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Abstract

In this note we prove that each weak solution for the 3D Na8i®kes system satisfies Leray-Hopf
property. Moreover, each weak solution is rightly continsian the standard phase spd¢esndowed
with the strong convergence topology.

1 Introduction and Main Result

Let2 C R? be a bounded domain with rather smooth boundary 052, and[r, T be a fixed time interval
with —oo < 7 < T' < 4+00. We consider 3D Navier-Stokes systentinx |7, T]

dy i
o ~vAYH @ Vy=-Vp+f divy=0, (1.1)
y‘F:O, y‘t:T =Y

wherey(x,t) means the unknown velocity(z, t) the unknown pressurd,(z, t) the given exterior force,
andy;(z) the given initial velocity witht € [, T], x € Q, v > 0 means the viscosity constant.
Throughout this note we consider generalized setting dfleno [1.1). For this purpose define the usual
function spaces
V={ue (C5°(Q)” : divu =0}, Vo = cliyg )V, 0 >0,

wherecly denotes the closure in the spake SetH := 14, V := V4. Itis well known that eaclv,, o > 0,
is a separable Hilbert space and identifyifgand its dualH* we haveV, ¢ H C V; with dense and
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compact embedding for eaeh> 0. We denote by-,-), ||-|| and((:,-)), || - || the inner product and norm
in H andV/, respectively;(-, -) will denote pairing betweel and V* that coincides orf/ x V with the
inner product-, -). Let H,, be the spacél endowed with the weak topology. Forv,w € V' we put

3

ov;
b — [ 3 wirLuwyda.
(u, v, w) /Q u axiw]dac

ij=1
It is known thatb is a trilinear continuous form ol andb(u,v,v) = 0, if u,v € V. Furthermore, there
exists a positive constant such that

b, v, w)] < Clully ol flellv, (12)

for eachu, v, w € V; see, for example, SoHr [17, Lemma V.1.2.1] and refererfoa=in.
Let f € L?(r,T;V*) + L'(r,T; H) andy, € H. Recall that the functioy € L?(r,T;V) with

Z—Z; € L'(r,T;V*) is aweak solutiorof Problem[[L.1) orir, T}, if for all v € V

& o) + () + by ,0) = (£,0) 13)

in the sense of distributions, and

y(1) = yr. (1.4)
The weak solutiory of Problem [T.1L) orir, T] is called aLeray-Hopf solution of Problem[{1]1) ofr, T,
if y satisfies the energy inequality:

Vi (y(t)) < Vi(y(s)) forallte[s,T], a.e.s>7ands=r, (1.5)

where

Vo(ul9) i= IO+  Tu@Id - [(7©.v(nde. < (1. (1.6)

For eachf € L?(7,T;V*) + L'(r,T;H) andy, € H there exists at least one Leray-Hopf so-
lution of Problem [(1.11); see, for example, Temdm|[18, Chaptkand references therein. Moreover,
y € C([r,T), Hy) and% e Li(r,T;V*) + LM+, T, H). If f € L?(r,T;V*), then, additionally,

d . o "
Y e L%(T,T; V*). In particular, the initial conditior (114) makes sense.

The following Theoreni 111 implies that each weak solutiorthef 3D Navier-Stokes system is Leray-
Hopf one and it is rightly strongly continuous i at all the points € [r,T'). This theorem is the main
result of this note.

Theorem 1.1. Let—co < 7 < T < +o0,y, € H, f € L?(r,T;V*) + L' (7,T; H), andy be a weak
solution of Problem{I]1) ofr, 7']. Then the following statements hold:

(@) y € C([r,T], Hy) and the following energy inequality holds:
Vi(y(t) < Vi(y(s)) forallt,s € [,T], t > s, (1.7)

whereV/,. is defined in formuld{116);



(b) for eacht € [r,T') the following convergence holds:

y(s) — y(t) strongly inH ass — t+;

(c) the functiont — ||y(¢)||? is of bounded variation ofr, 7).

Remark 1.2. Since a real function of bounded variation has no more thamtable set of discontinuity
points, then statement (a) of Theoreml 1.1, weak continuitidilbert spaceH of each weak solution of
Problem [(1.1l) orir, 7], yield that each weak solution of the 3D Navier-Stokes sgst@s no more than
countable set of discontinuity points in the phase spgd@ndowed with the strong convergence topology.
Theoreni 1.1 partially clarifies the results provided in B&)] Balibrea et al.[[2]; Barbu et al[[3]; Cao and
Titi [4]; Chepyzhov and Vishik[[5]; Cheskidov and Shvydkd]; Kapustyan et al.[]9, 10]; Kloeden et al.
[13]; Sohr [17] and references therein.

2 Topological Propertiesof Solutionsfor Auxiliary Control Problem

Let —co < 7 < T < 4+00. We consider the following space of parameters:
Uy r = (LA, T5V)) x (L* (r,T;V*) + L'(7, T; H)) x H.
Each triple(u, g, z;) € U, r is calledadmissiblefor the following auxiliary control problem:
Problem(C) on [r, T] with (u, g, z;) € Ur7z: find 2 € L?(r,T; V) with % € L'(r,T;V*) such that
z(t) =z-andforallv e V

d
= (z,v) + v((z,v)) + b(u, z,v) = (g,v) (2.1)

in the sense of distributions; cf. Kapustyan etfal [9, 1(§sianov et al[ [11, 12]; Melnik and Toscahol[14];
Zgurovsky et al.[[19, Chapter 6].

As usual, letA : V' — V* be the linear operator associated with the bilinear fofmv)) = (Au,v),
u,v € V. Foru,v € V we denote byB (u,v) the element o/ * defined by(B (u,v) ,w) = b(u,v,w),
for all w € V. Then Problem (C) ofr, 7] with (u, g, 2,) € U, 7 can be rewritten as: find € L?(r,T; V)

with % € L'(r,T;V*) such that
@

dt
The following theorem establishes the uniqueness preseior solutions of Problem (C).

+vAz+ B(u,z) =g, iInV* andz(r) = z,. (2.2)

Theorem 2.1. Let—oco < 7 < T < +occ andu € L?(7,T; V). Then Problem (C) ofr, T] with (u,0,0) €
U, r has the unique solution = 0.

We recall, that{wy,w,...} C V is thespecial basisif ((wj,v)) = A;(wj,v) for eachv € V and
j=1,2,...,where0 < A\ < X9 < ...Is the sequence of eigenvalues. &t be the projection operator
of H onto H,, := span{w;,...,wy}, thatisP,v = >" | (v, w;)w; for eachv € H andm = 1,2,....
Of course we may considé?,,, as a projection operator that acts fram onto H,, for eacho > 0 and,
sinceP;, = Pp,, we deduce thatP, [|z(vs,v+) < 1. Note that(w;, v)y, = A (w;, v) for eachv € V;; and
ji=12,....



Proof of Theoreri 2l1Let —0co < 7 < T < +o00, u € L*(7,T; V), andz be a solution of Problem (C) on
[7,T] with (u,0,0) € U, 7. Prove that = 0.
Let us fix an arbitraryn = 1,2, ... . According to the definition of a solution for Problem (C) o7
with (u,0,0) € U, r, the following equality holds:
1d
2dt
fora.e.t € (1,T). Sinceb(u(t), P, z(t), Pnz(t)) = 0 for a.e.t € (r,T), then inequality[(1]2) yields that

1Pz + vl Prz @)l = b(u(), Pruz(t), (1)), (2.3)

b(u(t), Pmz(t), 2(t)) < Cllu(®)|lv | Pnz(t)llv[z(t) — Pnz(t)lv,

fora.e.t € (r,T). Therefore, equality(2]3) imply the following inequality
14
2dt
fora.e.t € (1,71).
Let us setfy, (t) == || Puz(t) v WlPmz@)llv = Cllut@) v ||z(t) — Puz(t)llv), for eachm = 1,2, ..
and a.et € (7,T). The following statements hold:

1Pz + 1Pz (t) 1y (| Prz () lv = Ollu@lvllz(t) — Prz(t)llv) <0, (2.4)

(i) ¥m € LY(7,T) foreachm =1,2,...;
(i) Ym(t) < pmya(t) foreachm =1,2,...and a.et € (1,7);
(i) P (t) — v|2(t)|3, asm — oo, for a.e.t € (1, T).

Indeed, statement (i) holds, because c L?(7,T;V) andP,,z € L>(r,T;V) for eachm = 1,2, ....
Statement (i) holds, becaub®,,z(¢)||v < || Pn+12(t)|lv and—||z(t)—Ppz(t)||lv < —||z(t)—Pn+12(t)||v
for eachm = 1,2,... and a.et € (7,T). Statement (iii) holds, becaud®, z(t) — z(¢) strongly inV" as
m — oo, fora.e.t € (1,7).

Since||z(-)||#- € L'(r,T), then statements (i)—(iii) and Lebesgue’s monotone cgerere theorem
yield

i [ tin(s)s = [ i in(s)ds = [ 12(6) s, @5

m—ro0 T

for eacht € [r, T. Inequality [2.4) implies

1 t tl d t
1P 4w [ (s = [ SLIPuOF +0 [ dn(s)as <o (26)

for eachm = 1,2,... andt € [, T]. We note that the equality if_(2.6) holds, becauge) = 0.
Equality [2.5) and inequality_(2.6) yield that

1 t
SO+ [ )lfds <o

fora.e.t € (7,T), becauseP,,z(t) — z(t) strongly inH for a.e.t € (7,T). Thus,z(t) = 0 for a.e.
€ (1,T). Sincez € C([r,T}; V*), thenz = 0, that is, Problem (C) ofr, 7] with (u,0,0) € U, 7 has the
unigue solutiorz = 0. O



The following theorem establishes sufficient conditionstiie existence of an unique solution for Prob-
lem (C). This is the main result of this section.

Theorem 2.2. Let—oo < 7 < T < +o00,y, € H, f € L?(r,T;V*) + L'(7,T; H), andy be a weak
solution of Problem({1]1) ofr, T']. Then(y, f,y,) € U, and Problem (C) ofir, T'] with (y, f,y,) € U, r
has the unique solution = y. Moreover,y satisfies inequality (115).

Before the proof of Theorem 2.2 we remark tha® (|7, 7; H,,,), m = 1,2, ..., will denote the family
of absolutely continuous functions acting fram7] into H,,, m = 1,2,.. ..

Proof of Theorerh 212Prove that: = y is the unique solution of Problem (C) dén, 7] with (y, f,y.) €
U, 7. Indeedy is the solution of Problem (C) ofr, T'] with (y, f,v,) € U, 7, because is a weak solution
of Problem [(I.1) or{r,7]. Uniqueness holds, becausezifis a solution of Problem (C) ofr, 7| with
(y, f,yr) € Urr, thenz — y = 0 is the unique solution of Problem (C) ¢n 7] with (y,0,0) € U, 7 (see
Theoren 2.1).

The rest of the proof establishes thasatisfies inequality (115). We note thatcan be obtained via

standard Galerkin arguments, that isyif € AC([r,T|; H,,) with iym € LN7,T;Hy),m=1,2,...,

dt
is the approximate solution such that
Ay :
4 Ay + PuB (3ym) = Puf. 0 Hiy  yn(7) = Pay(7), (2.7)

then the following statements hold:

() vy, satisfy the following energy equality:

gl I+ [ lom@1 s — [ (1), (O e

= 3l P+ v [ lm(@de= 7. umleie

s

for eacht,,ts € [7,T], foreachm = 1,2, ...;

(i) there exists a subsequen¢@,,, tx=12,.. C {ym}m=1,2,.. such that the following convergence (as
m — oo) hold:

(i)1 Ym, — y weakly inL>(r,T;V);

(ii)2 ym, — y weakly starinL>(7,T; H);

(ii)3 P, B (4, Ym, ) — B (u,y) weakly in L?(r, T; V,)
(ii)g Pm, f — fstrongly inL?(r,T;V*) + L'(r,T; H);
(1)

dym’“ — % weakly in L2(7, T Vg*) + LY(7,T; H).

Indeed, convergeno(éi)1 and (ii), follow from (2.8) (see also Temarn [18, Remark 111.3.1, pp42282])

and Banach-Alaoglu theorem. Since there exists> 0 such thatb(u, v, w)| < C’Hu||v||w||vHUHVHvH2
for eachu,v,w € V (see, for example, Sohr [17, Lemma V.1.2.1]), thémy, (ii)o and Banach-Alaoglu

11

11)5
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theorem imply(ii)s. Convergenceii), holds, because of the basic properties of the projectiomatqpes
{Pn}m=12.... Convergenceii); directly follows from (ii)s, (i), and [2.¥). We note that we may not to
pass to a subsequence (i), —(ii)s, because: = y is the unique solution of Problem (C) dn, 7] with

(y7 f7 y’T) € UT,T-
Moreover, there exists a subsequelﬁg@j bi=1,2,... € {Ym,, }k=12,... such that

yr,; (t) — y(t) strongly inH fora.e.t € (7,7) andt = 7, j — oo. (2.9)

Indeed, according td(2.7). (2.8) afit)3, the sequencéy,,, —F, tr=1,2,.., WhereF,,, (t) f Pmkf

m = 1,2,...,t € [r,T], is bounded in a reflexive Banach spdée r := {w € L2(T,T7 V) dtw €
L*(r,T;V3)}. Compactness lemma yields tHat. » c L?(7,T; H) with compact embedding. There-
fore, (ii)1—2(ii)5 imply thaty,,, — v strongly inL?(,T; H) asm — oo. Thus, there exists a subsequence

1Yk, i=12,... € {Ymy tk=1,2,... such that[(219) holds.
Due to convergenceéi);—(ii)s and [2.9), if we pass to the limit ifi(2.8) as,, — oo, then we obtain
thaty satisfies the inequality

S0P +v / ly(©)]13 dé — / Ve < 2 ()P, (2.10)

fora.e.t € (s,7),a.e.s € (1,7)ands = 7.
Sincey € L (7, T; H)NC([r,T]; V*)andH C V* with continuous embedding, thenc C([7, T]; Hy,).
Thus, equality[(2.10) yields

(@) + v / [y (©)|I2-de — / )it < 3l

for eacht € [r,T1], a.e.s € (r,T) ands = 7. Thereforey satisfies inequality (115). O

3 Proof Theorem[1.]

In this section we establish the proof of Theolfeni 1.1.1gt;, be the restriction operator to the finite time
subintervallty, t2] C [r, T]; Chepyzhov and VishiK [5].

Proof of TheoreriIllLet —co < 7 < T < +o0,y, € H, f € L*(7,T;V*) + L'(r,T; H), andy be a
weak solution of Probleni.(1.1) dm, 7).

Let us prove statement (a). Fix an arbitrarye [r, 7). Since (Il 7y, IIs 7 f,y(s)) € Usr, then
Theoreni 2P yields thdl, ry € L>(s,T; H) and it satisfies the following inequality:

Va(y(t)) < Vi(y(s)) forallt e s, T],

whereV is defined in formulal{1l6). Sincee [r,T) be an arbitrary, then statement (a) holds.
Let us prove statement (b). Statement (a) yields

(o) + v / Iy (©)]12 dé — / Nt < 2 ly(s)I, (3.1)

6



for eacht € [s, T, for eachs € [r,T). In particular,lim sup,_, . ||y(t)|| < |ly(s)|| forall s € [r,T), and
y(t) — y(s) strongly inH ast — s + for eachs € [r,T), (3.2)

because € C ([7,T]; Hy).
Let us prove statement (c). Singes L*(r, T; V)N L>®(r,T; H) andf € L? (1, T;V*)+ L' (7, T; H),
then statements (a) and (b) imply that the mapping ||y(t)||? is of bounded variation ofr, T7. O
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