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MINIMAL L3-INITIAL DATA FOR POTENTIAL NAVIER-STOKES
SINGULARITIES
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ABSTRACT. We give a simple proof of the existence of initial data with minimal L3-norm
for potential Navier-Stokes singularities, recently established in “Gallagher, I., Koch, G.S.,
Planchon, F., A profile decomposition approach to the L°(L2) Navier-Stokes reqularity cri-
terion, larXiv:1012.0145v2” with techniques based on profile decomposition. Our proof is
more elementary, and is based on suitable splittings of initial data and energy methods. The

main difficulty in the L? case is the lack of compactness of the imbedding L = < L2 .
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1. INTRODUTION

We consider the initial value problem for Navier-Stokes equations (NSE) in R*:

O Butus Vud Vp 28} in 1 x (0,00), 1)
u(0)=u iR 2

It is well known that if divergence free ug belongs to one of a number of ‘critical’ spaces with
respect to the natural scaling

u(z,t) — du(Az, \’t) for A > 0,
uo(xr) —> Aug(Ax) for A > 0,

such as L?(R?) and H'/?(R*), NSE has a unique local ‘mild solution’ (see [A[6] and references
therein). It is not clear whether such mild solutions exist for all time or whether singularities
might develop in finite time. In [I3] it was shown that there exists a minimal blowup
initial data in H'/?(R*) assuming that some initial data in H'/?> would produce finite time
singularity. A natural question is if the result of [I3] can be extended to the L3(R?) setting.
The main tools of [I3] are the stability of singularities and compactness for a sequence of
suitable weak solutions uniformly bounded in energy norm, certain estimates of the so called
‘Leray solutions’ together with a uniqueness theorem of Leray solutions when we have a
‘good solution’. One of the crucial points in the proof of uniqueness is the compactness
of the embedding H/>(R®) < L2 _(R®). In the case of L3(R?) we lose this compactness.
Thus the question is whether one can avoid using the compactness. This was done in [3], by
using the technique of profile decompositions. Here we present another way to overcome the
difficulty. Moreover, we also recover the compactness of the set of ‘minimal blow up initial
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data’ in L*(R?) modulo translations and scalings, which is not established in [3] (see section
5 below). Our main tool is the following simple observation:

Lemma 1.1. Let u be a Leray solution with divergence free initial data ug € L*(R®). Then
there exists a nonnegative function h(t) depending only on ||ug||Ls(rs), such thatlim, .oy h(t) =
0 and

[u(-,t) — e ug|| 12(By (o)) < h(t) for any xp € R, ae. 0 <t < 1. (1.3)

The proof is based on a suitable splitting of the solutions. The important point is h(t) in
the lemma only depends on the L3-norm of initial data, which gives a certain uniformity of
strong continuity in L7 (R?) at time 0 for a sequence of solutions with initial data uniformly
bounded in L3(R?). This lemma is, in fact, already sufficient to extend the arguments in [L3]
to the L3 case. We present in some detail proofs of certain estimates and uniqueness results
for Leray solutions which were proved in Lemarié-Rieusset [9] and used in [I3], since in the
situation considered here the proofs significantly simplify. We will often refer to [13], as the
general ideas are similar and we provide more detailed proof of some points which in [13]
were only sketched, and vice versa. We also refer the reader to a recent paper [14] where a
related method of using comparisons with solutions of the linear problem is used.

Notation: We will denote C' as an absolute positive number, C(a, A, ...) denote a positive
constant depending on «, A and so on. We adopt the convention that nonessential constants
C' may change from line to line. B,(zp) C R® means a ball with radius r centered at .
Q,(wo, o) := Bp(x0) X (to — 12, tg) C R* x R, and Q, := Q,.(0,0). For vectors a, b, a @b is
a matrix with (e ® b);; = a;b;. For two matrices a, b, (a : b) := a;;b;; where we assume the
usual Einstein summation convention. We will use ug as a divergence free initial data for
NSE, unless defined otherwise.

2. LERAY SOLUTIONS

In [I0] J.Leray showed, among many other important results, the existence of a globally
defined weak solution u(z,t) to (ILI)) with ug € L* using a priori energy estimates. The
regularity and uniqueness of such solutions are open. Later, Calderon [2] generalized Leray’s
theory of weak solutions to the case ug € LP. In [9], Lemarié-Rieusset constructed global
weak solutions with initial data in the space of uniformly locally integrable functions with
certain decay at infinity. Here, we recall some results in [9] and present their proofs in some
detail for the sake of completeness.

Definition 2.1. (Leray solution) u € L? (R? x [0,00)) is called a Leray solution to NSE
with initial data ug if it satisfies:

: ul? R2
i) essSUPg<s« g2 SUP, 3 fBR(xO) %(m,t)d:v + SUpP, s o fBR(-'EO) |Vul?dzdt < oo, and

R2
lim / |u|*(x, t)dxdt = 0, (2.1)
0 Br(zo)

|zo| =00

for any R < oo.

i) for some distribution p in R* x (0, 00), (u, p) verifies NSE (L)) in the sense of distributions
and for any compact set K C R*, limy_,o1 [|u(-, ) — uo|| z2(x) = 0.
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iii) w is suitable in the sense of Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg, more precisely, the following local
energy inequality holds:

/OO/ |Vul?¢(z, t)drdt < /00/ w(atgb + Ag) + Mu Vo + pu-Vodxdt, (2.2)
0 R3 0 R3 2 2

for any smooth ¢ > 0 with supp ¢ € R® x (0,00). The set of all Leray solutions starting
from g will be denoted as A (ug).

Remarks: In the case the initial data is in L*(R?), the notion of Leray-Hopf weak solution
is often used (see [7] for example). The difference is that Leray-Hopf weak solution is in
LPL2 N L2HY(R? x [0,00)). The definition above is a modification of the definition found
in [9 by adding the decay condition (2]]) to ensure uniqueness. An alternative definition,
where (ZT) is replaced by a condition on the pressure, can be found in [5]. The existence of
Leray solutions for very general inital data is proved in [9]. In our situation with initial data
ug in L? we can follow [2L[13] or see section 4 below. We note that condition [Z1I) allows us
to calculate p in the following way: VB, (xq) x (0,t,) C R? x (0,00), take a smooth cutoff
function ¢ with ¢|p,, (z,) = 1, then there exists a function p(t) depending only on xo,7,t, ¢
(we suppress the dependence on zg, r, ¢ in our notation) such that for (z,t) € B,.(zq) x (0, t.)

plz,t) = =A™ div div (u ® ug) — / (k(z —y) — k(zo — y)) u @ u(y,t) (1 — ¢(y)) dy + p(t),

RS

(2.3)
where k(z) is the kernel of A~!div div.
The right hand side is well defined since u satisfies the estimates in i) and
1
k(x —y) —k(zg —y)| =0 | —— | as |y| = oo. 24
=) = K =) = O (-2 ) sl 2

The situation is similar to extending the domain of singular integrals to bounded functions,
see for example [9] and [I7]. There are many other possibilities in choosing a decay condition
(such as by imposing conditions on the pressure used in [5], already mentioned above).
Condition (2] works well for our purposes here. It should be noted that some decay of u
at spatial infinity is needed if we wish p to be given as in (2.3). For instance, as observed by
many authors, if we take u(z,t) = f(t), p(z,t) = —f'(t) -z, then (u, p) verifies the conditions
for the definition of Leray solution except the decay requirement. In this case, p is not given
as the above formula though the right hand side is still well defined.

We will use the following version of the local energy estimates due to Lemarié-Rieusset [9]:

Lemma 2.1. (A priori estimate for Leray solution)

Let o = sup,, cps fBR(ZBO) ‘“3‘2 (x)dx < oo for some R > 0 and let u be a Leray solution with

initial data ug. Then for X\ satisfying 0 < A < egmin{a™2R?, 1} with some small absolute
number eg > 0, we have

2 AR2
ess  sup sup/ M(:z:,t)alxjL sup/ / |Vul?(z,t)dzdt < Ca. (2.5)
Br(wo) 2 0 JBg(xo)

0<t<AR? zo€R3 zoER3
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Proof: Since u is suitable and u(t, -) converges to ug locally in L? as t — 0+, we obtain by
local energy estimate:

/ ‘UP ——(z,t)p(x — xo)dx + /t |Vul|?¢(x — x0)dxds
r 2 o Jrs

</ |u|2($ 0)p(xz — xg dI—I—/ /RS |u|2A¢(1’ — xg)dxds

/ / —u-Vo(r —x) + pu - Vo(r — xg)dzds,
R3

for a.e. t > 0, where ¢ is a nonnegative smooth cutoff function with ¢ = 1 in Bg(0),
supp ¢ € Byg(0) and |Vo| < Q. For A < 1, denote

2 AR2
A(N) :==ess sup sup/ Jul” —(x,t)p(x — xo)dz + sup/ |Vul?(z,t)p(x — x0)dxdt.
0<t<AR? zo€R3 2 zo€ER3 JO R3
(2.6)

Sobolev embedding theorem gives
AR?
sup / / lul?(z, t)dadt < CAN)P2RYVZAYA if X < 1,
zoER3 JO Bar(zo
for some absolute number C' > 0. We apply formula (23] to p in Bagr(zg) x (0, AR?):
plat) =~ A7 div div (u @)~ [ (b ) = Koo — ) (w9 uly (1 = 0(0)) dy+p(0)
R3

where 9 is a smooth cutoff function with 1| Ban(wo) = 1, 0 < ¢ < 1, 9 vanishes outside
Bsg(ro) and [Vo)| < &. Then by elliptic estimates and
CR
[k(z —y) = k(zo — y)| < 70—y

for |zg —y| > 4R, |x — x| < 2R, (2.7)
zo — Y|

we easily obtain
Ip(2,t) = () 13/2( By (20)x (0,0R2)
< C (ullaganoe oz + 1B AN 52mnmopc 01

< OAYSANRY3, for A < 1.
Thus we obtain from the local energy inequality for A < 1 and a. e. t < AR?:
2 t
/ [u 2' (z,t)p(x — xo)dx + / IVul?¢(x — 20)drds < a4+ CAAN) + CAN)Y2AVAR2,
R3 0 JR3
Taking sup over o € R? and t < AR?, we get
AN < a4+ CANN+ CANP VAR, (2.8)

Note that A(\) is a priori bounded which is critical in our lemma. Also, we note that A(\)
is non-decreasing in A and from (22) it is not hard to see that A(\) is continuous in A. (We
note that this conclusion does not imply the continuity of the map ¢t — [, |u(z,t)[*¢(z)dx
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which is unclear, in general.) From the above estimate for A(\), the lemma follows easily by
the usual “continuation in A\” argument when ¢; is chosen sufficiently small. Note that from
the formula (2.3)) and the a priori estimate of u, we get the following estimate for p which
will be useful:
AR?

sup / / lp — p(t)|??dzdt < Ca®*RY2, (2.9)

zo€ER? JO Br(zo)
Remarks: In the above estimate on p, more precisely, p(t) = py, r(t). That is, we need to
choose some appropriate constants p,, r(t) to satisfy the inequality. The point here is that
such constants depending on xg, R, t exist. This remark is effective throughout the paper.

We have the following simple corollary that will be useful below.

Corollary 2.1. Let u be a Leray solution with initial data uy € L3(R3). Let p be the
associated pressure. Then for ¥Vr >0,

r? 2
t
/ / |Vul?dzds + ess sup / de
0 - (20) o<t<r? JB,(z0) 2

C||Uo||2L3(R3)7“

< , and (2.10)
\/60 min{ [Juo| ;4 g 1}

r2 Clluall3 r2
/ / Ip — p(t)[**duds < —— | OHLS(f) , (2.11)
0 (o) €0 m1n{||u0||L3(R3), 1}

for any xy € R3.

Proof: For each r > 0, let R = Tl L TER > r. We shall apply Lemma 2.1 with this
co min{||uoll 5 ps»
R. We have:

2/3
a = sup/ luo|Pdx < sup (/ |u0|3dx) R
20€R3 J Br(z0) zoER3 Br(zo)

< luoll7s sy R

Thus we can choose A = ¢ min{||u0||2§1(R3), 1} < ¢gmin{a~2R? 1}. Note that by our choice
of R and A\, AR? = r2, therefore from Lemma 1] the lemma follows.

We will prove the following uniqueness result, which is a variant of classical uniqueness
results (such as [9L[16]). The situation we consider here is on one hand slightly more general
than the one considered in [16] and, on the other hand, simpler than the one considered
in [9], allowing for a simple proof (still based on similar ideas).

Lemma 2.2. Suppose (u,p), (v,q) are two Leray solutions with the same initial data ug,
and v € L3(R* x [0,T)) for any T < oo. Then u=1v in R x (0,00) almost everywhere.

Proof: It suffices to prove u = v almost everywhere in R x [0, T) for any 7' < co. Since u, v
satisfy NSE, we can change u,v in a set of measure zero, such that for any Bg(0), t — u(t),
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t — wv(t) are weakly continuous in L?(Bg(0)) for ¢ € [0,T) (in fact, t — v(-,t) is strongly
continuous in L?*(Bg(0)) by the Serrin-Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi regularity criteria [8] [15] [12]).
We first observe that for any smooth compactly supported ¢ > 0, [ u(z,t) - v(z, ) (x)dx
as a function in ¢ is in W1([0,T)), and

[ ute) o)
= /R3 —2(Vu : Vo)(z,)(z) — (Vu: v @ Vo) (x,t) — (u- Vu)vpdx

Sl

+/ pv -V — (Vo :u® V) (z,t) — (v- Vo)uy + qu - Vipdz, (2.12)
RS

in the sense of distributions on (0, 7).
The right hand side is easily checked to be integrable in ¢ using p, q € LY Vu, Vv e L,
weL? ve L} .. Then the proof follows by a usual mollification procedure.

loc
Next, from local energy inequality and the above identity integrated in time, we have for

any smooth compactly supported ¢ > 0 and a. e. t

loc ’

/ W‘”?waqu
RS
ul?
A =
S// w+ u- Vi + pu - Vipdads
I?fl2
N / / V4 + qu - Vipdads
+// —|Vu| P — |Vv|2w+2Vu:Vv¢) dxds
_|_// (Vu:v® V) + (u-Vu) - v — pv - Vipdads

+/ / (Vo :u® Vi) + (v- Vo)uyy — qu - Vipdads.
0 JR3

Note that we have the following relatitions:

/t/ (Vu:v@ Vi) + (Vo :u® Vi)drds
0 Jrs

t t
= / V(u-v)Vidzds = —/ / u - vAYdrds;
0 Jrs 0o Jrs
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and,
// u-Vu) - v + (v- Vo) - ubdeds
:// V(= 0)) v+ (v V(v — ) wpdeds

// (W w+|“|2v w)dxds

:/ /R (= v) - V(= 0) v+ (0 - V(0 — 0)) (v — w)ibdwds

//RJC of, ‘“‘QU w) dads.

Various integration by parts in the above hold since |v||Vu||u| € Lj,.. Here v € L} _ plays a
critical role. Thus, summarizing the above, we get:

u— o
| i@
<= [ [ Vu—opue +

+/0 /RS u—v) u—v))mbdxds%—/ot/m(U-V(u—v))(v—u)@bd:)sds
—|—/0 /Rg(w—w)(u—v)-vwdzds

| 'U|2 t
V Avdzds + — u—v) - Vidad
/0 3\ |1D() wajs //3(1) q)( ) wajs

—l—/o /R3<U_U (u—v) ¢dxds+//m (u—)) (v — u)pdazds
+/0 /R U‘3|W|df’3d$+// v||u — v|?|Ve|dads.

Denote

u—of t
5 Alpdxds+/0 /Rg(p—q)(u—v)~vwd:cds

2
e(t) = ess sup / v — vl (x,s)dx + sup / / (u—v)|*dzds.  (2.13)
Bi(zo) 2 Bi (o)

0<s<t, zg€R3 zoER3
By multiplicative inequalities, we have

sup [|u — v o, (wo)x 0, < Ce(t)'/?, for ¢ < 1. (2.14)

roER3
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For any g, let ¢ be a standard smooth cutoff function with |z, () 1, ¢ vanishes outside
Bs(xg). From the formula for p, g, we see that for a.e x € By(xg), s ( 1),

(p—q)(z,s) = p(s)—q(s) — A~ div div (u ® (u — v)¢) — A~ div div ((u — v) ® vo)
—Z;%@—y%%mm—wﬂu®w—v%wu—w®vﬂr—@@,

for some standard cutoff function ¢ with ¢|p,(,) = 1 and ¢ vanishing outside Bg(xo).
Thus we obtain

1P —q— ((5) = q(3)) | L3/2(Bs (w0)x (0.8))

< C ([Jull L3(Bs(w0) < (0,)) F 101l L3(Bs (o)< (0)) 12t = V]| L3 (B (o) x (0,0))

. 2/3

3/2

w0 ([ s ol gy | s (lullmn () + o)
0 yeR3 yeR3,0<s<t

< C(u,v, T)e(t)*15  for t < 1.

Since e(t) < C'(u,v) we have

/RS . ;U|2 (2, ) (x)dz + /Ot /R V(1 — )P (x)de

< C(u,0,T) (et + o]l saswoppe(t))

Since we have the freedom to choose ¢, by varying the support, and taking supremum, we
obtain

e(t) < C’(u, v, T)e(t) (tl/lo -+ ||UHL5(R3><(0,1‘,))) for t < 1.
This forces e(t) = 0 for t < T, = Ti(u,v,T), for some sufficiently small 7, > 0. After
applying this result several times, we see the proof of the lemma is complete.

Remarks: It is clear from the proof that we only need

T
sup / / lv°(z,t)dzdt < oo and lim / / lv[°(z, t)dzdt =0 (2.15)
Z‘OER3 Bl(wo 000 0 Bl(.’Eo)

to guarantee uniqueness on R x [0,T).

The following version of e-regularity criteria of Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg will be important
for us in the sequel:

Lemma 2.3. Let (u,p) be a suitable weak solution to NSE in Q1 := B1(0) x (—1,0) with
w € LPL2(Q)) N L2HY(Qy) and p € L¥?*(Qy), in the sense that (u,p) verifies NSE as
distributions and they satisfy local energy inequality. Then there exists an absolute constant
€o > 0, with the following property:

if (Jo, luldedt)'? 4 ([, [p[*Pdadt)*?® < e, then |VFulr=(q,,,) < Ck for some constants
Ck, k=0,1,...

A sketch of a short proof can be found for example in [I1], a detailed one in [7].

We recall the following lemmas proved in [13]:
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Lemma 2.4. (compactness) Let (u*,p*), k =1,2,... be a sequence of suitable weak solutions

such that u* are uniformly bounded in the energy space L° L2 N LEH; on compact subsets of
open set O C R?* x R and p* are uniformly bounded in Lf:’/QLi/2 on compact subsets of O.
Then the sequence u® is compact in L} L3 on compact subsets of O. Moreover, if u* — u in
L3L3 on compact subsets of O and p* — p in L2132
1s again a suitable weak solution.

on compact subsets of O, then (u,p)

Lemma 2.5. (Stability of Singularities) In the situation of lemma[2.J), assume that z* € O
are singular points of (u*,p*), k = 1,2,..., and that 2* — z € O. Then z, is a singular
point of (u,p).

We refer readers to [13] for the proofs, and here we only recall that a point 2, is called a
singular point of a suitable weak solution u to NSE if u is not bounded in any neighborhood
of 20-

3. MILD SOLUTIONS WITH INITIAL DATA IN L3(R?)

In this section we collect some well known results about mild solutions, and introduce
some splitting arguments which are useful in the proof of our main result.
One can rewrite NSE as an integral equation:

t
u(-,t) = eMug — / A9 Pdiv u @ u(-, s)ds, (3.1)
0

where P is the Helmholtz projection operator. It is well known that (8]) has a global solution
if initial data is small in L?, and for arbitrary initial data in L? a unique local in time solution
u € C([0,T.), L3(R?)) with a number of additional properties such as u € L*(R* x (0,T))
for T' < T, here T, denotes the maximal existence time. See [4,[6] and references therein
for more details. Take any v € N (ug), by the uniqueness Lemma and the remark below
it, we know v = u on R? x [0,7,). Thus when we consider properties of solutions only on
R3 x [0,T,), there is no confusion to assume u has been properly extended to R? x [0, 00) as
a Leray solution. We will make use of this observation below.

A priori there could be a number of reasons why T, could be finite, we first show that it
can only be due to the formation of a ‘singular point’:

Lemma 3.1. Let u € C([0,T.), L3(R?)) be the mild solution to NSE with initial data ug and
T, is the mazximal existence time. Suppose T, < 0o, then there exists zg = (o, T) such that
Vr >0, esssupg, (-, |u| = +00.

Proof: We write ug = a + b, with |la||z3rs) < €, ||b||2(rsy < 00, where € is a sufficiently
small number to be chosen later. There are a number of ways in which one can perform such
a decomposition. One can for example take

a = P(uolugj<r), b= P(uoljugi=»), (3.2)

and take \ sufficiently small. If we choose € small enough, we can apply global existence
result for small data for NSE and get a global mild solution v with initial data a. Then
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w = u — v satisfies

ow—Aw+v-Vw+w-Vvo+w-Vw+ Vg =
div w

8 } for (z,1) € R? x (0,T.),(3.3)

o

)=b in R (3.4)

w(,

We claim the following estimate:

T.
ess sup ||w('>t)||%2(33)+/ /3 [Vwl*(z, t)dedt < C(|[b]| 2 (rs), [0l L5 ro x 0,105 Tv)- (3.5)
o Jr

0<t<T.
There are two ways in which we can prove this claim. Since this type of argument will be
used several times we provide them both here.
In the first approach, note that regular solution @ (by ‘regular’ we mean w is smooth with
sufficient decay) to equations (B3] (B3.4]) satisfies the following, by a simple integration by
parts:
d 12
— M(m,t)d:c +/ V| (x, t)dx
dt R3 2 R3
§/ (- V)v(z,t)dx
R3
< v Ollegllo D prors [V (-, )l 2

< Ol DlsslhaC DIV 0178
1

S_/ ‘VQIJP(SC,t)dx—i-C||U(.’t)||5Ls/ \w(-,t)|2dx.
2 s .

In the above, we have used Holder inequality, interpolation inequality

2/5

- - ~113/5
[@][ 108 <[] |0

L6
and Sobolev embedding H' < LS in R3.
Thus we obtain:
d [ |af S
(2, t)dx < Cllv(D)[l7s | |0[*de.
i | 2 2 Js

Since fOT* (-, )]|35dt is bounded, we get from Gronwall’s inequality:

T
sup H’lIJ(,t)H%Q(RS) —|—/0 |V1I)‘2(LL’, t)d:(fdt < C(HbHLZ(RB), ||U’ L5(R3x(0,T%))» T*) (36)

0<t<T% R3
With this a priori estimate at hand, we can then follow Leray’s arguments in constructing
global weak solutions and obtain a weak solution @ to equations (B.3]) (8.4]) and @ satisfies
the energy inequality (B.0). We can also require w to satisfy the appropriate local energy
inequality (see (B.8) below). Since v + w is also a Leray solution with initial data ug, by

uniqueness result of lemma (2.2 and the remark below it we must have w = w on R®* x [0, T%)
and thus w satisfy (3.0).
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Alternatively one can also derive the inequality directly from the equation as follows.
w clearly satisfies the following integral equation:

t
w(-,t) = ey — / A Pdiv (v@w(-,s) Fw (-, s) +ww(-,s))ds, (3.7)
0

where wg = b € L*(R?), t < T..

Since both u,v € C([0,T.), L*(R?)) we conclude w € C([0,T,), L*(R?)). From this fact
and the integral equation (B7)) together with b € L*(R®) we obtain w € C([0,T.), L*(R?))
from known estimates of the integral equation. Clearly, w satisfies the following local energy
inequality (where ¢ is the associated pressure for w):

[w]? ' 2
/RS 5 (x, t)gb(x)dx+/0 . |IVw|“¢(z)dz

|w|? Cwl?
< —(x,0)¢(x)dx + ——A¢ + qu - Vodzds
R3 2 0 R3 2
2
3

s

where ¢ is a nonnegative smooth cutoff function. By local theory of mild solutions (see [4]),
we know

(w+v) Vo — (w- Vv)wedrds, (3.8)

sup \/ZHV’U(-,t)HLg < 0. (3.9)

0<t<Tx
Thus
/ / ][Vl [w] dads < / IV0( ) las (-, 8)[Zsdz < oo, (3.10)
for any T < T,. This, together with ¢ € L>((0,T), L**(R?)), w € C([0,T), L*> N L*(R?))

for any T' < T, implies that we can take the cutoff function in the local energy inequality
[B.8) to be ¢(%) with ¢|p, =1, and send R — oco. We obtain

2 t
/ Jwl® —(x, t)d:v+/ |Vw|*dzds
R3 2 0
§/| a:de—//wvad:zds
RS
|wl?
:/ —(x’(])dx—l—/ / (w - Vw)vdzds.
R3 2 0 R3

The last identity holds since the first inequality implies

t
// \Vw|*drds < oo,
0 JR3

which is the key. Then we can proceed as in the first approach to finish the proof of the
claim.
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From Corollary 2.1 we know

T,
sup / |v]*(x,t)dx + sup / / Vol + |p — p(t)[*2dedt < C(€)C(T,),
Bi(zo) 0 Bi(zo)

T0E€R3,0<t<T, ToER3
(3.11)

where p is the associated pressure for v. Observe from equation ([B.3]) and estimate (3.3]) that
q € L3*(R® x (0,7,)) and w € L*(R* x (0,T})). Since C(¢) — 0 as ¢ — 0, we can choose ¢
sufficiently small and find R > 0 sufficiently large, such that for |z¢| > R, we can apply the
e-regularity criteria to u = v + w in Qmin( \/f/z,n(%’ T.). Thus we are able to conclude the

following;:
there exists a compact set K C R® such that u is bounded in (R*\K) x [T, /2, T.].

Now suppose the lemma is not true. Then u is bounded in a neighborhood of any point in
R3x [T,/2,T.]. Thus by the compactness of K, we see u is bounded in R* x [T, /2,T,]. Since
v is bounded in R* x [T, /2, T,], we conclude w is also bounded in R?®x [T, /2, T.]. This means
u(-,t) is bounded in L3 as well as L>, as t approaches T,. Then local existence theory for
NSE tells us we can continue u beyond T}, a contradiction.

Remark 3.1. The splitting argument in the above proof is very useful in obtaining estimates
for u even when we approach the blow up time. Let u € C([0,1), L*(R?)) be a mild solution
with initial data ug. Still take the above decomposition ug = a+ b with a, b defined as above.
Denote o = ||ugl|z3. We immediately see

lallzs(rs) < CAY?al?, 101l 22 (rs) < ON 20?2, (3.12)

If we choose A = A(a) so small such that ||al[zs(gs) is smaller than some absolute number,
fix such A = A(«a), then we can conclude from local existence theory of NSE the existence of
a mild solution v to NSE with initial data a in R* x [0,2) with

ess Sup g<i<ssa[|v(+?)lls < C. (3.13)

Then w as defined above satisfy ([B.3]) with initial data b. Now we can use the usual energy
estimate as in the above lemma to bound

1
sup Hw(-,l‘,)H%Q(Ra)—'—/ / |Vw|*dzdt < C(a). (3.14)
o Jrs

0<t<1

Thus, u = v 4+ w satisfies
sup ||u(-,t)||r24r6 < Cla). (3.15)
0<t<1
Of course one can do the same thing if the blowup time is 7', though the estimates will also
depend on T then. The point here is this estimate is uniform as long as L® norm of ug
stays bounded. This observation will be useful later. And in fact, this estimate is stronger
than the one in Lemma R.1] for general Leray solutions, since it implies decay of u at spatial
infinity while Lemma 211 does not imply any decay of solutions. The difference is that here
we are dealing with an a priori regular solution.

The following estimate is the main new observation that enables us to work in L3.
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Lemma 3.2. Let u be a Leray solution with divergence free initial data ug € L3(R?). Then
there exists a nonnegative function h(t) depending only on ||ug|| s (gs), such thatlim,_,o4 h(t) =
0 and

||U(, t) - eAtu0||L2(B1(mo)) S h(t)> (316)
for any xy € R3, a.e. 0 <t < 1.
Proof: We use a splitting argument which is slightly different from the usual ones. We
refer the reader to the paper [I4] for another example of a splitting argument based on a

comparison with the linear equation. Denote o := |lug||/z3gsy. For any ¢ > 0, we split
ug = a + b, with

a = P(U()I‘UOKM), b= P(U0[|UO|2M), (317)

where M is some large number to be chosen later. Clearly,

||a||L6(R3 <C\/ Oél/z
C
ol 25 a2,

||b||L2(R3 =~ \/— L3(R3) _\/—M

Choose M such that

— < — 3.18
v T 100 (3.18)

and we fix this M from now on, thus M = M (e, ). From the local existence theory of NSE,
we can find 7= T'(e, ) > 0, and a mild solution v € C'([0,T), L°(R?)) for NSE with initial
data a, enjoying a number of other properties. Among them in particular, we have

sup ||U('7t)||L6(R3) < C(Ev Oé). (319)
0<t<T

w = u — v satisfies:

ow—Aw+v-Vwo+w-Vo+w-Vw+Vqg =0
divw =0

w(-,0)=b in RS (3.21)

} (z,t) € R x (0,T), (3.20)

By estimates of u from Corollary 2] and estimates on v, local energy estimates for w (B.8))

and parabolic regularity, one can conclude (we omit the routine calculations): there exists
Ti(a, €) > 0 such that

€

sup v, 1) — eall sy oy < 35

20 € R 1T (00e) 10°

sup 1w (s Ol 2By (o)) <
2o ER3 t<T1 (av,€)

l\DIm

Thus, from u = v + w, we obtain
Ju(-t) — eAtUOHLZ(Bl(xO)) <€, (3.22)

for any zg € R3, a.e. t < Ti(a, €). From this, the lemma follows easily.
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4. THE MAIN THEOREM

For any divergence free uy € L*(R?), denote T (ug) as the maximal time of exis-
tence for the mild solution for NSE starting from ug. Define ppax = sup{p : Tmax(ug) =
oo for every divergence free uy € L3¥(R*) with [Jug||s(rs)y < p}. Also define M = {uy €
Lg(R?’) : Tmax(“O) < 00, ||u0||L3(R3) = pmax}-

Theorem 4.1. Suppose pmax < 00. Then M is nonempty, and moreover, M is compact
with respect to L3-norm modulo translations and scalings. That is, for any sequence uf in
M, there exist vy, \¥ such that Neu§(\*(x — x1)) has a convergent subsequence in L*(R3).

Proof: By the definition of p,., and the assumption that p,.. < 00, there exists a sequence
of divergence free initial data uf such that Thax(uf) < oo (thus ||uf]lzsrs) > pmax) and
|wol|z3(r?) = Pmax- By Lemma (BI]) we know there are singular points for mild solutions u”

corresponding to uf. By translations and scalings
ul — Nub (N (z — 2y)),

for some A\¥, 2., we can assume the first singularity is at time 1 and is (z,t) = (0,1). We still
denote the sequence as uy, (uf correspondingly) after translations and scalings. By Lemma

B2), we have
sup [|u" (-, t) — e uf || 12(Brwoyy < R(t) for t < 1, (4.1)
roER3
for some nonnegative function h(t) with lim; 04 h(t) = 0. Note that Corollary 1] and
Remark 3.1 imply uniform boundedness of u* in local energy norm and

sup [[u" (-, )| 226 < C(Pmax)- (4.2)
0<t<1

By compactness as in Lemma [2.4], and weak continuity in ¢ we can find a subsequence of u*
(which we still denote as u*) and a suitable weak solution u to NSE, such that:
uf — win L3(By(xg) x (0,1)), for all 2y € R3,
uk(-,t) = u(-,t) in L?(Bi(z0)) for every t € [0,1] and xy € R?, and
uk — g in L3(R?).
Moreover, by stability of singularity in Lemma (z,t) = (0,1) is a singular point of u.
From estimate (A1) and the weak convergence of u®(-,t), uf, we get
sup Hu(,t) — €Atu0||L2(Bl(x0)) < h(t) (43)

:E()ER?’

Since h(t) — 0 as t — 0, we see
u(-,t) — ug in L*(B;(x0)) for any .

Furthermore,
sup ||u(7 t)HL2+L6 < C(pmax)u (44)

0<t<1

by the weak convergence of u* and the estimate ([.2)). Thus u satisfies the decay condition
at spatial infinity required in the definition of Leray solutions. Summarzing above, we see u
is a Leray solution with initial data uy. By uniqueness result of Lemma and the remark
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below it, we see that the mild solution starting with uy must have a singularity in R* x [0, 1].
Since

||u0HL3(R3) S hm iIlf ||u§||L3(RS) S Pmax s (45)
by the definition of pyay, we must have |ugl|r3(r3) = pmax. Thus we have uf — ug in L* and
|uf|lzs — ||uol/zs. Since L3(R?) is uniformly convex as a Banach space, this also implies uf
converges strongly to uy in L3(R3). The theorem is proved.

From results above the following corollary can be proved following the same arguments as
in [13]:
Corollary 4.1. Assume that every solution of the Cauchy problem [L1 with uy € L*(R?) is

reqular, i.e. Tyax = +00 for each ug € L*(R?). Then for1=0,1,2,... there exist functions
F, :[0,00) — [0,00) such that

102 qup |[Viu(z, 1) < Fi(||uollzz)  for allt > 0. (4.6)
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