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A Liouville type theorem for axially symmetric
D-solutions to steady Navier-Stokes Equations

Na Zhao*

Abstract

We study axially symmetric D-solutions of three dimensional steady Navier-
Stokes equations. We prove that if the velocity u decays like |2’ |_(§)+ uniformly
for z, or the vorticity w decays like |2/ |_(%)+ uniformly for z, then u vanishes.
Here |2/| denotes the distance to the axis.

1 Introduction

We consider axially symmetric solutions to the three dimensional steady Navier-Stokes
equations

. T3
{Au—u Vu+ Vp in R”, (1.1)

V-u=0 in R3

with homogeneous condition at infinity

lim wu(z) =0, (1.2)
|z|—00
and finite Dirichlet integral
/|Vu\2dx < 00. (1.3)

Here u and p denote the velocity and pressure, respectively. Solutions satisfying (ILTI)
with ([2) and (L3) are known as D-solutions. In 1933, Leray [9] first studied these
solutions by variational method. Since then, an open question whether D-solutions
equal 0 has attracted many mathematicians. However, there are only partial results
obtained under some extra integral or decay assumptions on u. For instance, Galdi [5]
Theorem X.9.5 proved that if u € L%(]R?’), then v = 0. In 2016, Chae and Wolf [4]
improved this result by a log factor. In [2], Chae proved that D-solutions are 0 if Au €
L3 (R3). The quantity |Au][, ¢ has the same scaling with the known quantity ||Vu|z2.
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Seregin [I1] showed that v € LS(R3) N BMO™! also implies Liouville type theorem.
On the other hand, authors in [I] considered D-solutions in the slab R? x [~ 7] with
suitable boundary conditions and proved u = 0.

Recently, in [8], Kozono etc showed that if the vorticity w decays faster than |x|_§
at infinity, then D-solutions in R? are 0. However, to the best of our knowledge, there
is no known result for the a priori decay rate (at infinity) of a general D-solution or
vorticity in dimension three. This situation is different with axially symmetric case.
More precisely, in axially symmetric case, even though we still don’t know whether the
Liouville type theorem holds, we have the a priori decay estimate for velocity u and
vorticity w. In [3] and [6], the authors showed that the a priori decay rate is

Inr

(@) < C(0)2, Jwn(@)] < Or~ 687, Jwp(@)| + Jwa(a)| < Cr GO,

,
Here C' denotes a positive constant whose value may change from line to line. For a
positive number a, we denote a~ as a number smaller but close to a and a* a number
bigger but close to a. Recently, in [I], authors gave a simple proof for the decay rate
of u by using Brezis-Gallouet inequality [7] and improved the decay of w to

wo@) < OB (@) + (o)) < LD

ri r8

These results are “what we know” for axially symmetric D-solutions. In this paper,
we will show “what we need” to prove Liouville type theorem. Then we will know how
far it is from “what we know” to “what we need”. More specifically, we prove that if
velocity u decays like

ju(z)| < Cr=®"

or vorticity w decays like

then u = 0. We emphasize that this result doesn’t need the decay on z-direction. Also
we remark that we finished the result in April, 2018. Afterwards, we saw the paper by
Wang Wendong [12] in arXiv, who proved a similar result independently.

Throughout this paper, we will use z = (1, x9,23) or = (x1, %2, 2) to denote a
point in R3. Also, @’ = (1, 23) and r = |2/| = (22 + 22)2. A < B denotes there exists
a constant C' such that A < C'B holds. Now we are ready to state our main results.

Theorem 1.1. Let (u,p) be an azially symmetric solution of (LI)) with (L2) and
(L3). Suppose that u satisfies

¢ 2 ca<, (1.4)

lu(x)] < W, 3

uniformly for z, where ' = (x1,x3). Then u = 0.
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Theorem 1.2. Let (u,p) be an azially symmetric solution of (1)) with (L2) and
(C3). Let w =V x u be the vorticity. Suppose that w satisfies

C 2
< — .
lw(z)| < AT o)~ 3 <a<l, (1.5)

uniformly for z, where ' = (x1,x3). Then u = 0.

In the following sections, we will prove our main results. In section 2, the decay
estimate for pressure p is investigated. In section 3, we prove Theorem [l In section
4, we prove Theorem [[.2

2 Decay estimate for p

In this section, we study the decay estimate for pressure p. This will be an important
ingredient for the proof of Theorem [Tl In [5] Theorem X.5.1, Galdi proved that there
exists a constant py € R such that p(x) — py as * — oco. We know from the equation
that (u,p — po) is also a solution to (L)) if (u,p) is a solution. Thus, without loss of
generality, we assume that py = 0.

Lemma 2.1. Under the condition of Theorem [, we have the following estimate for
pressure p:

Cln(e+ |2']) 2

Ip(x)| < I - < <1, (2.1)

uniformly for z.

Proof. We will first derive an integral formula for p, that is
pla) =~ @)+ PV. [ 8,0,0@ ) () (). (22)

Actually, this formula can be found in many literatures, for example, [I0]. For the
completeness, we will give the proof here.
Note that p satisfies the following equation:

—Ap = 9;0;(ujuy). (2.3)
Fix z € R%. Let R> 1 and ¢ € C°(B(z,2R)) be the cut-off function satisfying

¢ =1in B(z, R);
$»=0in R3\B( 2R)' (2.4)
Vol < 5. [Vl < .

Multiplying ¢ in both sides of (23] and using
A(gp) = Apd + 2V - Vp + Adp,
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we know that

—A(¢p) = 0;05(wju;)p — 2V - Vp — Agp.

Let I'(x) = and do integration by parts, we see

4m | |
op(a) = [ T = 4)0,0,, (wuy)0)o(w)dy
- [T 0)29,00) - Vupw)ds ~ [ o - )80y
~(= glu() + PV. / 03,0, Tz = 1) ;) ()0(y) )
+2/a Tz — y)(us;)(y)y,0(y)dy (2.5)
+ [ T = ) () (5),0,,0(0)dy
+ [T =980ty +2 [ 9,00 =) Tolpdy

Let’s show the detail of the integration by parts. The key point here is I; contains
a singular integral since -
10,0, T (z —y)| < e
and thus is not integrable when y is close to . So we should be careful when doing
IBP (short for integration by parts). Here we only show how to get I; by IBP. Let
B(R) := B(x, R). The first IBP is to move 9,, to I':

/ D(x — 4)B,,0, (uitsy) (v) () dy
= hr% F(I - y)ayiayj (uluj>(y>¢(y>dy
7Y JB(2R)\B(e)

= lim( — Oy, I'(z — ayj U;Uj dy — 'z — ayj UiUj Oy, d
( /B@R)\B() (2 = )3 ) )0y — | ey T = 900 (005) ()2, 0(0)dy )

[ T =90, () nio)ds, (2.6
9B(2R)
— lim D@ =)0y, (uiuy) (y)nip(y)dsS, (2.7)

B(c)
=—/%Jm—w%mmmwww@—/f@—m%wmmm%wm@,

where n; = ﬁ’z:ﬂ is the i-th component of the outer normal vector of B(2R). In the

above, we have used the fact that (2.6]) equals 0 because of ¢ = 0 on IB(2R). In terms
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of (1), we have the following estimate:
| T 98, () @no)ds,
OB(e)
1
S [ s, max July)P
b

B [T =yl yean(o
1
€

<= € max |u(y)]* = 0ase—0.

y€IB(e)

Next we act the second IBP after which the singular integral will come out.

lim — 9y, (x — )0y, (uiu;) (y) o (y)dy
e B(2R)\B(e)
=i 0,0, '(x — iU d ayir - 1y ay' d
g%( /B oy 00 (= ) (usuy) (y) o (y)dy + /B — (& =) (ui;) (y) 9y, 0(y) y)
= [0 = ) )o)ds,
OB(2R)
+ lim 0y, I'(x — y)nj(uu;)(y)od(y)dS, (2.8)

e—0 8B(6)

= —glu@)?+ PV [ 0,0,06 — )0y + [ 2,7 = y)(us;) )0, 0()ds

where we have dealt with (2.8)) as follows.

lim 9y, L (x — y)n;(usuy) (y)o(y)dS,

=0 JaB(e)

i, s

= lim o = )2 = ) i) (S,

—— iy [ o (77 (w5 = ) [()(0) = () ()] a5,
g P [ e = s,

=J1 + Ja.

For J;, we know from the mean value inequality that

1

E1_1% T (i — yi)(z; — v5) [(uzu])(y) - (uiuj)(x)}dsy
e OB(e)

/BB( )(SL’i —yi)(x; — y;)V(wu;)(&)|z — yldS,

bt



. 3 2 _
<lim - —— e x dme max |V (uiug)(y)| = 0.

For J5, we need to consider two cases: @ # j and ¢ = j. When ¢ # j, according to the
symmetry of the function and the sphere, we have

/ (2 — i), — ;)dS,
9B(e)

- A/G@B(d} (@ = i) (5 — y;)dSy + ﬁyEE)B(e)} (i — wi)(x; — y;)dS,

{zi—y;>0} {®i—y;<0}

=0.

When i = j, we have, for each 1,

1
L urasi=g [ w—yPas, = T
dB(e) 3 0B(e)

Summing ¢ = 1, 2, 3 gives

2

’ uz(x) 1
2 : Uy o aN20Q 2
11—{% 4ret /aB(e)(IZ vi) S,y 3|u($)| '

i=1

Therefore,
- (wiuy) () 1 2
Jo = —11_{% T dnet aB(E)(Ii —yi)(x; — y;)dS, = —§|u(:v)| :

Let us then deal with I,.
L 8, — y) (i) (1), (y)dy
B(z,2R)—B(z,R)

C
< — B R B R m 2
~R3 |B(z, 2R) (z, B)| yeB(e 2R B(a.R) ()l

<C ma u(y)?.
- yGB(m,2R)§B(x,R) ‘ (y)‘

Since u — 0 when R — oo, we know I, — 0 when R — oco. Similarly, we can get
I; — 0 for i = 3,4,5 when R — oco. As a result, letting R — oo in both sides of (2.5)
gives (2.2]).

Now we will derive the decay rate of p by ([2.2]) under the assumption (L4]) by using
the method of Lemma 3.2 in [I]. It is easy to check that 9,0, I'(x —y) (i,j = 1,2,3)
is a Calderon-Zygmud kernel since it satisfies, for each i, j,

C C
10y, 0,1 (z = y)| < [Vy0y; 0,1 (x = y)| <

oz — y[*” @ — y]"



/ 0y, 0y, (v —y)dy =0 for all 0 < a < b < oo, (2.9)
a<|z—y|<b
Also, we know from (2.9) that
P.V./ 0y,0,,T'(x — y)dy = 0.
lz—y|<1
Now we decompose the integration in (Z2]) into three parts as follows.
p(z) = /| » 0y 0y, (@ — y) [(wiw;) () — (ugu;) ()] dy
w—y|<
-/ 0,0, T = ) ()
{lz—y[>1}N{|z'—y'|> 3}

+/‘ 9,0, T (& — ) (s, () dy
{le—y[>130{|2"—y/|<1}
:Il + 12 + [3.

We next estimate I; (i = 1,2, 3) one by one. For I, by using the mean-value inequality,
we have

L 5/{ Len 1040y, T (2 = )|l = ylIV (wir;) (€)|dy, [¢] € (min{lz], |y|}, max{|z], [y]})

5[ Ll — gl u(©)ldy

le—y|<1} |z —y3

1 1 1
’S/ 2dy ARY 67 —
fa—yl<y 12 =yl T A+ ED* (1 4 g
L1
T A [a])?e

where we have used the assumption (I.4]) and the a priori estimate for Vu in axially
symmetric case. Actually, from [I], [3] and [6], we know that

V' (2)] + |V ()] S |21,
Vil ()| < |75

For I, we have

1 1
L dy
{a—y>1n{z—y> 1y 12— yP (T4 [y'])%

1 o0 1
< -
Qo—yiznynge—yi=2y (LY ) (2" = y/| + 25 — ys))?



1 1
S dy’
/{xf_yfz%} (L+ [y'])* 2" = y'[?
1 1

:<Axf—y'>;}+ vy {|m'—y'z%})(1+|y/|)2a|x/_yf|2
(RS S T Ve B RS (M ES TR

=I5 + Iz + Io3.

dy’

For Iy, |y'| > 2|2’| means that |2 — /| ~ |¢/|. Thus,

1
I 5/  __
{122y (1 [y])2F2

> 1
. /2| / Wrdr (need a > 0)
1

< -
~ (1 far])>e

For I, 5|2'| < |y/| < 2|2/| means that |2/ — y/| < 3|2’|. Thus,

1 1
Iy ,5/ dy'
(<le—y|<sleny @ —y2 7 (L [2'])%

3|:c’| 1 1
< —rdr—
~L 2 )

2
In(e + |2/|)

e S
(LA [2])*e

For I, [y/| < 3|2/| means that |2/ — /| ~ |2/|. Thus,
1 o1

I S 1 dy
~ Kla'=v'[=25} (1 + y'|)2 1+ [2])?
{|y'|s%\x'|}( v']) (1+ [2'])

'l

_ 3le 1 ; 1
NA I+ r2= "0+ )2
<
S a2

(need av < 1)

Combining the estimate of 51, I and I3, we have
/
L < 1n(e+|x|)_
(1 + [2'])>
For I3, we have

1 1
I3 < d
8~ flle—y>1) lz —y|2 (1 + |y/|)2 Y

{le'—y'1<3}




1 1

S {|lez—ys|>2} I oyl _ 3dy )2
o} (| — o/ + 5 — ys])® 7 (1+ |2'])
{lo'—y/|<L}
1 1

5/ / dy’dy3

{les—ysl> 23 Jw—y1<ty (127 = Y|+ |os — ys])? (1 + [a'])2e
<71 .
~ (1 |ar])2e

Combining the estimate of I, Iy and I3, we get the decay estimate (Z1]) for p. O

3 Proof of Theorem I.1]

In this section, we will prove Theorem [I.11
Proof of Theorem[L 1. Let n(¢) € C2°(R) be the cut-off function satisfying
n(€) =1, if [§| < 1;

n(§) =0, if [§] > 2;
0<n( <1.

Define ¢(x) = 77('%') where R > 1 is a large number. Let By := B(0, R), then we have

C C
V| < ik V2| < iz

supp ¥ = Bag, supp V¢ = Bsp \ Bg.

Multiplying w1, integrating over R? in (LI)) and doing integration by parts, we have

/\Vu|2¢dx: %/|u|2Awdx+/pu~V¢dx+%/\uﬁu-Vqﬁdm
- K1 +K2 +K3

(3.1)

We are now going to show K; — 0 as R — oo for i = 1,2, 3.
First, for Ky, by Holder inequality, we have

1
Kl 5 [ luPavds
Bar\Br

| } :
,5—2(/ \u\de)3</ dx>3
R BQR\BR BZR\BR

1

S (/ |u|6dzv> ’
Bar\Br

By Sobolev embedding, we know u € L5(R?). Thus K; — 0 when R — cc.




Next, in terms of K5, one has

Kol = [ pueveds
Bar\Br

< / Ipl[ul| Vo |da
Byr\Br

- / Ipl ]|V d,
Byr\Br

where 0 < € < 1 is a number to be chosen later. By Holder inequality, we get

K| < / ol ] =l | Vbl d
Bar\

6—¢

1 N
si([ ) T (f
BQR\BR BQR\BR

Egd:ﬂ) °
1 6 o §
si( [ llapoan) T (i)
BQR\BR BQR\BR
If one can choose € such that

—~ 1 6
Bomg( [ ol
R Bar\Br

holds, then Ky — 0 as R — oo due to the fact u € L°(R?). We claim that such e do
exist. Actually, from the assumption (L4) and Lemma 2] we have

6—¢

edx) " <c (3.2)

6—¢

2R ln (e + T) 1 s 6
= " raraz)
2 NR / / D (1 n T)a(l_e) rdrdz

2R —e
lnR / / o= rdrdz)
(1+r)“ =

,sR—%1nR(/2 (14 r)i-o%= dr)6€
0

For any fixed « € (2, 1), choose € = e(a) such that

6(63__;) <1, (3.3)

11—«

then (3:2)) holds. In fact, if 1 — a% = —1, then

K: <R 6lnR(nR)s <C.

If 1 — a9 < 1 then

Ko SR EMRRT +1)% <R $WmR<C.
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Consequently, from (3.3]), we can choose € satisfying

3(3ax — 2)
3a—1

} (3.4)

0 < e < min{1,

to guarantee (3.2) and thus obtain Ky — 0.
Finally, we deal with K3 by using the same method with K. Indeed,

1
|ﬁ@|:y¢/ [ulu - Visdo
2 Bar\Br

1

<l / |V |de
2 Byr\Br
1

5 [ kvl
Byr\Br

Here we choose the same e with Ky, ie., € = e(«a) satisfy (34). Then by Hoélder
inequality, one has

1

Kol <g [l vl
Bar\Br
6—¢

1 €
se([ o wrta) ([ e
R Byr\Br Bar\Br
1 c
sp( [ wran) ([ et
R Byr\BRr Bap\Br

According to the assumption (L4), one has

6—¢

— 1
Bomp ([ puieotan) ”
R Bar\BRr

1 2R 2R 1 6—c
§§</ / — rdrdz)
—2R Jo (1 + r)a 6—c
R

€

2 - 6-c
,SR—%(/ (L) =)
0

Similarly to K, one can show K3 < C under (B.4]) and thus obtain K3 — 0 as R — oo.
Let R — oo in both sides of ([B1), we get

/ Vul? =0,
R3

which gives u = 0.
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4 Proof of Theorem

In this section, we will prove Theorem [[L21 The main idea is to show (L4)) holds from
the assumption (L5l

Lemma 4.1. Let (u, p) be a solution of three dimensional Navier-Stokes equations (IL1))
with ([L2)) and (L3)). Let w be the vorticity. Suppose that w satisfies

C
w(z)| < Ot )P 1<fp<2, (4.1)
uniformly for z. Then u satisfies
C
< — .
)| < T (12)

uniformly for z.

Remark 4.2. We remark that in Lemma [L]], there is no restriction that solutions
should be axially symmetric.

Proof. We know from V-« =0 and —Au =V x (V x u) — V(V - u) that
—Au=V X w.

Let ¢ be the cut-off function defined by (2.4]). A similar calculation as in the proof of
Lemma 2.1l shows that

oula) = [ T =), x w(@)ol)dy
- [ 20 =900 - Vyutw)dy — [ Tla = 9B ul)dy

(4.3)
= [V~ 9) x wln) oy~ Do~ y)ly) % V,0()dy
+ /r(g; = ¥)Ayo(y)u(y)dy + 2 / VI'(z —y) - Vyo(y)uly)dy.
Let R — oo in both sides of (£3]), we derive
ula) == [ 9,1~ 9) x wl)dy. (4.4

Now we will use (£4) to prove the decay of u under the assumption (4I)). The
method we use here is similar with [§]. The difference is that we will first integrate
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over y3 and get an estimate for u in terms of an integral over 3" instead of y. In fact,

according to (A4]), we know that
1
o)l [ )l
R3 |$ y\
1 1
S 7y
/RS lz =yl (1 + Iy’l)
/ / 2 | 2 dys /
R2 oo|f€—y| (563—?13) (1+\ \)
dy’
/R2 |2/ —y\(1+\y\)

We decompose the right hand side of (AH]) into three parts as follows.

1 1
u(x ,S/ dy'
NS Jo =TT

1 1
S —l—/ +/ dy
</sc'—y'|<2' Bl lar—y<sler| Jajer<lar—y ) 12— YT L+ 1Y)

=L+ 1+ Is.

Let’s deal with I;(i = 1,2, 3) one by one.
For Iy, |#' — /| < 12 I implies 5 2l <y < 3|x o Y| = |«'|. Thus

1 1
]1 5/ dy/
-y <2t |2 =y (1 + |y'])P
1 / Y
laY) 71 1 J\R T, y
T+ 10D Sy =y

|’ |
1 2 ]
S “rd
”(I+MWBA e
1

A )t

For I, ‘w—;' < |z" —y'| < 3|2'| implies |y/| < 4|2'|. Thus

1 1
[2 5/ dy,
‘xT/‘<\x’—y’\<3\x’| |LL’/ - y/‘ (1 + ‘y/|>ﬁ
1 1

< T dy
| Sy < (L4 [Y])P
1 4|
< ] (14 7r)Prdr (need B < 2)
0
1

D —
N
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For I3, |2/ — /| > 3|2'| implies |y/| > 2|z'| and ‘yT/' < |z’ —v| < %y/‘, e, |2 =] = |y

Thus
1 1
I3 5/ dy’
o=yl 12 =] (L4 [y'])?
1 1
S = dy
/|y’>2gc’| /[ (L+[y'])?
< / (1+7)""trdr (need g > 1)
2|’
< 1
ST
By the estimate of I;(i = 1,2, 3), we get the desired estimate (4.2)). O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[L2 1t follows from Lemma 1] and (I3]) that (I4]) holds. Then by
Theorem [T}, we get the conclusion in Theorem [T2] O
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