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1 Introduction

We consider the initial boundary-value problem for the incompressible Navier-
Stokes equations in half-space R} = {x3 > 0}:

v +oVo—Av = =V :
! dve — 0 q } in R3 x (0,00), (1.1)
v(- t)orz = 0 fort > 0, (1.2)
v(-,0) = v in R3, (1.3)

where vy is a sufficiently regular div-free field in R? with sufficiently fast
decay for r — oo and Uo|aR3+ =0.

Our main goal is to understand connections between possible blow-up of
strong solutions and Liouville theorem for bounded ancient mild solutions,
in the spirit considered for all space in [5]. We recall that the local-in-time
existence of strong solutions was proved in all space in [§] and for bounded
domains similar results appeared in [4]. As to unbounded domains, we refer,
for example, to [7] or [2].

Let us consider the local-in-time strong solution v on its maximal interval
of existence [0,7"), which will be assumed to be finite[] The time 7 is then
the blow-up time. Such solutions are known to be unique (unlike the weak
solutions, which on the other hand are global). We set

g(t) = sup M(1), (1.4)

0<r<t

LAt the time of this writing it is unknown whether such solutions exist.
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where
M(t) = sup |v(x,t)|.
xERi
It is well-known that g(t) — +oo as t — T_, see for example [§].

Our considerations are motivated by methods used in the theory of ge-
ometric flows and based on scale-invariant transformations of the solution
v when time is approaching T, see [5] for a more detailed discussion and
references. In the case of the Navier-Stokes equations, the scale-invariant
transformations have the form v(z,t), g(z,t) — Av(Az, A%t), N2q(A\x, \*t). In
the whole space, taking limits of sequences of suitably scaled solutions pro-
duces so-called bounded ancient (backward) solutions to the Navier-Stokes
equations. They are defined on the semi-infinite time interval | — oo, 0] (back-
ward in time), are bounded in L* and in fact belong to a subclass called mild
bounded ancient solutions. In [5], it has been shown that mild bounded an-
cient solutions are infinitely smooth both in space and in time. Moreover,
given that 7" is a blowup time, the limiting mild bounded ancient solution
cannot vanish. It has been conjectured in [5] that any mild bounded ancient
solution is a constant. This would rule out blow-ups of Type I in the case
of the Cauchy problem (whole space). Let us recall that Type I blowup is
usually defined by the inequality

c
T—t

lv(z, )| < (1.5)
for any # € R3 and any ¢t < T, although more general definitions are also
possible.

To show a difference between bounded ancient solutions in the whole
space and in the half space, we recall their definitions. We say that u is a
bounded ancient solution of the Navier-Stokes equations if u is bounded in
Q_ = R3x] — 00,0 and satisfies these equations in the sense of distributions
with divergence free test functions, i.e.,

/(u-(@tg0+Agp)+u®u:Vg0>dz:0 (1.6)
Q-

for any ¢ € Cgy(Q-) == {p € C5°(Q-) : divp =0};

/u-quz:O (1.7)

Q-



for any ¢ € C§°(Q-). By scaling, we may assume that |u| is bounded by one.
There are simple nontrivial bounded ancient solutions of the form

u(z,t) = a(t) (1.8)

where a is an arbitrary bounded function of ¢ only.

A vector field u is called a mild bounded ancient solution if u is a bounded
ancient solution and there exists a pressure field p € Lo (—00,0; BMO(R?))
such that

/(u-(atgo—l—A<p)+u®u:Vgo)dz:—/pdivgodz (1.9)
Q- Q_

for any ¢ € C5°(Q-). It is not so difficult to see that any solution of the
form ([LL8)) is a mild bounded ancient solution if and only if a(t) = constant.
As already mentioned above, mild bounded ancient solutions are infinitely
smooth and have the following property: for any A < 0, they can be presented
in the form

wi(z,t) = /F(m —y,t — A)u;(y, A)dy+

RS

t
+ / / Kijm(@, 5, t — 7)1y, )y, 7)dydr, (1.10)
A R3

where I" is the well known heat kernel and K is obtained from the Oseen
tensor by differentiation in spatial variables, see details in [13] and [5]. That
is why those solutions are called mild ones. By the way, it is the original
definition of mild bounded ancient solutions given in [5] and the equivalent
definition in terms of the pressure appeared in [11] later on.

The case of the half space is more complicated. First, it is not imme-
diately clear how to understand the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary con-
ditions when the velocity u is only bounded in QF := {z = (z,t) : = €
R, —oo <t < 0}. We shall use the following weak definition of (L.2):

/(u-(8t<p+Agp)+u®u:V<p>dz:0 (1.11)
Qf



for any ¢ € Cgy(Q-) with o(2/,0,¢) = 0 for any 2/ € R? and for any
—o0 <t < 0;
/u-quz:O (1.12)
Qt
for any ¢ € C§°(Q-).
In [3], a class of simple non-trivial bounded ancient solutions to the

Navier-Stokes equations has been presented. They describe a bounded shear
flow in the half space and have the form

u(x,t) = (uy(xs, t), us(zs, t),0). (1.13)

It has also been shown in [3] that there are no other non-trivial solutions to
the linear Stokes system in the half space. It is unknown whether or not this
is true for the nonlinear case.

We now define mild bounded ancient solutions in a half space.

Definition 1.1. A bounded function u is a mild bounded ancient solution if
and only if there exists a pressure p such that p = p' + p?, where the even
extension of p* to the whole R® with respect to x3 is Lo, (—00,0; BMO(RR?))-
function,

Ap' = —divdivu ® u (1.14)

in QF with ply(2’,0,t) = 0 and p*(-,t) is a harmonic function in RS whose
gradient satisfies the estimate

|Vp?(z, )| < cln(2 + 1/x3) (1.15)
for all (z,t) € QT and has the property

sup |Vp?(z,t)] = 0 (1.16)

z/ €R2
as w3 — oo; u and p satisfy (1.13) and
/(u-(atg0+A<p)+u®u:V(p+pdiv<p>dxdt:0 (1.17)
Qr

for any ¢ € C(Q_) with p(z',0,t) =0 for any 2’ € R? and for any t < 0.



Remark 1.2. If u is a mild bounded ancient solution, then Vu € Lo (Q7Y).
The function u is infinitely smooth in spatial variables in upper half space
xr3 > 0.

As in the case of the whole space, mild bounded ancient solutions can
be defined by formula (LI0), in which R? is replaced with R? and kernels
with their half-space analogues, for details see Section 2. The corresponding
statement might be called the equivalence theorem. The proof of such a
result is more involved than its whole space version and will be published
elsewhere.

It is worth noticing that a nontrivial solution of the form (IL.13)) is a mild
bounded ancient solutions if and only u = 0. Indeed, for solutions (L13)), the
gradient of the pressure is a function of time only. By the above theorem,
this is only possible if the gradient of the pressure is equal to zero. In turn,
this means that each component u,, a = 1,2 is a bounded ancient solution
to the heat equation in {z3 > 0} x| — 00, 0[ with the boundary condition
uq(0,t) = 0, which implies that u, = 0.

We believe that the following is true:

Conjecture 1.3. There is no non-trivial mild bounded ancient solution to
the Navier-Stokes equations in the half space.

The validity of Conjecture [[.3 and the conjecture, made in [5] and men-
tioned above, would rule out Type I blowups in the broad sense, when under-
stood as blow-up solutions with a suitable bounded scale-invariant quantity.

Let us state our main result.

Theorem 1.4. Assume that initial boundary value problem (I.1)-({1.3) has a
solution that blows up at time T. There ezists at least one non-trivial (non-
zero) mild bounded ancient solution either in the whole space or in the half
space.

The appearance of mild bounded ancient solutions in the whole space is
not surprising and it should be expected if solution v to original problem
(CI)-([T3) is smooth near the boundary x3 = 0 near blowup time 7. This
scenario of the blowup can be called interior blowup. All other mild bounded
ancient solutions then are related to the boundary blowup. We note that the
boundary blowup could still lead to a mild bounded ancient solution in the
whole space. This might happen when the velocity tends to infinity fast in
comparison with the rate at which x is approaching the boundary.



An interesting consequence of the above theorem is the following state-
ment.

Proposition 1.5. There ezists € > 0 (independent of v) such that if

o(z, 1)) < — (1.18)

€3

or all x € R3 and t €]0, T, the solution v does not blow up.
+



2 Prelimaries

Given A < 0, consider the following Stokes problem in half space
ou—Au+Vp=—divF, divu=0

in R? x]A, 0],
u(x',0,t) =0

for (2/,t) € R?x]A, 0],
u(z, A) = uo(x)

for z € R3.

In addition, we assume that ug is a divergence free and F' and its first
derivatives vanish at the boundary x3 = 0. If F' and uq are sufficiently smooth
and decay sufficiently fast at infinity, a solution of the above problem can be
presented in the following way, see [12],

u=u'+u? (2.1)
where
W) = [ Glay.t = Dualw)dy (2.2)
RY

for any z € R3 and for any ¢ €]A, 0] and

u?(z,t) = —//G(:B,y,t — 7)div H (y, 7)dydr (2.3)

3
AR+

for the same x and ¢, where H = F'+p'I and p! is a solution of the following
Neumann boundary value problem

Ap' = —divdivF

in R} and py = 0 at x5 = 0. Here, G is the Green function for the Stokes
system in the half space that has been studied in [12] and has the form

G=G"+ G (2.4)

where
Gilj(xu y,t) = 0y (F(I —y,t) —T'(z — y*,t)),
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2 - ¥ 2 —
Giﬁ(xuyv 8$ﬁ//8$2 Y Z Z Yy 7t)d27 ng(ﬂf,y,t) 0.

As in the case of the whole space, it is convenient to present the function
u? in the following equivalent way

ui(z,t) = //Kijm(x,y,t — 7)Fjm(y, T)dydr (2.5)

3
A[Eg+

for the same x and ¢ as above. The kernel K has been introduced in [13] and
has the following structure

Kism (1, 2,1) = Kigm (2, 2, 1) + Kigm(, 2, 1), (2.6)
where K, (z,2,t) is a linear combination of the terms

8Gij
55, at)

and IA(Z-sm(x, z,t) is a linear combination of the terms

0? ONE)
m / Gij (55, Y, t)Tys(?% Z)d?/-

3
RY

Here, N®) (2,) = E(z — y) £ E(z — y*) with y* = (¢, —y3) and E(z) is
fundamental solution to the Laplace equation in R3.

Let us outline how the above transformations can be done. Our arguments
slightly differ from those that have been used in mentioned papers [6] and
[13]. Consider the following boundary value problems

Ay®yn (@, y,t) = Gn(z,y,1) (2.7)

with 0P, /0ys(z,y,t) = 0 if n < 3 and with ®,,,(z,y,t) = 0 if n = 3 at
ys3 = 0. And then integration by parts gives

PP, POy,

K. . =75 0w Oy Ou.
m]s(za Y, t) aylaylays (ZL’, Y t) aynayjays

(@, y,1).



The above splitting for the potential K can be easily derived with help of
the initial boundary value problems for function ®, see (2.7), and some ele-
mentary properties of Green functions G, N . and N™.

The following estimates for G* and K have been obtained in papers [12],
[13], and [14]:

glal+i G2 . i
ey Bt = A Sl = A)TE (- At o) x
/ / 2
Rt — AT %3
X (lz =y " +t = A) eXp( t—A)’ 28)

where o = (a1, a3), v = (71,72), and |y] =0, 1,

oG . c
9w, y,t ‘+ Kigm(z,y,t)] < —————. 2.9
O] - Kiom (., ] < (o (2.9

2
OG?(z,y,t ‘ < ¢ . exp(—%). 2.10
S t(|2' =y + 23+ 93 + 1) t (210

for / =0,1.
Let K' and K? be generated by G! and G?, respectively. In particular,
we need the following estimate

C

|K2(z,y,1)] <
(o =y 2+ 1)

(2.11)

which can be obtained by an elementary modification of arguments used in
the proof of Proposition 3.1 in [13].



3 Scaling

It is not difficult to show that there exists a sequence (z®),¢;) with z® € R3
such that ¢, — 717 — 0 and

glty) = M(t,) = |v(z®™, t3)| = oo. (3.1)
Remark 3.1. From [1] and from [9], it follows that sequence ) is bounded.

We let My = M(t). There are two main scenarios. In the first of the
them,

:B:(,,k)Mk — 00 (3.2)
and we scale v and ¢ so that
WOy ) = v@t),  pely.s) = Tgale.) (33)
Y Mk ) Y Y M]? Y )
where
y = My (x — 2W), s= M2t —tg). (3.4)

By the above scaling, (1)) and (I2) are transformed into
Ou® +u® . vu® — Au® = —Vp,,  dive®™ =0 (3.5)
in QY= {y= (1) : ¥ €RZ gy > ) My} x] — M2, 0]
uP(y =2 M t) =0 (3.6)

for any ¥’ € R? and s €] — t;,MZ,0[. And, moreover, according to ([B.I]), we
have
lu®)(0)| = 1. (3.7)

In the second scenario,
:)sék)Mk — a € [0, 00]. (3.8)

This suggests the same scaling (3.3)) but with slightly different change of
variables

y =Mz’ — /™), ys = Myas, s = M(t —ty), (3.9)
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In this case, (I.T]) and (L.2]) are transformed into system (B3.3]), which is valid
in R3 x| — t,MZ,0[, and into the boundary condition

u®)(y/,0,t) =0 (3.10)
for any ¢’ € R? and s €] — t;, M2, 0[. Condition (B3.7) is replaced with
1u® (0, 2 My, 0)] = 1. (3.11)

Our aim is to understand what happens if £ — oco.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that the following statements
are true:
SCENARIO 1 There exists a divergence free function u € L. (Q_) such that
lu| <1 a.e. in Q_ and, for any R > 0,

/ u® - wdzdt — / u - wdzdt (3.12)
Q(R) Q(R)

for any w € L1(Q(R)). Here, Q(R) = B(R)x] — R?,0[;
SCENARIO 2 There exists a divergence free function u € L., (QF) such that
lu| <1 a.e. in QF and, for any R > 0,

/u(k)-wdatdt—) / u - wdzdt (3.13)
Q+(R) Q+(R)

for any w € L1(Q. (R)). Here, Q,(R) = B, (R)x] — R?,0][.

11



4 Scenario 1

Our goal is to show that the limit function u from ([BI2) must be a mild
bounded ancient solution in the whole space and satisfy the condition

14(0,0)] = 1.

Fix an arbitrary A < 0. Let k is sufficiently large so that A > —t, M2.
We split w := u®) into two parts

w=w'+ w?
so that
ow' — Aw' +Vrt =0, divw' =0
in Q% =R2 x {y3 > —dj,} x|A, 0], where dj, = 2 M, — oo,
w'(y', —dy,t) =0
for (y',t) € R?x]A, 0], and
w(y, A) = w(y, A)

for y € R? x {y3 > —di}.
The second part of w is a solution to the following initial boundary value

problem
ow? — Aw? +Vr? =divF + Vp'® | divw? =0

in Qf,
w?(y', —dy,t) = 0

for (y,t) € R*x]A, 0], and
w(y, A) =0

for y € R? x {y3 > —d;,}. Here, F = w ® w and p'® is defined by the
following Newmann boundary value problem

AP P (y, 1) = —divdiv F(y. 1), (y.t) € Qb

p}g(k)(y,, —dy,t) =0 (/1) € R*x]A, 0.

Keeping in mind (2.4)), we can present w' in the form

wt = wht 4 w1,2’

12



where
whi(y, ) = / G'(y + dyes, z + dies, t — A)w(z, A)dz
R2x{y3>—dy}
and
wl’z(y, t) = / G2(y + dres, z + dpes, t — A)w(z, A)dz.
R2x{y3>—di}

Elementary calculations, estimate (2.8]), and the fact |w(y, A)| < 1 ensure an

upper bound for w'?
Vit—A
jwh?(y,1)] < ¢ :
ys + di

The similar decomposition can be exploited in order to evaluate w?. We
have

(4.1)

w?(y, t) = w> +w*?,

where
w*(y,t) =
0
/ / G (y + dies, z + dyes, t — 7)(div F + Vp'®) (2, 7)dzdr
A R2x{ys>—dy}
and
w*?(y,t) =

(y + dyes, z + dpes, t — 1) (div F' + Vpl(k))(z, T)dzdT

3;\@

R2x{yz>—d}

In fact, velocity w*? obeys the same estimate as (ZT)

Vi—A
ys +di

lw??(y,t)| < e

(4.2)

To prove ([A2]), we need the following lemma.

13



Lemma 4.1. Let

// z]m x y? )Hk‘m(y7 )dydT

0 RS
with K7, = K”m + Kum, where me(x, z,t) is a linear combination of the
terms
G
i !, 2,t)

and K2 (z,z,t) is a linear combination of the terms

()
j/C?U z,y,t (y, z)dy.

&Ea 0z

Then y
Vi@, )] < el Hlloo—
3

ProOF By (2.8)), we find

—2 c cy?
K (,y,8)| < exp (- “5).

t2(|lz -y > +1)2 t

For the second term K2, we are going to make use of estimate (2110). So, we
have

t
V(b §c||HHOO//\K2(:c,z,t—7')\dzd7'§

0 Ri

c? 1
< ¢ Hl|oo (——ﬁ) )dd <
CH H // % —Z|2+7-)%exp T +(|[L’—Z*|2—|—’T)2 AT >

0 R3

2 1

<ﬂHm// : coxp (= EB) e <
5 |£L’3+23|2—|-7') T |$3—|—Z3|2—|—T

e}

t oo
1 1 2 1
< || H||oo | — —exp| — ] dzzdT + ————dudr
T3 T3 T |ul? + 7
0 0 0 z3

14



00 t
t 1
< CHHHoo(— /exp (—cu?)du + / — (E — arctan (xl ))dT)
T3 73 \2 T2
0 0
To estimate the last integral, we do the following

t t
1 /m 1 T3 t
—1(— — arctan ( - ))dT = | — arctan (—)dT < —.
T2 2 T2 T2 T3 I3
0 0

Lemma (4.1l is proved. O
Now, upper bound (£.2]) follows from Lemma ] and the identity

0
2 2(y,t) = / / ZJm(y + dyes, z + dpes, t — 7)Fj (2, T)dzdT
A

R2x{yz>—dy}

with the potential K? derived from the boundary value problem (2.7, in
which G is replaced with G2.

If we let w®(y,t) = wh! + w*!, then the new function is a solution to the
following initial boundary value problem

o’ — Aw® = div F + Vp'®*)

in Q¥,
wO(y/’ _dk>t) =0
for (y,t) € R*x]A, 0], and

w(y, A) = w(y, A)

for y € R? x {y3 > —d},}. Using exact representation formulae for wh! and
w??!, we may assume that w® is bounded by a constant ¢, which is independent
of k. On the other hand, we know that function p'®), being extend to the
whole R? so that p'®) (3, y3, ) = p' ) (3, y3 +2dy, t) for y3 < —dj, belongs to
the space Lo (A,0; BMO(R?)) and the corresponding norm is bounded by a

constant independent of k. So, we have

sup [ 1 0) = ] (O dy < clm)(— )

A<t<0
B(z,v/—A)

15



This means, see Appendix II, that sequence w® is precompact in C'(K X
[A/2,0]), where K is an arbitrary compact of R?. Now, it remains to make
use of estimates for w'? and w??2, pass to the limit in the equation for w°
taking into account that F' = w ® w and conclude that, by arbitrariness
of A, u is a mild bounded ancient solution to the Navier-Stokes equations
satisfying |u(0,0)] = 1. O

Remark 4.2. In fact we have shown that
u®)

uniformly of on the closure of the set Q(R) for any R > 0.
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5 Scenario 2

Here, we are going to prove the following statement.

Proposition 5.1.
u®) =y

uniformly of on the closure of the set Q. (R) = By (R)x] — R? 0[ with
Bi(R) = {x € B(R) : x3 > 0} for any R > 0. The limit function u is
equal to zero at y3 = 0 and is not trivial in the sense

|u(0,a,0)] =1
with a > 0.
PROOF As in the previous section, let us split w into two parts
w = w' + w?

where
ow' — Aw' +Vrl =0, divw' =0

in Q4 = Ri’_X]A,O[,
w'(y’,0,1) =0

for (y',t) € R*x]A, 0], and
w(y, 4) = w(y, A)

for y € RY.
The second part is a solution to the following problem

ow? — Aw? + Vr2 =divF + Vp'®,  divw? =0

in QA7
w?(y',0,1) =0

for (y/,t) € R?x]A, 0], and
w(y, A) =0

for y € R}. Here, F = w ® w and p'*) is defined by the following Neumann
boundary value problem

Ap'®(y,t) = —divdiv F(y,t),  (y.t) € Qa,

17



P06 =0 (y,t) € R2x]A, 0]

Let us first discuss precompactness of w? in C(B, (R) x [A/2,0]) for any
positive R. Indeed, according to (2.8]), we have

0G2. 2
' t2(|lz — 2|2 +1t)2 t

and, using estimates (2.9) and the definition of the kernel K, it is not difficult
to show that

C
Kigm(z, 2z, t)|dzdr < —.
3/| (. 2.1)] N
R+

Next, first, assuming A < #; <t <0 and z',2? € R3,

\wQ(xl, t1) — w2(:c2, to)| <

< ’ f/(K(:Bl,y,tl —7) = K(2*,y,ty — 7)) F(y, 7)dydr |+

3
AR+

to
+‘//K(x2,y,t2—T)F(y,T)dydT =1+ 1.
t1 Ri

For the second term, we have

[2 S C||FHoth2 — tl.

Next, in the first term, we shall do the change of variables:

t1—A
1< || Fll / / K (@b y7) — K (2 g, ts — ty + 7)|dydr <
0 R3

—A

< || Flos / / |K (2, y,7) — K (22, y, ty—t1 +7)|dydr = || F||ocJ (x*, 225 11, 3).
0 Ri

Using the above estimates of the Green function, it is not difficult to show

that given & > 0 there exists x(g, A, R) such that if |zt —2?| < K, 0 < ty—t; <

18



K, 21,22 € BL(R), and A < t; <ty <0, then J(z',2%;t;,t;) < e. So, the
required precompactness of w? follows from Arzela-Ascoli theorem and from
the following inequality

|w? (2, 1)) — w? (2%, t2)| < ||F oo (2, 225 t1, ta) + || F ooVt — 1.

Precompactness of w! on the same sets is based on similar arguments and

the following fact
t
G*(z,y,t)|dy < ¢y | ——— <
R3/| (o tldy < o <
+

So, as usual, applying the diagonal Cantor procedure, we select a subse-
quence still denoted by u® that converges uniformly on sets Q +(n) for any
natural n. On the other hand, u®)(0, dy, 0) — u(0,a,0) so that [u(0,a,0)| =
1. The latter actually implies that a > 0. O

The last arguments in the proof of Proposition 5.1 allow us to prove
Proposition LA

PROOF OF PROPOSITION If we assume that T is a blow up time,
then since that a < A we have scenario 2 if one blows up our solution v
and gets a function u of Proposition (.l It is not so difficult to see that
modulus of continuity of v in @, (2) depends only on the integral modulus of
continuity of the above Green’s functions. So, there exists dy > 0 such that
|u(0,0,0) — u(0,a,0)| < 1/2 provided a < min(1,dy) but in fact |u(0,0,0) —
u(0,a,0)| = |u(0,a,0)| = 1. So, it remains to take £ = §y. O

Proposition 5.2. The limit function u is a mild bounded ancient solution.

ProoF We have already proven that
u®) (5.1)

in C(@Q. (1))
We define p'®) as a solution to the following Neumann boundary value
problem

Ap*®)(z,t) = —div div (u(k) ® u(’“)) (,1)

for (z,t) € Q* and
Py (',0,) = 0

19



for (2/,t) € R?x] — 0o, 0[. We extend p'® to the whole space R? in the even
way with respect to z3 and u® is supposed to be extended by zero. Then
the function H® := u® @ u® + Ip'® € [ (—o00,0; BMO(R?)) so that

S%P(HH(MHLOO(BMO) + Ju® || o) = d < 0.

We know

t
U(k) B /G(Ia y’t - A)u(k)(y, A)dy * //K(x’ y,t - T)F(k) (y’ T)d’ng,

3
R3 A RY

where F®) = 4®) @ 4®)_  All the norms, bounded by |[u® ||, [|[F®| s, or
|H®|| 1. (8m0) only, remain to be bounded for the limit functions.

We may transform the above formula by integration by parts in the second
term on the right hand side

//8@] (9, )(H;f)(yﬁ)— [H(k)] B((«',0),0)(T))dydT

ARS

where B((2/,0),a) is a ball of radius a = (22 +t — 7)2 centered at the point
(2',0).

Then we split u®) = u%k) + u%k) according to the decomposition of the
Green function: G = G + G?, see (2.4). And let u%k) = ufkl) + uf,f) so that

22l’t /

AR3

— D) HD (5, 7) = [H | (w0).0) (7)) dyd.

From (2.8), it follows

o+l 2

il _lal
W(%@/J—A)‘SC(a,v)(t—A) 2(t— A4+ 2272 x
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2
xexp(— tc_y?’A>(\:c’—y’\2+y§+x§+t—A)". (5.2)

Now, we have

w

M

VIeluZd (2, 8)] < efa)(t — A+ a2)” % x

2
s cy
< [ =y Pt ) e (= ), A)ldy

A
R
and
|Vlely, 22:):t|<c /t—T %t—7+x§)_‘%‘x
A
2
< [l =y Pt Fexp (- ) HY )~
R
~[H™p((,0).0) (T)|dyd.
So, we find
Vel (2,0)] < e()d(ad +t — A)7F < e(a )d(zg—A)—% (5.3)
for all (z,t) € R?x]A/2,0[ and, by Lemma 6.1 with § = =T and o* =
2
r3+t—r,

|V“’|u?,f)(:v, t)] < c(a)d/(t - T)_%(Ig +t— 7‘)_%d7' <
A

t—A —A

dq v dq
< (a)d / o <clod / __ 4 (5.4)

led lo]
) (25 + %) 2 (23 +¢*) >
for all (z,t) € R3 x]A4,0[.

Next, we observe that u%k) is a solution to the following initial boundary
value problem:

for any (z,t) € R3 x]A, 0],

gy (2',0,t) =0 (5.6)
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for any (z/,t) from R?x]A, 0],

for all x € ]R‘j’r.
Regarding u?,f) (x,t), we can say the following: for an appropriate exten-

sion of it to the whole R?, we can claim that Vu?,’f) is Loo(A,0; BMO) and
Vu?,’f) € Loo(A,0; Ly unit(R?)) for any finite ¢ > 1.

Since H® is bounded in Ly, (4,0; BMO(R?)), by estimates (5.3) and (),
we have (from the energy inequality)

0
sup / /¢2|Vu%k)\2dxdt < o0 (5.8)
‘ AJ2RE

for any test function ¢ € C§°(R3*x] — A/2, A/2[). Then, from the equation
for the pressure p'®), we derive the similar estimate for the gradient of p'®*)

0
sup / /goz\Vpl(k)dedt < 00 (5.9)
: AJ2RE

for any test function p € C§°(R*x] — A/2, A/2[). Using coercive estimates
for the heat equation, we then get

0
s%p / /goz(\&gu%k)ﬁ + [V2ug,|*)dedt < oo (5.10)
AJ2R3

for any test function ¢ € C*(R3*x] — A/2, A/2).
Next, we may use a parabolic imbedding theorem to show that

0
sup / /goz\Vu%k)\?’d:cdt < 00
k

A/2RY

for the same test function ¢. The same type of estimate is valid for the
gradient of p'®). Repeating these arguments several times, we can state that
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Vuy, is bounded in domains R3 x]34/8,0[. Boundedness of Vp'® follows

1(k) uf] u;; ) being valid in R3

for appropriate extensions of p'\*) and uZ J u] i ) from R? to R®. Summarizing
all these estimates, taking into account arbitrariness of A, and using a shift

in time we find

from local regularity and the equation Ap
1(k)

sup |[Vu® (z,1)] < cIn(2 + 231) (5.11)
k
for (z,t) € QT and
sup sup |Vp'®(z, )| < C < 0. (5.12)
ko(@t)eQt

Now, we can go back to evaluation of function uf,,. By (5.II) and (5.12),

2,2

we do not need integrate by parts in the expression for U any more and

thus
0 0
2 2 _ Y k) AN ()
uz(k //sz Z yvt T) |:8yl Fjl (y7 T) + ay]p (yv T)] dydT
A RS

Next, according to (5.I1)) and (5.12)) and by estimates of Green function G2,
we find the following bound

2,2 / i exp )
[Vugy(@,t)] < c/ : / In(2 + 1/y3)dys
A

;%+t—75 xy+%+¢—7ﬁ

0

N

dr r exp - )
SC/ 5 3/ ln(2+1/y3)dy3
! (xs‘l't_T‘lo 5173+?/3+t_7')

oo

1
1 cy3
/ﬂann2-%1ﬁ&ﬁ@3+l/exp(—-t_T)dMJ
0

1

t

fécu/
J (933+t—7

)Mw

< (1 + V=A)(~A).

The latter implies that in fact

sup sup |Vu™(z,t)] < C < 0. (5.13)
ko (@n)eQt
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Using estimates (2.8)), (5.2), (512), and bootstrap arguments, we show

sup  [V'u® (2, 1)| + |V (2, 1)] < C(1,6) < o0
(x,t)EQir7x326

for any [ > 0 and for any ¢ > 0.
As to derivatives in ¢, by (ZI0), we find

|0tu22:£t§/// -
E=7( \x’—y\2+x3+y3+t—7)§

XeXp< ty3>

div H®) (y, 7)|dydr <

So,
, 11
sup |8tu (x o3, 1) < ¢ ——d?
' €R2 2 (23 +09)2

For the first term, we show in the same way that

Pucen0)] < ¢ [ 1062wyt = A)| (. )y
RS
and thus ] ]
|atu?];1)(x>t)| S 1 1
(t—A)z2 (23 +t— A)2

From equation (5.5), (515), and (B.16]), we can deduce that:

sup | (z,1)] < c(6).
(w7t)€Qt7m325

(5.14)

(5.15)

(5.16)

(5.17)

After passing to the limit as k — oo, we get that u satisfies the standard
integral identity with divergence free test functions. Then one can claim that

there exists p? such that
o — Au+ Vp? = —divH
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in QF.

Obviously, p*(-,t) is a harmonic function in a half space whose gradient
is bounded in ¢, in 2/, and in x3 > ¢ for any 6 > 0. Taking the limit in (&.5]),
we show that Vp? satisfies

o — Au? + Vp? =0

in R3 x]A, 0. This, together with (5.3), (&) and (5.15), (5.106), implies

sup |Vp2($l,.]}'3,t)‘ —0

z'€R2

as r3 — oo for each —oo < t < 0. Moreover, more detail analysis of the
above estimates for Green functions allows us to state:

|Vp?(z,t)| < cln(2 + 1/z3)

for all (x,t) € QT. Proposition 5.2 is proved. O
PrOOF OF THEOREM [1.4] easily follows from the above arguments.
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6 Appendix I

Lemma 6.1. Assume that numbers m and «q satisfy the condition

-1
O<a0<m

(6.1)

Let a and B be positive numbers and let us define

2
|f(z B(a )| exp ( B g)dx’
|:E|2+0L2

B

where [f]pr) is a mean value of f over the ball B(R) of radius R centered
at the origin. Let further n = —"= my =

m o m
Trag! and ny = Then

mi1—1"°

[(a, B)| < c(m, ao) || fll Baros)

< (V3 0/ exp(—u2)(u25n1/ndj_ az)%—’ﬁ*) . (6.2)

_ 3
a m X

3=

PrROOF Without loss of generality, we may assume that [f]
also let

Ba) = 0. We
1 x%)
r) i =——7—"—¢€ - —1, A= .
(05 AWl

Then by Holder inequality we have

1(a, 8)| < / KA (2) | f ()| de <

R3

< (/K%(xnf(x)mazxﬁ(/K%(x)dx)%.

For the second factor on the right hand side of the latter inequality, we find

/K"l(:c)dx: /exp(—ﬁ)d:cy,%r/ edo =
e . pra (02 + 22 + a?)2m
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1T 2 1
=2r—— [ exp | — sl dzs =
on Bng 2 4 g2) oL
-1 (o + a2)

Here, we have used condition (6.I) that ensures the inequality 5% — 1 > 0.
After changing variable, we have

3=

([K%(x)dx)i < c(m,a)(ﬂofexp(—if) du )237?1_1)

(u?Bny/n + a?

Next,
/Km Ni@lnds = [ K @)@
B(a)
Z / Kt (2)|f(z)|"de = I, + I».
k=0 B (a2k+1)\ B(a2¥)
Obviously,

3m

I < ¢(m)A™a”* m

For I, we are going to use the fact that m/m; = 1+ ag and two inequalities

1™ <277 = [fassn]™ + [[flaaeen ™)

and
[f]Bazriny| < c(k +1)A.

The latter inequality can be found for example in [I5], p. 141. Then, we
have

| B(a2k+1)] 1 ~
a2k)3(+a0) | B(a2k+1)| | = [f]Baze+ny |+

B(a2kt+1)

s \B 2k+1
Z (a2k)3 1+a0 ]B(a2’“+1)| <
0

I, < ¢(m) (

[e.e]

1 — o m
< elm)A™ Y pors (b 1) < elm, ag)a™0 A7,
k=0

This completes the proof of Lemma O
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7 Appendix II

Consider the following problem
Ou — Au = —divyg

in Q(a) = Q(a) + (0,a?). Assuming that u and g are sufficiently smooth in
Q(a), we wish to estimate the modulus of continuity of w in the closure of
the set B(a/2)x]3(a/2)?, a®[ in terms of ||u||s,0() and [|g — (9] Ba) | Lo (0(a))
for sufficiently large m > 1.

Fist we take a positive cut-off function ¢ € C5°(B(a)x]0,2a*]) and ex-
tended it by zero. We let w = ¢u. This function solves the following Cauchy
problem

Ow — Aw = —div (¢f) + fVe + w0y + Ap) — 2div (uVe)

in R*x]0, a?[, where f(z,t) = g(z,t) — [g]B@)(t), and w(z,0) = 0 for z € R,
We split w into two parts w = w' + w?, where

owt — Aw' = —div (¢f) — 2div (uVp)
in R*x]0, a?[ with w!'(-,0) = 0 in R? and
ow? — Aw? = fVp +w(dyp + Ap)

in R3x]0, a®[ with w?(-,0) = 0 in R3. The second part can be estimated with
the help of coercive estimates

||w2| W,,%L’l(R3><}O7a2[) S C(a'?m’ ||u||OO7Q(a)? ||f Lm,oo(Q(a)))‘

For sufficiently large m, they give an estimate for a Holder norm of u and
thus we have a required estimate for the modulus of continuity of w?.
For the first part, let us make use of the solution formula

whz, t) = — / / P(z—y,t—7) (div (of)(y, 7) + 2div (uV))(y, T))dydT

—— [ [V —pt— ) (D7) + 2050 () ) dydr
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We first assume that m > 2012 and observe that the following simple

estimate is true:
c
1K@yt mlay < .
t—1T1

R3
where K(x—y,t) = V.['(z—y,t). Now, we wish to show that a given positive
¢ there exists a positive d(m,a) such that if (z',t;), (2%, t2) € B(a)x]0,d?|
with o > t; and |z! — 22| + t, — t; < 6, then

a2

1
7

eyl |
/(/\K(xQ—y,tg—t1+19)—K(xl—y,i‘})|dy> i <
RS

m
0

Assume that this is false. Then there exists ¢y > 0 and sequences
("™ t10), (22", ta) € B(a)x]0,a’|

with ¢, > t1, and |2'" — 2*"| + t,, — t1,, — 0 but

[12

1

w1
[ (156 = gt = 1+ 0) = K = ) ldy) ™ o = <0
0 R3 "

Indeed, for any positive 1,

/ K@ = gt — trn + ) — K (@™ — y,0)]dy — 0
]R3

by the Lebesgue theorem. And then

CL2
a1
[ (1R = ytan =t +0) = K@ =y 0)ldy) ™ i = 0
0 R3 "
since
a1 c 1
K(z® —y,ty, —tin+0) — K(z'" —y, 0 d)’”—< <
(R[| (@ =t =t ) = K" =y 0)dy) " = < o <
_c
T 9aton
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Since the function on the right hand side is integrable under our assumption
on m, we arrive at a contradiction again by the Lebesgue theorem on the
dominated convergence. The rest goes as follows:

w' (2% t2) — w' (2", t1)] <

< ‘/Z/K(m — Yy, to —T)- <(<pf)(y,7') +2(UV<P))(y,T))dydT‘—|—

| / [ pta=) = Kt =) (00l 7)+2uV0)) 3. 7))y

Then we apply Holder inequality and have
‘wl(x27 t2) - wl(xlv t1>| <

to

S/(/‘K(ig—y,tg—T)‘dy)#X

t1

x(/’K(:@—y,t2—T)\(|f\m+\u\m>dyd7)’;+

B(a)

+7</’K($2_y’t2_7)—K(9:1,t1—T)‘d?J)"l“x

R3
1

x( / ’K($2_yat2—7') — K(z1,t —7-)’(|f|m_|_ |u|m)dyd7->ﬁ <
B(a)

to
1
< Clam, el 11 miat) | ——prrdrs

(to —7)2F2m
t1

a2

1
w1

—I—/</|K(x2—y,t2—t1+z9)—K(xl—y,z?)|dy) ﬁzdﬁ) =

m
0

3

T 2m d—'—

(NI

= C(a,m, [t 0@ 1/ 15, (2te) ({22 = 1)
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a2

|
+ K@*—yto—ti +9) — K(z' —y,|dy )" —di).
O/(R[H yta =t +0) = K@ =, 0)ldy) ™ a0

This, together with the above statements, gives a required estimate for the
modulus of continuity in the closure of the B(a/2)x]3(a/2)?, a*[.
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