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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we analyze a tamed 3D Navier-Stokes equation in uniform
C?2-domains (not necessarily bounded), which obeys the scaling invariance principle, and
prove the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to this tamed equation. In partic-
ular, if there exists a bounded solution to the classical 3D Navier-Stokes equation, then
this solution satisfies our tamed equation. Moreover, the existence of a global attractor
for the tamed equation in bounded domains is also proved. As simple applications, some
well known results for the classical Navier-Stokes equations in unbounded domains are
covered.

1. INTRODUCTION

The motion of a viscous incompressible fluid in a domain Q C R? is described by the
Navier-Stokes equation (NSE) as follows (with homogeneous boundary):

ou=vAu— (u-Vju+ VP +f,
div(u) =0, (t,z) € [0,00) x €, (1)
u(t,z) =0, t>0, €I u0)=muy,

where v > 0 is the kinematic viscosity constant, u(t,z) = (ui(t, ), ua(t, ), us(t, z))
represents the velocity field, P = P(t, z) is the pressure (an unknown scalar function), f
is a known external force.

The study of 3D NSEs has a long history. In their pioneering works, Leray [11] and Hopf
[9] proved the existence of a weak solution to equation (Il). Since then, there are many
papers devoted to the study of regularities of Leray-Hopf weak solutions (cf. [10] 19, [17,
etc.]). Up to now, one knows that the singular set of the Leray-Hopf weak solutions has
Lebesgue measure zero (cf. [I1) [8 [7]). Moreover, a deep result obtained by Scheffer [16]
and Caffarelli, Kohn and Nirenberg [3] says that the singular set for a class of weak solu-
tions (satisfying a generalized energy inequality) has one dimensional Hausdorff measure
zero (see also [12]). However, the uniqueness and regularity of Leray-Hopf weak solutions
are still big open problems.

Most of the source of difficulties to solve equation (II) comes from the nonlinear term
(u-V)u (cf. [7]). In order to counteract this term, the authors in [I5] analyzed the
following modified (called tamed therein) 3D NSE in 2 = R3:

{atu:uAu— (u-V)u+ VP — g&(lu)u+f, @

div(u) =0, t >0, € R? u(0)=u,
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where |u|? := Zj?:l lu;|* and for N > 0

gn(r) == (r—=N) - 1lgzny/v. (3)

The existence of a unique smooth solution to equation (2 was proved in [I5] when the
initial velocity is smooth (in Sobolev spaces). The main feature of equation (2)) is that if
there exists a bounded solution (say bounded by v/N for some large N) to the classical
NSE, then this solution must satisfy equation (2l). Therein, the property that the Leray
projection operator onto the space of divergence free vector fields commutes with the
derivatives plays a key role. But, when we consider NSE () in a domain, this property
does not hold in general (cf. [13, p.83-85]).

In order to deal with the Dirichlet boundary problem and keep the same feature as equa-
tion (), in the present paper, we consider the following globally tamed scheme (assuming
f = 0 for simplicity):

ou=vAu— (u-V)u+ VP — g5 (|lu - U|%)(u - U), (4)
where ||u||o := sup,cq |u(z)|, U is a reference velocity field and for x, N > 1
g (r) =k (r = N)lpzny/v.

Here, k > 1 is a dimensionless constant and v/ N has the velocity dimension.
Let (unyu, Pnu) be a solution pair of equation (). Simple calculations show that
(un,u, Py u) has the following properties:

(A) (Galilean invariance): for any constant velocity vector v € R?

uyV,U(tv r) = unutv(t,z —Vt)+ v,
Pyu(t,z) == Pyuv(t,z—vi)

is also a solution pair of equation ().
(B) (Rotation symmetry): for any orthogonal matrix Q (i.e. QQ! = 1)

uz%,u(t>93) = Quyou(t, Qu),
PJ%U(t,l’) = PN,QtU(t> QZI:)

is also a solution pair of equation (H).
(C) (Scale invariance): for any A > 0

u?V,U(tvx) = >\u)\*2N7)\*1U(>\2t,)\LL’),
P]%T,U(tvx) = >‘2P)\*2N7>\*1U(>\2t, Ax)

is also a solution pair of equation (Hl).

These three properties are exhibited by the classical Navier-Stokes equations (cf. [2]).
Intuitively, when the maximum of the fluid velocity is larger than v/N, the dissipative
term g"(||ull% )u (regarded as some extra force) will enter into the equation and restrain
the flux of the liquid. In this sense, the value of N plays the role of a valve. On the
other hand, when we realize equation () on a computer, the value of N can be reset as
an arbitrarily large number along with the process of calculations as long as there is no
explosion. So, the term involving g plays the role of some kind of adjustment. The
parameter s can be understood as the extent of the extra dissipative force, and will be
used to give a better estimate for ||ul|s in terms of N (see part (III) of Theorem [2.7]).
In contrast with equation (2], the tamed equation (H]) in domain 2 is global since

g% (lu]|%) depends on all values of u in Q. But, better than (2)), it is easy to write down
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the vorticity equation: Let w = curlu = V A u. Then
Ow = vAw + (w- V)u — (u- V)w - g¢"(u - U[% )w.

We remark that in [4], Caraballo, Real and Kloeden studied the following globally modified
NSE in a bounded regular domain €2:

ou(t) = Au — min{l, N/||Vul|g2}(u- V)u+ VP,
diviu) =0, (t,2) € [0,00) x O, 5)
u(t,z) =0, t>0, €9 u0)=nuy,

and they proved the existence of a unique strong solution to this modified equation as
well as the existence of a global attractor. Nevertheless, equation (B does not enjoy the
above properties (A)-(C).

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, all main results are announced. In
Section 3, we prepare some necessary lemmas for later use. In the remaining sections, we
shall give the proofs of main results. We want to emphasize that for the proof of existence
of strong solutions (see Section 4), not using the usual Galerkin approximation, we only use
the linearized equations and simple Picard’s iteration. Moreover, the semigroup method
used in Fujita-Kato [6] (cf. [I7]) will be used to improve the regularity of strong solutions
(see Section 5). The existence of a global attractor for the evolution semigroup determined
by equation () will follow by proving some asymptotic compactness (cf. [4, 20] etc.]).

2. ANNOUNCEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

Throughout this paper, all R3-valued functions and spaces of such functions will be
denoted by boldfaced letters, and we use the following convention: the letter C' with or
without subscripts will denote a positive constant whose value may change in different
occasions.

Let © be a uniform C3-regular domain of R? (see [I, p.84] for the definition of regular
domains). Let C(£2) denote the set of all smooth functions from  to R? with compact
supports in €, and C§,(Q2) C CF(Q) the set of all smooth vector fields of divergence
free. For p > 1, let L?(Q) be the usual R3-valued LP-space with the norm denoted by
|- llLr@) = || - [|lr, and LZ(Q) the closure of C§%,(€2) in LP(Q2). For k € N and p > 1, let
WFEP(Q) be the space of R3-valued functions with finite norm:

k 1
[ullwes) = [allwer = (Z / |Wu<x>\pdx) < +oo,
=07

where V7 denotes the j-th order generalized derivative operator. The space Wy?(Q)
(resp. Wéi(Q)) denotes the completion of C§°(Q2) (resp. Cg3,(€2)) with respect to the
above norm with £ =1 and ¢ = 2.

Let & be the orthogonal projection from L?(Q) to L2(2). By A (called the Stokes
operator) we denote the self-adjoint operator in L2(Q2) formally given by

A=-ZA.

More precisely, u € Z(A) if and only if for some w € L2(Q) (written as Au = w), it
holds that

(VU,Vv) 2 = (W, V)2, Vv € Wi (Q).
In particular, Q(A%) = Wéi(Q) and

|AZu]e = [Vullrz, ue WE2(Q). (6)
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Moreover, it is well known that (cf. [17, p.129])
PD(A) = WH(Q) N Wéi(Q)

Since A is a positive self-adjoint operator in L2(), for o € (—1, 1), the fractional power
A is well defined via the spectral representation. For § € [0, 2], define the Hilbert space

HA(Q) .= H? .= 92(AP/?)
with the norm || - ||gs generated by inner product
(V) 1= (0 Vg + (A7 20, A7)
We introduce the following bilinear form B on Wy (Q) = H!:
B(v,u) = —-2((v-V)u). (7)

Using & to act on both sides of equation (4]), we can and shall consider the following
equivalent abstract equation

dra = —vAu + Blu,w) — g (Jul2)u, u(0) = uo. (8)
We give the following definition of strong solutions to the above equation.
Definition 2.1. Let ug € H. A continuous function
R, >t~ u(t) € H!
is called a strong solution of equation (3) if u € L2 (Ry; H?) and for all t > 0

loc

t t t
u(t) = up — V/ Auds +/ B(u, u)ds — / S (ul)uds i T2(Q).  (9)
0 0 0
Our first main result is stated as follows:

Theorem 2.2. Let Q be a uniform C?-domain of R®. For any uy € H!, there exists a
unique strong solution u(t) = uy(t) to equation (8) in the sense of Definition 21, which
satisfies that for any t > 0

t
||u(t)||%2+2V/ [Vul[f2dt < Jluollfe, (10)
0
2 ! 2 kN 2 2
||vu(t)||L2+V/0 lAuflg=dt - < —o-lluollz: + [[VuollL. (11)

and for some T* = T*(v,Q, ||upl|r2) and C = C(v,Q, |[ug||L2)
|Va(t)||e < C/VE, Yt =T (12)
Moreover, letting un(t) (resp. va(t)) be the solution of equation (8) with initial value

uy € H' (resp. vo € H') and taming function g%" (resp. gy ), we have for any T > 0

T
sup [[un(t) — var(8) 12 + / luy — varlZands
tE[QT} 0

< C(v, N, M, aollss, [[Vollear s T) - (IN = M + [lug — vol5p1), (13)

where the constant C(v, N, M, ||ug||, ||Vo|lm:, T) continuously depends on its parameters.
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Remark 2.3. For T'> 0 and N > 1, define
T4 .= {t € [0, 7] : |u(t)]oe = VN}.
By ([{0), (II) and (ZI)) below, we have

AT < & /Tuuuzods<@ " e - [ Vufgeds <
N Jo N Jo

Co g 2 4 2
< N |ul|f2ds . |Vul|12ds
0 0

Ca - luollrz - (5F Juoll> + [ Vol + vTuoll72)"?
V2uN ’

where A\(T%) denotes the Lebesgue measure of T%. This gives an estimate of the length
of the time for which uy does not satisfy equation (IJ). In particular,

. T\
]\}I—I}loo)\(TN) - 07

1/2 1/2

<

which shows that as N goes to infinity, uy satisfies equation (1) at “almost all” times.

We are now interested in the estimation of ||u||o in terms of N and prove the following
result.

Theorem 2.4. Let Q2 be a uniform C*-domain and uy € H2. Let u% be the unique strong
solution in Theorem[2.2. We have the following conclusions:

(I) There exist two continuous function K : R2 — Ry and Ky : R: — Ry such that
forallt >0 and N > 1

[ ()]l < Ki(t, [luolle2) + Koa(t, v [Juolce) - N7, (14)

where Ki(t,r), Ks(t,v,r) = 0 ast — 0 or v — oo orr — 0. In particular, for
T > 0, if one of the following conditions is satisfied, then there is a unique strong
solution in [0,T] for equation (1)):

(i) T is small; (ii) ||up||ez s small; (iii) v is large.
(IT) Let Q =R3 or be a bounded uniform C*-domain and u = u%,. Then
u € C([0,00) x ;R?)
and fori,j =1,2,3
o, du, 9;0;u € C((0,00) x Q;R?).
Moreover, for some P € C((0,00) x Q;R) (with [, P(x)dz = 0), it holds that
ou=Au— (u-V)u+ VP — gn(|ul?)u, V(¢ z) € (0,00) x Q. (15)

(III) Let Q@ = R® and v > 0. For any o > 3, there ezist k > 0 and two functions

Ky aw, Koy as in (I) such that for allt >0 and N > 1
[uR (D)oo < K1t [[o]lm2) + Kaak(t, v, [[aol[rz) - N (16)

Remark 2.5. We do not know whether the « in (III) can be smaller than 1/2. If this
can be proven, then () will have a classical solution. In fact, even for o = 1/2, it seems
also hard to prove (IG]).
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Remark 2.6. Fix T > 0 and N; > 1. Define a sequence of real numbers recursively as
follows:

Njiq = sup |luy, (B)|%, k€N.
te[0,T

It is easy to see that equation ([II) has a explosion solution in [0, 7] if and only if
Ny < Ny < N3 <--- <N — o0.

The strict monotonicity is clear. Assume that limy_,o, Ny = Ny < co. By the continuous
dependence of uy with respect to N (see ([I3])), we have

lim sup |juy, (t) — uNoo(t)Hgo = 0.
k—)oote[o

Therefore,

Noo = sup [Jun, (8)[%, < oo,
te[0,T

which implies that uy_(t) satisfies ([II), no explosion.

For uy € H!, let {u(t;up);t > 0} be the unique strong solution of equation (&), which
defines a nonlinear evolution semigroup:

S(t)ug := u(t;ue) : H' — H. (17)
By Theorem 2.2 {S(¢);t > 0} has the following properties:
(i) S(0) = I identity map on H';

(ii) S(t+s) = S(t)S(s) for any t,s > 0;
(iii) [0,00) x H' 3 (t,ug) + S(t)uy € H' is continuous.

Definition 2.7. A compact subset A C H' is called a global attractor of the evolution
semigroup {S(t);t > 0} if

(i) A is invariant under S(t), i.e, for any t >0, S(t)A = A;

(i1) A attracts all bounded set U C HY, i.e.,

lim p(S(t)U, A) =0
t—o00
where p(Ai1, Az) 1= sup,ey, infyvea, [[u — v||ar.
We have the following existence of global attractors of {S(¢),t > 0}.
Theorem 2.8. Let Q be a bounded uniform C?-domain of R®. Then there exists a global
attractor A C H' to {S(t);t > 0} defined by (I17).
3. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we collect some necessary materials for later use. The following lemma
is from [8, Lemma 6].

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ : Ry — R, be an absolute continuous function and g : Ry — R, a
locally Lipschitz continuous function. Suppose that A == [~ ¢(t)dt < 400 and g(¢) < ag?
for ¢ < B, where a, 8 > 0. If

then fort > (A/B)exp(al)



Let {Ey, A > 0} be the spectrum decomposition of A in L2(€2). The Stokes semigroup
is then defined by
et = / e M E),
0
and for o € [—1, 1], A* is given by
A= / AYdFE)y.
0
The following lemma is easily derived from the above representations (cf. [17]).
Lemma 3.2. (i) For any « € [0,1] and u € L2(Q), we have e~**u € 2(A%) and
A%l < t7%ullg2, VE > 0.
(i1) For allu € P(A%) andt >0
At Ma = e A%, e — u|pe < Cat®|| A%ul|pe.
(iii) For any 0 < a <y < B <1 and u € 9(AP)

o hmio) L=y —
A7 < A%l AT < o
We recall the following well known results (cf. [I7, Lemma 2.4.2 (p.142), Lemma 2.5.2
(p.152) and Lemma 2.4.3 (p.143)]).

Lemma 3.3. (i) For a € [0,1/2] and ¢ =

o+ 54"

there exists a constant C' = C(a, q) > 0

o
such that for any u € H?®
[uflLe < CllA%ul|ge. (18)
(ii) For o € [0,1/2] and q = 3+4 , there exists a constant C = C(a, q) > 0 such that for
any u € L1(Q)
||A_°“3”11||L2 CllallLe. (19)
(iti) For a € [1/2,1] and q = =2, there exists a constant C = C(Q, a,q) > 0 such that
for any u € H®
[ulwre < C([A%ulL2 + [[ul]L2). (20)

This lemma has the following conclusions.
Lemma 3.4. Let Q be a uniform C*-domain. For some Cq > 0 and any u € H(Q)
[ullfx ) < Co - l[ullme) - [IVullea), (21)
and for 2 < a <1, some Coq > 0 and any u € H*(Q)
[uflLee(e) < Cag - ([A%alL2@) + [[uflLee)- (22)

Proof. Since Q is a uniform C?-domain, by [I, p. 154, Theorem 5.24] there exists a
bounded linear operator E : W*?(Q) s W*P(R3) such that Fu = u a.e. on €. Recall the
following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (cf. [5, p.24, Theorem 9.3]): Let 1 < p,q¢ < oo
and « € [0, 1] with p # 3 and

1 1 1 1

S 1—a)=

~=a (p 3) ( a)q
Then, for some C' = C(r,p, q) and all u € WH(R3) N L4(R3?)

Ml < Cllullfyises) - Tallge)- (23)
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Thus, by (I8) we have
[ullfei < B ms) < CllEullweegs) - [|Eullpses)

< Collullwez) - [[alls@)

<

1
Collullmz) - [|A%u]|L2(q)

and for ¢ = 5_64a >3

[uflL< @) [Eu|peegs) < Coll Bullwiaes) < Coallullwiaq)

<
20) N
< Coa- (1A%][Le@) + [luflre@))-

The proof is complete. O
The contents below in this section are only used in Section 5.

Lemma 3.5. For some C,Cq >0 and allu € H> = 9(A), we have

|A"TB(u,u)[: < C[|Azul2,, (24)
IBw,w)re < Col|A%ul: + [ulZ.). (25)
Proof. By Holder’s inequality, we have
19 18
JA= B, u)|re < Cl/(u- V)ullgse < Cpulles - [Vullz < C||Azulf2
and
IBw,wre < [[(u- V)ullgz < [[uflee - [Ju]lwries
20) 5
< Collulyus < ColllASulZ: + [lul2.),
where the third inequality is due to WH12/°(Q) c L'2(Q). O

Lemma 3.6. For any % < v < B < 1, there are three positive continuous functions
Fi,F5:R2 - Ry and Fy : Ry — R, such that for allu,v € H*

IB(w,u) = B(v, V)2 + 95" ([ullZ)a — gx" ([ vIZ) vl
ol B—
< Fi(llallaes, [vilaze) - A7 (@ = v)||5 - [lu = V|2
1 1—L
+E(|[ullmes) - 1A% (@ = V)1 52 - [lu = vl ™
+E3([[ullmze, [[v]m2e) - lu— v]lLe.

Proof. Note that by (iii) of Lemma
L 1—L
IV (= v)[lee = |42 (0 = )|z < [| A% (@ = V)| 53 - lu = v ™
and

22)
lu=vie < Ca(l[A7(a = V)[lez + [u— V)
,37

< Co(|Au—=v)lfe - la= V]2 + lu—v|L).
The result now follows from
[B(u,u) — B(v,v)|lre < [[ufles - [V(u = V)[[Lz + [u = V|0 - [[VV]|L2
and

K
lgn"(lallZo)u = g (IVIE)viee < ~llu =Vl - (Julloe + [vllso) - IVIx2
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K
+-lullZ - o= v
O

We introduce some notations. Let I be a closed interval of ¢, and let X be a Banach
space. By C(I; X) we denote the set of all continuous X-valued functions defined on /. For
0 <0 <1, C%I;X) means the set of all functions which are strongly Holder continuous
with the exponent 6. If I is not closed, v € C%(I;X) means that v € C?(I;;X) for any
closed interval I; contained in I.

The following lemma is easily deduced from Lemma (cf. [6] 14]).

Lemma 3.7. For T >0, let f : [0,T] — H° = L2(Q) be continuous and consider

t
w(t) == / e~ =Af (5)ds.
0
(i) Forany 0 < a <6 <1

Aw € C'70([0,T),H?), [|A“W(t)||> < Cy -t 51[1%] IIf(s)]|Lz-
s€|0,

(ii) If £ € C([0,T],H®) N C*((0,T],HO) for some a € (0,1), then for any 0 < 0 < «
Aw € C°((0,T),H?), dw € C((0,T], H*).
Moreover, (0,T] can be replaced by [0,T] in the above condition and conclusions.

Proof. The first conclusion is direct from Lemma For the second, fixing 6 € (0,7,
we write

w(t) = e 04w (5) + /t e A (5)ds =: Wy(t) + Dy(t).

It is easy to see that
\115() S Cm((év T]v HO)

and
t
O®5(t) = e IAf(t) — / Ae™ 94 (F(s) — £(t))ds
5
= —Ads(t)+£(t), 0<t<T.
(ii) now follows from Lemma B.2 O

For a € [0, 1], let W*t*2(Q)) be the complex interpolation space between W*2(Q) and
WHEFL2(Q). The following lemma is easily derived by [19, p.23, Proposition 2.2] and the
interpolation theorem (cf. [21]).

Lemma 3.8. Let k € NU{0} and Q C R3 be a bounded domain of class C**2. For any
f e W22(Q), 0 < a < k, there exist unique functions u € W2T%2(Q) and P € WT*2(Q)
(with fo Pdz = 0), which solve the following Stokes problem in the distribution sense:

vAu=VP+f div(u) =0, ulsg=0.
Moreover, there exists a constant C,, > 0 such that

[ullwetaz@) + | Pllwitez@) < Cap - [|f|lwez@)-
9



4. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.2]
In this section, we use the following equivalent norm in H? (3 € [0, 2])
lallgs = [I( + A)*?ullz, ue B
We first prove:

Lemma 4.1. For any u,v,u’,v' € H? we have
(B(w',u) — g " (IW]Z)u — B(v',v) + g5 ([V15)v, (I + A)(u = v))ypa

3v v kN
< = vl + Sl =V + - wl
Caq
+§IIU' —v'lf - (1 +46) V]I + &llullf)?.

Proof. Set
w=u-v, w=u-v,

and write (26) as the following four terms’ sum

I, = (B(u’,w),([+A)W>L2,
I, = (B(W',V),([+A)W>L2,
Iy = —(g" (|2 )w, (I + A)yw)y.,
L = =g (I'[1%) = g5 (V' IIZ)]v, (I + A)w)pe.
By ab < £a* + <b*, we have
L < B, w)|lw - [[(1 + A)w|L2
1 v
< )Wl + Ll
e 2 v 2
< Tl + e

and similarly,
1 v
I < < WV + 2wl

For I3, by g"(r) > Z(r — N) we have

Iy = =g ()12 - 11 + A)Pwli
K kN
< =TI I+ w

For Iy, by |gx"(r) — g~ (r)] < Zlr — 1’| we have

K
I < S W ol + V1) - IVl - ]
K
< W o - 2 oo+ W l) - 1V 50 - 1w
2K

— Ul llocl[wllert) - (1w lloo [V [ler)

K
+ Wl - vl - Wl

K 2K
EHU'IIQIWII% + 7||W'||§OIIVH%1

K
W15 - vl - (Tl + (v o).
10
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Combining the above calculations, we obtain

3 N
]1+[2+[3—|—]4 < ZVHWH%_IZ_'_H—

(1 - k)
2v

1
I - (U4 30) VI + £V - [all)

AWl + 'l[36 - T w [

2 3y KN (1—r)
< e+ i+ o i
CQ ! v ! 1 4 2 2
AWz [VWlee - (1 + 46)[[v ][ + wllalle)
(k1) kN

3v v
< wile + 21w B + S i

C2
+V—§HW’II?{1 (L +48)[IvIIE + wllullf)?,
which produces the desired estimate. O

4.1. Proof of Existence. Let v € C([0,00); H') N L?

2 (R,;H?). We first consider the
following linearized equation:

O = —vAu+ B(v,u) — g5 ([vI2)u, u(0) =uo € H.

By the standard theory of PDE, there is a unique strong solution u to above equation
with
u € C([0,00); H) N L} (R, ; H?).

loc
Let us construct the approximation sequence of equation (§)) as follows: Set u;(t) = 0.
For k =2,3,---, let

w(t) € O([0,00); H') N L7, (R4 s H?) (27)
solve the following equation
oy, = —vAw, + B(we_1, wy) — gu"(lup_1]|2)ug, wg(0) = ug. (28)
Firstly, note that
(Aug, ). = [[Vueg.
and
L, .
(B(wp—1,ug), ug)p2 = —((ug—1 - V)Uug, Ug)pe = —§<dlvuk_1, [ug|*)y2 = 0.

By the chain rule, we have from (28)) that
dllugllf/dt = —2v[|Vug|[g — 205" (k-3 Tuellfe < —2v][Vug|lg.. (29)
Integrating both sides of (29) yields that

t
||uk(t)||iz+2l// IVl adt < o2, Vi > 0. (30)
0

Secondly, for any 7" > 0 we have

T T
V,K H"
/ %" (k-1 1217 - lug[IZ2dt < = sup ||uk(t)||i2/ g1 [|3.dt
0 V tefo,1) 0

1) T 20
< O sup [lug(t)|g - sup Huk—l(tﬂl%{l/ [ [[f=dt < +o00
te[0,7 te[0,7 0
11



and

T T
/ IBwerug)|Zdt < C / a2 Vg 22t
0 0
T

22 o1
e / las P - Vgt 22 oo,
0

Thus, recalling H® = L2(Q), from (28) one has
douy € L2, (Ry; HO).

Consider the evolution triple

H?Cc H' Cc H°.
By the chain rule (cf. [I9 p.176, Lemma 1.2]) and Young’s inequality, we have
%d”vdi‘;'f'@ = vl Aule + (B(up-1, up), Aui)pe — g3 (lur-1]l2) | VuglIz:
e A R 2 (Y ST\
< —BlAwmle + T [ Tl + T

where the last step is due to
U,k K
o) = S - ).
Integrating both sides of (82]) and using ([B0) and xk > 1, we obtain

t KN
IV (t)[I7 + V/ | Aug|72ds < 7|luo|liz + [[Vugl[f, Vt>0.
0

Now set
Wi (t) = ug(t) — un(t).
Then

OWim = —AWgnm + B(Wi_1, Wim) + B(Wi_1m—1, Vin)

— g5 (P 12 W m — [QJV\}H(||111€—1H?>O) - g}’v’“(llvm—lllioﬂ"m-

Again, by [19, p.176, Lemma 1.2] and Lemma ] we have

1 )| Wi

Sl + el

+<B(uk‘—la Wk,m)a ([ + A)ka"b>L2
+<B(Wk—1,m—17 Vm)v ([ + A)Wk,m>L2
— g5 (e [12) (W n, (1 + A)Wiem) 12

=g (w1 1%) = 98" (Vim-1ll2) | {Vin, W) g

v v K

< —glwimllie + glwetmalie + 0+ =) IWemllin
@ 2 2 2 )\2
s IWhkrm—t [ - (L + 4r) [uplff + )"

Integrating this inequality and using (B0) and ([B33]), we get

t
1%
WOl + 5 [ I s
12

(31)

(32)

(33)

(35)



v t t
< 1/ HWk_17m_1H%_12dS -+ CV,N/ ||Wk,mH%-11dS
0 0

t
£ Cy s / 1%t 2.
0

Set
Bty = T sup [Wim(s)l

k,m—o00 s€[0,4

and

= lim /||ka||H2ds

k,m—00

Then by [B0), (33) and Fatou’s lemma, we have

ST <

e~ R

f(t)_'_CVva”“O”Hl/O h(s)ds

and
v t

t
) < 20 + oty | H(5)ds < 26t [ as)ds.
0 0
Hence, by Gronwall’s inequality we have
h(t) = f(t) =0, Vt>=0.

Thus, there exists a function u € C([0,00); H') N L2 (R, ; H?) such that for any 7' > 0

loc

lim sup [lu; —ullfn + hm / |ug(s) — u(s)||zeds = 0.
k=00 sc(0,1] —o0 Jo

Lastly, taking limits £ — oo for

t t t
i (t) = up / Augds + / Bluy_y, ug)ds — / (|2 Yugds
0 0 0
and inequalities ([B0) and (33]), we can see that u(t) satisfies (@), (I0) and (IT).

4.2. Proof of Decay Estimate (I2]). Following the method of Heywood [§], by the
chain rule and [8, p.649 (14)], we have

d[[Vulfz

o = ~2vlAul: + 2(B(u, ), Au)g — 205 ([[ull5) [ Vullz:

= —v|Auli: + CalVullg: + C) ol Vulfi..
Note that

2v
In Lemma B}, if we take ¢(t) = [|Vu(t)|[;., 6 =1/(C) oA) and o = C, o + 1/A, then

00 2
| v < b —
0

echA+1 1

(Coa+1/A)t

for t > (C" oA)eCrotl = T Thus, follows.
v,
13
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4.3. Proof of Continuous Dependence ([I3]). Set
WN,M(t) = uN(t) - VM(t)
Once again, by the chain rule (cf. [19, p.176, Lemma 1.2]) we have

ldlwymlfn 2 2
s ar = Wl +waadlze + (Buy, W), W)
HB(Wx e V), W) g — g8 (Taw 20 Wl
— %" (lunllZ) = g5 (varll3)] (var, W ar)
=g (Ivarllze) = gar UvarllZ) v ar Wi a g
Noting that
95" (1) = ga ()| < ZIN = M|, V>0, NM>1,
as in the proof of existence, by Lemma .1 and Young’s inequality we find that

1d|lwy arll2 kN
sl g 4 ) e

Caq

+§HWN,MI|?{1 (L4 48)[un [ + slvarll)®

K
o IN = M| [lvarllee - (1wl

I dn

1%
< —1—6||WN,1\4||%12 + Con Moo WM i + Covo| N — M,

where C,,y, = 4r2||vol|3./v*,

kN CQ
CuNMuovo = (V + 7) + ;((1 +4K) Ky Ny + KKy pvo )
and N
K
Ky Ny = ?Huoﬂiz + [JuoiFar-

The estimate (I3]) now follows by Gronwall’s inequality.

5. PrROOF oF THEOREM [2.4]

5.1. Proof of Part (I). Let u(¢) be the unique strong solution of equation (). By
Duhamel’s formula, we may write

t t
u(t) = e‘Atu0+/ e~ =94, u)ds—/ e~ =405 (||uf|% Juds
0 0
= wi(t) + wa(t) + ws(t). (36)
First of all, it is clear that w; € C*((0,7]; H?) and
[Aw: () [|r> < [ Auol|2- (37)

For w(t), by (i) of Lemma 3.2l we have

A wa(l < / | A 94 A1 B, w)eds

/ |A=iB(u,u ||L2ds @ ot ‘Azl
(181)

(t—s)s o (t—s)s

< CoKynu - tF, (38)
14



where

kN
Ky N = ?HUOH2 + [[Vuglf.

For wj(t), recalling (@) and by Lemma [B:2] we have for o € [1/2,1)

t
[A%ws(t)[lLe < /gz”v’”(HUHio)-HAO‘e‘“‘S’AUHLQdS

/WMP ) [ Abujgeds
1
< %/Wmewwm~——fj@
(i~ sy
1
< a;/nAmurnvm@w—————ﬁk
0 (t—s)*"2
t 1
+CQ/‘WMH'HVWET‘___fEdS
0 (1 — 53

= ol 1+ [2.
By ([{0), (II) and Holder’s inequality we have

+ 1/2
I < CoKy yut' ™ ( / ||Au(s)||i2ds> < CQKS,/;’UO e
0

and
) t 1/2 12
I, < CQ||110HL2K3,N,uOt1_a </ HVU(S)HizdS) < CQHUOHLQKVNUO A
0
Hence
JAws(t) e < Co( o3 KRy + KL ) (39)

Combining ([36]), (37), (38) and (39), we find that
|ASu@)lle: < [|A%l|e + CoK o - £F
_'_CQ <||u0||L2Ki/]\2/ up + Ks,/]\%,uo> ) t3/8

= Mo(t, v, N, uo)
and by (25) and (I0)

IB(u(t),u®)le < CollAZu(®)[z: + [la(t)|72)

<
< Ca - (Mo(t, N, ug)* + [luol|ge)-
By (1°) of Lemma B.7], we have for any 2 <~ <1
A"tz < [|AMaol[ee + Co - (Mo(t, v, N, ug)® + [luollze) - 7
+Co(ol2: Ky + K y) 17, (40)

v,N,ug v,N,ug

which then yields the estimate (I4) by (22).
15



5.2. Proof of Part (II). In this subsection, we assume = R? or Q is a bounded
uniform C*-domain. Our proof is concentrated on the case of bounded domain. Clearly,
it also works for 0 = R3.

Below, fix T" > 0 and set

£(5) = B(u(s), u(s)) — g%~ (uls) |2 u(s)
Then by Lemma [3.6 and (22), (40)
[0,T] > s+ f(s) € H” = L2(Q) is continuous.
By (i) of Lemma 3.7 we have for any § € (0,1) and 0 < 6 < 1
u < C%0, 7], HY) n C([0, T]; H*). (41)
Thus, by Lemma [3.6] and (22)), for any % < v < 8 <1, there are constants C, Cy, C3 > 0
such that for all ¢, s € [0, T
[£(t) ~ (e < Cu- 1A% u(t) — u(s)3: - fult) — (sl
Gy AP (u(t) = u() 23 - u(t) = u(s) 2>
+Cs - [lu(t) — u(s)|-. (42)

Choosinglﬁ close to 1 and v close to 2 and using (@0) and (I)), we find that for any
O0<a<y

™

f e C*([0,T],H°).
Thus, by (ii) of Lemma B7 and (36) we have, for any 0 < o < §
Au € C*((0,T],H"), 09,ue C((0,T),H*)
Using induction e_xﬁd ([@2) with 6 = 1 as well as ([@I]), one finds that for any n € N and
3>"

O<a<l-—(3

f e C*((0,T],H°)
and
Au € C*((0,T],H"), 9u e C((0,T],H*).
In particular, by H* € W*2(Q) for a € [0, 2] we have
u e C*((0,T), W**(Q)), 9 € C((0,T), W/>*(Q)). (43)
Set
b(t) := (u(t) - V)u(t) + g5 ([lu(t)[2)u(t).
As in the proof of Lemma [3.6, it is not hard to verify by (43]) that
b(t) € C((0,T]; WH2()). (44)
Consider the Stokes equation:
vAu+ VP =0u+Db in Q,
{du:O in Q, ulgn =0.
By @3)), (44) and Lemma 3.8 with a = 1, we have
u(t) € C((0,T], W*2(Q)).
As above, a simple calculation shows that

b(t) € C((0,T); W*%(Q)). (45)
16



By (@3), [@F) and Lemma B8 with v = £ again, we further have

u(t) € C((0,T], W5 2(Q)) (46)
and
P e C(0,T], W5 2(Q)). (47)

By (43), (d), (@7) and the Sobolev embedding theorem (cf. [2I, Theorem 4.6.1}), we
finally obtain that
8tu, &-u, &-aju, Pe C((O,T] X Q,Rg)
and (I5) holds.
5.3. Proof of Part (III). In this subsection, we assume 2 = R3.

Lemma 5.1. For fized ¢ > 2 and r > 1, there exists r := k(q) := Cq*, where C is a
universal constant, such that for any N > 1 andt > 0

t
K T T TR K r
iy ()llze < fluollye + - N/O [u|[g.ads (48)

and
t ) 2V t
[ I s < 2 ol +2 [ s (19)

Proof. Let u := uf. Taking the scalar product for both sides of equation (IHl) with
qlul?"?u, and then integrating over R3, we find by the integration by parts formula

dlju, Mg 2w
i S22 2

—qv|[[Vulu| 22|, —

+q(V P, [u]"?u)pz — g - g5 ([[ull3)[[ullf,
where we have used that
q{(u-V)u, |u|q_2u>L2 = (u, V|u|q/2>L2 = 0.
Let f be an increasing smooth function on [0, c0). We further have

df(lullL.) 4(q —2)
q

— 14
& = flull)] — el Valfu@72|{. - IV 2|2

+q(VP, || ). — ¢ g " ([allZ)lullf, |- (50)
On the other hand, taking the divergence for equation (I&]) we have
AP = div[(u- V)u],
which gives
P =—(—A)"'div[(u- Vu)] = —(=A)7'9;0;(u’" - v/).
So, by the Calderén-Zygmund inequality we get for any v > 2 (cf. [18])
[Plly < Cy -7 - [lullza, (51)

Here and below, C;,7 = 1,2, 3 are universal constants. Thus, by Young’s inequality and
Holder’s inequality we have

VP "), = ¢(P[ul"*diva)y, + ¢(P, V|u["? - u),
Czq3

< @ll[Vul - fuf D2, 4+

17
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Czq3

< @llIVal- [l 2P+ L 1P e
(EII) ng
< lliVal - a2+ =g
_ Csq°
< qv[[Val - [l PR + =l - .

Substituting this estimate into (50), we get

df(llullf.) = 4(qg—
TR

2\
2 frlalle,) - 19wl

/ q C3q5 2 q VK 2 q
< fllhullge) - | ==l - ullte = ¢ g™ ([l allz |
Now noticing that
- N
R
we find that if
K = 2C3q", (52)
then
df(lufli,) | 4 —2)v
i) F(lall) - 19 bl
aK K
< (i) - [25 N - iy — 2 ful, - ). (53)
Lastly, taking f.(z) := (e + )"/ in (53], then integrating with respect to ¢ and letting
€} 0 yield (48)) and (49). O

Lemma 5.2. Fiz rg > 1 and qo > 2. Let uy € H3 and set Ny := Cljug||3p for some
2

universal constant C'. There exists ng := no(v, No, qo,70) large enough such that for all
n>=ng, N>NogV1andt>0

1
n n+t1 t 2n+rg
|m%uwmﬁme<2N%““+”W””{/nuﬁmaﬁ] , (54)
0

where i, = 2C3 - [(2n 4 ro)qo/m0]* (see (52)). In particular, there is an ng := no(v, No)
large enough such that for allm > ng, N > NgV 1 andt >0

s ()| pseen < 3N2. (55)
Proof. Let u := u%. First of all, by the Gagliado-Nireberg inequality (23)), there is a

universal constant Cy > 1 such that for any ¢ > 2
ol < ol - uollys < Colluolleg =: Ny'™. (56)
Define
Gn = Gn—1 + 2q0/T0 = (2n 4 70)q0/T0
and
Tn i=T0qn/qo = 21 + ro.
Then we have

t t
laflgartds < [ % - fJullg.ds
0 0
18



2v

T+ K(qn)

m +2N/ Il

t
(by @) < laola, + 2N / lullz ds

Tn

(by rnk(gn) =2) < v|ug Tind

(by iterating) < I/Z 2N)*|lug

pek (2N / Jullzds

(by @) ) < uZw N2 4 (2N / ullz%ds

V((2N>n+1Ngo/2 . N6L+1+ro/2)

(by r, =2n+1) =

2N — Ny
t
2Ny / Jullzds
0
VNS’O/Q(QN)n-i-l

(by N>Nyv1) <

t
N [ s
0

Hence, by (48]
Tn T0/2 n
@), < lwollfi, + rar(an) - Ng*(2N)

Tfi(Gn) N S
D8I oy [ g ds.
0

Now taking the root 1/r, and noting that

lim (rue(g))™ 22 Tim (205rq!)™ = 1,

n—o0 n—o0

we obtain the desired estimate (54]).
As for (B3), it follows by taking ro = 2 and ¢y = 6 in (54) and noting that

/ ul2eds 2 ¢ / [VulZads 'S

The proof is complete.

We are now in a position to give

Proof of (16): By (20), (40) and (I0) we have
[y @) lwrae < CUA™ uy ()]l + [[uf (6)]r2)
< O A gl + C - (Mo(t, v, N, uo)® + [uo|32) - /%
+Co( ol KL Ry + 2Ry ) 1%+ Clug

v,N,ug v,N,up

By the Gagliado-Nireberg inequality (23) and (55), we have

2 n+l
{3;13,4 |ui ()] £6+(?7)L+1)'

[y (1) [loe < Clluk(2)

Letting n be large enough, the estimate (L6]) follows from (B3] and (58]).
19
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6. PROOF OoF THEOREM [2.§

We need the following simple lemma. For the reader’s convenience, a short proof is
provided here.

Lemma 6.1. Let (X, || -||x) be a uniformly convexr Banach space and K C X. Then K is
relatively compact in X if and only if there exists a family of finite dimensional subspaces
{X,,n € N} of X such that

sup sup ||,z ||x < 400 (59)
neN xe K
and
lim sup ||( —II,)z|x =0, (60)
n—oo zeK

where 11, is the projection operator from X to X,,, i.e., I,z € X,, is the unique element
such that
— 11, = inf — .
lv = nollx = inf flo —yllx

Proof. (“Only if”:) Let K be relatively compact in X. For any n € N, there are finite
points {z1, -+, x,} C K such that

K C UL, Bin(i),
where B/, (x)) denotes the ball in X with center x;, and radius 1/n. Now put
X, :=span{xy, -+, x,}.

It is easy to see that the corresponding II,, satisfy (59) and (G0).

(“If”:) Fix any sequence {x, k € N} C K. It suffices to prove that there is a subse-
quence xy, such that zj, converges to some point z € X. For any n € N, since X, is finite
dimensional, by (B9)) there is a subsequence :ckl(n) and y, € X,, such that ankl(n) converges
to y, as [ — oo. By the diagonalization method, one can find a common subsequence zy,
such that for any n € N

lim Hankl — ynHX =0.
l—o00
Noting that

190 = Ymllx < [Mnwk, = ynllx + [Tnzr, = ynllxc + [Tnzr, = Proyallx,

we have by (60) that {y,,n € N} is a Cauchy sequence in X. So, there is an x € X such
that v, converges to x in X. By (60) again, it is easy to find that z, converges to z in X.
The proof is complete. O

Since we have assumed that 2 is a bounded domain in Theorem 2.8 H' = Wéi(Q)
is compactly embedded in H® = L2(Q). Let 0 < A\; < Xy < -+ < M\ — 00 be the
eigenvalues of A, and & := {ey; k € N} the corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors, i.e.,

Aey = Mey, (e, ej)y2 = Opj. (61)
From this, one knows that the following Poincare inequality holds:
VAL ule < AR, Ve HY. (62)
Moreover, by (21I) and ([62]) we have
lull% < Co- [[Aulr: - [[Vullg:. (63)

We have:
20



Lemma 6.2. For e > 0, let B. .= {v € H' : ||v|jm < €}. Then B. is an absorbing set
of {S(t);t = 0}, i.e., for any bounded set U C H*, there ewists ty; > 0 such that for any
t >ty

S(t)U C B..
Proof. By the chain rule and (62), we have
dlluf|z/dt = 20| V. — 295" ([ullZ) lullf: < —2vi[lullz.,
which implies
()2 < [uol[gze™". (64)
As the calculation of (32]), by Young’s inequality we have
d||Azu2, 26N 1
W < augz, + 2 aduz,
63) )
< —v|Aufge + Co - N - [[Aul|r: - [Juf[
v
< —5llAull: + Coe - N7 - Jlulz.
©2) N
< ARl G NP gl e N

Integrating this differential inequality yields that
[A3u(n) 2 < e [ AbugllZa + Cu N s - (1= e #M2)fAn)]. (65)
Hence, for any uy € H!
im [} (t)ugl[3 = lim u(r) [ = 0.
The result follows. OJ
We now use Lemma to prove the following compactness result.

Lemma 6.3. For any t > 0, S(t) is a compact operator from H' to H', i.e., maps a
bounded set in H' into a relatively compact in H!.

Proof. Let U C H' be a bounded set. Let II, be the projection operator from H! to
span{e; : k=1,--- ,n}, ie.,

n

I, v := Z (V,ek)12€k- (66)

k=1
First of all, by (65) we have
sup sup ||I1,S(t)uo||m: < sup || S(t)upl|m < +oo. (67)
neN upeld upel
Write
I .=1-11I,
By (6I)) and (66]) we have
I A = AIT;.

Thus, from (@) we get

t t t
[Mu(t) =My — 1// ATTS uds —i—/ IT¢ B(u,u)ds —/ g?’\}“(||u||io)ﬂfluds.
0 0 0
21



By the chain rule (cf. [I9, p.176, Lemma 1.2]) we have
CImu()zn = 2 AT, + 2 B(w, ), M)y
=205 (%) - [T w3
< VAT, + T B, )
Noting that

) 1
Il = A2 u]lg: < = [ AT ]|
n

and
I, B(w, w)llg: < full% - [Vullf: < C- | Aulle: - [[Vullz. =: h(?),
we have
d e c h(t)
Il + A Tl < =7
Solving this differential inequality yields that

_ t1
MOl < o (Il + [ Lenas)
0

1 t 1/2 t 1/2
< e gl + - (/ ez”A"Sds) (/ h(s)zds)
V' \Jo 0

A 2 1 e v
< e + / h(s)*d
ol + e ([ hsras)
On the other hand, by (1)) we have

' 2 6 ' 2 L /&N 2 2 \*
[ h(s)ds < sp V() [ Auliads < (5 Tl + [ Vul:)

s€[0,t]
Hence, by A\, T oo we obtain

lim sup [|TIS(t)ugl/f = lim sup ||[TSu(t) ||z =0,
n—o0 quu n—oo quu

which combined with (7)) yields by Lemma[G.Ilthat S(¢)U is relatively compact in H'. [

Proof of Theorem 2.8 It follows from [20, p. 23 Theorem 1.1 and (1.12’)] and
Lemmas and
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