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Abstract

In this article, we establish sufficient conditions for the regularity of solutions of Navier-
Stokes equations based on one of the nine entries of the gradient tensor. We improve the
recently results of C.S. Cao, E.S. Titi (Arch. Rational Mech.Anal. 202 (2011) 919-932)
and Y. Zhou, M. Pokorny (Nonlinearity 23, 1097-1107 (2010)).
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1. Introduction

We consider sufficient conditions for the regularity of weak solutions of the Cauchy
problem for the Navier-Stokes equations

%—VAqu(wV)ujLVp:O, in R® x (0,7),
G ouzo, in R x (0,7), (1.1)

u(z,0) = ug, in R,

where u = (uy,ug,u3) : R* x (0,7) — R3 is the velocity field, p : R3 x (0,7) — R?
is a scalar pressure, and ug is the initial velocity field, v > 0 is the viscosity. We set
Vi = (8s,,0s,) as the horizontal gradient operator and A, = 82 + 92, as the horizontal
Laplacian, and A and V are the usual Laplacian and the gradient operators, respectively.
Here we use the classical notations

3 3
(u-V)v:Zuiﬁxivk, (k=1,2,3), V-uzZ@xiui,
i=1 i=1

and for sake of simplicity, we denote 0,, by 0;.
We set

V ={¢: the 3D vector valued C;° functions and V - ¢ = 0},

which will form the space of test functions. Let H and V be the closure spaces of V in L?
under L?-topology, and in H! under H'-topology, respectively.
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For uy € H, the existence of weak solutions of (1.1) was established by Leray [1] and
Hopf in [2], that is, u satisfies the following properties:
(i) u € Cu([0,T); HYNL*(0,T;V), and dyu € L'(0,T; V"), where V" is the dual space of V;
(ii) u verifies (1.1) in the sense of distribution, i.e., for every test function ¢ € C*([0,7T); V),
and for almost every t,tg € (0,7), we have

/RS u(z, t) - ¢(z,t)dr — / u(z, to) - ¢z, to)dx

RS

= [ [ ety @it + v, )i

+/t0 /RJ(“(“) - V)o(x. 1)) uz, 1))]drds;

(iii) The energy inequality, i.e.,

t
lul- )17 + 27// IVu(-, s)|[72ds < Jluoll7:,
to

for every t and almost every tg.
It is well known, if ug € V, a weak solution of (1.1) on (0,7") becomes strong if it
satisfies
u € C([0,T); V)N L*0,T; H?) and Oyu € L*(0,T; H).

We know the strong solution is regular(say, classical) and unique (see, for example, [3],
).

For the 2D case, just as the authors said in [5], the Navier-Stokes equations (L))
have unique weak and strong solutions which exist globally in time. However, the global
regularity of solutions for the 3D Navier-Stokes equations is a major and challenging
problem, the weak solutions are known to exist globally in time, but the uniqueness,
regularity, and continuous dependence on initial data for weak solutions are still open
problems. Furthermore, strong solutions in the 3D case are known to exist for a short
interval of time whose length depends on the initial data. Moreover, this strong solution
is known to be unique and to depend continuously on the initial data.

There are many interesting sufficient conditions which guarantee that a given weak
solution is smooth (see, for example, [6]-[11]), and the first result is usually referred as
Prodi-Serrin conditions (see [12] and [13]), which states that if a weak solution w is in the
class of 5 3

u € L'0,T; L*(R?)), Tt = 1, s €[3,00],
then the weak solution becomes regular.

A better result was showed by Neustupa, Novotny, and Penel (see [14]). More precisely,
the solution is regular if

us € L'(0,T; L*(R?)),

SRS
w | w



This result was improved in [15] to

24

2
uz € Lt(OaTa Ls(Rg))’ ? E?

®w | W

5
+ Sg,se( Q).

C.S. Cao, E.S. Titi in [5] considered the regularity of solutions to the 3D Navier-Stokes
equations subject to periodic boundary conditions or in the whole space and obtained

better results 5 ) -
+-< (s + ), s> —,
s

uz € L'(0,T; L*(R?)), <=3, 5

| Do

or
7
uz € L>(0,T; L*(R?)), with s > 3

Furthermore, this work was improved by Y. Zhou, M. Pokorny in [16], the authors consid-
ered the following additional assumptions to get the regularity of solution of 3D Navier-
Stokes equations

3 10
< -+ 5> —

1
LY0,T; L*(R3 — .
Uz € (07 ’ ( ))7 + =4 237 3

2
t
The full regularity of weak solutions can also be proved under alternative assumptions on
the gradient of the velocity Vu. Specifically (see [17]), if

2 3 3
Vu € L0, T; L*(R?)), Tt =2 8¢ [5,00].
S

A comparable result for the gradient of one velocity component was improved in [18] to

Vug € L'(0,T; L*(R?)), ~+ =<

2 3 3
— —, 5§ €[2,00|.

t s 2 [ ]

There are many similar results, we refer to the references [19]. In [16], the authors also
studied the regularity of the solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations under the assumption
on Ozug, namely,

dsus € LP(0,T; L*(R?)), ,00)]. (1.2)

Qlw

2 4
+ 3 <z, @€ (Z
Very recently, C.S. Cao and E.S. Titi considered the more general case in [20], in which
authors provided sufficient conditions, in terms of only one of the nine components of the
gradient of velocity field (i.e., the velocity Jacobian matrix) that guarantee the global
regularity of the 3D Navier-Stokes equations. The authors divided into cases to discuss
the regularity of the weak solution, namely, given the condition

O ¢ 15(0,7; L°(R%), when j # k
8:):k
2
andwherea>3,1§5<oo,and§—l——Sa+3, (1.3)
a f 2c



or

8uj
—L e LP(0,T; L*(R?)),
G € 0T L)
3 2 3 2
and Wherea>2,1gﬁ<oo,and—+—gw. (1.4)
a f 4o

Moreover, Z.J. Zhang studied the Cauchy problem for the 3D Navier-Stokes equations, and
proved some scalaring-invariant regularity criteria involving only one velocity component
in [21]. The author proved that the weak solution u to (IL1]) with datum ug € V is regular,
if

us € LP(0,T; LY(R?)), dsus € LP(0,T; L*(R?)), (1.5)
with 1 <p,q,8,a <00, 0 <\, v < oo satisfying

p

3 2 3

L R
p q ’B a 77
] 1 1/B+3/8 9/4—~ (1.6)
—_ — e e ]_
U= S=38—, " 3—3u "
| B <ooorp<oo.

Motivated by [20] and [21], in this article, we consider the alternative assumptions on
one velocity gradient component, and we improve the results of [20]. The key point of our
approach is that we start with the estimate of the norm |jus||,, where ¢ satisfies ¢ > 2,
and then construct some new estimates. We also improve the result of [16]. From our
argument, one can know which cause the difference of the both results in [16] and [20].

Our main results can be stated in the following:

Theorem 1.1. Let ug € V, and assume u is a Leray-Hopf weak solution to the 3D
Navier-Stokes equations ([LIl). Suppose for any j, k with 1 < j, k < 3, we have

Oju € L>(0,T; L*(R?)). (1.7)
Then u s reqular.

Theorem 1.2. Let ug and u be as in Theorem [T For any j, k with 1 < j, k < 3.
(i) For j # k, suppose that u satisfies

T
/ |0;uk||Zdr < M, for some M > 0, (1.8)
0
with 3 9
— 4+ =< 1< 1.
2a+ﬁ_f(a),a€(3,oo)and < B < oo, (1.9)
where

B V103a2 — 120 +9 — 9a

fla) 5o ; (1.10)



(ii)For j = k, suppose

T
/ |Opur||Pdr < M, for some M > 0, (1.11)
0
with
3+2<(a) 9<04<oo nd1<p <o (1.12)
— 4+ = — a .
20[ /8 — g ) 5 — )
where

V/289a% — 264a + 144 — Ta
_ = .

Then u s reqular.

Remark 1.3. Theorem [[.1] give us an endpoint version of regularity criterion, which is
a complement of [20]. From the proof of it, one can know this result in fact should have
been included in [20]. Compared with the results of [20], it is easy to check that Theorem
1.2 (i) is an improvement of (I.3]) (see Figure 1). For Theorem [[.2] (ii), the allowed region
of (a, 8) in our rsult is much large than those of [16] and [20] (see Figure 2).

For the convenience, we recall the following version of the three-dimensional Sobolev
and Ladyzhenskaya inequalities in the whole space R? (see, for example, [22] -[24]). There
exists a positive constant C' such that

—2
lull, < CIIUIIQZT ||01UI|2 ||(92UI|22T sl
< Cllully [Vall, .

(1.13)

for every u € H*(R?) and every r € [2,6], where C' is a constant depending only on r.
Taking Vdiv on both sides of (1) for smooth (u,p), one can obtain

208 (uuy))

therefore, the Calderon-Zygmund mequahty in R3 (see [25])
IVpllg < ClVullulllg, 1 < ¢ < oo, (1.14)

holds, where C'is a positive constant depending only on ¢q. And there is another estimate
for pressure
Iplly < Cllull3g, 1< g < 0. (1.15)
Let
1<g<o0,1=1,....n
Then, for all u € C§°(R™) the following Troisi inequality holds (see [23]):

i 1
lulls < C T 11Dl (1.16)

i=1

where ¢;,n and s satisfy

qu > 1, amds-Z

= lqz —1



2. A Prior: Estimates

In this section, under the assumptions of Theorem [ [[L2, we will prove some a
priori estimates, which are needed in the proof of our results. First of all, we note that
the Leray-Hopf weak solutions have the energy inequality (see, for example, [3], [4], [22]
for detail)

t
lu( Ol + 2V/0 IVu(-, s)ll7-ds < K, (2.1)

for all 0 < t < T, where K = ||uol|7-.
Then, an estimate of |Jus||, can be read in the following lemma:

Lemma 2.1. Assume that
9
3<a< oo, 1<0§§, and q > 2, (2.2)

where q, «, and o satisfy
— 4+ — =1, (2.3)

1d 8_g¢ . 3—2
= Zlus])? < OVl |0vus| Y3, with s = =—2.

(2.4)

o )

Proof. We use |uz|9%us, ¢ > 2, as test function in the equation (L)) for us. By using of
Gagliardo-Nirenberg, Holder’s inequalities, (LI4) and (II6), we have

1d g
g@llwllg +C (v Vus|2 13

=— | Osplus|? Pusdx
RS
< 18spllolusld?|us]| 3

< C) IV ulul o[ usl|2 us||sa (by (CI)) (2.5)

_ 1/3 1/3
< C|[Vullollull 2o [[usll2=]|Ovus||> | O] [ Dsusll’

— — 2/3
< C)|Vullollull3 Vully l[usllg= | Orus|| || Vull3
§_ —
= CllullsIIVull3 " lusllg 2l 0vus ).

For the index in above inequality, we know 1 < o < % < %

Y

20
2< —<6
2—0 ’

and s satisfies
2—0 s 1-—s 3 — 20

5 :§+ 5 , namely, s =

, by 22).



In view of ([2.1)), (2.5]) implies that

1d 8_g

5 lluslly < ClIIVull3 ™ [[0vus1o/.

The proof is thus completed. O
Next, we estimate ||Vjul|o:

Lemma 2.2. Assume that o and q satisfy the conditions in Lemma[2.1. Set

_(g+Da—gq (2.6)
o ’ '
then we have the following estimates
t
IVaall+v [ 1VaVulidr < [9(0)]
Ot Q(T—,zl) % ) .o t ) 1 (27)
+C i lusll"™ l|Ovuslla | Vullzdr]—=T x [/0 | Aullzdr]™T,

and

t
IVaull2 + v / IV Vuldr
0

) t 2(r—1) 9 , (2.8)
< [[Vaw(0)[z 4+ C | lusllg™™ [0sus|la™[[Vullzdr.
0

Proof. Taking the inner product of the equation (L)) with —Aju in L?, applying Holder’s
inequality several times, we obtain

1d
2dt
:/ [(u- V)u]Apudx

R3

SC/ lug||Vul| Vi Vu|dx  (see [20])

IVull5 + vI[Vi Vull3

SC/E maX|U3|(/ |Vu|2dx1)§(/ |VhVu|2dz1)%da:2dx3
R2 %1 R R

r—2

< C[/ (maX|U3|)Td$2d$3]i[/ (/ |Vu\2dx1)r%2dx2dx3] 2 (2.9)
R2 z1 R2 R .

X [/ |V Vu|*do,dzods]
R3

=

< C[/ |U3|T_101U3dl’1dl'2dl'3]% ||VhVu||2
R3
x[/( |Vu|f'2%2datgdx3)%d:£1]%
R JRR2

1
T

q
q—r

r—2
T

< Clluslle™ 10vusl|_o_[IVully™ [|0:Vull3 [05Vull; [VaVul2.

+1



By (2.6), and the fact a > 3, ¢ > 2, we have

q

7
— = d-<r< 1. 2.10
g—r+1 @Aty =T at (2.10)

To prove (2.7)), applying Young’s inequality to (2.9), we obtain
e R A

2(r—2)

14
< Clluslly [Ohus |5 [Vl A3 S IVRVuls.

Absorbing the last term in right hand side and integrating the above inequality, using
Holder’s inequality, we have

t
IVaall2 + v / IV ValZdr

2(r—2)

< [[Vau(0 ||2+C/ o210y |5 [Vl ([ A5

t 2(r—1) 2
S!Ith(0)||§+C[ luslla™ [[0rusla 2| Vull3dr] 1 x / | Aul3dr] =

To prove (28], firstly, we note that we can get a similar inequality to (2.9) as follows

3 Tl + VIVl

(2.11)
< Clluslly™ 195uslal| Vull,™ 18:5ull3 02 Vull3 V4 Vullo.
Applying Young’s inequality to (2I1I), we have
||th||2 + 0|V Vull3
2‘” 21y (2.12)

< Cllually™ Bsusa [ Vull} + —HVNuH%.

As above, absorbing the last term in right hand side of (ZI2]) and integrating the above
inequality, using Holder’s inequality, we obtain

t 2(r—1)
||VhUHS+V/ IV Vul3dr < [[Vau(0)]f; + C ||U3Hq = |y 677 [ Vulldr
0
The proof of Lemma is completed. O

At last, we estimate ||[Vuls :



Lemma 2.3. Let o, q and r satisfy Lemmal21d and Lemmal2.2, then we have the following

estimates:

(),

t
IVull3 + v / ||Au||§df

if 3r — 7> 0.
(1),

< C/ ||u 16 0vus| T [ Fuldr + [V u(O)]3 (2.13)

2(r—1)

|IU3||q = 0uslla [Vl 3dr + C

vl + 2 [ aalor

< [[Vu(0 ||2+C/ lusllZlOus |2 Vullzdr + C (2.14)

+ol [ TulilovulIvuliartt x [ 3uliar

if 3r — 7 =10. Moreover, we have

v+ [ i

2(r—1)

< [Vu(0)I5 +C ||u3||q = J|osual| | Vul3dr (2.15)
t 8(r— 1

) uglle” 2>||83u3!|§“ Y IVull3dr + C

Proof. Taking the inner product of the equation (L)) with —Awu in L? | we obtain

vl

+V||AUI|§

= Z / ;07w Oujdx

zgk 1

32
= Z / w;0;u;Oujdx + ZZ/ w;0;ujO033u;dx

i,J,k= 1

—l—ZZ/ u303u;Okujdr + Z/ 1;0;u3 O usde

=1 k=1
= 1(t) + Io(t) + I3(t) + L4(2).

The calculation is similar to Lemma 2.2 in [26], for the convenience of readers, we show
it below. By integrating by parts several times and using the incompressibility condition,

we get

Z

zyk 1

8 u;OpuOpujde — Z OpuiOpu;Opuyde = I7 (t) + I7(t).

3
i,5,k=1 R

9



The terms I;(t), I}(t), I5(t) and I4(t) read as

2
1
1 t) = —5 z_: - 83U38kUj8kUdeL’,

Z / Oru;O;uOpudo

i,5,k=1

82u181u282u2d3: + 81UQ82U181U1d5L’ + 81u181u281u2dx
R3 R3 R3

+/ 81U282U281U2d1' ‘l‘/ 82u181u182u1d9: + 01u101u101u1d:£
3 3 R3
+? 82U282U282U2dx+f 82u282u182u1dx

R3 R3

82U181U283U3 + 83U381U281U2 + 82u183u382u1)dx
R3

/3(81U181U183U3 + 83U382’MQ82’M2 81u183u382u2)d3:,
R

2
ZZ/ u383uJ8kku]dx

]:1 k=1

2
ZZ/ OusOsu;Oyujdr — ZZ/ U303, ;O u;dx
=1k

jlkl

2
ZZ Okug,@guﬁku]dzjt ZZ 33u38kuj8kujd:)s,
=1k ] 1 k=1

Z / 1;0; U3 0k U3 dX

zkl

3
= — E 8kui8iu38ku3d:c— E /uﬁlkug&ku?)dx
ik—17R® ik=17R?

3
3

[\

The above four equalities imply that
|;] < C/ lug||Vul|Au|dx, i = 1,3, 4.
R3
For I, we have

‘Ig‘ = | /3 83’&181’&183’&1 -+ 83’&282’&183’&1 -+ 83’&383’&183’&1
R
+83U181U283U2 + 83U282U283UQ + 83U303UQ03UQCZI|
< C’/ lug|| Vu||Au|dx + C'/ |V hu||Vul*dz.
R3 R3

10



Thus, above inequalities imply that

sIvul+vidulg < [ JuliVullulde+C [ Vil Valds
= Ji(t) + Ja(t).

Similar to (2.9), by Young’s and Holder’s inequalities, we have

J(t) < Clluslla” 10vuslla ||VUH2 JlAu],"
2(r—1)

< Clluglly™ vusla [ Vull3 + HAUH;
and 1 1
Jo(t) < ClViullol|Vulli < CIViull2lVull3 [|ViVaullo|| Aul3.
Integrating (2.I6) and combing ([2.11), 7)), (ZI7) and (2.I8), we obtain

Iull3 + 7 / |Aul2dr
2(r=1) 2

< [[Vu(0 ||2+C/ luslle ™ llOvuslla™ | Vullzdr

t

T (suPocacy [ Vatlla) / IVal2dr)}

/||VhVu||2dT /||Au||§d71
2(r—1) 2

<IVuO3+C [ uslle™ ouslla™ || Vull3dr

2(r— 1) 2
/ luslla™ 118ruslla? | Valdr] =5 x / | Au|2dr)t

IV (0) 2 / |Auf2dr)t.

If 3r — 7> 0, we have

L +1<1
r—1 4 ’

then, by Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, from (Z.19) we get

v o[
IVall+ 5 [ aulgar
t 2(r—1)

< [[Vu(0 )H2+C+C/ luslg" ||<91U3||57||VUHQdT

27 1 2)
/ Juslla™ s |57 | Tular) 57 4 2 / |Aul2dr

8(7‘ 1)

<C [ Juall ™ f0vua | T [ Vular / | Vul3dr] =
0

t 2(r—1)

+HVu(0)3+C+C IIU3||q = [ Ovuslla” QIIVUI|2d7+—/ 1Aull3dr.

11

(2.16)

(2.17)

(2.18)

(2.19)



Absorbing the last term and applying (2.1]), it follows that

t 8(r—1)

IIVUI|2+V/ [Au3dr <O [ uslle N0wusl T [Vul3dr + [Va(O)]

2(r—1)
+C/ luslla™™ Novuslz [Vull3dr + C.

therefore we prove (Z13). If 3r — 7 = 0, we have

then by Young’s inequality and (2.19]) we have
50 [t
IValg + [ laulir
< [[Vu(0 ||2+C/ [us||GlOvus |5 | Vull3dr + C

/ sl 10 |Vl B / |Aul2dr,

which shows that the proof of (ii) is completed.
Finally, we prove (Z.I3]) in a similar way, integrating (2.10) and using (2.I)), (2.8),
(2I7) and (2.I8)), we obtain

IVull? + / ||Au||2df
2(r—1)
<Ivu@lg+c | sl [y V2

T (suPocacs [ Vatllo) / IVal2dr)}

/||VhVu||2dT /||Au||2d71 (2.20)

< HVU( |z +C IIU3Hq = dyuslls ™ [ Vul far
2(r—1) 1
+C IIU3Hq - ||<93U3||a’2||VUH§dT>< / |Aulf3dr]s
t

I~ / | AulZdr)}.

By using Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we immediately have

t 2(r—1) 2
IVal3 + / lAul2dr < IVu(O)Z+C / luslla™ 10y 2 | Vol 2dr
8(r— 1)
c / usll 2 105 |3° [Vl 2dr + C.

Therefore, we complete the proof of Lemma [2.3] O

12



3. Proof of Main Results

In this section, we prove our main results.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 The framework of the proof is standard, we refer to [5].
Without loss of generality, in the proof, we will assume that j = 1,k = 3, the other cases
can be discussed in the same way (for details see Remark 3.1 below).

It is well known that there exists a unique strong solution u for a short time interval if
ug € V. In addition, this strong solution u € C([0,T*); V)N L?(0, T*; H*(R?)) is the only
weak solution with the initial datum wug, where (0,7*) is the maximal interval of existence
of the unique strong solution. If 7" > T’ then there is nothing to prove. If, on the other
hand, 7% < T, then our strategy is to show that the H! norm of this strong solution is
bounded uniformly in time over the interval (0,7™), provided condition (7)) is valid. As
a result the interval (0,7*) can not be a maximal interval of existence, and consequently
T* > T, which concludes our proof.

In order to prove the H! norm of the strong solution u is bounded on interval (0, T™),
combing with the energy equality (2.1]), it is sufficient to prove

t
[Vl + 1// |Aull3dr < C, ¥Vt € (0,T%), (3.1)
0

where the constant C' depends on T', K7 and M.
Firstly, by energy inequality (2.I]), we have

[usl| Lo 0,12 m3)) < C, (3.2)

where C' depends only on K;. Then we show (3.1)) is true on a small interval (0,¢;) with
some 0 < t; < T*, because the constant C' in ([B.I]) depends only on K; and M, we give
the same process to treat t; as the start point. After finite steps, we get (3.I]) holds true
on the whole interval (0,7™).

Now, by using of Lemma [2.J] Lemma [2.2land Lemma 2.3 with o = 3,0 = % and ¢ = 2,
then form (2.4]) and (2.6]), we have

ng, Szg. (33)

Applying ([B.2]) and (B3], 214) becomes

Ivalz +2 / |Aul2dr

<c / usll8yus SVl Bdr + V()2 + C (3.4)
/ lusllE10vus |8 V2] x / |Aul2dr.

In view of (L)), we can choose 0 < t; < T™* small enough such that

3 t 1
CHU3||2L°°(O,T;L2(]R3))H81u3Hz°°(0,T;L3(R3))[/O [Vull3dr]t <

Y

13



Then (B.4) becomes

t1
sup y|w||§+y/ | Aul2dr < [ Vu(0)|2+ C. (3.5)
0

0<t<t;
From (3.H), we have
IVau(t)llz < [Vu(0)]2 + C, [[Vu(ti)llz < [Vu(0)]2 + C,

so we can repeat the above argument with initial value at ¢; to obtain the similar estimate
2.7) in Lemma 2.2] and we have, for t; <t < T,

t
IVaul+v [ 192Vulfdr
t1
! 8 6 2 1 3
< / s ISl10rus S]] Vull2dr]t x / |Aul2dr)?
t1
Va2

From above inequality, we obtain a similar estimate as ([8.4]), for t; <t < T,

Ivallz +2 / |Aul2dr

<c / lsll3lBvus SVl B + [Vu(t)I + C
/ sl Sl usllSl| Valdr)t x / |Aul2dr.

There exists a number ¢, such that

%IT

3 t2 1
CHU3||2L°°(O,T;L2(]R3))H81u3Hz°°(0,T;L3(R3))[/ [Vull3dr]t <
t1

and we have

to
sup ||Vall3 + v / |Aul2dr < [Vu(t)|E + C < V()] + C.

t1<t<t2 t1

Then we can repeat the above process from tq, if to5 < T™*. Actually, since djuz €
L>(0,T; L*(R*)), and the coefficients involving [|01us|| (0 7;13®s)), depend only on K
and M, after finite steps of the process of the bootstrap iteration, we can get an estimate
on the whole time interval

t
IVull + V/ 1Aull2dr < [[Vu(0)]I3 + C,
0

for all ¢ € (0,7*). Therefore, the H' norm of the strong solution u is bounded on the
maximal interval of existence (0,7*). This completes the proof of Theorem [I11
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Remark 3.1. In above proof, we note that if we give the additional assumptions on Ozus,
namely, we choose j = 3, k = 3, then the inequality (2.5) may be replaced by

1d ]
—lluslly +C(awlIV]us|2 I3
= ull3lFall5 ™ s 14 Bsua| .

and the inequality (Z.9) may be replaced by

R A A

r—1 -2 1 1
< Clluslle” "0 Vulls [0Vl [[VaVullz,

2(r—2)

14
< O 21 aua} ul, A S IVaVulls,

and (2.7) becomes
t
Vel +v [ 19aVulfar
0

t 2(r—1) 2
< C[ luslla™ | 9suslla [ Vull3dr] == x / | Aul3dr]
+C||th(0)||§-

The other cases can be done in a similar way. Since if we want to provide the conditions
on d;juz, j =1,2,3, in Lemma 2] we will use |ug|9 ?us, as test function in the equation
for uq, and we can get the similar results to that in LemmaP.2land Lemma[2.3] Therefore,
this method is suitable for every one of the nine entries of the gradient tensor.

Proof of Theorem We take different strategy to prove Theorem (i) and (ii)
in turn. The framework of our proof of Theorem is also standard. As to the second
part of this theorem, we give another inequality on us, and then we prove (B.1).

o) £k

To prove Theorem (i), we take the same strategy as that in Theorem [[I], and
(0,77) is the maximal interval of existence of the strong solution. Next, we show (B.I))
is true under the condition of (L8)-(L9)). Similar to the proof of Theorem [[T we take
j =1,k =3, and prove the boundedness of uz in L>(0,7T; L) with some ¢ at first, then
apply Lemma and Gronwall’s inequality to get (B.1]).

For

€ (3,00),

15



we choose the parameters in the following form

(

1 7=+ -2+103
o 18 ’
o 60(0'1
n= Jo 4o (3.6)
S1 = 71)
01
6(a—1

7’127(0[ )Ul +1

\ 30é+O'1

Then, the above parameters satisfy (2.3]) and (2.4]), namely,

2 1 N 1 d 2 201
— =—4 — an =
g 3a o1 3s1—2 9—280;
We choose 5
01
= 3.7
5 9 — 80'1 ( )
then we have 1 9 1
— =—(=4+14

and (B.0), we get o +% = f(a). We denote

209

t t
Vi(t) = / vl V|3 = / v | 7 |Vl B (3.8)
0 0

By the following fact

180 — 502 o (=80 + 9)o -
3024+ 140 —18  o—1 (302 + 140 — 18)(c — 1)

V103 =7
3

(3.9)

(when =0y <0<9/8),

V103-7
3

we have (in fact, from ([B.6) we get o =

is the positive solution of 302 + 140 — 18 = 0. Therefore, for every a,
1801—50%
3(30%+1401—18) )

where o9 =

a> ﬁ (3.10)

Applying (3.6) and B.I0), we get

2 —1 1
q1 01 01

thus (2.2)) is satisfied with «, oy and ¢;, and for s;, we have

2
- < < 1.
3 =%

16



Integrating (2.4 with ¢ = ¢1,0 = 01 and s = sq, in view of Hélder’s inequality and (2.1]),
we get

lusllg, < [lus(0) +C/ IV !|7_81H81Us||1/3d7

< Jus(O)|1 +o/ﬂvwm¢ 7 g2
(3.12)
< JJus(0)[17, + C/ v T *dr] 16 i
207
— s, + € / Orugll T ] o
From , we have a = 12801—_502, it is not difficult to see that k(o) = %
3(302+1401—18) 3(302+140—18)
is a decreasing function with respect to the variable o, and
180 — 50 180 — 50
li =3, and li . 3.13
o0-3(30% + 1o — 18) M 3(302 + 1o —18) (3:13)

By (3I3), we have that o, satisfies 0y < 07 < %. Together with 3 < a < oo, we obtain
2 < ¢ < 4. From ug € V, by Sobolev embedding we have [lus(0)|,, < C for some C > 0.
By virtue of

4(0 + 3a) 20 2[-50% +180 + 3(—30° — 140 + 18)q] (3.14)
33c —2)a—1lc  9—85 (3(30 —2)ar — 110)(9 — 80) ’ ’
we have A 5 5
1 t3e) _ 20 (3.15)

3(30; —2)a — 110y, 9 — 8oy’

where 3(301 — 2)a — 110y > 0 (see (3:20) and ([B.2I)) below). Therefore, applying (B.12)
and (3.15), we obtain

209

lusll, < llus(0) 2+C/H&Wm%%ﬂ“m (3.16)

From the condition (.9), we have
|s]| Lo (0,7;0 r3Y) < C, (3.17)
where C' depend on T, Ky, M. The selected 7 in (3.0) satisfies

1 —
ooz 010‘ (y (3.18)

and from (2.3), (2.4]) and (2.6]), we have

8 . 4(0’1 + 30()
3r1—7  3(30;—2)a—1loy

(3.19)

17



Because

o 11o (=80 +9)o
- = >0,V1<o<9/8 3.20
-1 30-2 (0-DBo—2) o <9/8, (3:20)
and take into account of (3.I0), (3:20) implies that
11
a > 3(3T012)’ namely 3(30; — 2)a — 1107 > 0, (3.21)
and then 37«18_7 > 0 in ([3.19). From (B.I8)), the fact that 3 < a < oo and ¢; > 2, one has
7
o> (3.22)
3
By Lemma 2.3, we have
t
IVulg +v [ I5uldr
0 t 8(r1—1) 8
<O luglle™ ™ 0vuslla™ " (I Vull3dr + (| Vu(0)3 (3.23)
0

t 2(rq —1) 2

+C | Nuslle™ ™ (|0vusl|at " | Vul|3dr + C.
0

Applying (3:23) and (3I7), and the fact £ > -2 for all r satisfying (210), we have
t
IVull+v [ I18ulidr < V) + [ TuO) +C
0
The result for a > 3 follows from Gronwall’s inequality, and this end the proof of (i).

o] =F
For Theorem (ii), without loss of generality, we assume j = 3,k = 3. For every

a € (g,oo), (3.24)
we set
(| 1-24 /1 og
uwo , 24 ’
L (3.25)
q2 N ‘I‘M’
2pa — o+ o
r=—/——.
\ a+ [
From (3.25), we have
12 5u?
o= M’ (3.26)
6u% +p—12
and note that h(u) := 6}122‘17% is a decreasing function of u, and
12 51 9 12 52
lim _—eptow Y and lim _Shon (3.27)

po3- 6u2 +pu—12 5 ot O =12

18



By (3.24) and (3.27)), we have

4
3 < p <3, (3.28)
and (3.25) follows
L 1l e=-2_, (3.29)
oo« 42 ' '

On the other hand,

Rp+50°  p 12(6 — )
6pu+p—12 p—1  (6p>+p—12)(p—1)

Combing (3.26) and above inequality, we have « > —£-and hance (3.25) implies ¢ > 2.
We choose

4

24
_ 3.30
B T (3.30)
then we have
L g(l n 1)
w35 27
by ([B:25) and (3.30), we have 2 + % = g(a). We denote
t t 2u
- / stV = / 1Osusl3 7 |V 2 (3.31)
0 0

Next, we give another estimates on uz. We use |u3|®2~2u3 as test function in the equation
(LI) for uz. By using of Gagliardo-Nirenberg and Hélder’s inequalities, and applying the
inequality (ILI3]), we have

1d g
i lusllz +C(g2)v||V]us| % |3

= — | Osplus|® Pusda
R?)

<c / Ipl sl 2| Byus]de

(3.32)
< Cllpllullusll2 (1 0suslle (by(E29))
< CHUqullu?,H‘” *[|05us]lo (by (CI5))
3(p 71)
< CHUH2 [ Vall, * sl 72 [ Dsus |-
The above inequality immediately implies that
1d b
5 sl < Cllull™ 19y s (3:33)
In view of (B.28]), we have @ < 2, applying Young’s inequality, we have
1d 4
57 luslle, < ClIIVells + [luls ||83U3H : (3.34)
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Integrating (3.34) on time, and by energy inequality (2.1I), we obtain
lusll?, < llus(0)[2, + 0/ 10y | 2 (3.35)

By the condition (LI2), (3:25) and (3.28)), we have g2 < 6. Note that ||ug(0)],, < C for
some C' > 0, we get
usz € L>(0,T; L?(RR?)). (3.36)

Keeping in mind that we have another estimates in Lemma 2.3
IVl + 5 [ 12l
2(r—1)
< [[Vu(0 ||2 + C/ T IV ull5dr (3.37)

8(r— 1)

|| uall s s |37 [ Va3 + C.

By (828), we have r = %, and r > 2, therefore

8 8(p+ )

= > 0.
3(r—2)  3(2ua—3u— «)

Moreover, from ([B3.26]), we have (note that 2ua — 3y — a > 0)

8(p+a) 2w 22p+5p% + (=64 — p+12)a] 0
32ua—3u—a) 3—p 3(2ua — 3 — @) (3 — p) -
Combing (3.36) and (B:37), and the fact -2 < ﬁ, we have

t
Vel +v [ I18uldr < Vi) + IVuO) + C,
0
and end the proof for o € (%, oo) by using of Gronwall’s inequality.
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A1/B

Figure 1: Case of j # k
The line ”(1)” is the result of C.S. Cao, E.S. Titi in @], which signifies (I.3). The line
”(2)” is our result, which means (9.

/B

Figure 2: Case of j =k

The line ”(1)” signifies (IL4)), which is also considered by C.S. Cao, E.S. Titi in @]
The line ”(3)” is our result, which mean (I.I2)). The result of Y. Zhou, M. Pokorny in
@] is showed by line 7 (2)”.
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