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ON THE REFINED ANALYTICITY RADIUS OF 3-D GENERALIZED
NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

DONG LI AND PING ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We analyze the instantaneous growth of analyticity radius for three dimensional
generalized Navier-Stokes equations. For the subcritical H” (R3) case with v > %, we prove
that there exists a positive time to so that for any ¢ €]0, to], the radius of analyticity of the

solution u satisfies the pointwise-in-time lower bound

rad(u)(t) > 1/(2y — V(| Int] +In|Int| + K2),

where K; — oo as t — 07. This in particular gives a nontrivial improvement of the previous

result by Herbst and Skibsted in [18] for the case v €]1/2,3/2[ and also settles the decade-

long open question in [18], namely, whether or not liminf, ,y+ rad(w)(®) > /2y —1 for all

A/t Int|
v > 2. In the critical case H2 (R?), we prove that there exists t1 > 0 so that for any ¢ €]0, 1],
rad(u)(t) > A(t)v/t with A(t) satisfying lim, o+ A(t) = oco.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the instantaneous growth of analyticity radius for the solutions
to the following 3-D generalized Navier-Stokes equations in Rt x R? :

(GNS) { du—Au=Quu),  (fx) € RT xR,

u‘t:() = Uup.
Here u = (u!,u?,u?) : Rt x R — R3 denotes the velocity of the fluid under study. The
viscosity preceding the Laplacian term is set to be one. Throughout this paper we shall
denote by Q = (Q',Q?, @?) any bilinear map of the form:

3
. d f .
(1) Q) S (D)),
k.t m=1
where qiﬁn(D) is a Fourier multiplier with symbol qiﬁn &) def Zip:l {;?7"”’ £|2|€2p , and a{;’?m’p

are real numbers. The precise numerical values of a7)""™" will not play any role in our analysis.

Henceforth from a practical point of view it is often useful to regard Q(u,v) as
(1.2) Q(u,v) = RO(uv),

where R denotes a general Riesz transform. Using this abstraction it is easy to deduce
scaling transformations associated with (GNS). Namely if u = u(t, z) is a smooth solution
to (GNS), then for A > 0,

(1.3) ux(t, z) def (A%t \x)
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forms a one-parameter family of smooth solutions to (GNS). The homogeneous space H 3 (R3)
is critical in the sense that |juy (¢, -)HH% = ||u(t, )HH% for any A > 0. By aslight generalization
we designate the inhomogeneous spaces H*(R3), s = %, 5> % as critical and subcritical spaces
respectively.

The motivation for us to study the system (GNS) comes from the following classical 3-D
incompressible Navier-Stokes equations:

ou~+u-Vu—Au=—VP, (t,r) € RT x R3,
(NS) divu =0,
ult=0 = up,

where u stands for the fluid velocity and P for the scalar pressure function, which guarantees
the divergence free condition of the velocity field. In fact, by applying Leray projection
operator, P =1+ V(—A)~!div, to (NS), we obtain equations of the type (GNS). One may
check pages 206-207 of [2] for a motivating discussion of the system (GN.S). See also Chapter
5 therein for an extensive review of classical wellposedness results for (GN.S).

In the magnificent seminal paper [27], Leray proved the global existence of weak solution
and local existence of strong solution to (N.S). It is well-known that strong solutions of (N.S)
are in fact analytic in both space and time variables (see [26] for instance). In fluid mechanics,
the space analyticity radius of solutions to Navier-Stokes equations yields a Kolmogrov type
length scale encountered in turbulence theory, one may check [3, 4, 10, 11, 17, 23] and the
references therein for more details.

Mathematically, the study of analyticity of solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations goes
back to Masuda in [29], where the authors used complex-analytic techniques to investigate
the analyticity in both space and time for the solutions of 2-D Navier-Stokes equations in
a bounded domain with Dirichlet boundary conditions. Foias and Temam [13] introduced
the notion of Gevrey norm, which allows one to study analyticity properties of solutions
via energy method. In particular, they [13] proved the analyticity of periodic solutions of
(NS) in space and time with initial data ug € H'(T?) (see also [12]). Gruji¢ and Kukavica
[16] investigated the analyticity radius of the solution to (N.S) with initial data in LP for p
greater than the space dimensions. The related result was later extended by the authors in
[7, 22, 24, 25] to show that: there exists a positive time T so that

T
/ €] (sup V¥l @, €)))? de + / / €3 (Ve a(, €)])? dedt < oo
R3 t<T 0 R3

This in particular implies the Fujita-Kato solution of (IV.S), which was constructed by Fujita
and Kato in [14], with initial data ug € s (R3) is analytic for any positive time ¢. One may
check related results in the survey book [26].

We remark that in the previous works [8, 13, 18], the authors used Gevrey norm of the
form He\/@‘D lu(t)||x with a L? based Sobolev space X. In [24] Lemarié-Rieusset studied
Gevrey regularities of the solution u to (NS) in the LP framework. One may check [1, 20, 30]
for more recent development in this direction.

Before proceeding, we recall the definition of Sobolev spaces from [2]:

Definition 1.1. (1) For s € R, we define the inhomogeneous Sobolev space H*(R3) to
be the space of those tempered distributions f which satisfy

def N

1fllzrs = 1€6)° F ()l 2 < o0,
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where f denotes the Fourier transform of f. Here and in all that follows, we always

denote the quantity (§) = def (1+ ¢ )
(2) For s € R, we define the homogeneous Sobolev space HS(R?’) to be the space of those
homogeneous distributions f which satisfy

def

11z S NIEPFON L2 < oo,

From a scaling perspective, the O(v/t)-radius of analyticity of the solution to (N.S) seems
to be optimal since it almost fully utilizes the heat kernel. Thus it is somewhat surprising
that Herbst and Skibsted [18] proved the following sharpened result:

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 1.3 of [18]). Suppose ug € H" for some v €]|1/2,3/2[. Then the
system (NS) with initial data ug has a unique local solution u on [0,T]. Let € €]0,2y — 1.
Then there exist constant to = to(e,”, ||uol|av) €]0,T] and C = C(e,~, ||uo||z~r) > 0 such
that

(1.4) eV =TmevV APl 4| < CEITET3 for all t €]0,to].

In particular,

.. rad(u(t))
1.5 1 f———2 > /2y — 1.
(15) mint L >

Henceforth, we always denote rad(u(t)) to be the space analyticity radius of u(t).

Remark 1.1. Herbst and Skibsted asked the questions below (see page 194 of [18]):

(i) Are the bounds (1.4) and (1.5) optimal for v €]1/2,3/2[?
(ii) Are there better bounds than those deducible from Theorem 1.1 if v > %?
(iii) Can the asymptotic

. rad(u(t))
0 S TVE

be improved for the critical case v = %?

The purpose of this paper is to settle the questions in Remark 1.1 proposed by Herbst
and Skibsted. Our first main result addresses the subcritical case H? with v > %

Theorem 1.2. Let ug € HY with v > % and be divergence-free. There exists T' > 0 so that

the system (GNS) has a unique solution v € C([0,T]; H") N L2(]0, T[; H'*'). Furthermore,
there exists tg < T' so that for any sufficiently small § > 0 with v > % + 26, there holds

(1.7) He (VD ()HH < otz (rto- )]lnt\ (=2)e18®)  for all t €0, to],
where

) €\ /@y~ (] + Infint)) +35(t)  with

0% def o'
(1.8) ny(t) = Juax, 111¢1>0.017 1€ U(T, f)”L? and

B % Tﬂn{ ’111”7: (O] 5(v—3) \lnt! }, ifn;[%(t) > 0;
3(v = 3)|Int|, if ?7 ( ) =
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In particular, we have

rad(u(t))
AV

Remark 1.2. We observe from (1.8) and (1.9) that

rad(u(t)) > /2y —1 forall t€0,tg),
V(I +1n | nt)

which not only improves the analyticity radius of the solution to (NS) obtained in (1.5), but
also completes the case in Theorem 1.1 for any ~v > % We thus completely settle the questions
(i) and (ii) in Remark 1.1 proposed by Herbst and Skibsted in [18].

(1.9) >1 forall t€]0,tg).

Remark 1.3. (1) For any given solution uw € C([0,T]; H") of the system (GNS) with
initial data ug € HY, we shall prove in Lemma 2.2 that n}(t) — 0 as J — oco. We
should point it out that the case n’ %(t) = 0 in the definition of B(t) is trivial in

-

the following sense: according to the definition of 1)(t), when n’ %(t) = 0, it holds
-

that supp(u(r,-)) € {&: [ < 0.01t_%} for all 7 €]0,t]. In particular the space
analyticity radius of u(r) is arbitrarily large for T €]0,t]. This scenario does not seem
to be easily ruled out for the nonlinear problem. For example if we consider two-
dimensional Navier-Stokes in vorticity form, the solution w(t) = et wy with wy being
radial is an explicit solution to the nonlinear equation. If one takes wy to be compactly
supported, then clearly w(t) also has the same compact support in the frequency space.
(2) Roughly speaking, the definition of B(t) given by (1.8) is to accommodate the situation
when the initial data ug has higher smoothness (say in H™ with m >~ > %) whereas
the working space is HY. Apparently in the case ug € H™ with m >~ > %, we have
ns () < T and ‘10?;77:,%(’5)‘ > 2(m —7)|Int|—C (C >0 is a constant). If m

s large, we clearly see an “upgrade” of analyticity radius of the amount %(’y — %)\ Int|
thanks to our definition of B(t).

(3) The cut-off %(7— %)| Int| is for the convenience of analysis only. In principle it can be
replaced by other suitable O(|1Int|) term but the corresponding running parameters (in
our nonlinear analysis, see for example the estimate of the low frequency piece (2.3))
will have to be adjusted accordingly. In practice we tacitly assume that the working
space H? “saturates” the smoothness of ug so that n}(t) decays suitably slowly as
J — co. For this reason we chose the working cut-off 3(v — 3)|Int| in order to ease
the presentation. We shall not dwell on this subtle technical issue here.

A fundamental insight leading to the proof of Theorem 1.2 is that the high frequency part
of the solution to (GNS) controls its space analyticity radius. In fact, we shall reformulate
(GNS) to the following form:

(1.10) u = eug + Blu, u).

We shall use the classical iteration scheme to construct the approximate solution sequence
{tn }nen of (1.10). We first prove that there exists a positive time 7" so that {u,} converges
to the solution u of (GNS) in L>®([0,T]; HY) N L?(J0, T[; H'*'). Then we prove that there
exists a positive time ¢ty < T so that ||uy,]| Xy, 1s uniformly bounded, where the working norm
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| - llx, is judiciously chosen as

def

ef (1,2 |, 1541 PGSR
(1.11) lullxr = [|221¢] Lesoonr—1e T u(t’f)HL%"(Lg)’

Henceforth, § is a positive constant satisfying v > % + 2. Finally we prove the convergence
of the approximate solution sequence {un}neN in the norm:

Ht2’§‘6+26 ar +)\\ﬁ\§‘ t 5 HLOO L2)
for A = A\(T') with A\(T") being given by (1.8).

To answer the question (iii) of Remark 1.1 for the critical case v = %, we have the following
result:
Theorem 1.3. Let ug € H7> and be divergence free. The system (GNS) with initial data uy
has a unique solution u € C([0,T]; H%) N L*(0,T7; H%) for some positive time T. We denote

(112) ) % gy el and AO) % f3min{ [, @), ),

1 1
where |logC{i (t)| is tacitly defined as oo 1'1‘(27i (t) = 0. Then there exists a positive time
t t
t1 < T so that for all t €]0,t1], there holds
2y 1
L13) [ OVl <Clluoll ) (17 473 GHOTINOE @),
Remark 1.4. (1) It is easy to observe from (1.13) that
(1.14) rad(u(t)) > AVt for all t €]0,t1].

1
In Proposition 3.1 we show that (;(t) — 0 as J — oo. This implies A(t) — oo as
t = 07. By (1.12) and (1.13), we deduce (1.6), i.e

. rad(u(t))
119 tig 2 =

In this sense the point-wise-in-time bound (1.14) offers a minuscule yet nontrivial

[y

improvement. Note that (1.14) also gives an “e”-improvement of [8].
(2) In [8], the authors proved that for any global solution u € C([0, c0l; H%(R?’)) of (NS),
there holds
lim rad(u(t)) _
t—o0 \/z_f
We expect that similar result as (1.14) should be true for any global solution u of

(NS) with time t being large enough. However we shall not pursue this interesting
direction here.

Let us end this section with some notations that we shall use throughout this paper.

Notations:

e We denote C to be an absolute constant whose value may vary from line to line. For
any two positive quantities X and Y, we write X Sz, ... z, Y if X < (1Y for some
positive constant Cy depending on (Z1,---,Z;). We write X S Y if X < (LY for
some harmless constant Cy > 0. Occasionally we use the notation X < Y or Y > X
to denote X < ¢Y, where ¢ > 0 is a sufficiently small constant.
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e We adopt the following convention for Fourier transform. For Schwartz function

a=a(r) : R* = C, we denote the Fourier transform
Fa)(©) a0 m)F [ at@e .
For Schwartz function b = b(¢) : R?® — C, we denote the inverse Fourier transform
F o) emE [ ueeras
The action of Fourier transform and inverse Fourier transform on tempered distribu-
tions can be defined accordingly.

e We use the notation ¢t — 07 to denote t — 0 with ¢ > 0. )
e We shall use the Japanese bracket notation (x) = (1 + |z|?)2 for z € R3. For s € R,

(1.16)

(1.17)

(1.18)

(1.19)

(1.20)

(1.21)

we denote the smoothed fractional Laplacian (D)® = (I — A)*/? which corresponds
to the Fourier multiplier (1 + [£]?)%/2. We also use |D|* = (—A)*/2? to denote the
fractional Laplacian which corresponds to the symbol [£|*.  We denote by (f,g) -

the usual H* inner product, namely
(1) = [ IDFFDYg do
For vector-valued Schwartz function u = (u1, uz,u3) : R® — C3, we denote

1
leullp = 1(fua * + luz|* + |us|*) 2| o es).

where LP is the usual Lebesgue LP-norm. The vector-valued Sobolev norm H? is
similarly defined. In yet other words we shall suppress the notational dependence of
the vector-valued spaces. For example we write LP(R3)? simply as LP(R?).

We use * to denote the convolution of two functions, namely for Schwartz functions
f1:R3—>(Candf2:R3—>C,

def
(Fr£2)0) [ o= ) )y,
R
For a nonempty set A, we use 14 to denote the usual indicator function, i.e.

def | 1, if x € A;
1a = .
0, otherwise.

For example in Section 2, we have

1 if |€] > 0.01Ny;
Ligi>0.013, = 0, otherwise.

For two vectors u = (uy,us,u3) € R® and v = (v, v9,v3) € R3, we employ the usual
tensor notation

def
(u ®v)4j = Ujj.

For a Banach space B, we shall use the shorthand LY.(B) for ||| - HBHLP(QT;dt)' We

denote by C([0,T]; B) the Banach space of continuous functions from [0,7] to B
endowed with the norm

def
lulleqor;p) = sup |lu(t)|ls-
0<t<T
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2. THE SUBCRITICAL CASE: 7 > &

The goal of this section is to present the proof of Theorem 1 2 Henceforth, for A\, T > 0
and a € S'(R%), we always denote N; = def \7-% and a(t, {) z—e(a)(t,€), the Fourier
transform of a with respect to the space variable, and we decompose a as

. ~ def ~ —~ def ~
(21) a=a+a, with a(t¢) Lot a(t,€) Ligwoony  and  an = a(t,€) - Lig0.01;-

We denote
(2:2) T(a)(t,€) =

Let us first deal with the low frequency part of a. Throughout this paper we shall tacitly
assume T < 1 since T will be eventually taken sufficiently small. Since A will also eventually
be taken sufficiently large (A = O(y/|InT|) in the main order), we shall also tacitly assume
A > 1 to avoid any pathologies in the computation. For example in Lemma 2.1 below, we

have (AVT)~! < 0.01N; = 0.01AT 2.
Lemma 2.1. Let v > 1 + 6 with § > 0 and a € L*([0,T]; H"). Then for any t < T one has

2
def S A TF kG, €.

(2:3) IS (@)l y0s S (14 AFFHITEO30) DO =2 g o
Proof. We observe that for v > % + 4,
e Al
€|3+0 W1|f|<001Nl <l¢|2 6W1|§|g(,\\/f)*1
ALlel

RGN 1(>‘\/T)71<|§|<0.011\/1
<1 4 AR pE(-3-6) 001N
By (2.2), we infer

1 1 A%yt .
11D+ 2T (ar) (£ 2 SIIE[°T2e 7 ﬁlflllfko.owla(t,§)HL§

2
S+ AR50 QO =3 g e ).

0

2
We remark that there is a saving of e T in the estimate (2.3) which will be used in the

nonlinear estimates later. ] )
Note from (1.11) and (2.2) that the the X7 semi-norm of a is just ||tz |D[** 2 (ay)(t) | Lse (z2)-
To estimate ||a||x,, we first observe that for any t <7 <1,
D 1A%t e

1 10.013v <|¢|<0.13, 12 €|°Tze™ oT vkl a(t, )|l

(24) S Tg(Nl)_(ﬂy_%_é)e (1 —0. 1))\ : ||ah||Loo (H7)
Ly L)y —(y—1_
<1307\ (3 6)Hah||L£}°(H”f)-

Therefore to complete the estimate of ||u|| x,. for any solution u of (GNS) in L*>([0,T]; H7),
it remains for us to handle the main piece

S 5L —A—Qtﬁ-)\iﬁ/\
(2.5) jez0am, t21€)°T7e 47 v ‘“(tvf)HL%"(LE)'
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For this, we appeal to the following integral reformulation of (GNS):
¢
u = ePug + / eU=92Q(u,u)(s) ds,
0

with the bilinear form Q(f, g) being given by (1.1). The avid reader should think of Q(f, g) ~
RO(fg), where R is Riesz-type transform. On the Fourier side we need to estimate

t ,
1520.1]\11/0 e IEEQ(f, 9) (5, €) ds.

Thanks to the high frequency cut-off 1j¢>0.1,, there will be no low-low interactions of f
and ¢ in the nonlinear estimate. Our main technical result is stated in the next proposition.
This is the most crucial ingredient used in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 2.1. Let Q(f, g) be the bilinear form given by (1.1). Then for ~ > % + 24 and
1o being a small enough positive constant, one has

b Lot fe=22 [T e
£ 0igz0am, €] 2 VAT /0 e TNTQ(S 9)(5,€) s e 12
< (moN* 4 A9 A (=348 3 (v—35+20)
(26) I ) )
X (1 F Nl se ey llgmll s vy + I full o (91| se vy ) + AT fllxr gl xr
—o? 1 1(y1_ 2
£ XD (1 AT OO (g e (o L+ 1 e g )
where fy, and gy, are given by (2.1).

Proof. For any ng > 0, which will be taken sufficiently small later, we split the integral
f g = O"Ot + f;o , and shall estimate each piece separately.

In view of (1.1), we decompose the piece fonot into the following two parts:

A2t

el (SR Py /OW e NP Q(f,)(s.€) ds||
=il gz, [ ¢ () QT e as]
§Ht%1|§|521v1 /OnOt |5|%+6€8‘£‘21|§|20.1N1|J?* 9(s,6)| dSHLg

e g [ 1617 I 0 s

provided that 79 is small enough. Here the smallness of 7 is needed for the second piece so
9 t
that eslé* e~ 161/ < e~ 1016, In particular g < 0.1 suffices here.
By frequency localization and (2.1), we have

(2.8) Lie>0amn S %9 = Lig0an, (1% n + fu* 91+ fu * Gn)-
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def
Then we get, by applying Young’s inequality, || f] 1 < CO|fllre for p € [1,2] and p/ = o1
that

not 3 5 ~
/0 11j¢j<2n, 1€]2 e ’1\5\20.1]\71’.]0*9(375)‘”I/gd8

3
1+26

not 3
5/0 NN 1 <o | B o tezo0am o+ 3(s,)|
E

not 3
< AsN?2 §+5‘ ——25
S [N N a0l + 1A + (] e ) s

from which, Sobolev imbedding inequality and (2.1), we infer

t
|7 o 36 10,1, F £ 36 €0
< /0 " AN N2 (LD 1D Bl e + D1 full 21D 11
+ ID12* full 2 [ D12 gl 2 ) ds
t
s /ono NN ds (Nl_ﬁ% (W1l ge e Ngnllzge ey + Ll e ey 9l 2o ()

—2(v—
+ N - Hfh”Lg’o(H“f)thHLt"O(HV))a
due to v > 5 + 29, we achieve
not 3 9 ~
/0 H1\§\§2N1|f|2+665|§| |1|§|20.1N1|f*9(3,£)H|Lgd8
_ 2 =7+
SN TNEN T2 (| oo oy gl pe vy + 1l 2o (o 19l oo (7))

iy —146 2
S ()\ 1T2)7 270 g o (Hf”L;’O(HW)thHL;’O(HV) + ||fh||Lt°°(HW)||9||Lt°°(HW))-
Along the same line, we deduce that

5 not 3 e~
5[ gz, /0 €206 16F Fa (s, €) ds |
-1 _1 770t ~
S gl o [ Mg P05, s
not
SN [ (g o)l
0

i\ y—1426
S ()\ 1T2)7 ? (HfHLt"O(H“f)thHLE’O(HW) + Hfh”L;’O(H“f)HgHL;’O(H“f))-
Plugging the above estimates into (2. 7) we obtain

+ 1 (s)ll + [1fngn(s)ll

2(1 ) 2(1 ) 20— 5))

s Mt s
[£31613+0 1 gy, 13, € V71 /0 =91 (7.9 (5.€) s oo 12
(29) < (647]0)\2 +)\—6)>\—(7—%+5)T%(’y—%+25)
X (Wl zse cany lamll o vy + I full zos ey N9l Lse (av)) -

To deal with the other piece f;o ;» we need the following lemma, the proof of which will be
postponed after we finish the proof of Proposition 2.1.
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Lemma 2.2. Let Ny d:ef% > 1. Then for all 0 <t < T, one has

)

1) ¢ 2 3 -~ 2
2.1 t2 [ 1 Nos|g|2tOF ds|| oo g2y S AN SNF
(2.10) ”2[; icon e I F (o, sl ag) S AT sup (SIF) s

and

t
[ 2 3 N 2~
Hw/‘uy%ﬂﬁmﬁ%lwﬂfF@owmw@
n

0

(211) 2 T
5 )\—25T56N0 - Sup (35H ( )”[7)
0<s< e

We now continue our estimate of the piece f;o ;- In view of (2.2), we write

) 1 AL A% t__ 2 ———
€10, T [ Q) 5, s
Mot
g 1 — 2 A
(2.12) ﬁ%@ﬁmwmm/r$“”€ SIS P s, €l s

t
Sifghes [ oot
not

By frequency localization (2.8), it amounts to handle the estimates related to the terms:

T(f) * S(gn), T(fo) * Tan) and T(fu) * T(gn).

We first estimate the contribution due to ( fh)*T(gh) We further decompose the integrand
into the high and low frequency parts so that

S 2 =3
ST o [T * T(9) (5, €)) ds|| 13-

siiedas 1 _u 2 A2 S|§|+Aé A
[ A S e PN P PRTCROT N I
Mot
St%H/ ‘6’ +5 —(t= S)OE‘ 2\F) +4T "Z(fh)*s(gh) s,€) ’dSHL2
770t

[
<t3| m|+1m<meu¢ﬂﬁo*iwm &)l dsl] 2
not

+13 ’5\ 0 gm0 (T i T(fa) * San) (5, €) ’dSHLZ’
Mot

from which and Lemma 2.2, for A > 1 and T' < 1, we infer

ERT e AEE el AZs Ak —
tzmﬂfré/ e AT T R B (5, s 1
not

5 A2
A sup (IS (AT () s )
(2.13) 0<s<T L
5 A2 1 1
SAT%e 'OSUET(36H|D|2+6S(fh)(3,')‘|L2H|D|2+6S(9h)(37 Mz2)
<s<

5 A
SAT T fllxr llgll e
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Next we estimate the contribution due to S(mgl). Indeed along the same line as the

estimate of (2.13), we write
) 3
e [ e AR 7 « S s, ]
Mot
s [t as A2y —
stz / €12 egen, 7 (S (fu) * Tan)(s, €)1 s
not

s t 3 1
] [ 1613 e O [T « Ta) (5. 6) | ds]] 2.
not

Yet it follows from Young’s inequality that

A1 [ 16 g, ) = T 5, s
Mot

SN [ e IR » T

< N2—6l—3 T
SNEITE swp (e ITRIT@O e ).

and

dl Liemnge” BT T « T (s 6l ds|| 2

)7l e |

/n el
st [ e-

s A2s
§t2/0(t—s)—1+53—5ds]\f1—25 sup (856?Hz(fh)f(gl)(s)um(l{é)>

0<s<T

) 22
§N1 20 sup (856 4T ”S(fh)z(gl)(s)HLz(lg—é) >

0<s<T

As a consequence, we deduce that

s 3 t t=s 2s A%
i [ e A A R« S 5,0l ]
not

2S
SO0 1) sup (S5 |IT(AIT) ()] s )
(2.14) 0<s<T L2(1=9)

- A2s 1 1
A0 sup (53 DIEIS(R)(5) e - 11D () (9]
0<s<T
Jp g 22
<\? o773 [ fllxs sup (e i Hz(gl)(s)”H%+6)7
0<s<T
from which and (2.3), we infer t < T,

t s
[£51€]3+2 / s NI 4T|z<fh>*f<go<ss|dsHLoo<L2>
not

2
< A2 5T2 (1 +)\2+5+’YT2( 6) 0-01 )HfHXTHgHLi}O(H’Y)

Loy € IT )« ) (s, s
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By substituting the above estimate and (2.13) into (2.12), we obtain

t e 22 [t
[£31€12 701 gy50.0m, € V7 4T/

GO d
K QUF,9)(5:€) || o1z

2.15 2
( ) SA—&Q%H'}CHXTHQHXT + )\2—5T% (1 + )\%+5+“/T%(’Y—%—6)60.01)\2)

X (HQHL;O(HW)”JC”XT + HfHLgo(HV)HQHXT)-

By summarizing the estimates (2.9) and (2.15), we obtain (2.6). This completes the proof
of Proposition 2.1. O

Let us now present the proof of Lemma 2.2.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. We first get, by applying Young’s inequality, that

t
2 3,5~
| el FOF s,z ds
Mot

L1-45 L 1+23

t 3
2 244 e
< [ N ol g VP O,
not
t 3.6 1_9s
< / eNINGY NG PG s
ot [,2(1-9)

< sup (s°||F(s 't_%N\/%_‘g- eNot 1),
S s (PIF )t E VD (5 1)

Note that the function f(z) = 27%(e®” —1) is monotonically increasing in > 0. In particular,
for t <T, one has (recall 2Ny = Ny = )\T_%)

F(NoVE) < F(NoVT) < 2027937

which leads to (2.10).
Similarly, we deduce that

t
s 2 3 S 2
ta[| [ Ml L gnan e 0TI (s, ) ds

L1-43 L1523

LNz T RTR | =
/ M0t — 5) T2 ||lEl 2 oo | o 1 (s )| s ds
7

t
S 2 148
St [ M) NG F G, ds
not L2(1=0)

t
< thO_%/ eNgs(t - s)_H%s_‘S ds sup (86||F(8, )| 2034))
not 0<s<T L

1
§N0_25/ eNgtT(l—T)_H_%T_édT’ sup (s‘sHF(s,-)H 2%)
0 0<s<T L201-9)

< \"208 NGT 5\ F(s. -
S e OilslgT(s (s, ) 2 )

which ensures (2.11). This completes the proof of Lemma 2.2. O



REFINED ANALYTICITY RADIUS OF NS EQUATIONS 13

We shall first prove the local well-posedness of (GNS) in the classical Sobolev spaces. In
order to do so, for Q(u,v) being the bilinear form given by (1.1), we define B = B(u,v) via

{ B — AB = Q(u,v), (t,z) € RT x R3,

2.16
(2.16) Bli_o 0.

In yet other words, B is related to Q(u,v) by the integral:

= te(t_S)A u(s),v(s))ds
B [ e=2Qu(s). o)

def 47 1f’7>17
Proposition 2.2. Lety € [1/2, = .
ropositi ety € [1/2,00], py { 827 ify € [1/2,1],

H7+ﬂ). Then (2.16) has a unique solution B(u,v) € C([0,T]; HY) N L*(10, T[; H'*'). More-
over, there holds

and u, v belong to LP([0,T7;

”B(%U)HL%’(Hv) + ”VB(%U)HLgF(m)

(2.17) def C’T4 ify>1,
<Gl L, ez vl L 2 with Cy(T) S
Ly (H Pv) Ly (H P7) T2 pn, ifye[1/2,1],
and
a
@18 B, ep < COOFTI N, o o,

Proof. For simplicity, we just present the a priori estimates (2.17) and (2.18). We first get,
by taking H” inner product of (2.16) with B(u,v), that

(219) L SNBG )@ IV, o) = (D) Q(w0), (D) Blu,v) 1o

In the case when v > 1, we deduce from (1.1) and the law of product in Sobolev space (see
Theorem 8.3.1 of [19] for instance), that

|((D)Q(u,v), (D) B(u, v)) 1| SHIDI_%Q(%v)HHvHIDI%B(u )l

1
Slull g llvll gy 1B(w, v)HHwHVB(u )| 7+

H’Y+§ H'Wrg
so that
T
107 Q). Dy B v) .
1 1
(220) <T4H’LL||L4 H“”L? ||U||L4 H%L? ||B(u7U)HZ%O(H“/)HVB(uv’U)HEQT(HV)
1
<CT2HUH2 L rth) v H2 L) Z(HB(u,v)H%;wm)+\\V3(u,v)|!izT(m))-

Similarly, in the case when v € [1/2,1], we have

‘(<D>7Q(uv U)v <D>’YB(U7 U))L2| SHU ® UHH'V HVB(’LL, ’U)HH'Y
Sllull vz 1ol 2 1VB(u, v)lla,
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so that
T
/0 ‘((DWQ(U, v), (D)7 B(u, U))LZ‘ dt
12
(2.21) <T27 77 ||u| o 7+pl)HUHLm(HW+% IVB(u, v)| 22,7
<cr' ml!uuzm N H{,V( i) HVB(u LY

where we used the fact: v > 5, so that p, > 4.

By integrating (2.19) over [0,7] and then substituting the estimate (2.20) or (2.21) into
the resulting inequality, we obtain (2.17).

On the other hand, we deduce from the interpolation inequality in Sobolev spaces that

2
HB(ujv)llLM(Hwi SHB(u,v)IILm(m IKDYB(w, 0)lI 13 47+

T P
2 f 2
S8, ’U)HLoo(m (T2 (1B(u, v)l Lge (1) + IVB(u )l 2. (1)) 7
from which and (2.17), we deduce (2.18). This concludes the proof of Proposition 2.2. O

We are now in a position to complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We divide the proof of Theorem 1.2 into the following three steps:
Step 1. The local existence of classical solution.

In view of (GNS) and (2.16), we can equivalently reformulate (GNS) as (1.10). We are
going to use the following iteration scheme to construct the approximate solutions of (1.10).

(2.22) Uy def ePuy and  uniy def ePug + B, ).

Let p, be determined by Proposition 2.2. Due to p, > 2, we get, by using Minkowski
inequality, that

A 112 2 g2
et UOHL?(Hw%) <lere tl¢] uo(f)HLfW (L2) + |[K€) €l e tl¢] u0(§)HL§w(L§)
1 2
(2.23) ST ol + 1 (6)1€17 [le ™€ | 5 () Ol 2

1
SC(l + TPy ) HUOHH"/
Then it follows from (2.18) and the proof of Lemma 5.5 of [2] that in order to prove the conver-

2
gence of the approximate solution sequence, {u, }, constructed by (2.22), in LI,F(H 5y ), we
need to take the time 7" to be sufficiently small. Indeed notice from (2.17) that for v €]1/2, 1],
py > 4, for C,(T') being determined by (2.17), we can thus define

1
(2.24) 7 Yeup{ T <1, 40C,(T)(1+T7 ) |uollar <1 ).

2
With this definition of T}, there exists u € LIFE (H i P ) so that u satisfies (1.10) and

1
29) Jim fun =l oz =0 and Slunl ot 20T ol
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from which, (2.17) and (2.22), we deduce that
(2.26) ngl)(HUnHL%j(H”f) +IVunllzz, (1) < Cllwoll (1 + [uolla=)-

Notice from (2.22) that
Up+1 — U =B(up, upn) — Blu,u)
=B(up — u, u,) + B(u,u, —u),
from which, (2.17) and (2.25), we deduce that for T" < 77,

H(unH — U)HL%O(H'V) + Hv(un—i-l - U)HL%(HV)

(2.:27) < Cllun = UHL’}”(H”%) O'“"HL?(H”%) * HuHL%(H”*%Q

< Ouol| m ||wn — ul| —0 as n — oo.

2
v )

Step 2. The uniform estimate of ||uy | x; .

On the other hand, by virtue of (2.1) and (2.22), we write

~ def .
(2.28) Ung10(t ) Zln1 (O lgz0.01v,

—

=Un+1(t, &) 10.018, <|e|<0.1n T €D uolig>0.1n, + Bltn, un)(t, ) Lig/>0.1n
from which, (1.11) and (2.4), we infer

1 _1 (A1
lunsilly SCTZODIA0O7370) gyl e ey + e ol xy

s 1oyt e [t _—
+ 12 Lgzoam, €10 2N VE T /0 e Qlun, un) (5, €) ds| oo 12)-

Note that

51 AN L] tle2~
e Buollxr =[5 |17 es0om e T Ve T (€)1 12

L1y —(y—L1_ —~
<7207 077 1150 00w, T () 123 22

ST 072N 0727 g | e 410y,

~

15

where in the last step we invoke the limit solution u determined by (2.25) (note that by (2.26)

uw € LFPH?Y). Using Proposition 2.1 for the nonlinear piece, we obtain
Lin_Ly _(n—1l_¢§
lunsallxr <C(T3OTDAO73 (gl ey + e )
2 _s A2
+ (L4 VT |l || oo (1) l1tm | e ()] + A0 unl%,

I A28 (1 + )\%+5+7T%(V_%_5)60-01>‘2)||un||Lgs>(H7)HunHXT)'

Then we deduce from (2.27) that for arbitrary but fixed small enough constant € > 0, there

exists an integer N so that for any n > N, there holds
lunt1ll xp SC’(T%(“’_%))\_W_%_‘” [1 + (1 + 64"0)‘2)T5||u0\|1{v]
s A2
(2.29) X (& + lunllLge (a)) + A€ [|un%,

BT (14 AFFHITEOE0) D00 g )
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Before proceeding, we present the following lemma:

Lemma 2.3 (Uniform high frequency smallness in H?). Let v > 3 and u € C([0,T]; HY)
be a mild solution of (GNS) with initial data ug € H7. We denote the Fourier multiplier

15;,(5) d:eflmzo,ou. Then one has

(2.30) ny(T) d—eforiltax | P~ gu(t)|| g — 0, as J — oo.
We admit the lemma for the time being and postpone its proof till the end of this section.

We now continue our proof of Theorem 1.2. For ny < ﬁ and n}(t) being given by
(1.8), we define

(1) /2y — (I T| + | InT)) + 36-(T)  with
(2.31)
Be(T —mln{ \ln( ; %(T))\, 5(7—§)HHT] },
and
7, Lf sup{ T <T, eMNTITI <
(2.32)

1 1
CA?“;(T)T%(l +)\g+5+7(T)T%(”’_%_5)60‘0”?@))HUOHm <3 }
We observe that due to v > % + 9, Ty is well-defined for § being sufficiently small.
Then by virtue of (2.29), for any n > N and 7" < T3, we achieve

1—6)

1 1y, —(y—1
lnsallxe <C(THO=DAOT270 (@) (1t g llirs) (= + llun o)

(2.33) 22
_ (1) 1
AT ual, ) + 5 lunllxr

Let us compare |[up+1]|x, with Z, which is determined by

-5 A2(T)
27 = C’(Tz(’y‘i)/\ (=2 )(T)(1+||uo\|m)(€+IIUhHL%’(m))+A25(T)6T22)-

In particular, thanks to Lemma 2.3 and (2.31), for any sufficiently small positive constant ¢y,
which will be determined later on, we can shrink ¢ty < 75 to be so small that

A2(T)

(2:34) to S sup{T < 15, 2130 DA O (D) (1 g ) (2 s o )5 < o}

We notice that for A\.(7") defined by (2.31), to defined by above can be reached.
Then we deduce that for n > N and T < ¢,

-4
235 Junellxe < TR0 D070 (14 gl ) (= + el s o))
Step 3. The convergence of {t%S(un)} in L>°([0, tol; H%H).
Indeed we deduce from (2.1) and Lemma 2.1 that for 7' < ty,

(2.36) Ht%‘f(unﬂ — u")HLgs(H%H) SHt%‘Z((unH — un)l)HL%o(H%H) + [|tnt1 — unllx,

<Cllupt1 — unllzge vy + lun+1 — unl x4
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Notice from (2.28) that

tnt1 — tn|| xr <Ht2’§\ +21001N1<\§\<0 1N, € Aokl (U 1 Uy HLOO 12)

A2t 2]
+ Htgl‘f‘ZO.lNl|£|5+%€)\ﬁ‘5‘ o / e (=l (Q(un = tn1,un)
0

+ @(un—ly Up — un—l))(sa £) dSHL%O(Lg)
from which, (2.4) and Proposition 2.2, we infer
_1 —0
i1 — tnllxs éC((Ta(” Wt )(T)[HunH — || e (ar)
+ T (|[un Lo (a7 + [n—1l|zs () 1tn — 1|l 22 (217)]

_ s
+ AZ(D)TE (lun e + Ntn—1llxz ) un — ol zge (e

_5 22(T)
+lJun = un-1llxy (A (T)e 0 (unllxr + llun-1llxz)
s
o+ NEIT (| e vy + em 1l 2gpa0))] )
It follows from (2.34) and (2.35) that for T < t

A(1) 1y 1) —(v—
A0S (Jun Ly + llunr[lxr) <20T30-2)A7073) ()

2
X (1+ [luollg~) (e + llunllzso (mmy)e™ - < o

Then if we take ¢y to be so small that ¢y < %, we deduce from (2.26) that for T' < ¢,

1 =l SC(Ilun+1 = unllzge vy + luollzrv llun = wn—llLge ()
T T
1 _ s
+ (5 + OX(D)T 2 o 117 fum — ins| .

from which and (2.32), we infer for T < tg

1
luns1 = unllsey < C(lluntr = wnllge e + ltn = tn-alloge (i) + 5 llun = w1 llxg.-

By inserting the above estimate into (2.36), we find for T' < ty,

s
(2.37) 25 e - HLoO(HQJ”S _QHtZT “"—1)HL39(H%+6)

+ C(lluns1 = wnll Lo (y + llun — wn—1llLse (a7 -

Hence {t%‘f(un)} is a Cauchy sequence in L5°(H %J”S) for any T' < ty. As a result, it follows
that

At At p

(2.38) lim Htgi(unﬂ —u =0 and Htge_ﬁeﬁ <C,
n—o0

Migeirt o, st

for any T < tg.
In particular, by taking ¢ = 7" in (2.38), we obtain

A2(T)

He’\E(T)\/T‘D‘u(T)HH%H <OT %¢t  for any T < to.
By taking e — 0 in the above inequality, we obtain

He TVIIPly(7 )Hgéw SCT_%@

)
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for any T' < t¢ and A\(T") being given by (1.8), which together with (1.8) ensures (1.7). This
completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. O

Let us now present the proof of Lemma 2.3.

Proof of Lemma 2.3. We first observe that the linear part satisfies

ignggJ@tAUOHHW < HP>JU()HH~/ — 0, as J — oo.

For the nonlinear part, we first deal with the case when v €]1/2,3/2[. Then for J > 1 and
sufficiently small constant, ¢ > 0, satisfying v > % + ¢, we get, by using the law of product in
Sobolev spaces (see Theorem 8.3.1 of [19] for instance or see [28]), that

t
I Postpret-93Q m(eyas],
t
< J_E/ D[Py 1% (w @ u)(s)|| . ds
0
t
<7< [ JIDETP. 93 DR w0 s
0

t 5
<77 [ 0oy
0
ST 0 a0, s T oo,

where in the last step, we used the fact that v > % + €.
For v = %, we take e €]0, 1[. By a slight modification of the above argument, we have

[ /0 Po (D)7 el 92Q(u, u)(s) ds|| 1

< JE /0 tH D]+ 2 Py el =92 (@ u)(5) || . ds

<JE /OtH’D‘1+2EP>Je(t_s)A<D>%—f(u @ u)(s)|| 12 ds

ST /0 = ) HEN )} g ds ST ul? g =0, as T o oo

Finally for v > %, we note that H7 is an algebra. As a consequence, we deduce that
[ PrtDyet 22 Q)5 ]
< [P P92 s s, i
< T /Ot(t —5) 720 us) |} ds S T ulF g0y 20, s S = 0.

Collecting the above estimates, we conclude the proof of (2.30). O
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3. THE CRITICAL CASE: v = %

The goal of this section is to present the proof of Theorem 1.3, namely, the critical case of
Theorem 1.2 for v = % In order to do so, we first need to adapt Lemma 2.3 to the critical
_ 1
case y = 3.
Proposition 3.1 (Uniform high frequency smallness in H %) Let ug € H 3. There exists a
positive time T' = T'(ug) so that the system (GNS) with initial data ug has a unique solution

we C([0,T]; H2) N L2()0, T[; H?) and

Pty #1915
(3.1)
+ It > Vu||L2 oy §C’Hu0\|H% for any integer m >0 and § €]0,1].

Furthermore there holds

(3:2) G« x|l €200 €) [z 0, as = oo,

Remark 3.1. [t is possible to obtain all polynomial smoothing estimates in (3.1) at one
stroke if we take T = T(ug) to be sufficiently small. We sketch an alternative argument as
follows. The key is to estimate the following Z-norm:

de 1 3 . ~ €
(3.3) lullze E 151D 0l e noy, with 0(2,6) 2 e 7 Wl €).
F(L2)

For the linear part, it is not difficult to check that

1 3 ViIpl (A

1D % Pl g | o 12 < ol 3
(34) . 1 3 ﬁD tA
lim ¢=||D|1e2 PletBug) 2 = 0.
t—0t

On the other hand, for the nonlinear part, we first get, by using the triangle inequality,
(€] < |€ =l + [n| for & € R?, that

t
[ eE DIt Qu(s), u(s) | ds
0

t
[ elfet Vvl 5(s) 4 (s s
13

IN

t%/ llefze™ = a(s)] « [@(s)]]| . ds
<t /0 (t = ) S [0(s) = [0(s) 12 ds

7 _1 I 2
st [ o Fenl@ls DI ds
Then by applying Sobolev imbedding inequality, H%(R?’) — LY(R?), we obtain

i / e PIDJ 92 Qu(s), u(s)) | 2 ds < 3 /0<t—s>-5HrD\ifw(WS’f)DHizdS

N

t
¢s / (t — s)_%s_% dsHuH2ZT
0

< Mlull%,
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from which and (3.4), we deduce from the fized point theorem (see Lemma 5.5 of [2] for
instance) that there exists T so that (1.10) has a unique solution w on [0,T] with ||ulz, <
HU()HH 1» which in particular implies all polynomial smoothing estimates.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. We first get, by a similar derivation of (2.23), that
e ol s,y =16l B0l oo,z
<[ligllle™ " sy B0 (@l 2 < Clluoll
which in particular implies
(3.5) }i%\\etAuo\\L%(Hl) =0.
For B(u,v) being determined by (2.16), we deduce from (2.18) that
1B(w, o)l a1y < Collwll g gy [0l pa iy 3 T <1
Take T'(ug) > 0 sufficiently small such that
4C’0Hemu0HL%(H1) <L

The fixed point theorem (see Lemma 5.5 of [2] for instance) ensures that (1.10) admits a
unique solution u in L*(]0, T[; H'). Moreover, it follows from (2.17) that

+ HVUH < C(J|uol| .1) and

|| HLoo(H2 %)
(3.6) % 2
ol g oy < Il 2yl ul”, it = Cllwall ) forany g € [2,00].

For any p €]1,00[, we choose ¢ €]2, 00 with p > 4. Then we get, by applying the law of
product in Sobolev space, that

1B (u, ) / 125 eI |l @ u(s)||» ds

5/ H|£2+;—%e—(t—8)\5\2|£|%—%@(8)“L2 ds
0

< ! -1-142 2
S [e=9 R,

from which, (3.6) and Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we infer

|8 (w, w)]| 12 e % S ’/ |t — 3‘ qX[OT]( )Hu(s)”2%+% dSHLp

Slll 3z, < Cllluoll )

1.2
H2+P

ds,

N

Hence, by applying interpolation inequality, we obtain

1
(3.7) 1B (u, u)| < 1B(u, U)HL4 L () HB(u,U)Hz%(m) < C(lfuoll 1),

.3
LQT(BQQJ)

.3

where [|a|| . 3 denotes the homogeneous Besov norm of a in the space B3, (see Definition 2.15
B3, ’

of [2]; see also Lemma 2.7 of [28] and the discussion therein for more general interpolation

inequalities).
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Whereas it follows from Theorem 2.34 that

dt\ s
A A ’
e ol p2(r+;pooy = </0 thet uollz— t ) - ‘|U0||B;{2 = CHUOHH%’

which together with (3.7) ensures that
(3.8) [ullz2 2oy < Clluoll ;1 )-

Next let us turn to the time-weighted energy estimate. For simplicity, we just present the

a priori estimate. Indeed, for any 6 €]0,1[, we get, by taking H™+9+5 inner product of
(GNS) with u, that

=(|D|"™ 02 Q(u, w), | D™ 0T 2u)

m+o+3 L2

2 2
S IR,y + IVl

(3.9) <Hu®u”Hm+6+1 Hvu”Hm+5+§

<Ofu[Foo lul?, §HVUH2.

m+o+3 + FmA+s)

where we used Bony’s decomposition [5] that v @ v =T}, ® u + u ® T, + R(u,u) so that

Hu ® uHHerM% < CHUHLO" Hu”Hm+6+%’

tm+5

Multiplying the inequality (3.9) by , we obtain

d mts 2 2
aHt 2 u(t)HHm+5+1 + Ht VUH m+5+%
2 2 m
S (m+ 6) u(t)”Hm+5+% + C”uHLw”t ( )”Hm+5+2

Applying Gronwall’s inequality gives rise to

m+6 m+6 1+5
o L TR [ wu;mmm < (1" T, s,
3.10 R
Fm OO, sy, ) Sl ).

With (3.8) and (3.10), to conclude the proof of the time-weighted estimate part in (3.1) via
induction argument, we still need the following lemma, the proof of which will be postponed
after we finish the proof of Proposition 3.1.

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, for any t < T'(ug), one has

(3.11) It5 ]|

Loo(F0+3)

FIEVUI, oy < Clluoll )

Finally, we present the proof of (3.2). Due to u € C’([O,T];H%), for any € > 0, we can
choose 1y > 0 so small that

— 1 <
omax. l|lu(t) uoH 3 < 0.001e,

which implies that for any J > 1,

(|1 g[€[3 (000, €) — T(€) 12 < 0.0Le.

While by taking Jy > 1 so large that

1_
g1 €12T0(€) 2 < 001,
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we deduce that for any J > Jy,

. <
(3.12) max [ J¢[a(E €) 2 < 002

On the other hand, it follows from (3.1) that tiy e L>([0,T]; H?), from which, we infer

_3 3
33
TOIT<1?2{THP>JU( )HH% <Cry*J 2 =0 as J — o0.

In particular, we can take J; > 1 so large that

max ”1|§|>J1\§’2U(t 5)”L2 < 0.1¢,

which together with (3.12) ensures that for J > max{Jy, J1},

<
|1 [€30(6,€) 12 < e

This leads to (3.2), and we complete the proof of Proposition 3.1. O
Let us present the proof of Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. We first observe that

L NI _ 1425 [T 6m1 —24[¢l? 1~q e (2

5 Bl g, = [ 6 [T e a6 e
_ * 5.1 —or PN 2
= [ [ e drlelm©r ds = lul?,

This estimate will be used in the nonlinear computation below.

(3.13)

By taking the H =3 inner product of (2.16) with v = v and then multiplying the resulting
inequality by t9~!, we obtain that
2 o1 2
2dth B(u u)(t)HH(;,% + Ht 2 B(U,U)(t)HH5+1 +(1- Ht2 (u u)(t)HH(;,%
:t5 ! (Q(U, U), B(U, U)) Héf%
L tA tA LES
<tz ||("ug + B(u,u) ® (e ug + B(u,u))HHaf% |t B(U,U)(t)HH5+1

1 1, s—
<5t | o + Blu w) @ (¢ uo + Blusw) 75 + 3117 Blu,w) (8)] 13-

from which and the law of product in Sobolev spaces, we infer
i”t%[” () (1) 35y + (|77 Bl w) ()] oy + (1= 0)][£3 7 Blau, w) (1) 55
2

(e uall®,y + 1B, )| ) + 1B, ) |2 g |5 Blu, ) ()] oy

=

<Ht 2 etAu0|]2 5+l

By applying Gronwall’s inequality and using (3.6), (3.7), we find for ¢ < T'(up),

a1 2 A2 2
[ B )02 sy SO0l + B0 )
et 2 2
X Ht 7 el uoH H%)eXp(C’HB(u,u)HL?(B%))
<C(luoll y):
which together with (3.13) implies that
-1
(.14 16l et < Clluol )
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We remark that estimate of this type was first proposed by Chemin and Planchon in [9] for
the classical 3-D Navier-Stokes system. The avid reader may view it as a natural L? version
of the classical Kato spaces (see [21]).

On the other hand, we get, by taking H 0+3 inner product of (GNS) with u and using the
law of product in Sobolev spaces, that

H ( )H2 5+1 + HV’LL||2 (Q(u7u)7u)H6+%
,snu@uHHH% IVl 0

Szl ooy 19l sy

2dt

Multiplying ¢ to the above inequality yields
d s s 5-1 s
E\ItQU(t)HZH% +lt2Vul? o,y <0lE= u@P oy + Cllullze E2ul? .

Applying Gronwall’s inequality gives rise to

s
U2 oy, + VU, oy < IR, oy ep(Clulliym) for t < Tlao),
which together with (3.8) and (3.14) ensures (3.11). This completes the proof of Lemma
3.1. O
By analogy of the corresponding norm of || - || x, defined in (1.11) for the subcritical case,

for sufficiently small positive constant J, we define

def 1,8 ¢ 1542 AT At e
(3.15) e o216+ 21y e €
Note here we introduce the special cut-off 1 _1 to break the scaling. In what follows, we

|§|=>T"%
shall focus on the estimating of the the Yp-norm of u.

Proposition 3.2. Let ug € H3. There exists a sufficiently small positive constant t1 so that
the system (GNS) with initial data uy has a unique solution u on [0, 1] and

(3.16) ully, < Ce® MO uy)| for any T < t,

Ly (H2)
where \(T') is defined by (1.12) and wy, is defined by (3.17) below.

Proof. For simplicity, we just present the a priori estimates. We take M T i and split
the solution u of (GNS) as

~ def « — def <
u=wu +uy with et u-ligcpr and  uy = u- Lig>ar,
—— ——

(3.17)
de f — A
S@)(t,€) & Il ),
We first observe from Proposition 3.1 that for all 0 <t < T < 1:

s A% 1 s 1 2L
3 DI S )0l 2 SENEPHEAFN a6l
1
(3.18) ST ERa, €) |

é 1
<IN C(fugll ).
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Note that due to our low frequency cut-off 1 there is a saving of T% in the low

gl<T 1
frequency estimate (3.18).

In view of (3.15), the the Yp-norm of w is just Ht% |D|6+%S(uh)\|L;9(L2)- To estimate ||uly;,
we first notice that

s RN PN
[£2 1r<jgp<anr €T T ﬁm“HL%’(L?)
(319 asse () gy o
: <T:M°|e \2vT P e ’5‘21\5\2MU|‘L§9(L§)
[
< Tiallu .

To complete the estimate of ||u||y;, it remains for us to estimate the term below:

s 1 A%t e
[Lgzanrt? €[ 2e o ﬁm“HL?(L?)'

For this, as in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we shall turn to nonlinear estimates. Again thanks to
the frequency cut-off 1¢>3p7, there will be no low-low interactions in the nonlinear estimate
below.

Indeed similar to the proof of Proposition 2.1, for any 79 > 0, which will be chosen
sufficiently small later on, we split the integral fg = nOt + fn , and estimate each pieces
separately.

Step 1. The estimate of the short-time piece fgot .

Recall that Ny = /\T_% we write

A2 —

AL |g|=2A2t
Ht2|£| 1£>3M/ —(t—s)I¢I? A 77kl 4TQ(u.u)(s,f)d8HL%o(Lg)
Mot —
(3.20) < Ht§1|§|<2N1/0 |5|§+6es|£|21‘5‘23Mu®u(s,£) dSHL;O(Lg)

5 Mot 3 5
e, [ 61 ST s, €) il

where 79 > 0 will be taken sufficiently small.
We first deduce from Young’s inequality and (2.8) that

% not ) %—1—6 s|§|21 - d
t Vg2, 16170 |§|Z3MU®U(S’E)HL§ 5

vle, O

t

N

ot 4sN2 345 —
7 e N g o, g an TS5,y ds

not 3 1
_+ =
/ NENET N (g © un(s)
0

(NZT) 5 AN ) e (1) lan | e (1)

22
oA ]

ZA
N[>

t + [lun @ un(s)ll, 3)ds

I
<
<

e 1 llun]

Lo (H1%) L (H3)

where in the last step, we invoke the usual Sobolev embedding: H 2 (R3) — L3(R3).
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Along the same line, we compute

s [ s ot
tzH/ €12 g mon, e B u @ u(s, €) dsHLg
0

not e
St /0 gl 0™l o [ 1igzom @ uls, )l ds

not
S [T ol + o ()], 5) ds

S [l

L3 (1T2) HuhHLoo (2

By inserting the above estimates into (3.20), we obtain

ooy I ez [ et A Qs

dsHL‘X’(L2)
< 65770)\ Hu”Loo H7 H h”Loo Hg)
Step 2. The estimate of the piece f ¢ .
In view of (1.1) and (3.17), we have
¢ e
t%‘|£|%+61|§|23M e~ (t=9lEl? ATrlel= T Q(U u)(s, &) ds|
not
(3.22) s s t ) A'S;SKHAS 22
Sebgfi [ eIV S () @ S(u)(s, )| ds.
Mot
By frequency localization (2.8), we find
Lig>amS(u) ® S(u) = 1ig>3mS(u1) @ S(un) + 1jgj>30S(

up) ® S(ur) + 1jg>30S(un) @ S(un).

We first handle the contribution due to S(up) ® S(uy). Indeed, it is easy to observe that

F) t t—s A2 s _ >\2t —
Ht2|£|g+5/ e—(t—8)|f|2 A= ‘SH‘ 2T ~ AT S(uh) ®S(uh)(8,£) dSHLi}"(Lg)
not

s B —(t—s)(|£|—¢)2+*23 To o
< Htﬁ/ |2 H0e 2T S (un) @ S(un)(s,€) dsll Lo 12
not

s 3 A2s T o a
5th/ €124 <y e 1T S(un) @ S(un)(s,€) ds| pge(12)
not

5 3 1 AZs —
i Hﬁ / t |£|5+51‘5‘2Nle—ﬁ(t—s)\s\uﬁS(uh) ® S(uy)(s,§) dSHLgs(Lg)a
7o



26 DONG LI AND PING ZHANG

from which, N1 > 1 and Lemma 2.2, we infer
t

Jeeiies [ oo
Mot

2
<A ’|s S
SATT s sup (PISeu)HSE)GN

25 )\2t

S () @ S(un)(s,€) ds| e (22

)

_5 A2 1
S.; A 66 i . sup (36|HD‘2+6S(uh)(3)”%§9([,2)>
0<s<T

5 A2
SA%T [lull3,,

. 3
where in the last step, we applied the usual Sobolev embedding H %M(R?’) — LT3 (R3).
Along the same line, we deduce that

t
et [ e
Mot

s [1 3 —(t—S)(\f\—L)a‘/\% oS
5”’55/ €|3+0e 3/T) AT S(ul)®S(Uh)(37§)dSHL§9(L§)
not

.s Az

w S(Ul) ® S(un)(s, )dSHLgs(Lg)

2|1+ 57

t—
e VT

s [t 3 A2s —
ILE / €121 g < v, €T S(w) @ S(up)(s,€) ds| Lo r2)
not

5 A2 _
+ th/ €]2 2+ Lgsn e o (t=9) €+ 57 |S(u1) ® S(un)(s, ) ds”L;?(Lgy
not

from which and Lemma 2.2, we get, by a similar derivation of (2.14), that

t s s 2,
Htgw%ﬂs/ e (t=9)El? At=s \£\+2T zTS(ul)(X)S(uh)(s f)dS”LOO(LQ
not
2-6 5 A2
SO sup (P [S) (S ity )

35 /\23 1 6 !
SN0 sup (s2eSt DS () (s)l 2 - 57 DI S () (5)]z2)
<s<

_§md AT
ST ugll gy llullyy,  (by (3.18)).
Plugging the above estimates into (3.22), we achieve

t —_—
21612 Lgizam / e~ =R N Gy, u)(5,€) ds|| e 1)
(3.23) not T \e

A2 s !
SAeT full§, + N0 T TN uoll y llull vy
Step 3. The estimate of [jul|y;..

Now let us return to the estimate of (3.16). Indeed by virtue of (1.10) and (3.15), we get,
by summing up the estimates (3.19), (3.21) and (3.23), that

A2
lullyy < lle®uollyy + Cs (T4IIUhH )+€5"° ol g llunll o 44,

A IIUHYT + T4

(3.24)
-5 1
X EAT‘*IIUMIH%IIUHYT)-
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To see the smallness of the linear term || ug||y;., we observe that for all 0 < ¢ < T

A S das ATl e~
e B uollv, =liezlelz*n ye 3T VTG (©)]] g 1

e e SR (3]

2115+ s
+[[¢21¢)2 1|§|<2N11‘5‘>T—21;uo(g)HL%’(L?)

+ X unll o < O Jug|

Slu hHL‘X’(H2 L°(H2) Ly (H2)

Let us now take A = A(T"), which is given by (1.12). Then by shrinking 7 > 0 to be so
small that

def

u>|oq

o1
(3.25) {T: Cilluoll 13 5 - N*(T)ATH < 2},

we deduce from (3.24) that for any T < T,

3.26 < Oy (€503 () .
(3.26) [ully; < Ca(e ||uhHL%o(H%)

We further shrink ¢; > 0 to be so small that

def

(327 (T < T2 4Gl 0 AT < L

%)

We remark that thanks to the definition of A\(T") given by (1.12) and (3.2), t; defined by
(3.27) can be reached.
Then we deduce from (3.26) that for any 7" < ¢,

3.28 < 2C,eP™N (1) 1
(3.28) lullyz < 2Cse leanll e 13,

In particular, by taking 19 = 107°, we conclude the proof of (3.16). We thus complete the
proof of Proposition 3.2. O

Now we are in a position to complete the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Again for simplicity, we just present the a priori estimates. In view
of (3.17), we get, by summing up (3.16) and (3.18), that for any T < ¢,

) )
38 . gravoy SIESC s, + el
s _AZ(T —442
Clluoll ,3)TTe™ T + Ce' A |

1.
LF(H?)

In particular, by taking ¢t = T in the above inequality, we achieve for T' < t;, which is
determined by Proposition 3.2,

4)\2

2(1) -
T3~ [XOVIIPLYT)| Ly < Cllluoll ) Te T + Cel0™ VD)l

.1
Lgo(H3)’

which leads to (1.13). We thus complete the proof of Theorem 1.3. O
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