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Abstract

In this note we prove that for each finite time interval[τ, T ] and each initial datayτ from the standard

phase spaceH there exists a Leray-Hopf solutiony on [τ, T ] of the 3D Navier-Stokes system such that

y(τ) = yτ andy is rightly continuous at eacht ∈ [τ, T ) in the spaceH endowed with the strong

convergence topology. Moreover, the real functiont→ ‖y(t)‖2
H

has a bounded total variation on[τ, T ].

The stronger, than Leray-Hopf one, energy inequalities forsuch solutions are obtained.

1 Introduction and Main Result

LetΩ ⊂ R
3 be a bounded domain with rather smooth boundaryΓ = ∂Ω, and[τ, T ] be a fixed time interval

with −∞ < τ < T < +∞. We consider 3D Navier-Stokes system inΩ× [τ, T ]







∂y

∂t
− ν△y + (y · ∇)y = −∇p+ f, div y = 0,

y
∣

∣

Γ
= 0, y

∣

∣

t=τ
= yτ ,

(1.1)

wherey(x, t) means the unknown velocity,p(x, t) the unknown pressure,f(x, t) the given exterior force,

andyτ (x) the given initial velocity witht ∈ [τ, T ], x ∈ Ω, ν > 0 means the viscosity constant.

Throughout this note we consider generalized setting of Problem (1.1). For this purpose define the usual

function spaces

V = {u ∈ (C∞
0 (Ω))3 : div u = 0}, Vσ = cl(Hσ

0
(Ω))3V, σ ≥ 0,

whereclX denotes the closure in the spaceX. SetH := V0, V := V1. It is well known that eachVσ, σ > 0,

is a separable Hilbert space and identifyingH and its dualH∗ we haveVσ ⊂ H ⊂ V ∗
σ with dense and
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compact embedding for eachσ > 0. We denote by(·, ·), ‖·‖ and((·, ·)), ‖ · ‖V the inner product and norm

in H andV , respectively;〈·, ·〉 will denote pairing betweenV andV ∗ that coincides onH × V with the

inner product(·, ·). LetHw be the spaceH endowed with the weak topology. Foru, v, w ∈ V we put

b(u, v, w) =

∫

Ω

3
∑

i,j=1

ui
∂vj

∂xi
wjdx.

It is known thatb is a trilinear continuous form onV andb(u, v, v) = 0, if u, v ∈ V . As usual, foru, v ∈ V

we denote byB (u, v) the element ofV ∗ defined by〈B (u, v) , w〉 = b(u, v, w), for all w ∈ V .

Let f ∈ L2 (τ, T ;V ∗) + L1(τ, T ;H) and yτ ∈ H. Recall that the functiony ∈ L∞ (τ, T ;H) ∩

L2(τ, T ;V ) with
dy

dt
∈ L1(τ, T ;V ∗) is aLeray-Hopf solutionof Problem (1.1) on[τ, T ], if y(τ) = yτ ,

d

dt
(y, v) + ν((y, v)) + b(y, y, v) = 〈f, v〉 , for all v ∈ V, (1.2)

andy satisfies the energy inequality:

Vτ (y(t)) ≤ Vτ (y(s)) for all t ∈ [s, T ], a.e.s > τ ands = τ, (1.3)

where

Vτ (y(t)) :=
1

2
‖y(t)‖2 + ν

∫ t

τ

‖y(ξ)‖2V dξ −

∫ t

τ

〈f(ξ), y(ξ)〉dξ, t ∈ [τ, T ]. (1.4)

For eachf ∈ L2 (τ, T ;V ∗) + L1(τ, T ;H) andyτ ∈ H there exists at least one Leray-Hopf solution of

Problem (1.1); Temam [11, Chapter III].

We denote byVar[τ,T ](ψ) = sup

{

∫ T

τ
ψ(s)ϕ′(s)ds : ϕ ∈ C1

0 (τ, T ), max
s∈[τ,T ]

|ϕ(s)| ≤ 1

}

, the total vari-

ation of a real-valued functionψ, defined on an interval[τ, T ] ⊂ R; Guisty [7, p. 3]. We recall that a real-

valued functionψ on an interval[τ, T ] ⊂ R is said to be of bounded variation on[τ, T ] if its total variation

is finite, that is,ψ ∈ BV([τ, T ]) if and only if Var[τ,T ](ψ) <∞; Guisty [7, p. 3]. According to Ziemer [12,

p. 227 and Exercise 5.1 on p. 277]

Var[τ,T ](ψ) = sup

{

k
∑

i=1

|ψ(ti)− ψ(ti−1)| : t0 = τ < t1 < . . . < tk = T, k = 1, 2, . . .

}

, (1.5)

for eachψ ∈ BV([τ, T ]).

The main result of this note has the following formulation.

Theorem 1.1. Let−∞ < τ < T < +∞, yτ ∈ H, andf ∈ L2 (τ, T ;V ∗) + L1(τ, T ;H). Then there exists

a Leray-Hopf solutiony of Problem (1.1) on[τ, T ] that satisfies the following properties:

(a) the functiont→ ‖y(t)‖2H is of bounded variation on[τ, T ];

(b) for eacht ∈ [τ, T ) the following convergence holds:

y(s) → y(t) strongly inH ass→ t+;

2
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(c) y satisfies the energy inequality

Vτ (y(t)) ≤ Vτ (y(s)) for all t, s ∈ [τ, T ], t ≥ s, (1.6)

whereVτ is defined in formula (1.4).

Remark 1.2. Since a real function of bounded variation has no more than countable set of discontinuity

points, then statement (a) of Theorem 1.1, weak continuity in Hilbert spaceH of each weak solution of

Problem (1.1) on[τ, T ], yield that the weak solution of Problem (1.1) on[τ, T ] from Theorem 1.1 has no

more than countable set of discontinuity points in the phasespaceH endowed with the strong convergence

topology. Theorem 1.1 partially clarifies the results provided in Ball [1]; Balibrea et al. [2]; Barbu et al. [3];

Cao and Titi [4]; Chepyzhov and Vishik [5]; Cheskidov and Shvydkoy [6]; Kapustyan et al. [8]; Kloeden et

al. [9]; Sohr [10] and references therein.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Proof of Theorem 1.1.According to Temam [11, Chapter III] (see also Sohr [10, Chapter V] and references

therein) there exists a Leray-Hopf solutiony of Problem (1.1) on[τ, T ], obtained via standard Galerkin

arguments, that is if the following conditions hold: (i1) {w1, w2, . . .} ⊂ V 3

2

is the special basis, that is

((wj , v)) = λj(wj , v) for eachv ∈ V andj = 1, 2, . . . , where0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ . . . is the sequence of

eigenvalues; (i2) Pm is the projection operator ofH ontospan{w1, . . . , wm}, that isPmv =
∑m

i=1(v,wi)wi

for eachv ∈ H, m = 1, 2, . . . (of course we may considerPm as a projection operator that acts fromVσ
ontoHm for eachσ ∈ [0, 32 ] and, sinceP ∗

m = Pm, we deduce that, for example,‖Pm‖L(V ∗

3

2

;V ∗

3

2

) ≤ 1); (i3)

the absolutely continuous functionym : [τ, T ] → Hm with
dym

dt
∈ L1(τ, T ;Hm), m = 1, 2, . . . , is the

approximate solution, that is,

dym

dt
+ νAym + PmB (ym, ym) = Pmf, in Hm, ym(τ) = Pmy(τ),

then the following statements hold: (i4) ym satisfy the energy equality:

1

2
‖ym(t)‖2 + ν

∫ t

τ

‖ym(ξ)‖2V dξ −

∫ t

τ

〈f(ξ), ym(ξ)〉dξ

=
1

2
‖ym(s)‖2 + ν

∫ s

τ

‖ym(ξ)‖2V dξ−

∫ s

τ

〈f(ξ), ym(ξ)〉dξ,

(2.1)

3
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for eacht, s ∈ [τ, T ], for allm = 1, 2, . . . ; and (i5) there exists a subsequence{ymk
}k=1,2,... ⊆ {ym}m=1,2,...

such that the following convergence hold:

ymk
→ y weakly inL2(τ, T ;V );

ymk
→ y weakly star inL∞(τ, T ;H);

Pmk
B (ymk

, ymk
) → B (y, y) weakly inL2(τ, T ;V ∗

3

2

);

Pmk
f → f strongly inL2(τ, T ;V ∗) + L1(τ, T ;H);

dymk

dt
→

dy

dt
weakly inL2(τ, T ;V ∗

3

2

) + L1(τ, T ;H);

ymk
→ y strongly inL2(τ, T ;H);

ymk
(t) → y(t) strongly inH for a.e.t ∈ (τ, T ) and fort = τ.

(2.2)

Moreover,

1

2
‖y(t)‖2 + ν

∫ t

s

‖y(ξ)‖2V dξ −

∫ t

τ

〈f(ξ), y(ξ)〉dξ ≤
1

2
‖y(s)‖2 −

∫ s

τ

〈f(ξ), y(ξ)〉dξ, (2.3)

for all t ∈ (τ, T ], for a.e.s ∈ (τ, t) ands = τ .

Let us set

Jk(t) :=
1

2
‖ymk

(t)‖2 −

∫ t

τ

〈f(ξ), ymk
(ξ)〉dξ, J(t) :=

1

2
‖y(t)‖2 −

∫ t

τ

〈f(ξ), y(ξ)〉dξ,

t ∈ [τ, T ], k = 1, 2, . . . . According to (2.1),

Var[τ,t](Jk) = Jk(τ)− Jk(t) =
1

2
‖ymk

(τ)‖2 −
1

2
‖ymk

(t)‖2 +

∫ t

τ

〈f(ξ), ymk
(ξ)〉dξ, (2.4)

for eacht ∈ (τ, T ].

Convergence (2.2) imply that

Jk → J in L1(τ, T ), k → ∞, (2.5)

and

Jk(τ) → J(τ), k → ∞. (2.6)

Moreover, there exists a sequence{εj}j=1,2,... ⊂ (0, T − τ) such thatεj → 0+, j → ∞, and

Jk(T − εj) → J(T − εj), k → ∞, (2.7)

for eachj = 1, 2, . . . .

Let us fix an arbitraryj = 1, 2, . . . . According to (2.4), (2.6), and (2.7),

Var[τ,T−εj](Jk) → J(τ)− J(T − εj), k → ∞. (2.8)

Guisty [7, Theorem 1.9, p. 7] and (2.4), (2.5) yield

Var[τ,T−εj ](J) ≤ lim inf
k→∞

Var[τ,T−εj](Jk). (2.9)

4
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Thus, (2.8) and (2.9) imply

Var[τ,T−εj](J) ≤ J(τ)− J(T − εj) <∞. (2.10)

The definition of the total variation for the real functionJ on the interval[τ, T − εj ] yields

J(τ)− J(T − εj) ≤ Var[τ,T−εj](J). (2.11)

According to (2.10) and (2.11), we obtain

Var[τ,T−εj](J) = J(τ)− J(T − εj). (2.12)

Sincej = 1, 2, . . . be an arbitrary andεj → 0+ asj → ∞, then formulae (2.12) and (1.5) yield thatJ is

nonincreasing on[τ, T ). Therefore,

Var[τ,T ](J) ≤ |J(τ)− J(T−)|+ |J(T−)− J(T )| <∞,

that is statement (a) of Theorem 1.1 holds, and for eachs ∈ [τ, T )

lim sup
t→s+

‖y(t)‖2H ≤ ‖y(s)‖2H , (2.13)

because〈f( · ), y( · )〉 ∈ L1(τ, T ) and
∫ t

s
〈f(ξ), y(ξ)〉dξ → 0 ast→ s+. Thus, statement (b) of Theorem 1.1

holds, becausey ∈ C([τ, T ];Hw), H is a Hilbert space, and inequality (2.13) takes place. Statement (c) of

Theorem 1.1 follows from (2.3) and (2.13).
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