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a by-product, we obtain the global regularity to the 3-D axisym-
metric Navier-Stokes equations with swirls for a clas of initial data
with large amplitudes. The proof is based on a blow-up approach.
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1 Introduction

We consider the Cauchy problem for the three-dimensional (3-D) incompressible
Navier-Stokes equations

ou—Au+ (u-V)u+Vp=0, (z,t)eR*x(0,7),
(1.1)

div u =0,

with the initial conditions
u(x,t) [=o= uo(). (1.2)
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Here the unknown functions are the velocity vector u = (uq(x,t), us(x,t), us(z,t))
and the pressure p(z,t) with € R3 ¢t € [0,T], where T' > 0 is a constant. In (1.1),
div 4 = 0 means that the fluid is incompressible.

The global existence of the Leray-Hopf weak solutions to the Cauchy problem
or the initial-boundary problem of the three-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations
has been proved long ago (see [20],[8]). However, the uniqueness and regularity of
the weak solutions remain completely open. Up to now, the weak solutions will be
regular and unique provided that the Serrin-type conditions u € L*([0,T); LY(R?))
hold, where 2/p+3/q < 1, p > 2 and g < 3 (see [27], [28], [7]). The strong (or
smooth) solution of the three-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations was proved to be
unique but local in time (see [13, 15, 17, 22, 29]). On the other hand, Scheffer [25]
introduced and began to study the partial regularity of suitable weak solutions. The
significant results, due to Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg [2] show that, for any suitable
weak solutions, one-dimensional Hausdorff measure of the singular set is zero. The
simplified proofs and further studies are referred to [21], [30].

For the three-dimensional axisymmetric Navier-Stokes equations, if the angular
component of the velocity ug = 0, the global existence and uniqueness of the strong
(or smooth) solution have been successfully obtained ([17], [32]). In the presence
of swirls, that is, ug # 0, the global well-posedness of the solution is still open.
Recently, using DeGeogi-Nash-Moser iterations and a blow-up approach respectively,
Chen-Strain-Tsai-Yau [5, 6] and Koch-Nadirashvili-Seregin-Sverdk [14] obtained an
interesting and important development on this problem. Roughly speaking, they
proved that if the solution satisfies (1) |ru(z,t)] < C or (2) |u(x,t)| < % for
0 <t < T*, where C' > 0 is an absolute constant and (0, 7*) is the maximal existence
interval of the solution, then there exists a constant M > 0 such that |u(x,t)| < M
for 0 < t < T which implies that the solution is globally regular on time. It should
be remarked that the condition (1) or (2) is scaling invariant and the singularity
satisfying (2) is usually called type I singularity in the sense of [9]. Thus, if an
axisymmetri solution develops a singularity, it can only be a singularity of type II
(any singularity which is not type I). The other regularity criteria and recent studies
can be seen in [4, 12, 16, 19, 24] and references therein.

The basic idea of the blow-up approach is that if the solution would blow up
at some space-time point, then making scaling transformation of the solution and
enlarging the region near the possibly singular point, one can look into the equations
satisfied by some suitably scaled solutions. In particular, after taking the limit, if
the solution of the limit equation is trivial, which is a Liouville type of theorem,
then one will obtain a contradiction and the blow-up will not happen. To the three-
dimensional axisymmetric Navier-Stokes equations, the possible singularity of the
solution may only appear on the symmetry axis due to the partial regularity theory
in [2]. Therefore it suffices to study the possible singularity of the solution on the
symmetry axis. In this paper, we are concerned with Liouville type of theorems and



the global regularity of the three-dimensional axisymmetric Navier-Stokes equations.

In Section 2, we prove a Liouville type of theorem by assuming that

lim sup HT‘u@(SL’, t)||L°°({r|TS5}><(—1,0)) =0. (1.3)
6—0+

It is shown that, under the assumption (1.3), there exists a bounded and continuous
function s(7") defined on (—o0, 0] such that the ancient solution u = (0,0, s(7)).
Furthermore, to prove s(7") = 0 and rule out the possible singularity of the solution,
we impose one of scaling invariant conditions on u, (see Theorem 2.2). It should be
remarked that the assumption of (1.3) is natural since ruy satisfies the maximum
priciple and if the initial data satisfies |rugy| < C then the solution will keep the
bound |rug| < C for some constant C' > 0. This implies that the singularity of ug
near the symmetry axis, if exists, may be of the rate @ as 7 — 0, where O(1)
means a finite constant. While the condition (1.3) implies that the singularity which
we impose on uy near the symmetry axis is of the rate @ with o(1) — 0 as r — 0.
Our approaches are based on [5, 6] and [14]. In particular, we will use the integral
expression on % which is the scaled quantity of “2 to prove a Liouville type of
theorem to the ancient solution, where wy = 0,us — 0su,. is the angular component
of the vorticity. This is different from [14] in which the authors established a Liouville
theorem by making full use of the strong maximum principle of the scalar equation
of I' = rug, under the assumption that |ru| < C. Moereover, in comparison with
the global regularity results in [5, 6] and [14], we need (1.3) but do not require the
condition on the radial component of the velocity wu,. It should be noted that in
the process of proving the Liouville type of theorem, we only need the condition
(1.3). How to remove the condition (1.3) and the scaling invariant condition on u,

in Theorem 2.2 will be very interesting and challenging.

In Section 3, we prove a Liouville type of theorem and global regularity un-
der weighted estimates of smooth solutions to the three-dimensional axisymmetric
Navier-Stokes equations. As a by-product, making use of the weighted estimates in
2], it is shown that the 3-D axisymmetric Navier-Stokes equations has a unique and

global strong solution if the initial data is regular and satisfies fRS |“g‘2d55 < L for

some L > 0. The constant L > 0 is small in general but it still allows that the initial
data has large amplitudes and oscillations especially away from the symmetry axis.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will present some prelimi-
naries and establish a Liouville type of theorem under (1.3). Then we obtain the
global regularity of the smooth solution under additional scaling invariant condition
on u,. In Section 3, we will show a Liouville type of theorem under assumptions of
weighted estimates of the solution. Then we will prove the global regularity of the
smooth solution under the assumption of some weighted initial data.



2 A Liouville Type of Theorem

By an axisymmetric solution (u,p) of (1.1), we mean that, in the cylindrical coor-
dinate systems, the solution takes the form p(x,t) = p(r, z3,t) and

u(x,t) = u.(r, x3,t)e, + ug(r, x3, t)eg + us(r, x3, t)es,
where
e, = (cosf,sinf,0), ey =(—sinf, cos6,0), e3=(0,0,1).

Here ug(r,z3,t) and u,(r,z3,t) are the angular and radial components of wu(x,t)
respectively. For the axisymmetric velocity field u, the corresponding vorticity w =
V X uis
W = Wrey + Wyey + Wses,
where
Wy = Osutg, wy = Oz — Oy, w3 = ——0,(rug).

The 3-D axisymmetric Navier-Stokes equations read as

Du, ., . 1 1 1, ., B
Tt - (@ + 83 + ;&)ur + ﬁur — ;(ug) + &,p = O, (21)
Dug ., ., 1 1 1
ﬁ - (87, + 83 + ;87«)’&9 + T—2U9 + ;’MQUT = 0, (22)
DU3 1
8,«(7’11,«) + 83(7”U3) = O, (24)
where _
D
i Oy + w0y + usds, 1= (x4 22)2

In the following, we set

V = (0,,05)

and use C' to denote an absolute constant which may be different from line to line.

Without loss of generality, after translation on the time variable, u(x,t) is as-
sumed to be a smooth axisymmetric solution to (2.1)-(2.4), defined in R? x (—1,0)
with u € L®°(R3 x (—1,t) for any —1 < ¢’ < 0.

Let

h(t) = sup |u(z,t)|, H(t)= sup h(s). (2.5)

z€R3 —1<5<t<0



Suppose that the first singularity time for the solution w(z,t) is at time ¢ = 0.
Then it is clear that lim; o H(t) = co. In fact, by a classical result of Leray [20],
if u develops a singularity at t = 0, then

€1

h(t) = sup |u(z,t)| >
z€ER3

(2.6)

n

for some ; > 0.

There exist t, 0 as k — oo such that H(t;) = h(tx). Denote Ny = H(t).
Then there exists a sequence of numbers ~y;, \, 1 as k — oo and x;, € R?® such that
My, = |u(zg, tr)| > Ne/ve, k= 1,2-- -, satisfying My — oo as k — oo.

Define

1 X; X X I
(X T) = — (2L 22 + 22t =) k=12, 2.7
WX T) Mku(Mk’Mk’xk?) My’ g M,f)’ o (27)

In the cylindrical coordinate system, set

u® (X, T) = b® (X, T) + uPey,

where b®(X, T) = ulFep + ulle, R = /X2 + X2
Then u®) (X, T) are smooth solutions of the 3D Navier-Stokes equations, which
are defined in R3 x (A, By) with

Ay = —M? — Mty, By = —My. (2.8)
Note that By = —M7?ty > (%)2(—1}) > . Moreover, it holds that
u® (X, T)| <y, X € R?, T € (4,0), (2.9)
and
u® (Myzy1, Mywya, 0,0)] = 1. (2.10)

It follows from the regularity theorem of the Navier-Stokes equations that

10ru®| + | D'u®| < C, X € R, T € (Ay, 0] (2.11)
for k=1,2,--- and [[| =0,1,2,---, where | = (I1,ls,13) is a multi-index satisfying
li +ly+13=|l| and D' = %. () is a constant depending on [ but not on k.

Ty 0Ty 03

Then there exists a smooth function @(X,T) defined in R3 x (—o0,0) such that, for
any |l[| =0,1,2---,

D™ — Dla, k — oo, (2.12)



uniformly in C(Q) for any compact subset Q CC R? x (—o0,0]. Denote w(X,T) =
wyeg + wre, + w,e, the voricity of u(X,T).

Our first main result of this section is a Liouville type of theorem.

Theorem 2.1 Let u(z,t) be an axisymmetric vector filed defined in R3 x (—1,0)
which belongs to L®(R3 x (—1,t') for each —1 < ¢ < 0. Assume that u satisfies

lrug(z,t)| < C, (x,t) € R* x (—1,0), (2.13)
and

limsup ||rug(, t)|| oo ({a)r<syx(~1,0)) = 0, (2.14)

6—0+

where C' > 0 is any finite constant. Then either
lu(z,t)| < M, »€R te[-1,0], (2.15)

where M > 0 is an absolute constant depending on C', or @ = 0 and u = (0,0, (7)),
where @ is same as in (2.12) and s(T) : (—o0,0] — R is a bounded and continuous
function.

Remark 2.1 The condition (2.13) can be removed if the initial data satisfies
|rugg|| = < oo (see [4, 12]). The condition (2.14) means that the singularity of ugy
near the symmetry axis is of the rate @ with o(1) - 0 as r — 0.

Proof. Suppose that (2.15) is false. Then one can rescale the solution as in
(2.7)-(2.12). It will be shown that w(X,7T) = 0 and a(X,T) = (0,0,s(7)) with
s(T) : (—00,0) — R a bounded and continuous function.

Let Cy > 0 be any fixed constant. For any X € R3 with R < Cy and T' € (A, 0],
it follows from (2.14) that

X X X3 T

TOCCT) = R = |l 32 + 50 0+

M ﬁg)‘
< F(k,Cy) =0 (2.16)
as k — 00. Set
F(k, Co) = max(F(k, Cy), %), k=123
It follows that
(X, T)| < R'F(k,Cy),0 < R < Co, T € (A, 0]. (2.17)

It follows from (2.13) that
C
\%(XTM 7L R>0,T € (A, 0]

6



Using (2.11) and the fact that uék)|R:0 = 0, one has
|u (X T) < Cmin(R,R7'),R>0,T € (A, 0], (2.18)
|0Zu (X, T)| < Cmin(R,1),R > 0,T € (Ag, 0]. (2.19)

Consequently, for any T' € (Ay, 0],

;

lug? (X, T)| < ¢ £\ /B Cy) < R < Co, (2.20)
L %, R > Cy
(¢, R < \/F(k,Cy),
O EECo) k,Co)<R<1
. < .
. cEEG) 1 < R <Gy,
\ %a R 2 CYO
(k)
Let Q = €& ang f®) — QW) (X, T) = XD Then it holds that
If(X,T) <CA+R)™, XeRTe (A40). (2.22)
It follows from the equation of wy that
2
(Op —L)f® =¢®  L=A+ +0n — ™. Vy, (2.23)

where g% = R~20;(uf")? and b® = u)ep, + u’es.

Regardmg f® (X, T)=f *)N(R,Z,T) as a 5-dimensional axisymmetric function
by denoting X = (X, X;) = (X1, , X4, X5), R = |X| = /X2 + X2 + X2 + X2
and Z = X5, we obtain

(O + 05 -V — Ag) f® = g, (2.24)
where 0 = ulen + ul)e, with ep = (51, %2 X X 0y and &, = (0,0,0,0,1).
The scaling (2.7) can be rewritten as

1 R Ys T
WY, T o et ), 9.95



where z, = 3.
Denote P(T,X;S,Y) the kernel for 0y + b%) - Vx — As and Y = (Y,Y;) =
(Y1,...,Ys). By the Duhamel’s formula,

T
o) = [P sy wsiay + [ Prxiny)ghnayas
S

—I+1I (2.26)

Due to Carlen-Loss [3] and Chen-Strain-Tsai-Yau [6], the kernel P satisfies P >
0, [ P(T,X;S,Y)dY =1 and

P(T,X;8,Y) < C(T — 8) 2 MXYIT=8) (o T) = C=[(1 - 2), %,

where f, = max{0, f} and we have used the fact that [|[b®]||o < 7 < 2 for k > N.

It can be verified that the function e ™®?) ¢ > 0,7 > 0, has the following
properties:
When T > T, > 0 for any fixed (but may be small) 7y > 0, one has

e MaT) < CeCu/T (2.27)

holds for some constant C' > 0 which may depend on Tj.
When T > %, one has

e MaT) < Ce=CaT, (2.28)

When 0 < T < 5, it is easy to get

oh@T) _ —CHO-LP o —Ca?/T (2.29)

In (2.28) and (2.29), C' > 0 is some uniform constant.
It follows from (2.27) and Hélder inequality that

<] / P(T, X; 8, Y)|f® (v, $)Fdv]}

5 xs-vsl R3dR
< [C(T — 8) 2 Ot Y.
<lo-syt [ Ty

<C(T—8) (2.30)

(S

for all X € R®, T, S € (Ay,0) satisfying T — S > 0.



Let L=A{r€[S,T|:T—71> IX—;Y‘} and L°={r € [S,T]: T -7 < ‘X—;Y‘}
For any Cy > 0, with help of (2.28) and (2.29), we have

11| S//C(T—T)—%e”?f\g@)(Y,T)\deT
L

- _ 2
+/ / C(T = 7) 5 C g™ (Y, 7)|dY dr

T
< C/ (T _T)‘gdr/e‘cxﬂf’d
S

e T—1

T 5
—l—C’/ (T'— 1) 2dr
S
T

+O/S (T —7)°2

/
/

It follows from (2.21) that

[ leoinpay
{R<Co}

< C[(

and

[ lginpay
{R<Co}

_ o Xs-Ys)

F(k,Co)* + F?(k,Cy)(—In

([,
{R<Co}

i oy
{R>Co}

B v / L o
{R<Co}

2
dY5(/ e
{R>Co}

_C\X*?\Q
T—1

5 / 9P, 7)PdT)
{R<LCy}

Py
{R>Co}

5 / g (Y, 7))
{R<Co}

dffﬁ(/ 9P (Y, 7)Y,
{R>CO}

/ +f s g pay
{R<+/F(k,Co)} {\/F(k,Co)<R<1} {1<R<Cp}

F(k,Cy)) + F*(k,Cy)).

< C[(VF(k,Co))* + F3(k,Co)(\/F(k,Cy)) "2 + F3(k, Cy)].

It concludes that

3

|[I11] <C(T - 9)2[(

F(k,Co)* + F?(k,Cy)(—In

F(k,Co)) + F*(k,Co) + Cy ']

+C(T — 8)H(V/F(k. Co))' + F*(k, Co)(v/F(k, Co) 2 + F3(k, Co) + Gy .

9



Letting T'— S = Coé, we obtain
I+ |11] < C(CO_% +CO_% +CO_1*’4)
+CI(V/F R, Co))* + F2(k, Co)(— In /F(k, Co)) + F2(k, Cy)]*
FOIVE (K, Co))* + F(k, Co) (v (k. Co) > + F*(k, Co) .
Taking the limit £ — oo first and then letting Cy — 0o, we have
[FOX,T)] = 0,
and hence
WX, T)| — 0, (2.31)

which implies that wy(R, Z,T) = 0. Consequently, we obtain that ws(X,T) = 0 for
X €R3and T € (—o0,0). Denote b(X,T) = tiger + tiz. It follows from (2.12) that

u (X, T) = a(X,T), (X, T) = b(X,T), as k — oo, (2.32)

uniformly in C(Q) with any compact subset @ CC R? x (—o0, 0].

As a consequence of curlxb® (X, T) = wék)eg, divxb® (X, T) = 0 and (2.32),
b(X,T) is a harmonic and bounded function. That is, Axb = 0 and b(X,T) is
bounded. Since ug(0,7,T) = 0, there exists a continuous and bounded function
s(T) : (—00,0] — R such that b(X,T) = (0,s(T)). Moreover, since |Ru§k)| — 0 as
k — oo for 0 < R < Cy, where Cy > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that ug(X,T) = 0 for
all X € R? T € (—00,0). Therefore we have proved that @(X,T) = (0,0, s(T)) and
furthermore w(X,7T) = 0. The proof of the theorem is finished.

To rule out the possible singularity of the solution, one needs some scaling in-
variant properties of u,. More precisely, we have

Theorem 2.2 Under assumptions of Theorem 2.1, if one of the following condi-
tions holds:

(1) |ru.(z,t)| <C, R te€[-1,0],
s 2 3
(2) u. € LP((—1,0); L*(R%)), z_9+5:1’ 2<p<oo, 3<g< o0,

2
(3) sup Mala: < C,

—1<t<0Jr3 T

then |u(z,t)| < M for (x,t) € R® x (—1,0], where M > 0 is an absolute constant
depending on C.

10



Proof. Suppose that the result does not hold true. Then there exist ¢, 7 0 as
k — oo such that H(t;) = h(ty), where h(t) and H(t) are defined as (2.5). Denote
Ny = H(tx). Then one can choose a sequence of numbers v, \, 1 as k& — oo and
7, € R3 such that My = |u(xk, th)] > Ni/, k = 1,2+, satisfying M}, — oo as
k — oo. Denote 1y, = v/(x1)? + (v12)?.

The proof is divided into two cases.

Case I. {ryMy}(k =1,2,---) is uniformly bounded.

In this case, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

’l“kMk S C. (233)

Rescale the solution as in (2.7). In view of (2.33), there exists a point (Teo,, Too2) €
R? such that , up to a subsequence, (Myzg1, Mpro) — (Too,, Too2) as k — oco. Here
V(o012 + (200,)2 < C < 00. It follows from (2.10) and (2.32) that %(Z e, , Tog,, 0, 0) =
1.

Mowever, Theorem 2.1 implies that (X,
bounded and continuous function defined in (—
sumption of Theorem 2.2, it holds that u(X,T)
This is a contradiction to %(Zu,, Too,, 0,0) =
holds true in this case.

Case II. 7 My(k =1,2,---) is not uniformly bounded.

This case has been discussed by Lei and Zhang [19]. In this case, one can rescale
the solution as

T) = (0,0,s(T)), where s(T) is a
00,0]. Furthermore, under the as-
:0f0rall(XT)€R3 X (—00,0].
1, which implies that the theorem

1 X T
(X, T) = ——u(zy + ——, t +

A o ) (2.34)

Then, similar to Case I, u®(X,T)(k = 1,2,---) are smooth solutions of the 3D
Navier-Stokes equations, which are defined in R?® x (A, By,) with

Ay = —MP — My, By = —My. (2.35)
Note that By = —MZ2t; > (%)2(—%) > —% for some £; > 0. Moreover, it is clear
that
W™ (X, T)| < 3, X € R® T € (A, 0], (2.36)
and
1u®(0,0)| = 1. (2.37)

In this case, there exists a subsequence of { My} (still denoted by itself) such that
reM — oo as k — oo. Due to the axis symmetry of u, x, can be chosen so that

11



0(zg) — O for some 6, € [0,27]. Then there exists an unit vector v = (11, 112, 0)
such that e,(x;) — v and eg(xy) — v+ = (=14, 11, 0). Moreover, it holds that

X
x, + — € B(xy, L) for X € B(0,/rpMy),
M, T My,

and

T
il )<tk+ <tk<0f01" — Myr, <T <0.

t _
' e My M?

By (2.13),
C
lug(y, )] < — for y € B(xy, 2) t <0,

which implies that

C

2.38
. 238

X T
— |up(zp + —, Lk M2)| <

X
|u(k)(X> T)ee(l"k + — M

i) = I
for (X, T) S B(O, vV TkMk) X (—TkMk,O].
Since the flow is axisymmetric, thus, on B(0,v/rsMy) x (—rpMy, 0], eg(x)y +
Mik) — v and eg(zy, + Mik) — vt as k — oo. Moreover, for each k, u*) is a bounded
and smooth solution to the 3D Navier-Stokes equations. There exists a subsequence

of u® (still denoted by itself) and a bounded ancient solution @(X,T) to the 3D
Navier-Stokes equations on R? X (—o0, 0], such that

1 X T X
®)(X T) = — t =
4 (2 + — X e+ — ez + X)
Mk I VR V-2 VA
1 o+ X X T T ot X>
7 VA V- X ek VA

— iZ(X, T) = ﬂRV + ’agl/J' + Ugzey

C’(Q) for any compact subset @ of R x (—o0, 0]. Note that (2.38) implies u(X, T)-
0. Hence

WX, T) = ap(X, T)v + tiz(X, T)ey, (2.39)
and in view of (2.37), one has

13(0,0)| = 1. (2.40)

12



On the other hand, for (y, s) € B(xk, 75r) X [tk — ( TZ’Mk)z,tk], one has that
1

el ey vl ) )

]

— Mikae [ur(y, s)er(y) + ug(y, s)eg(y)]

= Mikag [ur(y, s)er(y) + ua(y, s)ea(y) + us(y, s)ex(y)]
= Op[u® (My(y — xi), MZ (s — t))]
= My(9py - V)u™ (M (y — 1), ME(s — 1))

= Myly|(eo(y) - V)u'™ (M (y — zi), Mi(s — 1)),

which shows that
X

(4t ey + )
—|u,(x — —=)eg(x —
M= T M T TN

X

X T
_ug(ZL’k + m,tk + ﬁg)ﬁ’}%(l'k + m))]

X X
= My|zy + M, (eq(zy + E) - V)u®™ (X, T) (2.41)

for (X,T) € B(0,vreMy) x (—ri My, 0]. Since r M), — oo, so Mg|zy + ML]J — 00

for any fixed X € B(0,+/ryMy). But the left hand side of (2.41) is bounded. Hence,
letting k — oo, one gets that

(vt - V)a(X,T) = 0. (2.42)

Note that the Navier-Stokes equations are invariant under rotation. Without
loss of generality, we set v = e;, vt = e,. Consequently, the limit function

ﬂ(X, T) = aR(Xh Z7 T)€1 + aZ(Xla Z7 T)6Z7

is a bounded ancient solution to the 2D Navier-Stokes equations. It follows from
Theorem 5.1 and Remark 6.1 in [14] that Vugr = Vuyz = 0. Hence, ugr and uy are
bounded and continuous functions depending only on time variable T" € (—o0, 0].
Then the assumptions of the theorem implies that uy = 0. Using the divergence-
free condition, & + Ogug + dzuz = 0, we obtain that ur = 0. Thanks to (2.38), it
yields that ug = 0. Therefore u(X,T) = 0. This is a contradiction to (2.40) and the
theorem is true in this case.

The proof of the theorem is finished.
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3 Weighted Initial Data

In [2], some weighted estimates were obtained for suitable weak solutions (u(z,t), p(x,t))
of the three-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations (1.1). More precisely, suppose that
there exists a small number Ly > 0 such that if

|u0|2

do < L (3.1)

Rs ||

with 0 < L < Lg, then

[ ‘de+(L . [Vul?
0 exp{ Ydxdt < Ly, te€[0,T]. (3.2)
R3 ‘Zlf| R3 ‘ZII’|

For the three-dimensional axisymmetric Navier-Stokes equations, if

2
/ [wl 0y < 1, (3.3)
R3

,
where L > 0 is same as in (3.1), then it is clear that

ol
r3 /12 + (2 — 20)?

for any zy € R. By the translation with respect to z(= x3), one can prove in a
similar way as in [2] that if (3.4) holds, then

<L (3.4)

Juf?

R3 /12 + (2 — 20)?

[Vul®
+ (Lo — exp{ / /RS m}dzdt < Ly (3.5)

for any zy € R, where L and L, are same as in (3.2). Note that the quantities on
the left hand side of (3.5) are scaling invariant.

Let By = {z € R%|z| < R} be a ball with radius R > 0. Motivated by the
weighted estimates (3.5), we have

Theorem 3.1 Let u(z,t) be an axisymmetric vector field defined in R3 x (—1,0)
which belongs to L*(R? x (—1,#) for each —1 <t < 0 and L*(B% x (—1,0)) for
some R > 0, where Bj = R3\ Bi. Moreover, assume that u satisfies

dx

(1) |rug(z,t)] < C, (x,t) € R* x (~1,0), (3.6)

~rdrdzdt < C (3.7)

/ |wr
RS /124 (2 — 2)?

14



for any 2y € R.
Then either

lu(z,t)| < M, x€R? te(-1,0] (3.8)

where M > 0 is an absolute constant depending on C, or wy = 0 and u = ugeg +
s(T)ez, where s(T) : (—00,0] — R is a bounded and continuous function, @ is
defined in (2.12) and @ = V X 4 = @,e, + Wyey + w,e, is the vorticity of .

Remark 3.1 The assumption that u(z,t) € L>(B% x (—1,0)) for some R > 0
can be easily satisfied if the solution decays at far fields for all t € (—1,0). Moreover,
the condition (3.7) can be replaced by

t 2
/ el gt < (3.9)
0 R3

r

Proof of Theorem 3.1 Suppose that the solution u(z,t) has singularity at
t = 0. Then similar to the proof of Theorem 2.1, there exist ¢, 0 as k — oo such
that H (tx) = h(ty), where H(t) and h(t) are same as in (2.5). Denote N, = H(t).
Since u(x,t) € L>(BS x (—1,0)) for some R > 0 by the assumption, we can choose
a sequence of numbers v, \ 1 as k — 0o and z; € Bj such that My = |u(zy, tx)| >
Ni/vk, k= 1,2+ satisfying M}, — oo as k — oo. Using the same scaling (2.7),
one can prove the theorem as for Theorem 2.1.

To be more precise, we continue the proof based on (2.26). The first term [ in
(2.26) can be estimated as in (2.30). Thus, one needs to focus on the estimate of
the second term 17 in (2.26).

Note that

11| S//C(T—T)_ge_c);§|g(k)(Y,T)|deT
L

Y

2
+ / / O(T — 1) 3 CBm | g0y, )| dYdr = 11, + I, (3.10)

where L={r € [S,T]: T—71 > IXQ;Y'} and L ={r e [S,T]: T—71 < ‘X—;Y‘} Here
we are estimating in 5-dimensional space, X = (X,X5) = (Xy,- -, Xy, X5),Y =

15



First, 115 can be estimated as follows.

T 5 olx-vP2
|112\g/ /(T—T)_2€_ = |g®(Y, 7)|dY dr
S 5

T
:/ [/x Va2 IRV +/x 2 K2
S J{=5—=E-<Co, 5= <Co} {=5—=_->C0,5—=-<Co}

(T — 1)~ 3O |g(k (Y, 7)|dYdr

+/ 2 G2 +/ 2 G2
{\XsTsz)\ SCO7‘XT:}:.‘ >Co} {‘XE’T?;S‘ 2007‘XT1};‘ >Co}
= J1—|—J2—|—J3+J4- (311)

For 0 < a0 < 1, direct estimates lead to
)y </T/ (T — 7)~3e=C e 2 fuy Oy )‘de
~Js Jviee/aa—sax) R

[0 [0 k
</T/ (T - r)-3eC5F 2 |0guy” | |0guy” |- Y |u§>|deT
~Js Jyvi<e/a@—s) rax)y R (RYY )= R

l—a T a 2 1—
< (2\/CO(T—S)+2|X|)2(/ / %deT)T
s Jyviceyamsraxy  RBY
T - _y 2
x(/ / (T — )" ma e O gy dr) 5
s Juvice/Gom—s)+21x))
T
< F(CT = S X|ak)( [ (7= )T rhan)'s
S
SF(C(),T—S, |X|aa>k)> (312)

where

|07uy” 2

T
F(C,T—S,|X|,a,k:):F(C,T—S,|X|,a)(// 20 L gydr) ="
° e s Jyvi<evosm—sy+axy Y

and Fi(Cy, T — S,|X|,a) is a constant depending on Cy,T — S,|X| and «. Note
that the angular component of the velocity in (2.25) is

Oy - L Y, T
u9 ( ) ) Mkue(Mk _'_ Mk’ k+ M]?>’
where z, = x3;. Letting
Y] Y, Y T
- el B R Y

ylzmu"'7y4ZM7 M, M]gu
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one can get that

2
/ / 020" 1y g
(vi<e/Com—s)+2ixpy Y]

t;ﬁ-m

|éku9P

tet-5, / V2 (=22 < 2GS H2IX] 5””“} V24 (z — z)?

Note that |zx| = |z3] < R is bounded. There exists a subsequence of {(z, )}, still
denoted by itself, and z € [—R, R] such that ¢, — 0,2, — Zz as k — oo. By the
assumption (3.7), for any € > 0, there exists a 6 > 0 such that

26 Z+26
/ / / 19: u9| rdrdzdt < e. (3.14)
—26 Vri4 (z—2)2

Using (3.7) again leads to

20 zZ+26
/ / / 9: “9| rdrdzdt < C. (3.15)
2% 7"2 (z — zk)2

Taking k > K large enough such that (tx + 57tk + —) C (—6,0) and {(r,2) €
(0,00) X (—00,00)[\/12+ (2 — 2)? <X CO(J;V[S +2‘X|} C(0,0) x (2—6,2+). Let

0, up|? 0, up|?
|0: 9| Jh(r, z,t) = [0 ’
r2 4 (z — 23)? 2+ (2 — 2)?

rdrdzdt  (3.13)

hi(r, z,t) =

where (1, z) € (0,20) x (2 — 20,z + 20).

For any fixed 0 < dp < 0, we choose 0 < ¢(r, z,t) < 1 to be a smooth function
defined in (0,00) x (—00,00) x (—1,0) satisfying o(r, z,t) = 1 if (r, z,t) € (dg,d) X
(2—6,2+6) x (—6,—6) and @(z,t) = 0if (r,2,t) & Qss, = (%2,20) x (2 — 25,2+
26) x (—26,—%2).

Then, there exists a subsequence (still denoted by itself) such that

he = h in M(Qss)  (by (3.15))
hi — h a.e. on Qss,,

as k — oo, where h € M(Qs,5,) which is the finite Radon measure space restricted
on (ss,- In particular, it concludes that h = h and

/ hyprdrdzdt — hordrdzdt, (3.16)
Q5,5 Q5,5
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as k — oo. That is
)

% Z+26 —% 26 pE+20
/ / / hyprdrdzdt — / / hordrdzdt, (3.17)
—25 J2 25 J% Jz-2s

as k — oo. Using (3.14) and (3.17), one obtains, for any 0 < dp < 6, that

%0 25 rz425
lim sup / / / hyrdrdzdt < lim sup / / / hiprdrdzdt
k—o0 8o Jz—46 k—00 25
_T Z4+25 0 20 Z+26
= / / / hordrdzdt < / / / hrdrdzdt < e.
25 J& Jz-2s 25 Jo  Jz-25

Due to the arbitrariness of dp and € > 0, and thanks to (3.12) and (3.17), one obtains
that

0 zZ+
| < Fi(Co, T — 5, \X|,a)/ / / herdrdzdt — 0, k- oo,  (3.18)
-6 J0 z—0

NOW we continue estimating Jo — Jy.

5 _oXYEL ()
Jo = (T —7)"2¢ 7 77 |g"™(Y,7)|dYdr
(X2 Y52 5 00 XV <y

|X5— V5| \ 2 0 ~
s/(T—T) sz/ eCTTdYg)/__ e~C P Md}f
s (15570 5 0 (X7 g, b R?

T 2
S/ (T—T)_2d7'/ —C\S\Qd / e ‘X Y‘ MCZY’
s €[>Co (IV1<\/Co(T—5)+|X]} R
<c / e CEP (T - ),
|€]>Co

X5—Y5
T—7 °

5 _oIXYE
J3 = (T'—7) 27 77 |g"(Y,7)|dYdr
et y\ <o, \X y\ >Co}

_C‘X57Y5‘2 C‘X
< (T—T) Sdr e T AYs | =19y, 7)ay
s X512 < {%20}

<C(T—8) / ¢~CIEP g,

|€]>Ch

where one has used the transformation & =

where §~: =

C‘X Y\
J4 / / (T—T) 26
‘X Y‘ >Co, ‘X Y‘ >Co}

<C(T- )/ e CIEP g¢ e~ ClI* g,
1€1>Co |€]>Co

Y. Similarly, one can estimate

g™ (Y, 7)|dY dr
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Putting estimates of J; — J; into (3.12) gives

|[I1,| < F(Co, T — S,|X|,a, k)

+<7KT*—53+-H§/] 6—052dg+l/1 OGS (3.19)
|

1€]>Co §1>Co
The term I1; can be treated as for J; so that
|[I1| < F(Co, T — S,|X|,a, k) — 0,k — o0, (3.20)

for Cyp > 2. Now taking T'— S = C > 2 and using (2.26),(2.30),(3.19) and (3.20),
one gets

_3
|f(k)(X> T)| < C[CO Y+ F(CQ,CQ, |X|>aa k)
+Co(/ e ClE gg +/ e P gé)). (3.21)
[€1>Co [€1>Co
Passing to the limit & — oo first and then letting Cy — oo in (3.21), one obtains
that, for any X € R3 T € (—00,0),
[FOXT) =0, k — oo,
and hence
WX, T)| = 0, k — oo, (3.22)

which implies that wg(R, Z, T) = 0. Since curlxb® (X, T) = wék)eg and divyxb® (X, T) =
0 so b(X,T) is a harmonic and bounded function defined on R? x (—o00,0). Since
ur(0,Z,T) = 0, thus there exists a continuous and bounded function s(7") : (—oo, 0] —
R such that b(X,T) = s(T)ez. The proof of Theorem 3.1 is finished.

Applying the weighted estimates (3.5) and Theorem 3.1 leads to

Corollary 3.2 Suppose that the initial data ug(r) € H?(R3) is axisymmet-
ric and divergence-free, satisfying (3.3) and ||ruge(z)|r~(R?) < C. Then, for any
T > 0, there exists a unique global strong solution u(z,t) € L>([0,T]; H*(R3)) N
L3([0,T]; H*(R?)) to the Cauchy problem of the 3-D axisymmetric Navier-Stokes
equations. Moreover, (3.5) holds true and

[rug(z, t)|| 2 < C. (3.23)

Remark 3.2 Large data is permitted under assumptions of Theorem 3.2. In
particular, the oscillations and the amplitudes of the initial data can be large in
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the region away from the symmetry axis. The regularity of the initial data may be
relaxed such as ug € H*(R?) N L=(R3) or uy € L>(R?).

To prove Corollary 3.2, one needs two lemmas as follows.

Lemma 3.3 Let u(z,t) be a bounded weak solution of the Navier-Stokes equa-
tions in R? x (—o00,0). Assume that u(x,t) is axisymmetric and satisfies

lu(x,t) < in R?®x (—00,0).

G
Then u = 0 in R? x (—00,0).
Proof. See [14] for the details.

Lemma 3.4 Given a suitable weak solution u(z,t). Suppose that uy € L?(R3)
and

/ |Vug|?dr < .
R3

Then u(x, t) is regular in the region B¢ for some R > 0.
Proof. This has been proved in [2] .
Now we are ready to prove Corollary 3.2.

Proof of Corollary 3.2 The local existence and uniqueness of the strong
solution u(z,t) € L>([0,T*); H*(R?)) N L*([0,T*); H3(R?)) to the Cauchy prob-
lem of the 3-D axisymmetric Navier-Stokes equations have been proved (see [17]
and [29]), where (0,7*) is the maximal existence interval of the solution. With-
out loss of generality, we assume that the solution wu(z,t) is defined in (—1,0)
and u € L®(R3® x (—1,t) for any —1 < ¢ < 0. Suppose that the solution
appear singularity at ¢ = 0. Then there exist t, 0 as k — oo such that
H(ty) = h(tx), where h(t) and H(t) are defined as (2.5). Denote N, = H(t;).
Then one can choose a sequence of numbers 7, \, 1 as k — oo and z;, € R? such
that My = |u(zk, ty)| > Ne/vk, k= 1,2+, satisfying M}, — oo as k — oo. Denote
Ty = \/($k1)2 + (xkg)z.

Similar to Theorem 2.2, the proof is divided into two cases.

Case I. {ryMy}(k =1,2,---) is uniformly bounded.

In this case, one can rescale the solution as in (2.7). In view of (2.33), there
exists a point (Tso,, Tooz) € R? such that , up to a subsequence, (Myxy1, Myxye) —
(Zooy, Too2) as k — 00. Here \/(70,)? + (To0,)? < C < 00. By (2.10) and (2.32),
U(T ooy s Tooy, 0,0) = 1.

Under the assumptions in the Corollary, the weighted estimates (3.5) hold true.
Moreover, by Lemma 3.4, u(z,t) € L>(BS x (—1,0)) for some R > 0. Therefore,
Theorem 3.1 implies that @ = wupey + s(T)ez, where s(T') : (—00,0] — R is a
bounded and continuous function. Then (3.5) yields that s(7') = 0 and hence

20



up(X,T) = uz(X,T) = 0. Using the condition |rug| < C,one can prove that
|rug| < C' (see Remark 2.1) and hence |Rug(X,T)| < C. It follows from Lemma 3.3
that w(X,T) = 0. However, this is a contradiction to u(Zeo,, Tooy, 0,0) = 1, which
implies that the theorem holds true in this case.

Case II. {ryM;}(k = 1,2,---) is not uniformly bounded. Then similar argue-
ments as in the proof of Theorem 2.2 work here.

The proof of the corollary is finished.
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