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A PRIORI BOUNDS FOR THE VORTICITY OF AXIS SYMMETRIC
SOLUTIONS TO THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

JENNIFER BURKE AND QI S. ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We obtain a pointwise, a priori bound for the vorticity of axis symmetric
solutions to the 3 dimensional Navier-Stokes equations. The bound is in the form of a
reciprocal of a power of the distance to the axis of symmetry. This seems to be the first
general pointwise estimate established for the axis symmetric Navier-Stokes equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Recall the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations given in Cartesian coordinates:
Av—(v-V)o—-Vp—0w=0, divv=0

where the velocity field is v = (vy(x,t),va(x, 1), v3(z,t)) : R3x [0,7] — R3 and p = p(z, 1) :
R? x [0,T] — R is the pressure. When one converts the system to cylindrical coordinates
7,0,z with (x1,x9,23) = (rcosf,rsinf, z) and considers only those solutions that are axis
symmetric, then solutions are restricted to ones of the form:

U(ﬂ?,t) = ’Ur(r) Z7t)e_r> + Ug(?", Z7t)e_9> + UZ(Tv z,t)e_;.

The components v,, vy, v, are all independent of the angle of rotation 8. Note e_r), 6_9>, er

are the basis vectors for R3given by:
a=(%20), @- <_—x230> L =(0,0,1).

Much had been accomplished along the lines of axis symmetric solutions including the
long time existence and uniqueness of strong solutions if the space region is taken to be
all of R3, the external force, if any, as well as the initial velocity vg, are axis symmetric,
and the rotational components, fy and vg g, are equal to zero. That is, the no swirl case is
known, and has been since the late 1960’s (see O. A. Ladyzhenskaya [9], M. R. Uchoviskii
& B. I. Yudovich [13], and S. Leonardi, J. Malek, J. Necas, & M. Pokorny [10]). More
recent activities, in the presence of swirl, include the results of C.-C. Chen, R. M. Strain,
T.-P.Tsai, & H.-T. Yau in [2] & [3], where they prove a lower bound on the blow-up rate
of axis symmetric solutions. Similar to these results, more can be found in the work by
G. Koch, N. Nadirashvili, G. Seregin, & V. Sverak [§]; under natural assumptions they
address the types singularities that can occur in solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations.
See also the work by G. Seregin & V. Sverak [II]. Also in the presence of swirl, there
is the paper by J. Neustupa & M. Pokorny [6], proving the regularity of one component
(either v, or vg) implies regularity of the other components of the solution. Also proving
regularity is the work of Q. Jiu & Z. Xin [7] under an assumption of sufficiently small
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zero dimension scaled norms. We would also like to mention the regularity results of D.
Chae & J. Lee [I] who also prove regularity results assuming finiteness of another certain
zero dimensional integral. Lastly we mention the results of G. Tian & Z. Xin [12], who
constructed a family of singular axis symmetric solutions with singular initial data, as well
as that of T. Hou & C. Li [4] who found a special class of global smooth solutions. See
also a recent extension: T. Hou, Z. Lei & C. Li [5].

In our paper, in essence, we prove an upper bound for the (possible) blow up rate of
the vorticity of axis symmetric solutions to the 3 dimensional Navier-Stokes equations.
We first state a well-known a priori bound for the rotational component of the velocity;
a proof can be found in [I] Section 3 Proposition 1, for example. From this we prove an
a priori bound on wy, the rotational component of the curl, in regions close to the axis
of symmetry, using a Moser’s Iteration argument similar to that found in the publication
[14], as well as methods in [2]. With our bound on wy, we derive a bound on the remaining
components of the curl.

We state the theorem of the paper:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose v is a smooth, axis symmetric solution of the & dimensional
Navier-Stokes equations in R? x (=T,0) with initial data vy = v(-, —T) € L*(R3), and w
is the vorticity. Assume further, rvgg € L>®(R3) and let 0 < R < 1. Then, there exist
constants, By and By, depending only on the initial data, such that for all (xz,t) € Pa3 r C
R3 x (~T,0), where

Pysp= {(:c,t) (2R < \/2? + 22 <3R, -3R<x3 <3R, —R?><t< O}:
_ B
(a3 +a3)?

(i) fwr(z, )] + |w. (2, )] <

(i) |ws(z,t)] < ;
By
(e} +23)>
Let us introduce some notation. We use x = (1,22, r3) to denote a point in R3 for
. . . . _ 2 2 _ _1
rectangular coordinates, and in the cylindrical system we use r = /27 + 3, 0 = tan i—i,
2z =ux3. Let R >0, 0 < A < B be constants, and define P4 g r to be the region:

Papr=Caprx (—R%0)
where:
Ca.pr=A{(xr1,22,23)] AR<r < BR, 0<6<2m, |2|] <BR} C R3,

is the hollowed out cylinder centered at the origin, with inner radius AR, outer radius
BR, and height extending up and down BR units for a total height of 2BR.

Remark 1.1. The constants By, By in the above theorem are recorded here:

By =c (”b”%w(-R?,o;L?(ClA,R)) + RH”O,@”LOO(RB)) ’ <”w9HL2(PL4’R) + \/EHT’U(],@HLoo(Rg)> ,

_ 4 2 2 2
Ba = | (Il oziicy o o + Bolrinallmges) + ) lonllage,

10,R
5
2

4 2 3
R 120y 0+ lLaey )+ } <||WT||L2(P%G,1OYR) + ||Wz||L2(P_1%’1OVR)> 7
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where b = (v,,0,v,) and ¢ is a generic constant. By and Bo depend only on the initial
data, vo, by standard energy estimates. Also they can be made to be independent of the
smallness of R. Actually, By, By — 0 when R — 0.

Remark 1.2. We assume smoothness of the solution only for technical simplicity. One
can use standard methods to treat the suitable weak solution case.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows:
Section 2: Preliminaries
Section 3: A priori bound for wy
Section 4: A priori bound for w, and w,.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let us recall the standard conversion of the 3 dimensional axis symmetric Navier-Stokes
equations to cylindrical form, (see [2] for example):

19(rv,) = Ov,

- -0
r Or + 0z ’
where b(z,t) = (v,,0,v,) and the last equation is the divergence free condition. Here A
represents the cylindrical scalar Laplacian and V is the cylindrical gradient field which we

record here:
_a2+1a+1a2+a2 (0 10 0
COr2 e odr 12002 0 022 S \or’rof’ oz) "
Notice, the equation for vy does not depend on the pressure. Defining I' = rvg, one sees
that the function I' satisfies:
20" O
ATl - (b- V[ — —— — — =0, divb=0. 2.1
(6-V) ror Ot 0, div 0 (2.1)
Also recall the vorticity field w = curl v for axis symmetric solutions:
W(xy t) = wre_7’> + w06—9> + er_;y
Ovg _ Ov. Ov, Ovg . v

T T e T e P T e

Next we record the equations of vorticity w = curl v, in cylindrical form (again, see [2] for

Wy = (2.2)

example):
( 1 ov, ov,  Ow,
(A—ﬁ>wr—(b-V)wr+wTE+wzg— at —0,
1 vy OVy v Owp
(A—ﬁ>u@—(bv>w(§+27§ +we7—ﬁ —0,

Aw, — (b V)w, + wz% +w v, _ O

9: "oy o
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Define Q2 = %, then we have that 2 satisfies:
r

200 00  2vg Oug .
AQO-b-VQ+—-———+——=0,divb=0. 2.3
( ) +T8T 8t+r2 0z > GV (23)
We confirm this by utilizing the fact that r{2 = wy and thus satisfies the rotational equation

for vorticity:

<A - l) Q) — (b V)(rQ) + @% + Q) — 8(;759) ~0.

r2 r

We compute with the product rule on each term:
0%Q o Q 0?0

A(rQ) =r— — 4+ — —-—
(rQ2) e +38r + . +7‘8Z2,
1 Q
_T_Q(TQ) = ?7
(=b-V)(rQd) =—0v,Q —r(-V)Q,
() =0,
r
0 o9
—E(TQ) — TE.
. 2’[)9 (%g
We sum the above and the inhomogeneous term, 5 to get:
0?Q 00 0%Q o9 0 2ug Ovy
T‘W—FE—FTW—T‘(I)'V)Q-FZE—TE—FTE =0.

Grouping all but the last term, factoring out and dividing through by r, provides:

200 00 2vg Oy

AR - (b V)Q—I_r@r ot 2 873_0'
Notice equations (2.1]) and (2.3]) are similar except for a sign change on one term and the
addition of an inhomogeneous term in (23]). Equation (2Z1]) is used in [2] to provide the
lower bound on the blow-up rate for axis symmetric solutions. As we work with equation
[23]) we assume the initial condition that provides for the pointwise bound of vy that
appears in [I] which we restate below. Note, this is also implicitly stated in [6] (in Step
3.2 p. 396-397).

Proposition 2.1. Suppose v is a smooth, axis symmetric solution of the 8 dimensional
Navier-Stokes equations with initial data vy € L*(R3). If rvgg € LP(R3), then rvy €
L>(0,T; LP(R3)). In particular, if p = oo,

|[mv0,0] Loo (m3)
\/x% =+ :17%

We will also utilize the scaling of the Navier-Stokes equations in conjunction with a
change of variables. We recall that scaling of the equations now; the pair (v(z,t), p(z,t))
is a solution to the system, if and only if for any k& > 0 the re-scaled pair (v(x,t),p(x,t))
is also a solution, where

O(x,t) = kv(kz, K*t), plx,t) = E*p(kx, k*t).

[vg (2, )] <
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Thus, if (v,p) is a solution to the axis symmetric Navier-Stokes equations for(z,t) € P; 41,

then (¥(,1),p(Z,t)) is a solution to the equation in the variables Z = %,? = & when

(%,Z) € P14,1. We note here how certain quantities scale or change due to the above. Here
D is any domain in R? and kD = {z : v = ky, y € D}:

rzdx%%—:n%:

lv(z, )l L2 (kD x (— (kR)2,0))

b(x,t) = (v,0,0,) :

[0(z, )| Lo (—(kR)2,0:L2(k D))

w(x,t):

lw(@, )l L2 (kD x (- (kR)2,0)) :

0@, D)1l 22 (0 (— R2,0))

< / e dmdt)
( [ o _dm)

1
=—g |lv(@, )| L2 (kD x (= (kR)2,0))
k2

b(z, t) =(kvy (kz, k*t), 0, kv, (kz, k*t))
=kb(kz,k*t), (z,t) € Py
=b(z,1) = kb(z,1)

1
~ o~ ~ . \2
5@ Dl (roz2oy = SuD ( /D |b<a:,t>|2d:c)

—R2<t<0

l
= sup </ |kb(z, )] —da:)
—(kR)2<t<0 \JkD

=1 10(z, )| Lo (—(kR)2,052(k D))

&(x,t) =k*w(kz, k*t), (z,t) € Pray,
=0(%,t) = Kw(z, t)

< /_ OR / |@(§,%“)|2d§d?>%
:</m /kDuc? (@,1)] —dxdt)

1
Zk—%Hw(% L2 (kDx (- (kR)2,0)

1&(Z, )|l £2(Dx (- R2,0)
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One can show ['(Z,1) = 70y(%, t) is a solution to ZI) and Q(Z, ) = % is a solution

to ([23) in the variables (z,t) € P;4,1. We will do most of our computations on scaled
cylinders.

3. A PRIORI BOUND FOR wy

In this Section, and in Section 4, we are going to drop the "tilde” notation for the sake
of simplicity for a time when computations take place over the scaled cylinders. We will
then recall that the L? — L™ bounds derived are for scaled functions with a change of
variables and we will discuss the consequences of this in subsections labeled ”re-scaling”.
Note, however, because of this scaling, we must keep a close watch on constants that
involve the quantities discussed in the preliminaries.

Proof of Theorem [L.1] (i):
In the region Pj 41 we do our analysis on (2.3)):
200 00 2u Ovg .

A flow chart for the argument to prove part (i) of Theorem [[.T]is as follows:
Energy Estimates:
Step 1: Use a refined cut-off function.
Step 2: Estimate drift term (b- V)2 using methods similar to [14].
Step 3: Estimate a term involving the cut-off.
Step 4: Estimate the term involving the directional derivative 0, using a method similar
to that in [2].
Step 5: Estimate the inhomogeneous term utilizing the bound in Proposition 2.1] (see [1]).
L? — L Estimate on Solutions to (Z3) via Moser’s Iteration.
L? — L> Estimate on wy via re-scaling.

Energy Estimates:

Step 1: We use a revised cut-off function and the equation to obtain inequality (B4
below.
Let ¢ > 1 be a rational number. We note that eventually we will be applying Moser’s

iteration, where at each step ¢ = (1 + %)Z , 1 € N and here n = 3. Let

A = [vellLoo(py 1) < llrvo el Lo rs) < o0, (3.1)
utilizing the hypothesis that rvg g € L>(R3), the point-wise bound in Proposition 2.1} and
the fact that 1 < \/2% 4+ 23 < 4. Let

~ { Oz, ) + A Qa,t) >0,

R G G 2

Note that O, > A and all derivatives of Q on the set where Q(z,t) < 0 are equal to zero.
This function is also Lipschitz and €2 we assume to be smooth. At interfaces boundary
terms upon integration by parts will cancel and so the calculations below can be made
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sense of. Direct computation yields:
—=q—1
— — 2 — — QL o2 g2, —
AQL — (b-V)QL + ;&»Qi — 9,0 =~ T; a—; +q(g— 1)L 7|V (3.3)

Let%§0’2<01§1. We let
Ps_ 45, 40,1 = {(1,0,2)] (5—4o;) <r < 4oy, 0<6<2m, |2] < 4o} x (—a2,0)

for ¢ = 1,2. For convenience denote the space portion, which is a hollowed out cylinder,
as C'(o;) and let
P(0i) = Ps—ig,40,1 = C(03) x (—07,0).
Choose ¥ = ¢(y)n(s) to be a refined cut-off function satisfying:

supp ¢ C C(o1); ¢(y) =1 for all y € C(o2); ‘q;?’ <= a . for 6 € (0,1); 0 < ¢ <1,
1— 02
2
su C (—02,0]; n(s) =1, forall s € [—02, <——;0<n<1
pp 1 C (—07,0]; 1(s) [~02,00; || 1= o) 7
Let f = ﬁi and use f1? as a test function in (3.3 to get:
2
[ @r= 0911 -0t + 200 ayds
P(o1) r
092190 12,2 a”a 2
= (g — 1 "V |7 fp dyds — o 5, [ ¥ dyds
P(o1) P(oy) T
2q 1
0 2190 12 £2,,2 8?)9 2
=q(g—1) Q7| VQ |7 fHp dyds — — -, ¥ dyds
P(o1) P(or) T

2q ! ov?
2—/ 2y dyds.
P(o1)

7,2

Integration by parts on the first term implies:

/ V(f?)V fdyds
P(o1)

2 O oy
S/ (—b'Vf(f¢2) — s f(fU?) + =0, F(fYP) + d 9¢2> dyds
P(Cfl) T ’r’
A manipulation using the product rule shows:
[ Ve sdgds = [ (V@0R - [ dyds.
P(o’l) P(Ul)

Thus,

/ IV (f0)Pdyds
P(o1)

92‘1 ' ov2
S/ (—b'Vf(wa)—asf(fwz)+g<9rf(fw2) £
P(o1) r

9¢2 + |V f2> dyds.
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Integration by parts on the term involving the time derivative yields:

/ (Ouf) fRdyds = — / B, (f2) ¢ dyds
P(o1) 2 JP(oy)

_ 1 2,2 _ 2.2 2
=-3 </0(al)f ¥*(y,0)dy /C(Jl)f (v, Ul)dy>

1

+—/ 88(1/12)f2dyds.
2 JP(o1)

Our cut-off functions provides ¢ = (¢n)?, 1(0) = 1, n(—0?) =0, and 0 < ¢ < 1. Thus,
—(0 2dyds = — 2(y,0)¢*(y)d 2(ndsm) f2dyd
(0 f) o dyds = —3 f2(y,0)¢" (y)dy + ¢~ (ndsn) f~dyds
P(o1) C(o1) P(o1)

_1 2 2 )
< 2/0(Ul)f (y,0)¢ (l/)dy+/13(01)(778577)f dyds.

And so,

1
[ vGepdds <5 [ Pe0se
P(o1) C(o1)
< / bV (foP)dyds + / (s + [VI?) f2dyds
P(o1) P(o

2q 181}
+/ —8ff¢2dyds+/ 0
P(o) T P(o

=T+ T + T3+ Ty.

(3.4)

wzdyds

Step 2: To deal with T7 we refer to [I14] where a parabolic equation with a similar drift

term is explored.
Since div b = 0,

T = /P O O dds
1 1
1 b (D duds — & div (by?) f2dyd
2/%1) 0 V() dyds 2/%1) v (b)) fdyds
1 1
== div b 2dyds + - b 2 f2dyd
2/%1) iv (s ) “*2/}7@) V() dyds
- / b- (Vi) fyds
P(o1)

/P((,l) (bt 1P7) (%w) dyds|.

<
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for 0 < d <1, 0 < a < 2 which we introduce in order to split the above integral using
Hoélder’s inequality. Apply Hoélder’s inequality with exponents % and 4:

4 % 4 %
b% 1446 2—a gd d <M a> dud )
T1§</P(Ul)!! (+os2e) y> (/P(m) 1) dds

We would like 3(1+6) =2, 3(2—a) = 2. This holds if § = 3, a = 3. Using properties
of the cutoff function we get:

3 1

1 1

Ty < ( / |b|%<fw>2dyds> a ( / fzdyds> .
P(o1) 01— 02 \ JP(o1)

Next we fix €1 > 0 and we apply Young’s inequality, with exponents % and 4:

3 3 _3 i
T, < (%)4 [ vl rozdyas ) <%€1> o (]
3 P(o1) 3 01— 02 P(o1)

-3
361/ IbI%(f¢)2dyds+L/ F2dyds.
P(o1) P(o1)

(01 —02)*

Thus,

4
Th| < 6104Kb3(01,4,1)/

-3
€36 2

V(f)|2dyds + / fodyds, 3.5

P(Ul)‘ (7o)l (01— 02)* Jp@oy) (35)

where K3(C.4,1) is the constant:
Kp(Cra1) = [1bll oo (—1,0,22(C1a0))-

This last inequality holds as a result of b = (v,,0,v,) € L>((0,00), L?(R?)), Holder’s
inequality with exponents % and 3, and the Sobolev Inequality, noting the dimension

n=3:
0 3 3
b5 (f)2dyd b|2d Sqy | d
/pw“ (f¢) “S/_U;Ucw” y> (/C(m)w) y) s

<o sup (/ |b|2dy> / V() Pdyds
—02<5<0 \J/C(01) P(o1)

4
§C4Kb3(01,4,1)/( )\V(fw)\zdyd&
P(o1

Wl

Step 3: The term involving the cut-off function, 75, is standard. We use

T, — / (ndsy + [V4H[2) f2dyds,
P(o1)
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and properties of the cutoff,

2 2
\va:mvw?g(‘w’) <3

¢° o1 — 02)?
and
C2
Osn| < |0sn| < =3,
[ndsn| < |0sn S
to get:
C5
|T2| < m/ f2dyds.
P(o1)

Step 4: As we deal with T3 = fP(Ul) %8rf(f¢2)dyds, we note we are assuming the
integration takes place away from the singularity set of the solution to the axis symmetric

Navier Stokes equations and away from the z-axis in general.

Thus all functions are

bounded and smooth and r varies between two positive constants, confirming this quantity
is integrable. We also utilize the cylindrical coordinates of the axis symmetric case, and

integration by parts:
2 2
15 = —0rf(f1b")dyds

P(o1) "

= / 1ar( FA*rdrdfdzds
P(o1) T

= / Or(f2) Y drdfdzds
P(o1)

_ / 0, (%) f2drdodzds
P(a1)

=— / 2 (1 f2)rdrdfdzds
Po1) "

. / 20, () (0 £2)dyds
P(o1

)7‘

2
. /P oy 7 VT s

The Cauchy-Schwartz inequality then implies:

2
T3] < / 21V f2dyds.
P(o1) T
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Next we use splitting methods similar to those found in [2]; fix o > 0, m > 1 to be chosen

later and apply Young’s inequality with exponents m and —2=:
m—1

2
T3] < / 2|Vl f2dyds
P(oy) T

m—2 2(m—1)

— [ (meym2wn®) x ((mea) 7 0" (9015 ) dyas
P(o1) r

m—2 —1 m
m m—1 m—1 m—1
< e / <3> G fdyds + / Wjﬂ F2dyds.
P(o1) \T m—1 Plo) \¢ m

Properties of the cutoff yield:

m—2 —
2 m m—1om—1
'T?"SE?/ (‘) (Fo)dyds + — oM / Pdyds.
P(o1) \T ( P(o1)

m — 1)(0’1 — O'g)"”l

Now consider the quantity:

Lo (G) voras

Apply Hélder’s inequality with exponents % and = 3 and the Sobolev inequality, n = 3,

then:
g m ) g>3;nd 3 6d 3
Lo () wwpas (/C(m) (2 y) x (/C(Ul)(fw y)
2%\’ 2
<e¢r </C(m) <T> dy) X /P(m)\ww)\ dy

<en /C VP,

if we choose m appropriately. To see this, we calculate:

2 BTM % 401 2 401 1 %
. / <_> dy | = e < / / Wrdrd@dz)
C(o1) r —401 JO o1 rz

3m 4 o . 4
= <690101 2 > if we choose 1 <m < ~

win

3
= ci0(01)*™™

. 5
<11 since g <ogg <oy <1.
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Note also:

3m 401 2T 401 3
cr / <g> N = </ / / 1drah%lz) ifm= é
C(o1) r 401 JO o1 r 3

CgO’

win

=l

. )
< cio since 3 <o9g <o < 1.

Thus, allowing 1 < m < 4 3 yields:

comm=t ey 1
Tl < cen [ V(o) Pyds + — 0 / Pdyds. (37)
P(O’l) ( —1)(0'1 —0'2 0'1
. . 2vg Ovg .
Step 5: Lastly we work on the inhomogeneous term of (2.3]), that is 25, which
produced the term Tjy. Recall A = |[vgl|oo(p, 4 1) < ||7v0,0]| 10 r3) < 00 and that
— Q+A Q>0 = =q . . .
Q= A Q<0 thus 2, > A. Also, we have let f = Q. Using integration by
parts yields:
—2q—1 2
Q 0
Ih__j/ Lo 20 g2 dyds
P(o1) r 0z
29 9
Q
= —/ 3 iw —2vgdyds
P(o1) 0z Q+
0 1 q , —¢ o 1 004 q o2
= — fd)2—————v dyds%—j/ QL) — S widyds
/p(al) 82( ) Q, r? b p(gl)( +¥) Q+ 0z r?
0242 2
1 1 [0(QTY7) 24007 | 1
/( )8Z(f7/)) Uadyd5+2/P(ol) Q. EP + 55 | p2leayds

1 g—(1/2) , 1 1 520¢% 1
_ fu =120 2 ayas — =027~ 2 dyds.
/P(a) o) a 2 2 )P O T 0z 120

Considering % < 1, utilizing A < Qy, and r = \/y? +y3 > 1 for all y € P(0y), we
continue by fixing €3 > 0. Apply Young’s inequality with exponents both being 2 to get:

0 c
i< [ 2qrv9ufrw'ﬂ\dyds+—3 [ Pluldyds
P(o1) 0z 01 =02 JP(oy)

20l U gy S0 [ .
S/P(Ul) ((263)1 fﬂ’) <( 2 0z dyds + o1 — 09 /P(O'l) frdyds (3.8)

A
SclgAzqzegl / fPdyds + 63/ ]V(fq/})lzdyds + “ / Fdyds.
P(a1) P(o1) 01 = 02 JP(o1)

N
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L? — L>® Estimate: An L? — L™ bound is derived using Moser’s iteration. Recall in-

equality (3.4) from Step 1 and substitute the estimates for 77 (3.0), 7> 3.6), 75 B.1), T4 (3.8)),
found in Step 2-Step 5 to obtain:

/ V(o) Pdyds + - / (0,06 (y)dy
P(o1) C(o1)

2
3 2 cze;” 2
< e KP (Cran) IV (f)|"dyds + a1 fodyds
P(o1) (01— 02)* Jp@oy)
+ 0752/ fPdyds
(01 —02)* Jp(oy)
m=2 !

m—1

Cﬁm m—1 62

+ €2¢11 / IV (fv)|*dyds + — / fPdyds
P(o1) (m —1)(o1 — o2) ™1 JP(o1)

+ €3 / IV (f)Pdyds + c12A%¢Pe5 ! / F2dyds.
P(o1) P

(o1)

Choose
1 1 1
, €= ——, €3 = =

€= ———3——
6es Ky (Cra) Beny

and absorb the appropriate terms to the left hand side. Then, we have the following;:

/ IV (f4)dyds + / 25,006 (y)dy
P(o1)

C(o1)

m—2

K4 C m—1

< (Wlally) a1, oot opea) [ paas
(01 - 0-2) (01 - 0-2) (m — 1)(0’1 — 0'2)’”*1 P(o1)

Consequently,

/ IV (f) Pdyds + / 25,006 (4)dy
P(o1) C(o1) (3.9)

2
= % (Ky(Cran) + A% +1) / f2dyds.
(01— 02) Po1)

The last inequality follows with ¢ = 1 + % > 1and 0 < 017 — 09 < 1, if m is such that
—7 < 4. This implies m > %, but our previous restriction on m required 1 < m < %.
Thus, we let m = 4 and deduce (3) above.

Moser’s Iteration: We claim that Moser’s iteration process and the estimate (3.9])
together imply:

_ 5 —
sup Qi_ < c9 (Kl;l(ClAJ) + A2 + 1) 2 /P Qidyds
1,4,1

P> 31
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Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality imply:

/ (P04 Dy < ( /n( fo)? dy) ( /Rn(fmf”zdy)%z
< i </Rn(f¢)2dy>5 (/R |V(f¢)l2dy>.

Multiply by the time portion of the cut-off function to the correct power, 772(”%)(3), on
both sides and integrate over time; one can deduce:

/—; /7l(f¢)2(1+%)dyds = —crsflgs)so </n(f¢)2dy> % /_; /n IV (f)|*dyds.

We use properties of the cut-off to obtain:

3o

/ <wf>2<1+3>dyds§qs< sup / <fw>2<y,s>dy) / V()| 2dyds.
P(o1) C(o1) P(o1)

—o%§s<0
(3.10)
In fact, with n = 3 the above is:

/ ()5 dyds < e1s ( sup / (f¢)*(y, S)dy)
P(o1) —02<s<0JC(01)

We are noting this here because we will use this later in Section 4. The above argument
can be run for each time level —o7 < s < 0 and in fact (33) holds for all s in this interval
as the upper time limit of the time cut-off function. Thus, the second to last factor on the
right hand side of inequality (B.I0]) is still controlled by estimate ([B.9). So together with
the estimate and the cut-off function again, we get:

2
3

/ V(f)Pdyds.  (3.11)
P(o1)

2 v
/ QT dyds < 15 (Clﬁf (K(Cran) + A2 +1) / ﬁiqdyds) , (3.12)
P(o2) T P(o1)

Where7:1+%, T =01 — 09.
Let r; = 2_i_2, oo=1,0,=0,1—T; = 1—2;:1 Tj, @ = ’yi. Recall P(O’Z) = P5_40i740i71.

Then (B.12) generalizes to:

a2r i+2, 2
/( )Qﬁ dyds < c1 <61J5272 (Kg‘(C17471) + A%+ 1) /
P(oi+1

) Y
ﬁiyzdyds> . (3.13)
P(oy)

which, after taking the %—th power of both sides, implies:

__ o it1 Bl 1 . )
(/( | Qiy dyds) < ¢y <c’f9r2fy2Z (K (Cran) + A% +1) /
P(oi+1

ﬁ?ﬁi dyds) .
P(ai)
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After iterating the above process, that is, using ([B.I3]) on the integral on the left and
raising both sides to the %—th power repeatedly, one obtains:

</ ﬁi,yiﬂ dyds> Y
P(oiy1)

< 61282%J‘Clzé(jﬂ)f”l722(1‘—1)7*1'“ (Kf(01,4,1) A2 1)27”1/ ﬁidyds.
P11

—i—1

Note the sums in the exponents are all from j =1to j =i+ 1. Let i — oo. All the ex-

ponent series converge. In particular, the series in the exponent for (K 5(0174,1) + A%+ 1)

converges to % Note also that o; — %, and so:

_ 5 —
sup Qi < ¢y (Klf‘(C’lA,l) + A% + 1)2 / Qidyds. (3.14)
Py 31 P14
— — <
Next, repeating the argument on _ = { & A+ A 3 N 8 yields:

sup [0 < ¢y (Kf(C1,471) + A%+ 1)5 / ﬁ%dyds.
P14

P> 31
Recall
. — Q+A Q>0 a - -QO+A Q<0
T A N<0 - A Q>0
=0, -9 A = Jvgllpoe(py ) < lrvooll Lo ms)
Thus,
sup 02 < sup (ﬁ+ — ﬁ_)z
Py 31 Pa 31

[Sl[s

< ¢99 (Kg‘(ClA,l) + A%+ 1) sup (ﬁi +§2_>

P31

< o0 (Kp (Cran) + A2+ 1)§ (/P ﬁidyds +/
1,4,1

Q0 dyds
P11

< o0 (Kp (Cran) + A+ 1)5 (/{

(Q + A)%dyds + / A%dyds
Q>0}

{Q<0}

+/ (—Q + A)dyds +/ A% dyds
{Q<0} {@>0}

(/ (Q+ A2+ (=Q+A)? + 2A2dyds>
P4

5

[S119;

< o0 (Ky(Cran) + A% +1)

= co0 (K (Cra1) + A%+ 1)§ (2/ O?dyds + 4/
P11 P11

A2dyds>

< et (K3 (Cran) + A7+ 1) (19000, +47)
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Re-scaling: We now recall that we omitted the ”tildes” in the notation in the above
computations. So what has actually been proven thus far is:

sup  O37,8) < e (KH(Cran) + A2 +1)° (1B, +2%)

(it)EPz,g’l

Recall 7 = 7, t= %, §(§,~) = @ So with 2 <7 <3 on theleft and 1 <7 <4 on
the right we can derive:

(E,t)epzyg’l

3 - o~
sup  @a(T,t) < e <K§‘(CL4,1) + A%+ 1) ’ < / (T, t)dEdt + A2) .
Py

A1

We recall from the Section 2 Preliminaries :
- 1
K3(Cra1) = I6(Z, 8| oo (-1,0,22(C100)) = k—%Hb(l’at)HLoo(—kz,o;Lz(cM,k))

and

e 1
|o(@, )| L2(pray) = 1 lw(@, )llz2(Py o)
2

Also we note the control on A is a scaling invariant quantity. Since A = |vg|[zeo(p, , ), We
use Proposition 2.1}

Ny —
Py

< (||[rog(@, —T)|| (]R3)) applying Proposition 2.1],
= [[rve(z, =T)|| oo (m3)
= HTUO,@”LOO(RBy

We utilize 0 < k£ < 1 to obtain:

sup  klwi(z,t)
(z,t)EP2 3,k

2 1
(/ k:4w§(x,t)ﬁdxdt+ ||rvo,e\|ioo<R3)>
Pygg
23

5
< 22 (011 a2y 0y + Flrvosllioeqas) ) (IwalFag, o, + RllrvoslFeasy ) -

1
= 2 (ﬁ||b||‘ioo(—k2,o;L2<cl,4,k)> + ||7“Uove||%oo(R3)>

Therefore,

HWG(xvt)”L"O(Pz,a,k)
C24 2 %
< ﬁ (HbHLoo(—k?,O;L?(ClA,k)) + k«'HTUO,GHLw(RS)) <Hw9||L2(P1,4,k) + \/EHTUngHLOO(RS)) ’

This proves part (i) of Theorem [[1]
Note, the way the cubes on the left and right are related is that on the right, we have
% of the inner radius and % of the outer radius.
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4. A PRIORI BOUNDS FOR w, AND w,

In this section we use the a priori bound established in part (i) of Theorem 1.1 (ie.
lwe| < %) and the 2 x 2 system below, which consists of the two remaining curl equations
noted before, to derive a priori bounds for w, and w,.

% B i ov, B Ow,
or r?2 z

Wy — =

0z ot ’
ov, ov, Ow,
Aw, — (b Vw, + w,— +w,— —
R R i
The drift term, b - V can be dealt with in a similar manner to that in Section 3. The
. . . ov, 1 Ov, 0Ov, Ouv,

main work is to treat the potential terms where — — —, —, )
0 or r? 0z Or  Or
potentials. It turns out one can control the L3 norm of these using the a priori bound on
wy established in part (i) of Theorem [[1] and the a priori bound on vy from Proposition

21l These L3 bounds are sufficient to prove part (i) of Theorem [[.T]

We need two lemmas which are localized versions of Lemma 2 and Lemma 3 in [6], and
very similar, also, to Lemma 3 in [I]. Both should be known, but the proofs are short and
are included here for completeness. First we recall our notation, Cy p r = {(r, 0, 2)| AR <
r<BR, 0< 0 < 2, ’Z‘ < BR} C R3, and PA,B,R = CA,B,R X (—R2,0).

Aw, — (b V)w, + wy (
(4.1)
= 0.

are regarded as

Lemma 4.1. Let v € C°(C14,1) be a vector field. Then, for all ¢ > 1, there exists a
constant, c¢(q) > 0, such that

vaHLq(Cz,gyl) < C(q) (HC’U,T[ ,UHL‘Z(C1,471) + ||dZ’U U||Lq(0174,1) + ||U||Lq(0174,1)) .

Proof. Define ¢ to be a cut-off function such that ¢ € C3°(C141), 0< ¢ <1, ¢ =11in
C231, |V¢| < c1, a constant. Then v¢ is compactly supported, and it is well known that:

IV(wd)lzaieran) < el@) (leurl (W)l Loy ) + iV (00)llzo(cr ) - (4.2)
(This is sometimes called the Helmholtz or Hodge decomposition). Next note
div (v¢) =divv ¢ +v- Vo and

curl (v¢) = curl v ¢+ V¢ x v.

The lemma follows by substituting the last two identities into the right hand side of (4.2
and using the Minkowski inequality and properties of the cutoff function. O

The following lemma is a generalization of Lemma 3 in [6].

Lemma 4.2. Let v = v(z,t) be a divergence free, axis symmetric, smooth vector field
in Qia = Cra1 % [=T,T) for fixed T > 0. Then, for all ¢ > 1, there exists a constant,
c=c(q) >0, such that

Ur
r

||VUT||LCI(Q2,3) + ‘ + ||VUZHL‘1(Q2,3)

L1(Q2,3)
< e(q) (I(curl v)oll Loy + IVl La(@ra)) -
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Proof. In the cylindrical coordinate system, for an axis symmetric vector field, div v =0

means
ov, v, Ov,

T P

Therefore the vector field:

v = 'Ure—r> + 'Uze—z>
is still divergence free. Since the inequality we want to prove does not involve vg, we first
work on T where vy is not involved. Also T is axis symmetric, and so curl T has only one
nonzero component, the one in the direction of €. This is because for axis symmetric

vector fields:
w(x,t) = wrey + wyeg + w.es

vy _ Ov. Ov, Ovg g

92T 0 T ar YT or r

Wy = —
Thus,
curl T = (curl v)geg.
Applying Lemma E1] on 7, we deduce, for any fixed ¢:
VT )l a(cn s,y < @) (lewrl T, )l Lagor ) + 100G Oz 1))
= c(q) ([(carl D)o (-, )| La(cy an) + 00 Ol La(oran)) -

Note (curl v)y = %ZT — (z;;z = (curl ©)p, and so:

1950, ) o(ns.) < (@) (lcurl D)o, lzaqrany + I Dllzaen o) -
Thus,

90 )iy + 190 ) + [ 2022
v a r L4(C2,3,1) (4.3)
< e(q) (Ilcurl v)g (- )l Loy an) + 10 ) La(cyan)) -

Here, M is bounded due to the inequality:

" Li(C2,3,1)

vp(+t) < ' ovp (-, 1) H@vz(-,t)
" L4(Caan) or L1(C2,3,1) 0z L1(C2,3,1) ,

which comes from the divergence free equation. Taking the g-th power on (3] and
integrating in time, we deduce the lemma. O

Taking ¢ = % in Lemma yields the following Proposition:

Proposition 4.1. For v, a smooth, axis symmetric solution to the Navier-Stokes equations
in Q1,4, then there exists a constant c; > 0 such that:
Uy

Vol

2,3)

10
T IIL3 (Q2,3

<a <HW9HL1,§(Q1,4) + HUHL%)(Ql,4)> ’
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The right hand side is a priori bounded due to standard energy estimates and our
Theorem [I.1] (i).

Proof of Theorem [I.7] (ii):

We use the scaling invariance of (A1) and do the analysis in Py 41 C Q1.4. We let V be
the matrix:

vy 1 v

or 2 or
V= ,
Ovy vz
0z 0z

which can be regarded as a potential in the system when we take the equations together.
10

Proposition .1l shows V' € L's (P 4,1). This, along with our analysis on the drift term b

as before implies, by a similar argument to that in Section 3, that w, and w, are also a

priori bounded. Again, scaling, and in particular the scaling of HVHL R p Ly will come
1,4,1
into play.

We let ¢ > 1 be a rational number and choose ¥ = ¢(y)n(s) to be the same refined
cut-off function as previously defined, satisfying the following;:

Vol . e
® T o1 — 09

supp ¢ C C(o1); ¢(y) =1 for all € C(o02); for 6 € (0,1), 0 < ¢ <1,

C3

supp 7 € (—o},0) n(s) = 1for all s € [~o,0) | < (=

0<n<1.

We start by using wfq_1¢2 as a test function on the first equation of system (4.1]).
ov 1 ov ow
0= AT_b'vr r --r _ - Z_T__T 2q—1 2dd
/P(Ul)<w wr + w <8r r2>+w 2. 8s>wr Yodyds
:/ w2 y? Aw,dyds
P(o1)

q

Ovr 1N og 2y, (00 2yt 2
! /P(m) < or 7"2) (wr ¥ ) + < 9z ) wow, T dyds.

- / Ly V() (i) dyds — / L () (wg?)dyds
P(o1) P(o‘l)q
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We work on the first term on the right hand side, using integration by parts, as usual,
direct calculations, and algebraic manipulations:

/ wi M Aw,dyds = — / V(W™ ?) - Vwdyds
P(o1) P(o1)

= —/ (2¢ — D) (W2 2Vw,) - Vw,p? + w1V, - V(?)dyds
P(o1)

= —/ (20 = 1)(wf V) - (W Vwr)d? + V(2w (Wi~ Vr)dyds
B(

2g —1 1
=-= 3 / V(wi) - V(wd)y dyds — - / wIV (wd) - V(4p?)dyds
q P(ol) q P(O’l)

1 2 2 . 1 2¢-1
< —= V(wf) - (V(wh)y? + V(4*)wl) dyds, since — < ——5—,
q P(o1) q q
—— [V Veeys

q JP(o1)
1

q

This implies:
| 9 Pads
P(o1)

< [ bV ptids [ onetiuds+ [ [vuPutiayas
P(o1) P(o1) P(o1)

% B i 29,12 vy 2q—1,,2
—i—q/P(Ul) K 5 r2> (wztp®) + <8z > ww T % | dyds.
(4.4)

Similarly, we use w2712 as a test function in the second equation in system (4.1]) to
arrive at:

/ IV (w2) Pdyds
P(o1)

_ . qQY (19,2 _
< /P T s /

P(o1)
v\ 2q 2y, (OV2 2912
—i—q/P(Jl) Kaz)(wz ) + <8r>wrwz 7| dyds.

We let f = |w,|?7+ |w.|? and V represent the matrix:

Ovr 1  Ovg
or r2 or

V= .
dvr. vz

0z 0z

0,(w?) (W) dyds + / Vb 22 dyds
P(o1)

(4.5)
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We add ([£4]) and (£.5) and apply Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to the term involving V'
to obtain:

/P( : IV (fy)Pdyds < 2/ (=b- VF(f4?) = Osf (F4°) + [V 2 + ges |V f24?) dyds.

P(o1)
Here |V is the max norm of the matrix. We proceed just as in the end of Step 1 in Section
3 to reach:

[ vuoPdas+ 5 [ a0
P(a1)

C(o1)

— 20 -V Hdyds + 2 Dy Vo) f2dyd
< /p(m (Y2 dyds + /P(m)m DIV Pads

ve [ VIfedyds
P(o1)
=T+ 15+ Ts.

Terms T} and T» are in the same form as to 77 and T in ([3.4)) of Section 3. Therefore,
they are treated in an identical manner as found there. We recall the estimates on those

terms now( see (8.5) and (3.0)):
4
3

C 6_3
1) < exesK; (Cras) / V() Pdyds + —0T / Pyds (A7)
P(on) (01 = 02)* Jp(on)

cr
Ty| < m/})( )fzdde- (4.8)
g1

We proceed to term T3 involving the matrix constructed from the potential terms in system
(&I). We employ Holder’s inequality twice here:

Ty = eaq / V|(f9)2dyds
P(o1)

3 7
| 10 10 10
< eg ( / \V\'fdyds) ( / ()7 dyds)
P(o1) P(o1)

7
20
= calVIl, 3 o, ( Ik dyds>
20

10
20_, a
< C4q”VHLl3Q(P1,4,1) </P(01)(f¢) ' (fw) dyds) O<a< 7

20 ﬁ , %”,
= C4QHVHL%9(p1 ) /P( )(fqp)(?—a)pdyds /P( )(f¢)ap dyds
4, o o

%‘1‘1%21 If(%—a)p:%andap’ZQ,thenp:%andp =3

=

for 1 < p,p < oo,
and we get:

9 1
10 0 2 1
< 3 .
T <Vl g, ( [, g dyds> ( [0 dyds)
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We apply Young’s inequality with exponents % and 4:

deg i 10 2
(7> (/P (Ul)(fw)deds> ]x
- :
) )

<e / (Fo)idyds |+ csa' e * IV 1 / (fo)’dyds
P(o1) L5 (Pran) Jp(oy)

Ty <

]

2 4 -3 4 2
< AUV iy + st T W g, [ Py

(4.9)

Note, HV||L 2 p can be controlled as a result of Proposition .11

1,4,1)
At this time we utilize in (£.0) the estimates for 77 (£1), 75 (@8], and T3 (4.9), which

then becomes:

[ voPdas 5 [ P06
P(o1) C(o1)

4 ceer’
S 61C5Kb3 (C1,471) /p( ) \V(f¢)\2dyds + (0_16_710_2)4 /P( ) fzdyds + (0_1f770_2)2 /P( )f2dyd8
o1 o1 g1

2 4 -3 4 2
T P L

Choose
1

—
2C5Kb3 (017471)

€1 =

and absorb the appropriate term the left hand side. We arrive at:

/ IV (f4)Pdyds + / (4,006 (y)dy
P(o1)

C(o1)
coKH (Cran)

C10 2
< @A) [ gy G0 / f2dyds
(01— 02)* /P(al) (01 = 02)* Jp(oy)

* 262“(f1/})2”L%(P(01)) + cnqﬁt”v”i%g(ﬂ,&l) /P(Ul) f2dyds

4
< 26:|(f1)? 24

e K4 4 1 / 2
L3 (P(01)) * (01 —02)% < »(Cran) + HVHLlo * > P(o1) Fdyds,

3 (P1,4,1)
(4.10)
noting0<al—02<1andq:1+%>1.
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Now, recall (8I1]) in Moser’s iteration in Section 3, which follows from Hoélder’s inequal-
ity, the Sobolev inequality, n = 3, and properties of the cut-off function. We have:

/ (T/}f)%dydsfcl?)( sup/ (f(y,sw(y))zdy)/ IV (f)Pdyds.
P(o1) C(on) P(o1)

—1<s<0

Apply estimate (£10]), as we did in Section 3, and take the % power of both sides:

4
) €149 4 4 2

657, < ol (KiCLan) + WLy, +1) [ s

2

+261562H(f1/}) HL%(P((H)).
Choose
1
6 —_
2 4erp’

absorb the appropriate term to the left, take the g power of both sides, use the cut-off
function, and recall f = |w,|? + |w,|?9. We get:

C 4 K
/ (w99 < er6 | 22 (K§<cl,471>+uvu4m +1) / (Jwr|? + |w2|9)2dyds |
P(02) T L3 (P1,4,1) P(o1)

where v = 14+ 2, n = 3, 7 = 0y — 02. Define h(z,t) = max(|w,|,|w.|) and observe

h? <|wp|?+ |w.|? < 2h%. And so:

4 ’\/
B2 dyds < 2 <K4 Cra1) + V1A +1>/ R2dyds| . (4.11
IR 3_616[ S (K H Vg, 1) [ s

Let 7, =272, op=1, 0j=0j_1—7; =1 — Z;Zl Tj, ¢ = ~*. Thus we have an analogue
to (3.6):

Y
/ h2" dyds < ey | b2y (Kg*(CMJ) +IVI* 10 + 1) / K2 dyds| .
P(oit1) L3 (Pra1) P(o1)

(4.12)
Raising both sides to the %—th power, we get:

) v 1 ' ' .
[y )< |t <K§‘(01,4,1)+HVH410 +1) | wayas)
P(oit1) L3 (P1,a,1) P(o1)

Now we apply ([@I2]) to the integral on the right hand side, with ¢ replaced with i — 1, to
obtain:

. ¥ 17 .
(/P( )hw“dyds) < cf [(3113274’ <K§‘(Cl,4) + HVHAL%Q(PW) + 1>] X
41 ’ %y

v
216 |52 | Ky (Cran) + V[ +1 W dyds|
L3 (P1y4,1) P(O'ifl)
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Repeat this process and we arrive at:

1
) ST » ‘ B - By
(/P( )hz“/zﬂdyds) < (2616)27 I cl%(”m 1“742(]_1)7 =N
Oit+1

Syt
KMNCa) + |V]* + 1) / W dyds.
< b( 1,4,1) ” HL%(PIA,I) P4 e

Note the sums in the exponents are all from j = 1to j = i+1. Let i — oco. All the exponent
series converge. In particular, the series in the exponent for (K HChan) + HVH‘; . + 1>
3 (P1,4,1

converges to % Note also that o; — %. Therefore, we arrive at:

%
sup (wy +w?) < e <K§(Cl,4,l)+”VHigJ(Pl“)"‘l) ( /P wydyds + /P wldyds
4, 1,4,1 1,4,1

P> 31
(4.13)

It is time to note how ||[V[|* is controlled. Recall:
L3 (P1,4,1)

v 1 Oug
or r2 or
V =
ovy v,
0z 0z

Applying Proposition @Il with P; 41 being the domain on the left, P% 15 being the domain
on the right we can deduce that:

Vv < 1 4.14
VI, < en (I!we\\ﬁ(%%l)+HUHL1?9(P1’16,1)+) (4.14)

273

Even though at this point we already know that V' is a priori bounded by standard energy
estimates and our pointwise bound on wy, we use the method in Section 3 to prove a
bound for ngHL 10 . This allows for better control of HVHL R pay The argument

(P15 1) 1,4,1)
amounts to running Moser’s iteration only once. Recall:
we
Q=—
r

and that in Section 3 we defined a constant A and functions:
g ./ e+r Q>0 o5 [ -Q+A Q<0
T A Q<0, - A Q> 0.

We will utilize estimate ([8.12]) to control theL norm of wg, but first we must manipulate
the domains that appear in the inequality to fit our current setting. We recall (3.12)) from
Section 3:

2 ’\/
/ ﬁi‘ndyds < 99 (CQ?’E (Klf‘(cm,l) + A%+ 1) / ﬁiqdyds) ,
P(o2) T P(o1)

where P(0;) = Ps_40, 40,1, T = 01 — 02, and v = 1 = % We replace this P(o;) with

P(o;) = P (5—407), B 01+ The argument over this domain would be identical to that in
4 1) 9 (3]
Section 3, with A = |Jvg|| g (p, 4, o< 4|lmvo,9|| oo (r3), up until the point where we derive

1
gl
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(BI2). We recall the condition on ¢ is ¢ > 1 and the condition on o1,09 here, in this

setting, would be g?‘;’ < o9 < 01 < 1. Also note that v =1+ %, n =3 and so y = % We

choose g =1, 01 =1, 09 = % to get:

wlot

__10 —
/ Q2 dyds < ca4 (Kg*(Pl o1 1) + A%+ 1) / O dyds
P1 16 e P

e
o
.

Similarly we can also get:

wlot

__10 —
/ Q23 dyds < coy (Kf(C’l 64 1) + A%+ 1) / Qz_dyds
Py 16 e Py 64
323 19>

Taking the % power of both sides we derive:

||§+||LL§(P1 o) < o5 (Kb(01 o1 1) + A%+ 1) ||Q+||L2(P1 6 )
23
and )
0 < o (K} A2 1) 0 .
e R (R W L

We can combine the above two estimates to get:

[ " B

1
< a5 (KH(C os ) + 4% +1)°

LT(Pl 1351) r LQ(P%’%J)

We note r is bounded between two positive constants on the left and on the right, to arrive
at:

2
||we||L%9(P%’%l) < cor (Kb(01 64 1) + A%+ 1) ||we||L2 Pi,%,ﬁ‘
Apply this to (£I4):
1
4 2 2
||V||L;§ P S 28 ((Kb (C1ea,) + A"+ 1) [lwall L2 (Pyaa )t ||U||L2(P%7%571) + 1> -

Thus,
4 4 2 4
”VHL§(P1,4,1) < ¢g9 <<Kb (0%7%71) + [[rvo,6l oo (r3) + 1) lwollT2(p, 4

utilizing A < 4||vg gl o (r3). Apply this to (@.I3]), we get:

sup (w2 +w?) < A / wfdyds—l—/ widyds | ,
P31 P14 Pia

where A is the constant defined as:

5
A =c30 <Kl?(0110,10,1) + <K§‘(CT1071071) + [Irvo,oll Lo rs) + 1) HW€|’2L2(PL o) T HUH%Z(PL o) T 1) '
10°10: 10°10:

The domain is enlarged proportionally to make the right hand side more uniform.
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Re-scaling: Recall our ”tilde” notation and that what has actually been shown to this
point is:

sup (@2 +@2) (7,0) < A / ldEdt + / rdxdt |, (4.15)
P31 P4 Pian

where T = £, t = 15, 0,(2,1) = k*w, (kZ, k*t), ©.(T,1) = k*w.(kZ, k*t), and

5
T 1 1 — ~ 112 ~12
A =c30 <Kg(0110,10,1) + <Kg(CT10,10,1) + [[700,0]| Lo (r3) + 1) HWGHLQ(P%JOJ) + HU”LQ(P%JOJ) + 1) '

From the scaling in Section 2:

L 1

KE(CT%71071) = Hb(x, )”Lw(—l’o?(ci%,m,l)) = k:_%HbHLOO(—k%O;L?(C%710’k))7
e~ 1
0@ Dllzey o077 = W@ Dlze, 0

and

e 1
1@ Dllepy o0 = Zrllwl@ Dz, o0

Also |[rvo gl oo (r3) is scaling invariant. Finally, A scales in the following way:

5
N 4 4 ~ ~ 112 ~12
A=y (ngﬁ,m,l) + (KO 100) + WF0llieey + 1) 1Bolae, |+ B, )+ 1)

C31 4 2 2 2
=5 |:(Kb(01—10,10,k) +k ||7“U0,0||L00(R3) +k > ||W6||L2(P1%710’k)

5
+k‘K1;l(C%,10,k) + ||U||%2(P_1% )y T kg] :

10,k

Apply all of this to (£I5]) to achieve:
sup k* (wZ(z,t) + w?(x,t))

P31
< B (KOs o) + Rl sl e ey +K2) Nl
= 716 b\~ 5,10,k 0,011 L>=(R3) 0 LQ(P-ilG,lo,k)
5
4 2 3 2 ]
RE(C g aoi) +0lzap ) +F } <||w,«||L2(p%yw’k) + IIWZIILZ(pi%JO’kO .
Therefore,

[wrll oo (Py50) + IWzllLoe (P, 5)

C32
< 210 [(Kg‘(cllo,mk) + K |lrvopll oo m3) + k‘2) lwg 172 p

‘»—A

I 1o,k)

[M[

4 2 3
TRE (O o) + H”HL2(P%OJOJC) + k ] <”wr”L2(P110710’k) + HWZ|’L2(P110710J€)> :

This proves (ii) of Theorem [L1]
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