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A regularity criterion at one scale without pressure for suitable
weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations

Yanqing Wang? Gang Wu' and Daoguo Zhou!

Abstract

In this paper, we continue our work in [15] to derive e-regularity criteria at one
scale without pressure for suitable weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations. We
establish an e-regularity criterion below of suitable weak solutions, for any § > 0,

// |u|g+5dajdt <e.
Q)

As an application, we extend the previous corresponding results concerning the im-
provement of the classical Caffarelli-Kohn—Nirenberg theorem by a logarithmic factor.
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1 Introduction

We focus on the following incompressible Navier-Stokes equations in three-dimensional space

(1.1)

ur — Au+u-Vu+ VII =0, divu =0,
ult=0 = uo,

where u stands for the flow velocity field, the scalar function II represents the pressure. The
initial velocity ug is divergence free.

One important regularity criterion of suitable weak solutions of (1.1) is the following
one due to [20, 21]: there exists an positive universal constant € such that u € L>(Q(1/2))
provided the following conditions is satisfied

// lul® + \H!gdazdt <e. (1.2)
Q)
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This e-regularity criterion plays an important role in the study of the Navier-Stokes equa-
tions (see, e.g., [7, 14, 16, 22, 25, 29] and the references therein). In [20, page 8], the authors
gave a comment on regular criterion (1.2):“ the bootstrapping enables to lower the expo-
nent in the smallness condition from 3 to % + d(at the cost of having to use smallness at
all scales).” Indeed, Gustafson, Kang and Tsai in [12] established the following e-regularity
criterion at all scales

sup // |u|%dxdt <e. (1.3)
0<r<1 Q(r)
We refer the reader to [12, 28] for other kind of e-regularity criteria in terms of the velocity,

the vorticity, the gradient of the vorticity at all scale. Kukavica [18] proposed three questions
regarding regularity criterion (1.2). In particular, the second issue is that whether regularity
criterion (1.2) holds for the exponent less than 3. Recently, Guevara and Phuc [I1] first
answered this question via establishing the regularity criteria below

lwll z2r2a 1)) + 1M Lra@ay <& 3/¢+2/p=7/2 with1<q<2. (1.4)

Subsequently, in the spirit of [1 1], the authors in [13] further generalized Guevara and Phuc’s
results by proving

ullraoy) + 1Ml @ay <& 1<2/p+3/qg<2,1<p, q< oo, (1.5)

The third question posed by Kukavica is that the pressure can be removed in (1.2). In this
direction, Wolf [31] successfully proved the following regularity criterion via introducing

local pressure projection
// lul3dxdt < e.
Q)

Furthermore, in [3], Chae and Wolf studied Liouville type theorems for self-similar
solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations by proving e-regularity criteria

3
sup / lulfdx <e, = <q<3. (1.6)
~1<t<0.JB(1) 2
Developing the technique as in [3, 31], the authors in [15] obtained e-regularity condition

// [u? 7 dadt < e. (1.7)

Inspired by the comment to (1.2) mentioned above, Kukavica’s questions and recent progress
(1.4)-(1.7), we try to prove the following result

Theorem 1.1. Let the pair (u,II) be a suitable weak solution to the 3D Navier-Stokes
system (1.1) in Q(1). For any ¢ > 0, there exists an absolute positive constant ¢ such that

if u satisfies
// lul2 Fodzdt < e, (1.8)
Q)

then, u € L>(Q(1/16)).

Remark 1.1. This theorem is an improvement of corresponding results in (1.4)-(1.6).



An outline of the proof for Theorem 1.1 is as follows. In the first step, following the path

of [3, 15, 31], one establishes the Caccioppoli type inequalities just in terms of u via the
local energy inequality (2.2)(see Section 2 for more notations and details). As mentioned
in [3, 31, 32], the advantage of local energy inequality (2.2) removed the non-local effect

of the pressure term. However, as stated in [15], the cost of local energy inequality (2.2)
without non-local pressure is that the velocity field w is lack of the kinetic energy ||ul|oc.2.
As observed in [15], v = u+ VII}, enjoys all the energy, namely, ||v|| ;2 and ||v]| 212, where
I1;, is a harmonic function. However, since v depends on the radius r, one can not construct
iteration in terms of v. This leads to the main difficulty in construction of Caccioppoli type
inequality. The key point is the full application of u = v — V1I; and absorbtion of v in the
right hand side by the left hand in local energy inequality (2.2). Compared with the proof
in [15], we need to absorb more than one v in the right hand side by the left hand in local
energy inequality (2.2). After carefully choosing the suitable text function in (2.2) together
with the interpolation inequality (2.9), we can treat the term [[ |v[3¢??~!(see Section 3
for more notations and details). Since IIy meets Ally = —divdiv(u ® u), a natural method
is using the representation of Il to bound [f L%~ |vp?|. Indeed, to the knowledge of
the authors, it is worth remarking that we will utilize the representation of Ily with the
test function rather than the pressure only used in all previous work. This guarantees that
the representation of Il and the integration domain in this term is consistent. This is of
independent interest. Then we obtain the desired Caccioppoli type inequalities (1.12).

In the second step, we use Caccioppoli type inequalities (1.12) and induction arguments
developed in [1, 3, 15, 23, 27] to prove Theorem 1.1. In contrast with the previous argument,
it should be noted that there exist two difficult terms to bound in local energy inequality
(2.2) since the integration of time in (1.8) is just 54'725(See (4.3) for more details). The

first one is ffrz i} B, [pv @ VII, : V2I1},, which will be bounded by the introduction of new
ko
quantity in (4.24) in induction arguments. To control the second one firz i) p, Hav- V(T¢),
ko
we decompose Il into two parts (see (4.11)-(4.12)) and make use of Lemma 2.3 to obtain

the desired estimates.

Next we turn attention to the Caccioppoli type inequality, For the reader’s convenience,
before we formulate our proposition, we recall the known results proved in [3, 15, 32],
respectively,

”UHig,gQ(% + [ VulZ, @y = Cllullsoay + Cllullisay- (1.9)
3
2 2 2¢—3 3
U + ||Vu <C’u +C 7 , —<qg<3, (1.10
lull” s 5% o0l IVl o | H ,q(Q(l)) [Ju HL oy 2 (1.10)
2 < 2 4
0l 5 4 + ¥l gy <Clhl g+ Cllll g (1)

Proposition 1.2. Assume that u is a suitable weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equations,
3/2<2/p+3/q<2 withp>2,q>12/5. Then we have, for any R > 0,

HU||L26(Q )+ ||VUHL2(Q g)) 112)
<CR* [ull2r00(m)) (g T CRaT ”“”Lw Q(R)’
_ 2
where o = %Jr%



We present two application of new e-regularity criterion (1.8) without pressure at one
scale. This is in part motivated by recent works [24, 30], where the authors found that at
one scale it is useful to establish new e-regularity criterion to obtain better box dimension
and the improvement of the classical Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg theorem by a logarithmic
factor. Box dimension (Minkowski dimension) is a widely used fractal dimension(see Section
5 for the definition). The relationship between Hausdorff dimension and box dimension is
that the former is less than the latter (see e.g. [3]). More information on box dimension
can be found in [8]. Making use of Theorem 1.1 and following the path of [16, 29], one can
derive that the (upper) box dimension of the singular points set S is at most 37/30(~ 1.23).
This improves the previous box dimension of § obtained in [16, 18, 19, 25, 29]. We leave the
proof to the interested author. Indeed, the proof is simple than that of [13, 16, 23, 29] owing
to e-regularity criterion (1.8) without pressure holds at one scale. Finally, we are concerned
with the improvement of the Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg theorem by a logarithmic factor. In
[1], Choe and Lewis introduced the generalized Hausdorff measure A(S,r(log(e/r))?) (for
the detail, see Section 6) and proved that

A(S,r(log(e/r))?) =0(0 < o < 3/44). (1.13)

(1.13) with ¢ = 0 reduces to the celebrated Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg theorem for the
three-dimensional time-dependent Navier-Stokes system. Recently, there are some efforts
to improve the bound of ¢ in (1.13). ¢ is bounded by 1/6 by Choe and Yang in [5]. Later,
Ren, Wang and Wu [24] improved the bound of o to 27/113. Inspired by the new e-regularity
criterion (1.8), we have the following result

Theorem 1.3. Let S stand for the set of all the potential interior singular points of suitable
weak solutions to (1.1) and 0 < o < 4/11. There holds

A(S,r(log(e/r))?) = 0.

Remark 1.2. Theorem 1.3 is an improvement of the known corresponding results in [4, 5, 24].

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we start with the
details of Wolf’s the local pressure projection W, o and recall the definition of local suitable
weak solutions due to [31, 32]. Then, we establish some auxiliary lemmas. The Caccioppoli
type inequality (1.12) is derived in Section 3. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Theorem
1.1. Finally, we consider the improvements on Caffarelli-Kohn—Nirenberg theorem by a
logarithmic factor in Section 5

Notations: Throughout this paper, we denote

B(z,p) = {y € R®|[x — y| < p}, B(p) == B(0, p), B() := B(xo, p),
Q(:Evt’M) = B(:Ev :u) X (t - M27t)7 Q(lu’) = Q(0707lu’)7 @(:u) = Q(l‘07t07:u)7
TR = Q_k, Bk = B(T‘k), @k = Q(rk)

For p € [1, o], the notation LP((0, T'); X) stands for the set of measurable functions on the
interval (0, T') with values in X and ||f(¢,-)||x belongs to LP(0, T'). For simplicity, we write

[ fllzraey) = 1fllor(=r2,0:LaBGry)y and ([ fllr@ey) = 1flrr@er)-
We also denote
E(p) = p Hullf ez, Belw) = 1 IVullfz (g
Ep(ﬂ) pr 5”uHLP Q) Jp(ﬂ) 2p 5HVUHLP(Q (W)



In addition, denote the average of f on the set Q by f. For convenience, f, represents
TB(T,) and ﬁBk is denoted by IIj. |Q| represents the Lebesgue measure of the set €. For
exponent p € [1,00), we define the Holder conjugate p* through the relation 1/p* =1—1/p.
We will use the summation convention on repeated indices. C'is an absolute constant which
may be different from line to line unless otherwise stated in this paper.

2 Preliminaries

We begin with the Wolf’s local pressure projection Wy : W=1P(Q) — W=LP(Q) (1 <p <
o). More precisely, for any f € W~1P(Q), we define W, o(f) = VII, where II satisfies
(2.1). Let Q be a bounded domain with 99 € C!. According to the LP theorem of Stokes
system in [0, Theorem 2.1, p149], there exists a unique pair (u,IT) € W1P(Q) x LP(2) such
that

—Au+VII=f, divu =0, ulgg =0, /Hd:E:O. (2.1)
Q
Moreover, this pair is subject to the inequality

lullwre@) + Ml ze@) < Clfllw-120)-

Let VII = Wy o(f) (f € LP(Q)), then |[II|[zrq) < C||flLr(q), where we used the fact that
LP(Q) — W~1P(). Moreover, from AIl = div f, we see that ||VII|| o) < C([|fllr) +
1Tl r ) < CllfllLr(q2)- Now, we present the definition of suitable weak solutions of Navier-
Stokes equations (1.1).

Definition 2.1. A pair (u, IT) is called a suitable weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equa-
tions (1.1) provided the following conditions are satisfied,

(1) we L(=T, 0; L*(R3%)) N L*(—T, 0; H'(R®)), Il € L3/2(=T, 0; L**(R?));
(2) (u, II) solves (1.1) in R® x (=T, 0) in the sense of distributions;

(3) The local energy inequality reads, for a.e. t € [=T,0] and non-negative function
¢z, s) € C3°(R* x (~T,0)),

t
/ v|?p(x, t)da +/ / |Vfu‘2¢(a:, s)dxds
B(r) —T JB(r)

t t
< / / w2 (A + Oy¢)dads + / / [v|?u - Vdsds
-7 JB(r) =T JB(r)

t t t
+ / p(u @ v : VI,)dzds + / oIl v - Vodrds + / oIlov - Vodzds.
—T JB(r) —T JB(r) -T

B(r)
(2.2)
Here, VII;, = —W, pr)(u), VIIi = W, gr)(Au), VIl = —W, gg)(u - Vu), v =
u + V1. In addition, VI, VII; and VIly meet the following facts
VIl ze(B(r)) < CllullLeB(r)) (2.3)
1T z2(B(r)) < ClIVullL2(B(R)); (2.4)
IMall sz (emyy < Clllall Loz pry)- (2.5)

5



We list some interior estimates of harmonic functions Ak = 0, which will be frequently
utilized later. Let 1 < p,q < oo and 0 < r < p, then, it holds

3

Cra
VPRl Loy < W”}IHLP(B@)); (2.6)

p—r)?

3
_ C’r§+1 _

A — hellLa(Bery) < Wﬂh — hyllLaB(p))- (2.7)

p—r)a

The proof of (2.6) rests on the mean value property of harmonic functions. This together
with mean value theorem leads to (2.7). We leave the details to the reader.

For reader’s convenience, we recall an interpolation inequality. For each 2 < | < o0
and 2 < k < 6 satisfying % + % = %, according to the Holder inequality and the Young
inequality, we know that

2
HuHlek(Q( < CHuHLoolz(Q ||uHL26 (Q(w)
2
1

< CHu”Loo2(Q yUlell e 2@y + VUl 2@y
< C(lJullpe2 @) + VUl L2g(u))- (2.8)

Lemma 2.1. Let 1 <2/p+3/¢<2,1<p, q<o00and a= 5 There is an absolute

+3-

3
Y

constant C such that

o o (8—a)/2
”UH%B(Q(p)) < cp 1>/2H“”Lp,q(Q(p (HU”Looz(Q + Hvu”m(@ )> : (2.9)
Remark 2.1. Lemma 2.1 is obtained in [13]. Here we present a different proof from that in
[13]. New proof allows one to apply it to more general case.

Proof. We denote
m=(3-a)(2)"n=(3-a)

Q|

)
Thanks to the Holder inequality, we find that
Il

= e e <l u? |

LaaH L2a2a

< [ull Eo.a llullFih-
Using the latter inequality, the Holder inequality, and (2.8), we infer that
[ullFs < [lull Lmn oy 1u®u? = e e

< Ml 3o oy I1llTr0

< Cp3lad) /2||uHLP a(Q(p ||U‘ L2< 28 ()

(a— (3—a)/2
< Co Ol (Il ey + IVuloey) - (210)

This completes the proof. O

In additon, we recall two well-known iteration lemmas.



Lemma 2.2. [/, Lemma V.3.1, p.161] Let 1(s) be a bounded nonnegative function in the
interval [r, R]. Assume that for every o,p € [r,R] and o < p we have

I(o) < Ai(p— o)™ + As(p — o) + A3 + UL (p)

for some non-negative constants Ay, As, A3, non-negative exponents ay > oo and a param-
eter £ € [0,1). Then there holds

I(r) < clar, O)[AL(R — 1)~ + Ay(R — 1)™°2 + Ag].

The following lemma is a generalization of corresponding result in [3] (see [3, Lemma
2.9, p.558)).

Lemma 2.3. Let f € LI(Q(1)) with =5 > ¢ > 1 and 0 < ro < 1/2. Suppose that for all
(x0,t0) € Q(1/2) and 7o <7 < 5
I.f _7B(r)||Lp,q(Q(r)) <Cr'. (2.11)

Let VI = Wy g1)(V - f). Then for all (zo,t0) € Q(1/2) and ro <r < 3, it holds

_2)

T — 115

) lzra@ey = €77

Proof. In view of the definition of pressure projection W, p(1), we know that

Il Lasay < CIf = Famyllasay- (2.12)

We introduce a cut-off function ¢(x) such that ¢(z) =1,z € B(¥),¢(z) =0,z € Be(r).
Note that
All = divWW, p1)(V - f).

We split II into two part II = II(y) + II(3), where

Allyy = —=divWy pa) (V - [0(f = f ()]s

which follows from that 3
AH(Q) =0,z € B(37‘/4).

Thanks classical Calderén-Zygmund theorem, we have

||H( 1_[( HLq § Cllf —?g(r)HLq(B(r))-
This and hypothesis (2.11) yield
M) 1_[(1 ”Lp 9Oy = Cr'. (2.13)

The interior estimates of harmonic functions (2.7) and the triangle inequality guarantee
that, for § < 1/2, we have

/~ |H(2 H(2 |qd$
B(0r)

C(r9)3+q/

(5T JB@/2) M ~He) 5 ol

<Cp3+a / [T~ T, ) |de + / My~ T3y g 1
B(r/2) B(r/2)

7



We derive from the latter inequality and (2.13) that

- 341 i T
T2y = TI2) g gy lzra@ory) < €O T =T, i llLra(ry2y) + O
With the help of the triangle inequality again, (2.13) and the last inequality, we infer that

L — T, ra(or)
<My = 1) g gy lma@eony + 1) = Tz gy lloa(@eor)
3 _
<Cr7 4+ COTI =T, ) [l Lra(Qiry2) + C77

34 i T
<Cfq ”H_HB(T)HLM(Q(T’)) +Cr7,
where we used the fact that [|g — Gl ser)) < Cllg — ellLip(ry) With 1> 1.

Now, thanks to % + 1 > 7, invoking iteration Lemma 2.2 and (2.12), we see that

L = Mgl zra(@eryy < CrTII =Tz gy llzra(ayz)) + Cr7

<COr\If = Feayllra@ay + Cr7
<Cr’.

This completes the proof of this lemma. O

To prove Theorems 1.3, we need the following result.

Proposition 2.4. [2/] Let S stand for the set of all the potential interior singular points
of suitable weak solutions to (1.1) and T be defined in Lemma 6.2. Then, there holds, for
0<o< TL-H’

A(S,r(log(e/r))?) = 0.

3 Caccioppoli estimate

This section contains the proof of Proposition 1.2. Proposition 1.2 turns out to be a corollary
of the following proposition.

Proof of Proposition 1.2. Consider 0 < R/2 < r < % < # < p < R. Let ¢(z,t)

be non-negative smooth function supported in Q(#) such that ¢(x,t) = 1 on Q(Lﬁp)’
V6] < C/lp— 1) and [V26] +1019] < C/(p — 1)?.

Let VII;, = W, p(,)(u), then, there holds
VI Lra(qey) < CllullLraqp)) (3.1)
Ml 2@ < ClIVullLz@). 3.2)
< 2



By virtue of interior estimate of harmonic function (2.6) and (3.1), we conclude that

£2))
S5a—4 5a—4
C Cp 2a Cp 2 (3.4)
< 5|Vl 222(Qee)) < 5 | VITa | (@) < 5 ||l Lra@o)
(p—r)2 (p—r)2 (p—r)2
| 12))
Sa—4 S5a—4
C Cp 2= Cp 2= (3.5)
S5 VIl 22 = 5 [ VIl 2ra(@o) < 5 llullzra@e:
(p—r1)2 (p—r)2 (p—r)2
VIR 20 g 2))
3 13a—8 13a—8
Cp1 Cp 1a Cp 1a (3.6)
< 5 IVl 222 (Qe)) < 5 [IVILl| oo (eon € ——z lullzra@i)-
(p—r)2 (p—r1)2 (p—r1)2
We define g = —1 and choose ¢?? as the non-negative function in the local energy

inequality to get

[ el wnde s [[ (96 s)dods
B("3") Q"5

<< v o[2|ul¢?8 !
o7 Lo " T o w»"'
+// PPluew: V2Hh\+ // T 0|27~ !
Q(=E2)
C _
——————(/]/ ,¢° 1Hv¢ﬁ\
(0 =7) JJqte)
— I+ T+ IIT+1V +V. (3.7)

By means of the triangle inequality, (3.1) and the Holder inequality, we see that

S5a—4
|’U|2 < |u|2 + |VHh|2 < OP o Hu||2Lp,q Qp)) (3'8)
o(zte) 20) (Q(p)
2

which implies that

C S5a—4
P 4
I < WHUHL%Q(Q(p))

It is obvious that

[o2¢* o — VL |

)m%%*+&WWMWmJ
P

“(p—1)JJog
~ C 3 B(3—a) C 2811, 12|V
(p_m/éwh4¢ 47;;5/Lw¢ o2V T

=01, + IT, (3.9)




where the fact 28 — 1 — (3 — a) = 0 is used.

Utilizing similar argument as in proof of (2.9) in Lemma 2.1 and the Young inequality,
we write

C  3a-1)2 8 (3-a)/2
R i ey (uw 2@y + 19082200 )
C
< mﬂ HUHLM @) T 32 <HU¢BH%M,2(Q(,})) + ||V(U¢B)||%2(Q(p))>-

Invoking the Holder inequality, (3.4), (3.8) and the Young inequality, we obtain

I, <

C
9 106 || ooz 0] 22 | VIR | 2.0

(p
C C
= 32 HU¢ HLOO 2 + (p—r1)2 ”U”%M (p—r)? ”vnh”szvz(Q(P))

1 C 10a—8
— llwef|2 T
< 32HU¢ 7002 + (p—1)p ||uHLp,q(Q(p))- (3.10)

Arguing in the same manner as in (3.9), we infer that

_ 2800, .2
IIT //Q(p)qs (v = VII;) @ v : V2II)

< / / 2802 VTI, | + / / 2 ][ VI, || VT,
Q(p) Q(p)

=111+ 11,
From the Holder inequality, Young’s inequality and (3.5), (3.8), we see that
7L <cuu¢/3|ym2|yv|yL2,2Hv?nh”p,w

lve? 2 ?
_32HU¢ ||Lo<>2 (Q(52)) + CHUHLZQ(Q(TJ”)))HV HhHL2 (Q("52))
C

09 2+ CllolZs o=yl VIklz22 00

_32
Cp 10a—8

e e (3.11)

Similarly, we have
11T, <0Hv¢ﬁHLoo2HVHhHL2»2HV2HhIIL2m
log? |2

)+ C||VIL,|% Hvzﬂh”

—32 L22(Q(™42))
C
Iéj 2 2
—3_2”1}(;S ||L°<>v2 + CHVHhHLZ? (,0 — ,r,)5 ||VHh||L2,2(Q(p))
10a—8
Cp =
—3_2”?1@55”@0,2 + 7(,0 ) HUH%p,q(Q(p)). (3.12)
As a consequence, we have
10a—8
2 C,O e
3112
IIT < 3—2||U¢ 17002 + WHUHLM Qo))" (3.13)

10



In light of Holder’s inequality, (3.2), (3.8) and Young’s inequality, we deduce that

C
v é ﬁ ||H1 erp))
1
< ( )2H olf? + gl 1220
= ( )2H olf? 1—6||VUH%2(Q(,)))
Cp5aa74

1 2

2
7@ )2 HUHLp,q(Q(p))
To proceed further, we denote = ¢%~1. The fact 9;0;I1y = —0;0j(u;u;) and Leibniz’s
j j
formula allow us to get

0;0; (Hgn) = —naiaj (u]uz) + 2&'?7(92'1_[ + Haﬁm.
Integrating by parts, we have

nlly(x) =T * (—10;0;(uju;) + 200,115 + 1120;0;m)
= — 0;0;T  (n(uju;))
+ 20;T" * (0jn(uju;))+20;I" x (O;nlly) (3.15)
—I'% (0;0jnu;u;) — T % (9;0;m1ly)
=:I19; (x) + Mg (x) + Mag(x),

By Young’s convolution inequality, setting 7 = 5q 12 > 0, we arrive at

C T
a2 < - P

(Il s+ )y s )

Cp™
< — HU”%z,q

2(p—2)
<l
< O il 3.16)
Likewise,
s (@)l < @(f—iy(|rH2\\Ll,g ) )
el
< Pl (3.17)
Note that

11



Hence, some integrations by parts ensure that

H21 = —aiajl“ * [T](Uﬂ)j -

(VIp)i(v);

+ (VIL): (VIL); = (0)i(VT1a);

= —aiajl“ * |:’I7(U2"L)j):| + 282-83»1“* [n(VHh)i(v)j] - 82'8]{‘ * |: (VHh) (VHh) :|
=:IIo11 + 212 + o13.

It is clear that

[v¢?|(|Ta11 | + [Marz| + [Mays| + Maa| + [Tas))

=Vi+Vo+V3+Vy+ Vs

To bound I'V7, the classical Calderén-Zygmund theorem allows us to argue as the deduction

of (2.9) to obtain that

V1 <

<

C
(p)

B113—
(p )HU¢ H (3 a)(B)*,3-a)(L )*(Q(

+ 55 (1067 B + 1908 Bagaqen )

C

IN

(p—r)a-T

where we used the Young inequality and the fact that 5 —1 — (2 — «)

Likewise, we get

C
— (06" || .2 ool 2

Va

IA

IA

IN

IN

| /\

128

Similarly, we get

Vs <

<

/\

/\

=3 P ”U”Lp 9(Q(p))

@HQS

C
(p—r) 1067 ll L (o) T2t | v e

1067 || Lmn oy 0™ (097 )2~ 1P| e e

|| Zp.a

C
— 067 |02 In(VITA)i(v) 1102
C

HwﬁllmozHVHhHLZ»mHn(U)jHLm

|2 + sVl 2 | VIR 2,00

_C

(p—r1)
10a—8

Cp o

P2 + m”“”fzxq(@(p))-

C
— T||U¢B||Loo»2||ﬂ213||L1,2

|’U¢BHL°<>’2”VHh”2L2,4

C
=772 IV 17 2.0
13a—8
P
WHUH%WP

12

(3.18)

=0.

(3.19)

(3.20)



Combining the Holder inequality and (3.16) ensures that

C
Vi < Bl ooz ||IT ,
4_p_7,H’U¢ ooz T2l 1.2

C 9378
p 2« 2
< Al poor2 ——— ,
< g1 z(p_r)zuunm
9a—8
Cp a
< X 0|12 02 + ——||u||3pa. 3.21

Arguing as in the proof of the last inequality, we deduce that

Vs < 067 || oo 2 || TTag | 1.2

C
(p—r)
1l1la—8

Cp 2a
”WBHLooﬂm”UH%p»q

Cp e
< —|¢70]| 702 + WHUH%M'

IN

11a—8

We derive from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (3.8) that

// V (vg?) P dxds <2 // \Vo|?¢?P dads + B2 // IVo|?|v|?p?P~ 2da;ds>

<2// Vol ¢2ﬁdxds+( )2|y Wiy (3.22)

Inserting all these estimates into (2.2) and using (3.22), we conclude that

sup / \vqﬁﬁ\zdaz—k// |V(’U¢6)‘2d$d7'
—p?<t<0J B(p) Q(p)

5a—4
Cp «
(Hwﬁllmm(@ +IV©0I)Z200) )+7(p_7,)2|’u“%1’»‘1(@(ﬁ))

10a—8

C Cp [eY 4 1 9
+ —(p B T) az P H ”Lp 1(Q(p)) + 7(/) — 7’)5 HUHLp,q(Q(p)) + 1_6HVUHL2(Q(p))
1308 9a-8 1la-8
Cp C,O @ 4 CPT 4
+ e ey + 7 —alllline + s el

This in turn implies

sup / lvgP |2 dm+// (v¢6)|2dxd7'
—p2<t<0 J B(p)

Cp5a 4

WHU’”LPQ Q)+ (72/7 HUHLM Q(p)

C 10a—8 1

p @

+ 7([) E ||U\|Lp a@Q(p) T 1—6||VUH%2(Q(,>))

13a—8 9a—8 11aa—8
Cp = P

P« 4 4 “ 4
+ _771)8||UHLP’Q(Q(p)) + WHUHLM + WHUHLm- (3.23)

(p

13



The interior estimate of harmonic function (2.6) and (3.1) implies that

1
Crs3? 9
ootV hlizae
C’p%

2
< o = e

VIR 220 <

With the help of the triangle inequality, interpolation inequality (2.8) and the last inequality,
we get

||UHL26 (Q(r)) <||U||L26(Q "‘HVHhHLN(Q (r)

6a—4

Cp a
SC{HUH%zw(Q(r)) + HV’UH%Z(Q(T))} + WHUH%p,q(Q(p)). (3.24)

Employing (2.6) and (3.4) once again, we have the estimate

C’r3 Op8a74
2 2 2 * 2
HV HhHL?(Q(r)) < WHVH}ZH erp)) < (p _,r,)5 HUHLP,q(Q(p))-

(p—r)

This together with the triangle inequality and (3.23) leads to

IVullte ey SIVUIZ2Quy) + VIRl @)

5a—4

3
P Cp o c
§{1 + PEESE } 1) [l ||qu @) T WP HUHLp 9(Q(p))
10a—8
Cp a 1 9
ol Izpaain + 161V 2200
13a—8 9a—8 1laa—8
Cp o p @ 4 Cp~a 4
+ WH ”qu GO W”UHLM + WHU”LM- (3.25)
As an immediate consequence of (3.24) and (3.25), we get
[ul25, Q) T ”VUHLZ(Q
3
P P Cp= c
S{l + -7 + (=17 } (o —r)2 ||UHLp a@Q(p) T ﬁp ||UHLp 2(Q(p))
10a—8
Cp~ o 4 1 9
(p — 7")5 HUHLP»Q(Q(p)) + 1_6HVUHL2(Q(p))
13a-8 9a-8 1la-8

Cp [eY 4 p [eY Cp [eY 4
+ (p — T)8 HUHLPv‘I(Q(p)) + (p — 7,)4 HU’HLP"I + (p — T)6 HUHLPv‘I'

Now, we are in a position to apply [10, Lemma V.3.1, p.161] to the latter to find that
||uuL26Q( +\|Vu||; )

< C ))"‘C )) + CR = 1 HUHLPQ Q(R)) (326)

This achieves the proof of this proposition. O

14



4 Induction arguments and proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we utilize an especial case of (1.12) with p = ¢ = (5 + 2§)/2 and induction
arguments to finish the proof of Theorem 1.1. To this end, we begin with a critical propo-
sition, which can be seen as the bridge between the previous step and the next step for the
given statement in the induction arguments.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that fo(r) |v|§ < r°N, with 1y <1 < 1y,. There is a constant

C' such that the following result holds. For any given (xq, tg) € R™ x R™ and ky € N, we
have for any k > ko,

sup 2 +ry // |Vo?
—r2<t—tp<0

o
<C  sup |v|2+CZrl ][][ lv|s 10 e

g<t t0<0 /By,

1“5 10\ & 5426\ 5755
+CZT5“5 (H®) ([] w=)
Q Q1
6+4(5 10 % 5+25 5+226
+czr5+% ]/7(11); // ") (A1)
Qi

2+46 3
2

+C > Ull 5425 ss420) ull®
l% ol g e o Wl o
- 0\ % 2\ 3
+czn( o] %) ( V)
— Qi Qg
é+§§ 3/5 4 3
+ozr ][][ o) (N5 Nl )
TR :
o2 2 . 4.2
"‘Clzk:or HUHL?igé’(sl(?tgé)(QZ)HUHL5+26(Q(1)) (42)

Proof. In order to simplify the presentation, we suppose (xg,%y) = (0,0). Let us introduce
the backward heat kernel

1 |2
4(7“27t)

I(x,t) = me

Furthermore, we choose the smooth cut-off function below
L, (‘Tvt) € Q(Tk0+1)7
(25($, t) = 3
0, (‘T t) €Q° ( Tko-i-l)

satisfying
0<¢<1 and ri0|8t¢(x,t)| + Tfm|8i¢(x,t)| <C.

Easy calculations lead to the following fact:

15



(i) There is a constant ¢ > 0 independent of r; such that, for any (z,t) € Q(rx),
T(z,t) > er;®.
(ii) For any (x,t) € Q(ry), we have
ID(z,)p(z, )] < Cr°, V(a0 (2, 8)] < Crpt, oz, )V (2, 8)] < Or .
(iii) For any (z,t) € Q(3rk,/4)\Q(7k,/2), one can deduce that
I(z,t) < C’r,;o?’, 0il'(z,t) < C’r,;o‘l,
from which it follows that

ID(x, )0, p(x, t)| + [Tz, ) Ad(x, t)] + [Vo(z,t) VI (x,1)] < Crp°.

(iv) For any (z,t) € @\Qi41,

I'<Cr%, VI <Crt.

Now, plugging @1 = ¢I into the local energy inequality (2.2) and utilizing the fact that
'y + AT =0, we arrive at that

/131 lv>p(z, )T + /_: /B1 |VU‘2¢(33,3)F

Tk,
t
<[ [ wPwastros2vrve)
—r2 By
ko
t
[ [ e er) - PV - ver)
—ry B1
. 0
+/ ; / P¢(U®U—VHh®v:V2Hh)
—r B1
ko

+/—trzo /Bl Hw-V(ng)—i—/_trzO /B1 My - V(T6), 43)

VII; = W2,B1 (Au), VI, = _W5+T26,Bl (V . (u &® ’LL))

where

First, we give the low bound estimates of the terms on the left hand side of inequality (4.3).
Indeed, by virtue of (i), we know that

/ 26T > e JoP?,
By

By,

t
/ ¢T|Vo|? > e ® // |Vol?.
—rZ JBi Qk

ko

and

Second, we focus on the estimation of the right hand side of (4.3). As the support of 9;¢ is

3rk0

included in Q(—2%)/ Q(%), we deduce

t
/ / ]vlz‘PA¢+F8t¢+2VFV¢‘ <C sup 1 v (4.4)
—r2 By
ko

2
—r} <t<0/ B,

16



The Holder inequality and (iv) entails that

J esns
Zk [[ ., weeni« [[ prrwin)
gkkj ]

B (e

9

<CZ7’l ]6[ \v\lo o

l=ko

Similar arguments lead to

/ /Q k |0]*VIT, - V(¢T)

k—1
2 2
gZ//QZ/QM El ‘VHhHV((bP)H-//Qk v[2| VL, ||V (41|

it [ W,
l ko
—4 10 % 5428 5+2W r4_<§26
SCZTI </ M?) (// ’VHh’T) rit
— Q @

—44+3+ 5755 10 % 32 5426 rQZ(;
<C E Tl ”*25 ][][ ] 3) T, °+25< |VII,| 2 )
Qi Q1

k .
Z iii? ][][ |U|1,_30>§<// |u|¥)5+226‘
—ko Qi Q1

Similar, by Holder’s inequality and (2.6), we get

// (o[ V211, (6T
]i;//m o) |+// (o[ V1L, (6T)
gkkj / 0?2,

i : 5428\ 5igs <20
R () ], o)
=ko Qi l

17



k 3 2
—3+3+ 2 5 35 5420\ 5725
<C r o+25 ][]é M%) Tl o+25<//Q |VHh|+TZ) T2
1 1
<o () (], )™ (9
@ Q1

From the Holder inequality, (iv), (2.6) and (2.3), we deduce that

/ o7 |o|| VI, || V2T
(@)

k
<C Z Tl 3||U|| o+25 6(0+25> HVHhH 5426 12(5+20) ||V Hh” 5426 12(o+26)
= 5 Q) LT e (Q)) T (Q))
<0§k:7" "ol ry O o | oy
& : HE A Q) ! ML QM M L= ()
8133) -3 )
<szzf:o 0. G(T—Hg’)(QZ)HUHL%ﬁ(Qu))' (47)

We introduce x; = 1 on |z| < 7/8r and x; = 0 if |z| > ;. It is obvious that x,¢I' = ¢TI
on Qk,. By taking advantage of the support of (x; — xi+1), we derive from (iv) that

IV((x1 — xi+1)01)| < Crl_+41. Applying (ii) yields that |V (xz¢T')| < Cry*. Therefore, we
write

//Qko v- V(eI :lkg,;: //Ql v-V((x; — x1e1)0D)I; + //Qk v - V(xkeD)IL

k—1
:Z //Q v-V((x1 = xi41)00) (111 — Ty;) +//Q - V0TI — Ty

l+1// [v|[TLy — My +ry // |v|[TT; — TTy |
=

I+ (4.8)

Combining the Hélder inequality, (2.7) and (2.4) yield

k—1 3 1
[§CZ7’1+1 // Dl 10 0 / 1L — le\ 2
3 1 1
<C’Zrl+1 ][][ o] %) °rf"2“(// [T — g ) *ro
Qg
3
<C’Zrl+1 ][][ |v|10 ° // |H1

lko

<czm+1 (1) ( (L, o) ), (49)
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and

3 1
chrk( |v| 1° //Q |Vu| 2. (4.10)
ko

It follows from (4.9) and (4.10) that

//Qk ¢FH1<CZn ][][|U|1° // Vul?) %

To bound the term involving Ils, noting that

Ally = —divdiv (u ® u)
= —divdiv(v ® v —v ® VII;, — VII;, ® v + VII;, @ VII}),

we decompose Iy into two parts

Iy = IIp + 1la9
with
Ally; = —divdiv (v ® v — v @ VII;, — VII; ® v), (4.11)
Allyy = —divdiv (VII, ® VII,). (4.12)

For r, <r <ry,, we compute directly that

6/7
// \v®v—v®vr\w/7é// \0\20/7§C7~5(ﬁ[ yvy%?) T2 0N (113)
Q) Q) Q)

Making use of Holder’s inequality and (2.6), we see that

- 5. 46
_ - 505
H’U@VH}L U®VHhrHL10/7(Q(r CHUHL%Q(Q ))HVHhHLﬁZE(Q(r))T +26)

3
cortrsts( S 1) et v,
o) L7 QM)

27+146 3
< Cr26+25) Nio ”uHL5_+22_5 (4.14)

Q)

Since (4.13) and (4.14) are valid, one can invoke Lemma 2.3 to obtain
o o < Or7/2 3/5 C 722(75“2456)]\[3
— + 1 5
M2 — Mol 20, < Cr ( #Q(T)\U\ > +Cr ol 520 o0,

274145 10\ 3/5 3
< ( 9) 3 10
< Craers {(ﬁé(r)‘v‘ )N g} 019

For k <1 < ko, concatenating the Holder inequality and (4.15) yield

ot // o[ Tar — Tt |
o )y g
<Cn // e / |H2—(H2)Bl|7)

19



2741496

4 3
< CTl 2 +2(5+26) <# "U‘%) 10 {N3/5 + Nlo Hu” 5425 (Q(l))}
Qz

1426

< CT5+26 v 10 0 N3/5+N10 ull st2e 4.16
]

Q(l))}
According the Poincaré inequality for a ball, Holder’s inequality, (2.6) and (2.3), we get

|VII, @ VII, = VII}, ® VHhrH 6(5129)

T9+T45 (B(r))
<Cr||VII, VI, 620
L19+148 (B(r))

<Cr||VIp| 126426 IVPII4 || 12420
L T9+145 (B(r)) L T9+145 (B(r))

<CP O BEE |V sees [ VIIa|| 52
N L727(Q(1)) L2 (1))
29+185 2
SCr26H2) ||lul|® 5yas
L7z (B(1))
274145 2
<Cr26+2 [[u|[ 5105 ) (4.17)
L7z (B(1))
which implies that
2741445 2
IV, ® VII, — VI, ® VH}WH 5128 6(5+20) < Cr26+2) ||| 5405 . (4.18)
ST T (Q(r)) L2 (Q))
In view of Lemma 2.3 and (4.18), we have
2741496 2
g2 — H22H 5425 6(5+20) < Cr26+20) ||ul|® 5106 . (4.19)
VI9HIE (Q(r)) L= (BW)

By combining Hoélder’s inequality and (4.19), we deduce that

ot / 0|z — T
Qi

< TI_4HUH 5+28 6(5+28) T2 — H22Bl” 5428 6(5+20)
L1256 1125 (Q)) TOTI ()

1426 —3
< Or;5+25p, 2 5 2 ) 20
< O Aol sug ez Wl s ) e

According to (4.20) and (4.16), we know that

//Q v- V(D)L

ko

k-1
<o rh // ol Moy — Thory| + // (0][TTay — Thor|
I=ko @ Qk
k-1
+C Z Tl_+41 // [v[[Tlgg — Iag| + 7‘,;4 // |v][TIgg — Tlagy|
I=ko @ Qk

k

<o PR (LRI (A, 1) CEE 1) Pl e g )

l=ko
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1425 _3
+C rot e 2| s 5126 ul]? 5 ) 4.21
gkjo I g i Wl s (4.21)
Finally, gathering the above inequalities yields the desired inequality. O

With Proposition 4.1 at our disposal, we can now give the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Holder’s inequality, it suffices to consider the case with ¢ sufficient
small. By the interior estimate (2.6) of harmonic function and (3.1), we have

IVIIL]| oo (51 /8)) < C”VHhHLHT%( Cllull | 5420 (4.22)

B(l)) T2 (B(L)
We temporarily assume that, for any Lebesgue point (zg,t) € Q(1/8),

2(1+25)

[v(zg,to)| < Ce3G+29), (4.23)
It follows from (4.22) and (4.23) that
- o 2(1426)
3(5+25)
lull w28 o 51 gy S WVTIRN 328 5y g FIVM 242 o 5 ) S Cllull s FC

The well-known Serrin regularity criterion implies that that (0,0) is a regular point. Thus,
it is enough to show (4.23) to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. In what follows, let
(z0,t0) € Q(1/8) and r;, = 27%. According to the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, it
suffices to show

3(5+24) 5426 92/3
#Q |v|3 3 + 7y, 20425) |]U|’1+52+626 GS@‘S)(“ ) <% , k>3. (4.24)
k LTF2TII=28 (Qy

First, we prove that (4.24) holds true for k¥ = 3. Indeed, from (3.23) with a@ = @ in
Section 3, Proposition 1.2 and hypothesis (1.8), we get

sup / ] dm+// ‘Vv‘ dxdr
—(3)2<t<0/B(3)

u 5 5
<Cllul L5 Q) Clal, 2 +26(@(1/2))
Ollul sszs o T —||WHL2(Q<1/2>>
5426
<C 25 +C o +C 45
< Hu|’L+T%(Q(1)) [|u ” +26(Q(1)) Hu|’L+T%(Q(1))
ngﬁ“%. (4.25)

The interpolation inequality (2.8) leads us to obtain

1/2 1/2
o000 o) ey )™
1y —(%)2§t<0 B(%) Q(%)

8

and

e // voP)
LT+28 1128 (Q(3)) —(3)2<t<0/B(2 ) Q&)
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These inequalities together with (4.25) means

Qs

The assertion (4.24) with k& = 3 is valid. Next, we assume that, for any 3 <1 < k,

Q

(
ol o () H o]

5426

5425 6(5+296)

LI 55 ()

3E5+2g; 5428
2(1+2 1+26
H ‘ 5428 6(5+26)

2
< Ceé + CeT+3 .

< 62/3.

L1+25° 1128 (Ql)

As a consequence, for any ri < r < r3, we see that

10 _ 3(5+29) 5420
|U|7 4+ 2(1+29) ||U| 1+r2 r
Q(r) LTH25°11=28 (Q(r))

For any 3 <14 <k, we apply Proposition 4.1 to N = C=2/3 and ko = 3 to obtain

sup 3 |v|2 —I—ri_?’ // |Vv|2
—r2<t—tp<0 B; Qi

<C sup :
—r7, St—t0<0/ By

i 1+25 10
+C g rl“’“‘s 76[ lv] 5

1=3

i 6+45 10
+C g rl“% 76[ ]v]?

i 2445

i
]vlz + CZM
1=3

3
5

3

5

+CZ l(5+26) 2”?]” o5

3

cosn( FE )

1—3 Q:
Co142s

+C2rl5+25 ]6[ o]

7

5425 6(5+20)

10\ 10
o
Q1

([ wee)
Q1

6(5+25)
_5 [ 11=25 (Q

”UH 5426

1
// ]Vu\ 2
3/5 10\ 16

]%TM > +<]%(r>’v’3> HUHL%E(Q(I))}

T (QM)

1)

1+26 3 )
5425,
+CZ7"1 2||U|| 328 6(5+26) ] sies
=325 (Q, L727(Q
2 9 i 1425 2 3 2
<(Ces+2s 4+ (C E rE3 10 —|—C§ :Tl5+26€§ 5t+579s
=3 =3
L6445 5 5 o 2445,
= 2.3 +28
+C E Tl"+26€3 stsiz 4+ O ("+2‘S)53 5+26+5+26
=3 =3
‘ L 1426
2,3 1 4 =
+C g rie3’ 025428 4 C Tlo+25
=3 =3
i 1+25
L 2 1425 , 4
+C E rl"+2‘553 5+25 T 5728
=3

22

< Ce2/3,

2.3 ( 2
€310 {55'3/5 +e3 10"’#25}

(4.27)



7
1425 20445

<C€ 5+26 + C Z 7"160 + C Z 7“’+25 £ 5(5+25)
=3 =3

6445 90445 15425

+C Z Tlo+25 e56+28) + (' Z (o+26) 63(”25) +C Z e “B05420)

=3 =3 =3
‘ 1+25 15425 14445
+C Z Tl5+26€5 {65 + £5(5+20) } +C Z Tl 53(o+25)
=3 =3
<Cez, (4.28)

where the hypothesis (1.8) and (4.27) are used.

We derive from (2.8) that

2 5/3
// |v|% §C’< sup / |v| 3 // |Vv| + C’( sup /~ |v|2> ,
Qr+1 —r2<t—to<0 —r By,

2<t—t0<0

and

1 : _ 3
Thil -3 vl 5125 s(5+26) < C’<—3 sup / v )2 + C’(rk?’/[ |Vv|2) :
LTH25 [ 1125 (Qp1) Tk —r2<t—to<0J By Qk

Hence, there holds

'§
— [t ze(n sw [ opP)
o1 Qkt1 Tk —r2<t—to<0J By,

1 3
+ C<_3 sup /~ ’U’2> 2 (7‘1;3 // ‘VUF) (429)
Tk —r2<t—typ<0 By Qx

5
<Cey,
and
35?+§§; 54268 1 % i) %
+ 14206
I s <C( e [ P) (2 [ 1voF)
LTH28 LT=20 (Qpy1) Tk —ri<t—to<0 By Qr
5426
< 055 E 1+258

_5+25
< Ce®t29)

(4.30)
Putting together (4.29) and (4.30), we have
3(5+26) 5425
Howl el <2
Qr+1 LT+2 [ 1125 (Qp41)
This completes the proof of this theorem. O

5 Improvement on Caffarelli-Kohn—Nirenberg theorem by a
logarithmic factor

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.3. According to Proposition 2.4 in Section
2, the key point for the extention of o in Theorem 1.3 is to develop [24, Lemma 4.2, p.818|.

23
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Therefore, it suffices to present an improvement of this lemma. To make the paper more
readable, we will apply (1.8) for § = 0 to show Theorem 1.3.

First, we give the definition of generalized parabolic Hausdorff measure as follows.

Definition 6.1. Let h be an increasing continuous function on (0, 1] with lir% h(r) =0 and
r—r

h(1) = 1. For fived parameter § > 0 and set E C R? x R, we denote by D(68) the family of
all coverings {Q(x;,t;; i)} of E with 0 < r; < 6. We denote

Us(E,h) = })I(lg) h(ri)

7

and define the generalized parabolic Hausdorff measure as

A(E.h) = lim Ws(E, h).

In what follows, we set m(r) = (I'(r))? = (log(e/r))?, where o € (0,1) will be deter-
mined later.

Before going further, we set

F(m) = {(m,t)‘ lirrnj(lfp f:((:)) < 1}.

In addition, we need the following fact due to Choe and Lewis [/]
Lemma 6.1. [/] Assume that (x,t) € F(m)NS . Then, there exists a positive constant c;
independent of (z,t) such that

- E(r)
1 < cy. .1
mrl_%lp m2(r) ~ “ (6.1)

As said above, it suffices to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Let (x,t) € F(m)NS. Then, there exists a positive constant co independent
of (x,t) such that
lim inf J, (r)m(r)” > ca,
r—0
where T = %.

Proof. Assume that the statement fails, then, for any 1 > 0, there exists a singular point
(x,t) and a sequence 1, — 0 such that

Jg(rp)m(ry)" <. (6.2)

It follows from Lemma 2.5 and (6.1) and that, for 6,, < 1/8,
5/2 9 _25-10q 5-2¢
Es j2(0n7n) §C’9n/ m®/ (rn) +COp  * m(ry) 2 Jy(ry)

_2
<C|m(rp) Jylra)|

2
SC/,] 7—2q ,
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4
where 6, = [m(ry,)~9J,(ry,)]3-104. Note that ,, goes to 0 as n — oo by (6.2) . Let p,, = 0,1,
2
and g9 = Cn7-27 such that 9 < min{1,e/2}. For sufficiently large n, we see that

E5/2(9nrn) < gg.

This together with (1.8) implies that (x,t) is a regular point. Thus, we reach a contradiction
and finish the proof. O
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