(0,1), (resp. Oy Eout (%9 € L2(0,1)>.

for every fixed €. Thus the duality pairing becomes an integral:

1 1
<ayrel,oo ,U> = — - &,gin <—, @> U(%’)do’(%‘) - Ain augout <E7 %) U(I‘)dd(%’)

€ €

: 1 1 1 1
_6/ {augin <—,y2> fDin <_ay2> + allgin <_,y2> fDout <_,y2>} dy2
0 € € € €

‘ (” Fin =12 oy ) I Pout w2 o ) + 119 out ”Wi’%anq>”f’in”vvi’2<ana>>
-2 € 2 € -2 € 2 €

€ €

IN

IN

€ (H Ou&in 12017,y + 1 Ovout HW_}’2(3H'1)> 1ol 23 ey, ur, )
-2 € -2 €

where 0;, and 0oy are the microscopic test functions associated to the trace of v on I'{ UT', . as
in section 4. One then concludes this part setting [ = 1/¢ in Proposition 3.6. The L*(T°UT!)
scalar product has been estimated in [3], using a priori estimates for the I' part whereas the
I'! part uses again L™ estimates from Theorem 2.1. O

A direct consequence of this result is
Theorem 5.2. The first order wall law solving
(Aul =0, inQ°
ul = U, on Fl,
ou' (17)

ul = ef—o1, on FO,
Z2

dut =0,  on T Uy,

satisfies the error estimate
€

[Juf — u1HL2(QO) < k€%7

where the constant k is independent on e.

The proof follows exactly the same line as in Theorem 5.3 in [3], but the result is improved
thanks to the Theorem 5.1 above.

5.2 Localized vertical correctors

In the previous paragraphs we allowed the vertical boundary layer correctors (&in,&out) to
be non-zero all over the macroscopic domain 2¢. An alternative strategy, widely used in
the literature, consists in localizing these functions near the boundary on which they correct
oscillations : one multiplies them by a cut-of function y € C§°(R?) s.t.

z1—a

X(w) = Tyg q(71) + e_(wl—b)g]l[a,b[(xl), Vee ' 0<a<b<R<I,
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extended smoothly by 0 in R? such that suppy C B(0, R) and suppVx C B(0,R) \ B(0,a).
Note that this function satisfies d,x = 0 on I'j, UT'gy;. This redefines the full boundary layer
corrector :

1‘1—1 T2

ol 4 2 (g (%) =B+ x@8n () +x((1,0) = 2)éou ( e e ))

ou T — x - T
== Ul + Ea— <ﬁ (_> - B + Xin(x)gin (_) + Xout(x)gout (_)) .
o € € €
Because of the specific radial decrease of &, one should detail the influence of the product
by a fixed test function: we recover again standard error estimates. Nevertheless, we

underline that the use of such a cut-off does not allow optimal error estimates as obtained
above: localizing the vertical corrector shifts the boundary errors into source terms, and the

corrector is solution of the problem only locally. We set r. := u® — ui’oo, it solves at leading

e-orders (we neglect exponential decay errors)
- Are = EA(Xingin + Xoutéout)a in Q°
Oyre =0,  on Iy Uyt

Te = 6(Xinfin + Xoutéout% on r!
re=0, onl*°

then we give the corresponding error estimates.

Theorem 5.3. We recover standard convergence results

5o
HTEHHI(QS) < ¢k, HV”EHL2(QO) <e2 k
where the constants are independent of ¢ and %_ is any number strictly less than %

Proof. Standard a priori estimates give :

[rell ey < HEV(Xin§in + Xoutgout)‘ €(Xin&in + Xoutgout)H

L2(Q€) HY(TY)

while the second term is already estimated thanks to the decreasing properties of gin,éout
in the L* norm and proposition 2 in [3], one should focus on the first term. Deriving the
product one has

Xinvfin + Xout vgout

|

inngin + vXoutéout

€V (Xin&in + Xoutgout) HL <e

2(Q) L2(Q¢) L2(Q¢)

Again because &, (resp éout) is uniformly bounded and &, € I/VO1 2 (IT) one can estimate both
terms by €, the rest of the error coming from § — 3 being exponentially small. For very weak
error estimates [6], one has

HTEHLQ(QO) S HTGHLQ(FO) + HEA(Xingin + Xoutgout)H ) + HE(Xm&n + Xoutgout)‘

H=1(Q0 L2(T?)

3 1
s N

Again one can split I3 in two :

Iy <e AXinfin + AXoutgout

oL
<€ 4 Iho

([ 608+ T Vo

L2(Q0 L2(Q0)
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We estimate the latter term using the specific location of the support of Vy.

X

o< [ |[Vx@9en (£)] do = [ [9x@)Vent)dy

€

1
< Véulp?dy  sup o <K
pElaje,R/e| pelaje.R/e| P* Wy (D)

giving finally
71 220y < ket

Here we replaced the H~!' norm by a coarser L? estimate. So far it is not clear how to
compute accurately this weaker norm in a direct way. Nevertheless in what follows we show
that in fact ag = % in theorem 2.1.

By a direct use of Cauchy-Schwartz in Taylor expansions, one gets Lemma 4.1 in [3]
with ag = v/2/7. Instead we use improved Poincaré-Wirtinger estimates based on spectral
properties of the Laplace operator in the angular direction([21],Lemma 1 p. 397 in [19]): if

w(f) is a H} (R) 27m-periodic function with zero average then

27 2m
w 2 w/ 2
/O (w(9)) deg/o (W' (6))%d6,

Now any function v € Wa?((R4)?), vanishing on R4 x {2 = 0}, can be extended by symmetry
(resp. anti-symmetry) in such a way that

w(y) =v(y)Lg, (v) + v(y*) o, (y) —v@)les(y) — v(y)lg.(y), yeR?

where @;,i € {1,..,4} represent the quater-planes in the counterclockwise orientation and
v = (—y1,92),7 := (—y1, —¥y2), Y« := (y1, —y2). It is then easy to check that the hypotheses
on w are fulfilled leading to

jus jus 2
/2 v(p,0)*do < /2 <@(p,9)> do,
0 o \oe

giving the sharp-Poincaré weighted estimate

v

— < HVUHWS,Q(H), Yo e WD), a€R, vg = 0.

Pllwe:2am
This gives in turn that ag := 1 in the inf-sup setting of Lemma 4.3 in [3]. Now 7€l L2020y <
el for any a < 3 which ends the proof. O

6 Numerical evidence

We define the rough bottom of the domain by setting f in (1) as:

1.
fly1) = -1+ 58111(271’3/1), Yy; € [0, 1].
This is obviously a very smooth function compatible with the hypotheses of the claims. In

what follows we look for a numerical validation of theoretical convergence results above: we
compute for every fixed € € [0, 1]
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- uj, a numerical approximation of u¢, solving a discrete counterpart of problem (2).
- ui;f ,» the periodic full boundary layer approximation (it does not contain any vertical

corrector) defined in (4)

- ui’zo, the full boundary layer approximation including vertical correctors defined in (7)

- u,ll, the averaged wall-law presented in (17), and u" the zero order approximation.

We use the finite element method code freefem++ [11], in order to compute uj, By, &in p
and &out,n- The Py Lagrange finite elements interpolation is chosen.

Microscopic correctors As (3,&n and &y are defined on infinite domains, we have to
truncate these and set up proper boundary conditions on the corresponding new boundaries.
For 3, this was analysed in [14] so that we only need to solve

—ABL=0,in ZtUTUuPN{yeRiy <L},
ﬂL = —Y2, On Poa
0B, is y1 — periodic ,
0,0 =0, on {y2 = L}.
The approximation (3, is exponentially close to 5 with respect to L in the Dirichlet norm (see

Proposition 4.2 [14]). For the vertical correctors we set the domain IT* := 11N [—~1, L]? (resp.
% :=11_N[—~L,1]? and we solve the problem

—Agi =0, inTI

0u&k (0,y2) = — 0,8 (0,42), on E,

551 =0, onB,

O, =0, on {y1 = L} U{ys = L} = G,

(18)

the symmetric problem for ¢4, being omitted. By Proposition 4 in [3] and Proposition 3.6
above, one easily deduces the convergence result:

Proposition 6.1. There exists a unique solution & € Wol’Q(HL) solution of problem (18),
moreover one has

ek = €nllwazquey < KL |16k = Gnllwozer < KL 2

where the constants k, k' are independent of L and o and M are defined as in Theorem 2.1.
15" is the restriction of II* to Ry x R,

In figures 6 and 8, we display the meshes obtained after an adaptative procedure, described
below, for L and ¢% . The total number of vertices used in the meshes for discretising 37,
L and £0Lt 5, are 39000, 78000 and 79000. In the simulation of ﬁﬁ the horizontal top is

in,h u
set to L := 10. For fiﬁ p and fgut 5 the vertical interface is set to L := 20. The contours of

L

corresponding solutions ﬂ,f and &, are displayed in figures 7, 9 and 10, whereas the normal

derivative 8,3F and —98,&L , are shown to coincide along {0} x [—%, 1] in figure 3.
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Figure 3: Normal derivatives d,3% and 9,£L, on E, the vertical interface

We perform a single microscopic computation. Then we re-scale the boundary layer to
the macroscopic domain setting

@) =61 (2)) Ghen@) = Ein (7)) Guwen@) = Eun (), Ve

€ €
We quantify the interpolation error with respect to e.

=5 ()

€

oy S VE (Hﬁﬁ = B8] 20y + 18"~ ﬁHLQ(Zﬂ) < kel |8 e z+orun)

where s is a constant dependent on the boundary’s regularity, and h,,, a fixed maximum mesh
size on the microscopic level, independent on €. In the same way one can set

| €hen = o) (5))]

<e (H gut,h - ggutHLQ(HI:) + HgoLut - &’UtHL?(HE))

< ke (A2l ey + RN~ Solgozuen) < e

L2(Q0)

where v is a real parameter depending on the angle of the corner of II_ at (0, f(0)), and
H?V the weighted space defined p.388 Definition 8.4.1.1 [9], that takes into account the
corner singularity of second derivatives of £ .. These estimates give an upper bound on the
convergence rate for the full boundary layer ue™, namely:

€ 1,00

1700 1,00
Uy — uE,h Ue —Uu

€,h

< luf, = w20y + [Juf — “i’OOHH(QO) + ‘

L2(Q0) L2(Q0) (19)

3
2

< H2|[uf | o (e + ke,

where H is a macroscopic mesh size presented in the next paragraph.

Rough solutions When computing numerical approximations of u¢, one has to play with
3 concepts that are interdependent: h the mesh-size, € the roughness size, and corner singu-
larities that depend on the shape of the domain.

In the periodic case considered in [4], and for f € C*°(]0,1]), in order to avoid that the
roughness size goes under the mesh-size, one could discretise the solution on a mesh such
that h < ce. Due to estimates on the interpolation error and H?(Q€) regularity, one obtains
a good numerical agreement for convergence rates between theoretical and numerical results
(see [4]).
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In the non-periodic setting, corner singularities occur near I'yy. In order to obtain con-
vergent numerical approximations of u¢ near 'y, one should refine the mesh in the neigh-
bourhood of (1,ef(1/€)). At the same time, in the regular zones, the mesh-size should stil be
refined at least linearly with respect to € (as in the peridic setting [4]). This complicates the
local size of elements with respect to the size of the mesh ([9] p.384). Thus, simply setting
uniformly h := ce does not provide accurate convergence results. On the other hand, one aims
to have a strong control on the mesh size far from the corner: for instance in these zones, the
mesh-size could be fixed on a uniform grid. These considerations led us to use an overlapping
Schwartz algorithm [20]; we split ¢ in two parts: QU is discretised with a structured grid of
size H := keY (7 is discussed later), whereas a second domain reads

o= n{zeR st =}
Nqx € s.t x2<10

and contains the rough sub-layer. On Q¢ we perform mesh adaptation in order to capture
geometrical and corner singularities. The maximum/minimum mesh-sizes are set:

Amin = min hg, h = min hg
min KeTy ; max KeTy

where hy is the diameter of triangle K in the triangulation Tx of Qb¢. At each step m of
the Schwartz algorithm, we solve two problems. We set U™ to be the solution of

AU™ =0, in Q°,

U™ =1, onTI,
U =y on o
U™ =0, on T, UT ;.
and V" solves
( AV™ =0, in Qb
V" =0, on I'%,
€
V' =U", on {wQ = 1—0}7
V" =0, on (I'iy ULgu) N {x eR st. 29 < 1—60} ,
and we iterate the procedure until
/ U™ —V™)2do(z) < tol,
(0,1)x{0}u(0,1)x{ G}

where tol is a constant set to 10719, During this step both meshes are kept fixed.

Then we refine the sub-layer mesh 75 in order to take into account the corner singularity.
This step provides a new mesh-size distribution updating Ay, and hmax. We use adaptative
techniques presented p. 92 of the freefem++ reference manual [11]. This procedure is com-
patible with the mesh requirements displayed in Theorem 8.4.1.6 p. 392 in [9] and guarantees
standard interpolation errors with respect to the mesh size.

We iterate these two steps: solve the Schwartz domain decomposition problem and then
adapt the mesh. The iterative algorithm stops when hy.x < H. Through this algorithm we
insure both a given mesh size H and a refined mesh near the corner.
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We tested different values of v where setting H = ke”, k a is given constant, choosing
vy > % does no more change convergence results below. We plot in fig. 4, hpax and hpyiy as
functions of e. The adaptative process gives approximately hpi, ~ ce>29.

Figure 4: Mesh sizes hyin and hpay as functions of €

We plot in fig. 11, the meshes obtained thanks to our iterative scheme for € € {%,% .

In fig. 12, we display the corresponding solutions uj. Next, we construct boundary layers

2 s . s . <€ _ 0 € 1 e . 100
using microscopic correctors above. We compute the errors uj —u”, uj —u", uj, Uy, and

1’;0 in the L?(Q") norms, and display them as a function of € in fig. 5. The numerical

€
Uy, — U
h €,

Figure 5: Errors in the L?(Q°,) (left) and the H'(€2) (right) norms with respect to €

convergence rate, obtained by interpolating results above as a powers of €, is displayed in
table 1.

‘ € 0 € 1 € T,00 € T,00

norm / approx. ‘ O B e I e N B
L2(9Y) 0.78783 | 1.11 1.1 1.462
H'(QY) 0.787 | 0.6869 0.70 1.346347

Table 1: The errors convergence rates displayed as powers of €

Discussion When the vertical correctors are not present, the boundary layer approximation
is not only less accurate but also the rate of convergence is less than first order, the difference
is visible in L?(Q°) but is significant in the H'(2°) norm. Nevertheless, and as explained
above, when using a single microscopic computation of the correctors for every e, it is not
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possible to get better convergence results than €3. This is actually what we obtain for our
more accurate approximation u;’;o. This validates our theoretical results. The surprising
phenomenon that we are at this point not able to justify is the poor convergence rate of the
wall law u', that should according to our estimates be e2. Observed in [4], u! performs even
worse convergence rate than u” in the H'(Q°) norm. The results of Theorem 2.2 are fairly

approximated for what concerns the H'(€Q) error of ui’zo

7 Conclusion

Our approach provides an almost complete understanding of the non-periodic case for lateral
homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions in the straight case, (no curvature effects of the
rough boundary [18]). A forthcoming paper should adapt these results to the case mentioned
in the introduction: a smooth boundary forward and backward the rough domain via domain
decomposition techniques. Another extension to the Stokes system should follow as well.
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A

Figure 6: The microscopic periodic cell after adaptative mesh refinement
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Figure 7: The microscopic periodic cell corrector 3”
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Figure 8: The microscopic domain of &%, after adaptative mesh refinement
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Figure 9: The microscopic corrector &4,
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Figure 10: A zoom near the corner singularity of the microscopic corrector £yt 4
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Figure 11: The meshes for the rough solution for € € {3,1/3} using a decomposition method
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Figure 12: The rough solution computed for € € {%, 1/3} using a decomposition method
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