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POISSON KERNEL AND BLOW-UP OF THE SECOND DERIVATIVES

NEAR THE BOUNDARY FOR STOKES EQUATIONS WITH NAVIER

BOUNDARY CONDITION

HUI CHEN, SU LIANG, AND TAI-PENG TSAI

Abstract. We derive the explicit Poisson kernel of Stokes equations in the half space
with nonhomogeneous Navier boundary condition (BC) for both infinite and finite slip
length. By using this kernel, for any q > 1, we construct a finite energy solution of
Stokes equations with Navier BC in the half space, with bounded velocity and velocity
gradient, but having unbounded second derivatives in Lq locally near the boundary. While
the Caccioppoli type inequality of Stokes equations with Navier BC is true for the first
derivatives of velocity, which is proved by us in [CPAA 2023], this example shows that the
corresponding inequality for the second derivatives of the velocity is not true. Moreover,
we give an alternative proof of the blow-up using a shear flow example, which is simple
and is the solution of both Stokes and Navier–Stokes equations.
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1. Introduction

We consider the following Stokes system in R
n
+ × R, n ≥ 2,

(1.1) ∂tu−∆u+∇p = 0, divu = 0,

with nonhomogeneous Navier boundary condition (Navier BC) on ∂Rn
+ × R

(1.2) ∂nuk − αuk = ak, un = an,

for 1 ≤ k ≤ n−1. The system can be also considered for t ∈ (0,∞) with an initial condition
at t = 0. Here u(x, t) = (u1, u2, . . . , un) is the velocity field, p(x, t) is the pressure, α ≥ 0
is the friction coefficient, and a(x′, t) = (a1, a2, . . . , an) is the boundary value. For α = 0,
(1.2) is reduced to Lions boundary condition. When α > 0, its inverse 1/α has the unit of
length and is called the slip length. We refer to our previous paper [4] and the reference
therein for more detailed introduction of the physical meaning, and the historical study on
the Stokes and Navier–Stokes equations under Navier BC.
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In this paper, we continue to study the local regularity of the solution of the Stokes
equations (1.1) near boundary. We recall some developments along this line. For the
Stokes system in the half space with Dirichlet BC, Seregin [15, Lemma 1.1] showed spatial
smoothing (∇2u,∇p ∈ Lq,r(Q+

1/2), 1 < q, r < ∞) if one assumes u,∇u, p ∈ Lq,r(Q+
1 ),

where Q+
R denotes parabolic cylinders (see Section 2 for definition). However, without any

assumption on the pressure, the smoothing in spatial variables fails due to non-local effect of
the pressure. The first counter example constructed by K. Kang [7] shows that there exists
a bounded weak solution of the Stokes equations whose normal derivative is unbounded
near boundary,

sup
Q+

1
2

|∂nu| = ∞, sup
Q+

1

|u|+ ‖∇u‖L2(Q+
1 )
<∞.

Seregin-Šverák [13] found a simplified example in the form of a shear flow such that its
gradient is unbounded near boundary, although the velocity field is locally bounded. Re-
cently, Chang-Kang [3, Theorem 1.1] proved that for any 1 < q <∞, a bounded very weak
solution (depending on q) can be constructed whose derivatives are unbounded in Lq,

(1.3) ‖∇u‖Lq(Q+
1
2

) = ∞, ‖u‖L∞(Q+
1 )
<∞.

See [2, 8, 9, 14] for related study along this line and [6] for partial regularity results on the
boundary with Dirichlet BC.

For Stokes system (1.1) in the half space with Navier BC, we proved in [4, Theorem 1.1]
the following Caccioppoli’s inequality,

(1.4) ‖∇u‖Lq,r(Q+
1
2

) . ‖u‖Lq,r(Q+
1 )
, 1 < q, r <∞.

It is a very important distinction in comparison to the Dirichlet BC where Caccioppoli’s
inequality fails near boundary by (1.3). Moreover, we also proved in [4, Theorem 1.3] that
∇mu ∈ L∞(Q+

1
2

), m ≥ 1 for bounded velocity u, if the friction coefficient α = 0,

(1.5) ‖∇mu‖L∞(Q+
1
2

) . ‖u‖L∞(Q+
1 )
.

Similar study was initiated by Dong-Kim-Phan [5], where boundary second derivative es-
timates for generalized Stokes system with VMO coefficients under Lions BC were proved.
The main motivation of this paper is to study the regularity criteria of higher order deriva-
tives of u near the boundary when assuming non-zero friction coefficient. It will be proved
that ∇u can not be replaced by ∇2u in inequality (1.4).

At first, we derive the explicit Poisson kernel of Stokes system with Navier BC, which
allows us to express u and p in terms of a.

Theorem 1.1 (Poisson kernel). For n ≥ 2, α ≥ 0, 1 ≤ k, j ≤ n, let the kernels Pkj =
P 0
kj + αPα

kj and gj = g0j + αgαj be given as in Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.3.

(a) Suppose a(x′, t) ∈ C∞
c (Rn−1 × R)n and define u(x, t), p(x, t) by

uk(x, t) =

∫

R

∫

Rn−1

Pkj(x− y′, t− s)aj(y
′, s) dy′ ds,(1.6)

p(x, t) =

∫

R

∫

Rn−1

gj(x− y′, t− s)aj(y
′, s) dy′ ds.

Then u(x, t), p(x, t) are smooth functions satisfying (1.1)–(1.2). Note that repeated

index means summation.
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(b) Suppose a ∈ Lq
c, q > 1, and define u by (1.6). Then u is a very weak solution of

Stokes equations (1.1) in R
n
+ ×R with Navier boundary condition (1.2) with data a on

∂Rn
+ × R, i.e., u ∈ L1

loc(R
n
+ × R), and

∫

R

∫

R
n
+

u · (∂t +∆)Φ dxdt =

∫

R

∫

Rn−1

n−1
∑

k=1

akΦk − an∂nΦn dx
′ dt,

∫

R
n
+

u · ∇Ψdx = −
∫

Rn−1

anΨdx′, (a.e. t)

(1.7)

for any Ψ ∈ C1
c (R

n
+) and any divergence free vector Φ ∈ C2,1

c (Rn
+ × R) satisfying

∂nΦk − αΦk = 0, (1 ≤ k < n), Φn = 0, when xn = 0.

By Lq
c we mean Lq functions with compact support.

We refer to [4, Definition 2.2] for the motivation of the definition of very weak solutions.
Above we have added nonhomogeneous boundary data in the definition. Next we use the
Poisson kernel to construct a finite energy solution of Stokes equations, which has bounded
velocity and velocity gradient, while its second derivatives blow up in Lq norm.

Theorem 1.2 (Unbounded second derivative in Lq). Let n ≥ 2, 1 < q ≤ ∞, α > 0. There

exists a very weak solution of Stokes equations (1.1) in Q+
1 with homogeneous (i.e. a = 0)

Navier boundary condition (1.2) on B′
1 such that

‖u‖L∞(Q+
1 ) + ‖∇u‖L∞(Q+

1 ) <∞, ‖∇2u‖Lq(Q+
1
2

) = ∞.(1.8)

Moreover, it is the restriction of a global solution of (1.1) in R
n
+ × (0, 2) with finite global

energy

(1.9) sup
0<t<2

∫

Rn
+

|u(x, t)|2 dx+

∫ 2

0

∫

Rn
+

|∇u(x, t)|2 dxdt <∞,

and this global solution satisfies Navier boundary condition (1.2) on ∂Rn
+ × (0, 2) with

bounded and compactly supported boundary data a.

Remark 1.3. (i) This theorem under Navier BC is parallel to (1.3) under zero BC. It tells
us that the similar inequality of (1.4) with ∇u replaced by ∇2u is not true when α > 0.
By (1.5), the blow-up of ∇2u does not happen if α = 0.

(ii) One of the key ingredients in our proof is the inequalities (2.11) of Lemma 2.8 for the

norm in the Besov space Ḃ
1
2
− 1

2q
q,q (R). The first inequality of (2.11) is proved by Chang-Kang

[3] using interpolation theorems in anisotropic Sobolev spaces. We give a simple, alternative
proof of full (2.11) in this paper.

(iii) The blow-up of ∇2u will not happen if we assume regularity of the pressure. Actually
in [4, Theorem 1.2], we proved that for 1 < q, r <∞,

(1.10) ‖∇∂tu‖Lq,r(Q+
1
2

) + ‖∇3u‖Lq,r(Q+
1
2

) + ‖∇2p‖Lq,r(Q+
1
2

) . ‖u‖Lq,r(Q+
1 ) + ‖p‖Lq,r(Q+

1 ).

(iv) An example can be constructed to make ‖∇4u‖Lq(Q+
1
2

) = ∞ while ‖p‖L∞(Q+
1 ) and

‖u‖L∞(Q+
1 ) are bounded. See Remark 6.3.

(v) If we further require the boundary data to be continuous, we can still construct a
solution with unbounded second derivative, similar to [9]. See Remark 5.4.

Inspired by Seregin-Šverák [13], where they construct a shear flow in R
3
+ with unbounded

derivatives of velocity near the boundary under Dirichlet BC, we will give another example
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which has the same kind of blow-up as (1.8). The advantage of this example is that it
is simple and is the solution of both Stokes and Navier–Stokes equations. It should be
pointed out that it is a shear flow and has no spatial decay. In particular, it has infinite
global energy.

Theorem 1.4 (Shear flow example). Let n ≥ 2, 1 < q ≤ ∞, α > 0. There exists a very

weak solution of both Stokes equations (1.1) and Navier-Stokes equations in R
n
+ × (0, 2),

with homogeneous (i.e. a = 0) Navier boundary condition (1.2) on ∂Rn
+ × (0, 2) and zero

initial condition at t = 0 such that (1.8) is true.

In fact, the same proof can be used to give a second example of (1.3) under zero BC. See
Remark 6.2.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: We introduce notations and some pre-
liminary results in Section 2. We derive the expression of the Poisson kernel in Section 3.
We give the estimate of the kernel and prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 4. We introduce the
example for Theorem 1.2 in Section 5. We give a proof of Theorem 1.4 in Section 6.

2. Notations and preliminaries

For x = (x1, · · · , xn) ∈ R
n, denote x′ = (x1, · · · , xn−1) as the horizontal variable. Let

B′
R(x

′) = {z′ ∈ R
n−1 : |z′ − x′| < R}, C+

R = B′
R(0) × (0, R), and Q+

R = C+
R × (1 − R2, 1).

Denote the heat kernel

Γ(x, t) =







1
(4πt)n/2 e

−|x|2

4t for t > 0

0 for t ≤ 0

and the fundamental solution of −∆

E(x) =

{

1
n(n−2)|B1|

1
|x|n−2 for n ≥ 3

− 1
2π log |x| if n = 2

.

Here |B1| = π
n
2

Γ(n
2
+1) denotes the volume of the unit ball B1 in R

n. Notice that for n ≥ 2,

(2.1)

∫ +∞

0
∂iΓ(x, t) dt = ∂iE(x).

Here we add the derivative ∂i to avoid singularity at t = +∞ when n = 2. Let H(t) be the
Heaviside function. Denote f . g if there is a constant C such that f ≤ Cg, and C depends
on some variables which are clear in the context. Let f ∗ g be the convolution in terms of
(x′, t). We use the following definition of Fourier transform

Ff(ξ) = (2π)−
n
2

∫

Rn

e−ix·ξ f(x) dx,

Fx′f(ξ′, xn) = (2π)−
n−1
2

∫

Rn−1

e−ix′·ξ′ f(x) dx′,

and

(2.2) g̃(ξ′, xn, s) ≡ Fx′,t g = (2π)−
n
2

∫

R

∫

Rn−1

e−i(x′·ξ′+st)g(x, t) dx′ dt.

The following several lemmas (Lemma 2.1–Lemma 2.5) will be used in calculating the
inverse Fourier transform to get the Poisson kernel. They are not new and are widely used
for the derivation of Green tensor of the Stokes equations [9, 11]. We give their proofs here
for the convenience of the readers.
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Lemma 2.1. Suppose xn > 0. For n ≥ 3 we have

F−1
x′

(

e−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′|

)

= 2(2π)
n−1
2 E(x).

For n = 2, we have

F−1
x′

(

−e−x2|ξ1|
)

= 2(2π)
1
2∂2E(x), F−1

x′

(

iξ1
e−x2|ξ1|

|ξ1|

)

= 2(2π)
1
2 ∂1E(x).

Proof. It is well known that the Fourier transform of the fundamental solution of −∆ is

Fx

(

E(x)
)

=
1

(2π)
n
2 |ξ|2

, n ≥ 3.

Hence,

Fx′

(

E(x)
)

= F−1
xn

( 1

(2π)
n
2 |ξ|2

)

=
1√
2π

∫

R

1

(2π)
n
2 |ξ|2

eiξnxn dξn

=
1

(2π)
n+1
2

∫

R

1

(ξn + i|ξ′|)(ξn − i|ξ′|)e
iξnxn dξn.(2.3)

We can use Residue Theorem to calculate the integral in (2.3). Since xn > 0, eiξnxn is
bounded when ξn is in the upper half of the complex plane. There is only one singular
point i|ξ′| in the upper half of the complex plane, so

Fx′

(

E(x)
)

= 2πi
1

(2π)
n+1
2

· 1

i|ξ′|+ i|ξ′|e
i(i|ξ′|)xn =

1

2(2π)
n−1
2

· e
−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′| .

For n = 2, we calculate them directly:

F−1
x1

(

−e−x2|ξ1|
)

= −(2π)−
1
2

∫

R

eix1·ze−x2|z| dz

= −(2π)−
1
2

∫ ∞

0
e−x2z

(

eix1z + e−ix1z
)

dz = −(2π)−
1
2

2x2
x21 + x22

= 2(2π)
1
2 ∂2E(x),

F−1
x1

(

iξ1
e−x2|ξ1|

|ξ1|

)

= (2π)−
1
2

∫

R

eix1·z iz
|z|e

−x2|z| dz

= (2π)−
1
2 i

∫ ∞

0
e−x2z

(

eix1z − e−ix1z
)

dz = −(2π)−
1
2

2x1
x21 + x22

= 2(2π)
1
2 ∂1E(x). �

Remark 2.2. When n = 2, the Fourier transform Fx1

(

2(2π)
1
2E(x1, x2)

)

is not the function
e−x2|ξ1|

|ξ1| , which is not locally integrable, but the distribution

(2.4) Tx2(ξ1) =
e−x2|ξ1| − 1

|ξ1|
+

(

1

|ξ1|

)

1

+ 2γδ(ξ1) =

[(

1

|ξ1|

)

1

+ 2γδ(ξ1)

]

· e−x2|ξ1|,

where γ is the Euler–Mascheroni constant, and the distribution
(

1
|ξ1|

)

1
is defined by

〈
(

1

|ξ1|

)

1

, f〉 =
∫

|ξ1|<1

f(ξ1)− f(0)

|ξ1|
dξ1 +

∫

|ξ1|≥1

f(ξ1)

|ξ1|
dξ1.(2.5)

See [12, page 258]. There is a good discussion by Mark Viola in Math Stack Exchange, see
this link. �

https://math.stackexchange.com/questions/1186803/fourier-transform-of-logx2a2
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By differentiating the equation in Lemma 2.1 with respect to xn, we have

Corollary 2.3. For n ≥ 2 and xn > 0, we have

F−1
x′

(

−e−xn|ξ′|
)

= 2(2π)
n−1
2 ∂nE(x),

F−1
x′

(

|ξ′|e−xn|ξ′|
)

= 2(2π)
n−1
2 ∂2nE(x),

F−1
x′

(

−|ξ′|2e−xn|ξ′|
)

= 2(2π)
n−1
2 ∂3nE(x).

Lemma 2.4. For n ≥ 1 and xn > 0, we have

F−1
x′,t

(

e−xn

√
|ξ′|2+is

√

|ξ′|2 + is

)

= 2(2π)
n
2 Γ(x, t).

Note that in our definition, Re(
√

|ξ′|2 + is) > 0 no matter s > 0 or s < 0.

Proof. It is well known that the Fourier transform of heat kernel is

Fx,t

(

Γ(x, t)
)

=
1

(2π)
n+1
2 (|ξ|2 + is)

.

Hence,

Fx′,t

(

Γ(x, t)
)

= F−1
xn

( 1

(2π)
n+1
2 (|ξ|2 + is)

)

=
1√
2π

∫

R

1

(2π)
n+1
2 (|ξ|2 + is)

eiξnxn dξn

=
1

(2π)
n+2
2

∫

R

1

(ξn + i
√

|ξ′|2 + is)(ξn − i
√

|ξ′|2 + is)
eiξnxn dξn.(2.6)

We can use Residue Theorem to calculate the integral in (2.6). Since xn > 0, eiξnxn is
bounded when ξn is in the upper half of the complex plane. There is only one singular
point i

√

|ξ′|2 + is in the upper half of the complex plane, so

Fx′,t

(

Γ(x, t)
)

= 2πi
1

(2π)
n+2
2

· 1

i
√

|ξ′|2 + is+ i
√

|ξ′|2 + is
ei(i

√
|ξ′|2+is)xn

=
1

2(2π)
n
2

· e
−xn

√
|ξ′|2+is

√

|ξ′|2 + is
. �

By differentiating the equation in Lemma 2.4 with respect to xn, we have

Corollary 2.5. For n ≥ 2 and xn > 0, we have

F−1
x′,t

(

−e−xn

√
|ξ′|2+is

)

= 2(2π)
n
2 ∂nΓ(x, t),

F−1
x′,t

(

√

|ξ′|2 + ise−xn

√
|ξ′|2+is

)

= 2(2π)
n
2 ∂2nΓ(x, t),

F−1
x′,t

(

−(|ξ′|2 + is)e−xn

√
|ξ′|2+is

)

= 2(2π)
n
2 ∂3nΓ(x, t).

The following lemma will be used in the pointwise estimate of the Poisson kernel. For
w, z ∈ R, we denote

(2.7) A(x′, w, z, t) =
∫

Rn−1

E(x′ − y′, w)Γ(y′, z, t) dy′.
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For n = 3, it is defined in [16] for w = 0 or z = 0, whose derivative estimates are given
in [16, (62, 63)] for n = 3 and [8, (2.11), (2.12)] for general n ≥ 2. Now we give similar
estimates for our generalized function A.

Lemma 2.6. For n ≥ 2 and integers m, l, j, k ≥ 0 with l + j + n ≥ 3,

(2.8) |∂mt ∂lx′∂jw∂
k
zA(x

′, w, z, t)| . 1

(|x′|2 +w2 + z2 + t)
l+j+n−2

2 (z2 + t)
k+1
2

+m
e−

z2

10t .

This lemma follows from A(x′, w, z, t) = A(x′, w, 0, t)e−
z2

4t , the estimate of A(x′, w, 0, t)
in [8, (2.11)], and the inequalities

(2.9)
1

a2 + t
e−cz2/t .

1

a2 + t
· t

z2 + t
.

1

a2 + z2 + t
.

The next two lemmas will be useful to generate the blow-up in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 2.7. For |x′| > 0, we have

(2.10) p.v.

∫

Rn−1

y1
|y′|n e

− |x′−y′|2

4t dy′ = (4πt)
n−1
2

x1
|x′|n + Err(x′, t)

t
n
2

|x′|n ,

where |Err(x′, t)| . 1. The first term dominates the second when
√
t≪ |x1|.

Proof. The proof is similar to [3, Lemma 3.2]. We divide R
n−1 to three disjoint sets D1,

D2 and D3, which are defined by

D1 = {y′ ∈ R
n−1 : |x′ − y′| ≤ |x′|

10
}, D2 = {y′ ∈ R

n−1 : |y′| ≤ |x′|
10

},

and D3 = R
n−1 \ (D1 ∪D2). We then split the integral into three terms as follows:

p.v.

∫

Rn−1

y1
|y′|n e

− |x′−y′|2

4t dy′ =
∫

D1

· · ·+ p.v.

∫

D2

· · · +
∫

D3

· · · ≡ G1 +G2 +G3.

Since p.v.
∫

D2

y1
|y′|n dy′ = 0, we have

G2 =

∫

D2

y1
|y′|n

(

e−
|x′−y′|2

4t − e−
|x′|2

4t

)

dy′.

Thus, using |∇e−
|x′|2

4t | . |x′|
t e

− |x′|2

4t , we have

|G2| .
|x′|
t
e−

|x′|2

4t

∫

D2

1

|y′|n−2
dy′ .

|x′|2
t
e−

|x′|2

4t .
t
n
2

|x′|n .

Since
∫

|y′|>a e
−|y′|2 dy′ ≤ e−

1
2
a2
∫

|y′|>a e
− 1

2
|y′|2 dy′ . e−

1
2
a2 , a > 0, we have

|G3| .
1

|x′|n−1

∫

|x′−y′|≥ |x′|
10

e−
|x′−y′|2

4t dy′ .
1

|x′|n−1
t
n−1
2 e−

|x′|2

800t .
t
n
2

|x′|n .

We decompose G1 in the following way,

G1 =

∫

|y′|≤ |x′|
10

x1 − y1
|x′ − y′|n e

− |y′|2

4t dy′ =
∫

|y′|≤ |x′|
10

(

x1 − y1
|x′ − y′|n − x1

|x′|n
)

e−
|y′|2

4t dy′

+

∫

Rn−1

x1
|x′|n e

− |y′|2

4t dy′ −
∫

|y′|≥ |x′|
10

x1
|x′|n e

− |y′|2

4t dy′ = G11 +G12 +G13.
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It’s not hard to get G12 = (4πt)
n−1
2

x1
|x′|n . Similar to G3, we have

|G13| .
1

|x′|n−1
t
n−1
2 e−

|x′|2

800t .
t
n
2

|x′|n .

Since |∇ x1
|x′|n | . 1

|x′|n , we have

|G11| .
1

|x′|n
∫

|y′|≤ |x′|
10

|y′|e−
|y′|2

4t dy′ .
1

|x′|n t
n
2

∫

Rn−1

|z′|e−|z′|2 dz′ .
t
n
2

|x′|n .

Combining the above estimates, we arrive at (2.10). �

The following lemma is a generalized version of [3, (4.14)] and plays a crucial role in the
proof of Theorem 1.2. Our lemma establishes both directions of the inequalities, while [3,
(4.14)] only establishes the first inequality of (2.11), though only the first inequality is used
later. Also our proof is more elementary and direct, without usage of the trace theorem
of anisotropic Sobolev spaces. Recall that for function u in homogeneous Besov space Ḃs

q,r

(see [1, Definition 2.15]), its norm is defined by

‖u‖Ḃs
q,r

=

(

∑

j∈Z 2
rjs‖∆ju‖rLq

)
1
r

,

where ∆j is the Littlewood-Paley operator.

Lemma 2.8. Let f(x, t) =
∫

R
Γ1(x, t − s)g(s) ds, x > 0, t ∈ R, where Γ1 is the 1D heat

kernel. We have that for 1 ≤ q <∞,

(2.11) ‖g‖
Ḃ

1
2− 1

2q
q,q (R)

.
∥

∥∂2xf
∥

∥

Lq(R+×R)
. ‖g‖

Ḃ
1
2− 1

2q
q,q (R)

.

Proof. Notice that

(2.12) Ftf(x, s) =
1

2
√
is
e−x

√
is · Ftg(s).

For fixed x, we have

(2.13) ‖∂2xf‖Lq(R) . Σj∈Z ‖∆j∂
2
xf‖Lq(R) . Σj∈Z 2j/2e−cx2j/2‖∆jg‖Lq(R).

Here c > 0 is a constant. The first inequality is due to Littlewood-Paley decomposition and
Minkowski’s inequality. The proof of the second inequality is similar to [1, Lemma 2.4].
Specifically, by definition and (2.12),

‖∆j∂
2
xf‖Lq(R) = ‖

(

φ̂(2−js)

√
is

2
e−x

√
isĝ(s)

)∨
‖Lq(R),

where φ̂(s) is supported in some annulus 0 < c1 < |s| < c2 < ∞ with
∑

j∈Z φ̂(2
−js) = 1.

Let ψ̂(s) be supported in some annulus with ψ̂(s) = 1 on the support of φ̂(s). By Young’s
inequality and scaling technique, we can write the above equation as

‖∆j∂
2
xf‖Lq(R) = ‖

(

ψ̂(2−js)φ̂(2−js)

√
is

2
e−x

√
isĝ(s)

)∨
‖Lq(R)

≤ ‖
(

ψ̂(2−js)

√
is

2
e−x

√
is
)∨

‖L1(R) · ‖
(

φ̂(2−js)ĝ(s)
)∨

‖Lq(R)

≤ 2j/2 ‖
(

ψ̂(s)

√
is

2
e−x2j/2

√
is
)∨

‖L1(R) · ‖∆jg‖Lq(R).
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Hence, what remains to show is

‖
(

ψ̂(s)

√
is

2
e−x

√
is
)∨

‖L1(R) . e−cx.(2.14)

We have

(

ψ̂(s)

√
is

2
e−x

√
is
)∨

=
1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
ψ̂(s)

√
is

2
e−x

√
iseist ds

=
1√

2π(1 + t2)

∫ ∞

−∞
(1− ∂2s )(e

ist)ψ̂(s)

√
is

2
e−x

√
is ds

=
1√

2π(1 + t2)

∫ ∞

−∞
(1− ∂2s )

(

ψ̂(s)

√
is

2
e−x

√
is
)

eist ds.

Note that Re(
√
is) = 1√

2

√

|s| no matter s > 0 or s < 0. By using the fact

∣

∣

∣
(1− ∂2s )

(

ψ̂(s)

√
is

2
e−x

√
is
)∣

∣

∣
. e−cx,

we arrive at (2.14) and hence (2.13). Therefore,

∫ +∞

0
‖∂2xf‖qLq(R) dx .

∫ +∞

0

(

Σj∈Z 2j/2e−cx2j/2‖∆jg‖Lq(R)

)q
dx

. Σj∈Z

∫ +∞

0
x−1+1/q

(

2j/2e−cx2j/2
)q−1+1/q

dx · ‖∆jg‖qLq(R)

. Σj∈Z 2
q−1
2

j ‖∆jg‖qLq(R) ≈ ‖g‖q
Ḃ

1
2− 1

2q
q,q

.

Note that the second inequality is by Hölder’s inequality (
∑

ajbj)
q ≤ (

∑

aqj)(
∑

b
q/(q−1)
j )q−1,

where

aj =
(

2j/2e−cx2j/2
)(q−1+1/q)/q

‖∆jg‖Lq(R), bj =
(

2j/2e−cx2j/2
)(q−1)/q2

,

and
∑

b
q/(q−1)
j . x−1/q since supx>0

∑

j∈Z(x2
j/2e−cx2j/2)1/q . 1, see [1, Lemma 2.35].

Hence, the second inequality in (2.11) is valid.
To prove the first inequality in (2.11), we use the following identity from (2.12),

(2.15) Ftg(s) = 4

∫ +∞

0
(2x

√
is)e−x

√
is · ∂2xFtf(x, s) dx.

Therefore, by Minkowski and Young’s inequalities and (2.14) (and the inequality above it),
we have

‖∆jg‖Lq(R) = ‖
(

φ̂(2−js)ĝ(s)
)∨

‖Lq(R)

= ‖4
∫ ∞

0

(

φ̂(2−js)(2x
√
is)e−x

√
is · (∂2xf̂)

)∨
dx‖Lq(R)

.

∫ ∞

0
x
∥

∥

∥

(

φ̂(2−js)
√
ise−x

√
is
)∨
∥

∥

∥

L1(R)
· ‖∂2xf‖Lq(R) dx

.

∫ +∞

0
x2j/2 e−cx2j/2‖∂2xf‖Lq(R) dx.
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Thus,

Σj∈Z 2
q−1
2

j ‖∆jg‖qLq(R) . Σj∈Z 2
q−1
2

j

(
∫ +∞

0
x2j/2 e−cx2j/2‖∂2xf‖Lq(R) dx

)q

.

∫ +∞

0

(

Σj∈Z x2
j/2 e−cx2j/2

)

· ‖∂2xf‖qLq(R) dx

.

∫ +∞

0
‖∂2xf‖qLq(R) dx.

For the second inequality we have used Hölder inequality

(

∫

a(x)b(x) dx)q ≤ (

∫

a(x)q dx)(

∫

b(x)q/(q−1) dx)q−1,

where

a =
(

x2j/2 e−cx2j/2
)1/q‖∂2xf‖Lq(R), b =

(

x2j/2 e−cx2j/2
)1−1/q

.

For the third inequality we used supx>0

∑

j∈Z x2
j/2e−cx2j/2 . 1 again. Hence, the first

inequality in (2.11) is proved. �

3. Derivation of Poisson kernel

In this section we derive the formula of Poisson kernel of system (1.1)–(1.2). We assume
a(x′, t) ∈ C∞

c (Rn−1 × R), u(x, t) and p(x, t) (∇p if n = 2) are smooth functions satisfying
(1.1)–(1.2) and vanishing sufficiently fast near infinity. We will use Fourier transform to
calculate the Poisson kernel, which allows us to express u and p in terms of a.

When n ≥ 3, it is reasonable to assume u(x, t), p(x, t) vanish sufficiently fast near infinity,
which makes the Fourier transforms of u and p to be functions instead of distributions.
However, we cannot expect pressure to vanish at infinity when n = 2, since ∆p = 0 and the
fundamental solution E(x) = − 1

2π log |x| for n = 2 has no spatial decay (see also the first
term in the RHS of (3.13)). Hence, the n = 2 case is a bit subtle, and we need to treat
it separately. Notice that ∂1u, ∂1p satisfy the Stokes equations (1.1) and Navier BC (1.2)
with boundary value ∂1a. We can then express ∂1u and ∂1p in terms of ∂1a for n = 2.
Hence, we can get the expression of u and p in terms of a by the fact that u and ∇p vanish
at infinity. The formula of pressure p is subject to change up to a function f(t). In the end
we will get the same form of the Poisson kernel for both n ≥ 3 and n = 2.

We show the derivation of the Poisson kernel here for n ≥ 3 and n = 2 is analogous using
the above observation. We imitate Solonnikov’s treatment of the velocity for Stokes system
in [17], and decompose u and p into two parts

(3.1) u = v +∇ϕ, p = −∂tϕ.

Then v is solenoidal and solves the heat equation

∂tv −∆v = 0, ∇ · v = 0,

while ϕ is harmonic

∆ϕ = 0.

Taking Fourier transform Fx′,t on the above heat equation and Laplace equation, we have
(

is+ |ξ′|2
)

ṽ − ∂2nṽ = 0,

|ξ′|2ϕ̃− ∂2nϕ̃ = 0,
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where ṽ, ϕ̃ are defined in (2.2). Solving the above ODEs in xn > 0 and removing the
exponentially growing part, we obtain

ṽ(ξ′, xn, s) = φ(ξ′, s) · e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 ,

ϕ̃(ξ′, xn, s) = ψ(ξ′, s) · e−xn|ξ′|,

for some function φ = (φ1, · · · , φn) and ψ. (Note φ and ϕ are different and are notations
of [17].) By (3.1),

ũ = φ(ξ′, s) · e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 +

(

iξ1, · · · , iξn−1,−|ξ′|
)

ψ(ξ′, s) · e−xn|ξ′|,(3.2)

p̃ = −isψ(ξ′, s) · e−xn|ξ′|.(3.3)

Next, taking Fourier transform of ∇ · v = 0 and the Navier boundary condition (1.2), we
get that

n−1
∑

h=1

iξh φh(ξ
′, s)−

√

is+ |ξ′|2 φn(ξ′, s) = 0,

and for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

−
(

√

is+ |ξ′|2 + α
)

φk(ξ
′, s)− iξk

(

|ξ′|+ α
)

ψ(ξ′, s) = ãk(ξ
′, s),

φn(ξ
′, s)− |ξ′|ψ(ξ′, s) = ãn(ξ

′, s).

We solve the above system and get

ψ(ξ′, s) =

∑n−1
h=1 iξhãh +

(

is+ |ξ′|2 + α
√

is+ |ξ′|2
)

ãn

−is|ξ′|+ α|ξ′|
(

|ξ′| −
√

is+ |ξ′|2
) ,(3.4)

φk(ξ
′, s) = − ãk

√

is+ |ξ′|2 + α
− iξk (|ξ′|+ α)
√

is + |ξ′|2 + α
ψ(ξ′, s),

φn(ξ
′, s) = ãn + |ξ′|ψ(ξ′, s).

Substituting the above expression back to (3.2), we get that for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

ũk(ξ
′, xn, s) = − ãk

√

is + |ξ′|2 + α
e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2

− iξkψ(ξ
′, s)

(

|ξ′|+ α
√

is+ |ξ′|2 + α
e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 − e−xn|ξ′|

)

,

ũn(ξ
′, xn, s) = ãne

−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 + |ξ′|ψ(ξ′, s)

(

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 − e−xn|ξ′|

)

.

(3.5)

Taking inverse Fourier transform F−1
x′,t of equations (3.3) and (3.5), we get uk = Pkj ∗ aj

and p = gj ∗ aj for 1 ≤ k, j ≤ n. Observe that ψ(ξ′, s) can be split into two parts, the part
with α = 0 and the remaining one

(3.6) ψ = ψ0 + ψα,

where

ψ0 =

∑n−1
h=1 iξhãh +

(

is+ |ξ′|2
)

ãn

−is|ξ′| , ψα = α
−
∑n−1

h=1 iξhãh +
√

is+ |ξ′|2|ξ′|ãn
−is|ξ′|

(

|ξ′|+
√

is+ |ξ′|2 + α
) .(3.7)
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Hence, it seems natural to split the velocity u and pressure p into two parts, where the first
part is the same expression with α = 0, and the second part is the difference. Namely,

u = u0 + uα, p = p0 + pα,(3.8)

where for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

ũ0k(ξ
′, xn, s) = −ãk

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2

√

is+ |ξ′|2
− iξk|ξ′|ψ0(ξ′, s) ·

(

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2

√

is+ |ξ′|2
− e−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′|

)

,

ũ0n(ξ
′, xn, s) = ãne

−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 + |ξ′|ψ0(ξ′, s) ·

(

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 − e−xn|ξ′|

)

,

(3.9)

and

(3.10) p̃0(ξ′, xn, s) = −isψ0(ξ′, s)e−xn|ξ′|.

In the following Lemma 3.1, we give the expression of the Poisson kernel of α = 0 case
in physical variables (x′, xn, t) by taking inverse Fourier transform of equations (3.9) and
(3.10). Derivation of p̃α, ũα will be given before Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 3.1. Taking inverse Fourier transform of equations (3.9) and (3.10), we get

u0k = P 0
kj ∗ aj , p0 = g0j ∗ aj ,

for 1 ≤ k, j ≤ n. The followings are the expressions of P 0
kj and g0j . For 1 ≤ k ≤ n and

1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1,

(3.11) P 0
kj(x, t) = −2δkjΓ(x, t)− 2H(t)∂k∂j

∫ +∞

t
Γ(x, s) ds,

and for 1 ≤ k ≤ n and j = n,

(3.12) P 0
kn(x, t) = −2δkn∂nΓ(x, t)− 2H(t)∂k∂

2
n

∫ +∞

t
Γ(x, s) ds− 2δ(t)∂kE(x),

where H is the Heaviside function. For 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1,

g0j (x, t) = 2δ(t)∂jE(x),

and

(3.13) g0n(x, t) = 2δ′(t)E(x) + 2δ(t)∂2nE(x).

Proof. The main tools are Lemma 2.1 to Lemma 2.5. From (3.9) and (3.7), for 1 ≤ k, j ≤
n− 1, we have

P 0
kj(x, t) = (2π)−n/2δkj F−1

x′,t

(

−e
−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2

√

is + |ξ′|2

)

+ (2π)−n/2∂k∂jF−1
x′,t

(

1

is

(

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2

√

is+ |ξ′|2
− e−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′|

))

= − 2δkj Γ(x, t) + 2∂k∂j

(
∫ t

0
Γ(x, s) ds−H(t)E(x)

)

.

Note that in the second step above we use the following equality

1

is

(

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2

√

is + |ξ′|2
− e−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′|

)

= (
1

is
+ πδ(s))

(

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2

√

is+ |ξ′|2
− e−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′|

)

,

and then apply F−1
t

(

πδ(s) + 1
is

)

=
√
2πH(t). This trick will be used repeatedly in the later

calculation.
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For 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1 and j = n, we have

P 0
kn(x, t) = (2π)−n/2∂kF−1

x′,t

(

is+ |ξ′|2
is

(

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2

√

is+ |ξ′|2
− e−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′|

))

=(2π)−n/2∂kF−1
x′,t

(

1

is

(

√

is + |ξ′|2e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 − |ξ′|e−xn|ξ′|

)

− e−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′|

)

=2∂k∂
2
n

(
∫ t

0
Γ(x, s) ds−H(t)E(x)

)

− 2δ(t)∂kE(x).(3.14)

For k = n and 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1, we have

P 0
nj(x, t) = − (2π)−n/2∂jF−1

x′,t

(

1

is

(

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 − e−xn|ξ′|

)

)

=2∂n∂j

(
∫ t

0
Γ(x, s) ds−H(t)E(x)

)

,

and for k = j = n,

P 0
nn(x, t) = (2π)−n/2 F−1

x′,t

(

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 − is+ |ξ′|2

is

(

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 − e−xn|ξ′|

)

)

= −2∂nΓ(x, t) + 2∂3n

(
∫ t

0
Γ(x, s) ds−H(t)E(x)

)

− 2δ(t)∂nE(x).

By (2.1), we obtain (3.11) and (3.12).
Analogously, from (3.10) and (3.7), for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1, we have

g0j (x, t) = (2π)−n/2∂jF−1
x′,t

(

1

|ξ′|e
−xn|ξ′|

)

= 2δ(t)∂jE(x),

and for j = n,

g0n(x, t) = (2π)−n/2F−1
x′,t

(

is+ |ξ′|2
|ξ′| e−xn|ξ′|

)

= 2δ′(t)E(x) + 2δ(t)∂2nE(x).

The above shows the g0j formulas in Lemma 3.1. �

Now we derive the expressions of ũα and p̃α defined in (3.8). Denote b =
√

is+ |ξ′|2 for
simplicity. Using the facts

− 1

b+ α
= −1

b
+

α

b(b+ α)
,

|ξ′|+ α

b+ α
=

|ξ′|
b

+
α(b− |ξ′|)
b(b+ α)

,

and the splitting of ψ(ξ′, s) in (3.6), we have

p̃α(ξ′, xn, s) = −isψα(ξ′, s)e−xn|ξ′|

=
−α

∑n−1
h=1 iξhãh + αb|ξ′|ãn
|ξ′|+ b+ α

· e
−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′| ,(3.15)
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and for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

ũαk (ξ
′, xn, s) =

αãk
b(b+ α)

e−xnb − iξkψ
0(ξ′, s)

α(b− |ξ′|)
b(b+ α)

e−xnb

− iξkψ
α(ξ′, s)

( |ξ′|+ α

b+ α
e−xnb − e−xn|ξ′|

)

=
αãk

b(b+ α)
e−xnb + αiξk

(

n−1
∑

h=1

iξhãh

)

·
(

−1

(|ξ′|+ b+ α)is

(

e−xnb

b
− e−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′|

)

+
e−xnb

|ξ′|(|ξ′|+ b+ α)b(b + α)

)

+ αiξkãn

(

b|ξ′|
(|ξ′|+ b+ α)is

(

e−xnb

b
− e−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′|

)

+
e−xnb

|ξ′|(|ξ′|+ b+ α)

)

,(3.16)

and

ũαn(ξ
′, xn, s) = |ξ′|ψα(ξ′, s)

(

e−xnb − e−xn|ξ′|
)

=
α
∑n−1

h=1 iξhãh − αb|ξ′|ãn
(|ξ′|+ b+ α)is

(

e−xnb − e−xn|ξ′|
)

.(3.17)

The following Lemma will be useful in later calculation.

Lemma 3.2.

1

is(|ξ′|+ b+ α)

(

e−xnb

b
− e−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′|

)

= − 1

2|ξ′|b

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫ +∞

0
e−(yn+z)|ξ′|

(

e−|xn+z−yn|b + e−(xn+z+yn)b
)

dyn dz(3.18)

+
1

2|ξ′|b

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫ +∞

0
e−(xn+yn+z)|ξ′|

(

e−|z−yn|b − e−(z+yn)b
)

dyn dz,

and

(3.19)
1

is(|ξ′|+ b+ α)

(

e−xnb − e−xn|ξ′|
)

= − 1

is(|ξ′|+ b+ α)
∂n

(

e−xnb

b
− e−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′|

)

.

Proof. Notice that, for w, z > 0,
∫ +∞

0
e−(yn+w)|ξ′|e−|z−yn|b dyn

=

∫ z

0
e−(yn+w)|ξ′|e−(z−yn)b dyn +

∫ +∞

z
e−(yn+w)|ξ′|e−(yn−z)b dyn

=
1

b− |ξ′|
(

ezb−z|ξ′| − 1
)

e−w|ξ′|e−zb +
1

|ξ′|+ b
e−z(|ξ′|+b)e−w|ξ′|ezb

= − 1

b− |ξ′|e
−w|ξ′|e−zb +

(

1

b− |ξ′| +
1

b+ |ξ′|

)

e−(w+z)|ξ′|,(3.20)

and

(3.21)

∫ +∞

0
e−(yn+w)|ξ′|e−(yn+z)b dyn =

1

b+ |ξ′|e
−w|ξ′|e−zb.
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Combining (3.20) and (3.21), we obtain for w, z > 0

1

is
e−w|ξ′|e−zb = − 1

2|ξ′|

∫ +∞

0
e−(yn+w)|ξ′|

(

e−|z−yn|b + e−(yn+z)b
)

dyn

+
b

is|ξ′|e
−(w+z)|ξ′|,(3.22)

and

1

is
e−w|ξ′|e−zb = − 1

2b

∫ +∞

0
e−(yn+w)|ξ′|

(

e−|z−yn|b − e−(yn+z)b
)

dyn

+
1

is
e−(w+z)|ξ′|.(3.23)

Since

1

is(|ξ′|+ b+ α)

(

e−xnb

b
− e−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′|

)

=

∫ +∞

0
e−αz 1

is

(

1

b
e−z|ξ′|e−(xn+z)b − 1

|ξ′|e
−(xn+z)|ξ′|e−zb

)

dz,

and by (3.22) and (3.23),

1

is

(

1

b
e−z|ξ′|e−(xn+z)b − 1

|ξ′|e
−(xn+z)|ξ′|e−zb

)

= − 1

2|ξ′|b

∫ +∞

0
e−(yn+z)|ξ′|

(

e−|xn+z−yn|b + e−(xn+z+yn)b
)

dyn

+
1

2|ξ′|b

∫ +∞

0
e−(xn+yn+z)|ξ′|

(

e−|z−yn|b − e−(z+yn)b
)

dyn,

we arrive at (3.18). �

Lemma 3.3. Taking inverse Fourier transform of equations (3.15), (3.16), (3.17), we get

uαk = αPα
kj ∗ aj, pα = αgαj ∗ aj ,

for 1 ≤ k, j ≤ n. The following are the expressions of Pα
kj and gαj . For 1 ≤ k ≤ n and

1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1,

(3.24) Pα
kj = 2δkjI1 + 4δk<n∂k∂jI2 + 2∂k∂jI3 − 2∂k∂jI4,

with

I1 =

∫ +∞

0
e−αz Γ(x′, xn + z, t) dz,

I2 =

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

0
e−α(w+z)

∫

Rn−1

E(x′ − y′, z)Γ(y′, xn +w + z, t) dy′ dw dz,

I3 =

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

R
n
+

E(x′ − y′, yn + z)Γ(y′, xn + z − yn, t) dy dz

+

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

R
n
+

E(x′ − y′, yn + z)Γ(y′, xn + z + yn, t) dy dz,

I4 =

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

R
n
+

E(x′ − y′, xn + yn + z)Γ(y′, z − yn, t) dy dz

−
∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

Rn
+

E(x′ − y′, xn + yn + z)Γ(y′, z + yn, t) dy dz.

(3.25)
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For 1 ≤ k ≤ n and j = n,

(3.26) Pα
kn = −4δk<n∂k∂nJ1 − 2∂k∂nJ2 + 2∂k∂nJ3,

with

J1 =

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

Rn−1

E(x′ − y′, z)Γ(y′, xn + z, t) dy′ dz,

J2 =

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

R
n
+

∂nE(x′ − y′, yn + z)Γ(y′, xn + z − yn, t) dy dz

+

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

R
n
+

∂nE(x′ − y′, yn + z)Γ(y′, xn + z + yn, t) dy dz,

J3 =

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

R
n
+

E(x′ − y′, xn + yn + z)∂nΓ(y
′, z − yn, t) dy dz

−
∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

R
n
+

E(x′ − y′, xn + yn + z)∂nΓ(y
′, z + yn, t) dy dz.

(3.27)

For 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1,

gαj (x, t) = 4∂j

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

(
∫

Rn−1

E(x′ − y′, xn + z)∂nΓ(y
′, z, t) dy′

)

dz.

For j = n,

gαn(x, t) = −4∂n

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

(
∫

Rn−1

E(x′ − y′, xn + z) ∂2nΓ(y
′, z, t) dy′

)

dz.

Proof. The main tools are Lemma 2.1 to Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 3.2, and the following
equation

(3.28)
1

w + α
=

∫ +∞

0
e−(w+α)z dz, (Re(w) > 0).

We first obtain the expression of gαj by inverting g̃αj , the factor of ãj in (3.15). For
1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1, we have

gαj (x, t) = −(2π)−n/2∂jF−1
x′,t

(

1

|ξ′| (|ξ′|+ b+ α)
e−xn|ξ′|

)

= −(2π)−n/2∂jF−1
x′,t

(

∫ +∞

0
e−αz · e

−(xn+z)|ξ′|

|ξ′| · e−zb dz

)

= 4∂j

(
∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

Rn−1

E(x′ − y′, xn + z)∂nΓ(y
′, z, t) dy′ dz

)

,

and for j = n,

gαn(x, t) = (2π)−n/2F−1
x′,t

(

b

|ξ′|+ b+ α
e−xn|ξ′|

)

= (2π)−n/2F−1
x′,t

(
∫ +∞

0
e−αz · e−(xn+z)|ξ′| · be−zb dz

)

= −4

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

Rn−1

∂nE(x′ − y′, xn + z) ∂2nΓ(y
′, z, t) dy′ dz.
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We next obtain the expression of Pα
kj by inverting P̃α

kj, the factor of ãj in (3.16) and

(3.17). For 1 ≤ k ≤ n and 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1, by (3.19) when k = n, we have

Pα
kj(x, t) = (2π)−n/2δkj F−1

x′,t

(

1

b (b+ α)
e−xnb

)

+ δk<n(2π)
−n/2∂k∂jF−1

x′,t

(

e−xnb

|ξ′| (b+ α) (|ξ′|+ b+ α) b

)

− (2π)−n/2∂k∂jF−1
x′,t

(

1

is (|ξ′|+ b+ α)

(

e−xnb

b
− e−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′|

))

.

Using Lemmas 2.1, 2.4 and equations (3.18) and (3.28), we obtain (3.24). For 1 ≤ k ≤ n
and j = n, by (3.19) when k = n, we have

Pα
kn(x, t) = δk<n(2π)

−n/2∂kF−1
x′,t

(

1

|ξ′| (|ξ′|+ b+ α)
e−xnb

)

+ (2π)−n/2∂kF−1
x′,t

(

|ξ′|b
is (|ξ′|+ b+ α)

(

e−xnb

b
− e−xn|ξ′|

|ξ′|

))

.

Using Lemma 2.1–Corollary 2.5 and equations (3.18) and (3.28), we obtain (3.26). �

Lemma 3.4. If a ∈ C1,0
c (Rn−1 × R), and ũ(x, t) is defined by (3.5), then

(∂nũk − αũk)(x, t) → ãk(x
′, t),

ũn(x, t) → ãn(x
′, t),

(3.29)

in the L2 norm as xn → 0+.

Proof. For a(x′, t) ∈ C1,0
c (Rn−1 × R), we have that ã(ξ′, s) ∈ L2 and ã(ξ′, s)|ξ′| ∈ L2. By

(3.5) we have for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

(∂nũk − αũk)(ξ
′, xn, s) = ãke

−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 + iξk(|ξ′|+ α)

(

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 − e−xn|ξ′|

)

ψ,

ũn(ξ
′, xn, s) = ãne

−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 + |ξ′|

(

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 − e−xn|ξ′|

)

ψ,

where ψ is defined in (3.4). By dominated convergence theorem, we have that ãke
−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2

→ ãk in L2. Denote

L =
e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 − e−xn|ξ′|

√

is+ |ξ′|2 − |ξ′|
.

It’s not hard to prove |L| ≤ xne
−xn|ξ′|, and hence |ξ′|L is bounded. Notice that, using

is = b2 − |ξ′|2,

R1 : = iξk(|ξ′|+ α)
(

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 − e−xn|ξ′|

)

ψ

=
−iξk(|ξ′|+ α)

(

∑n−1
h=1 iξhãh + (α

√

is+ |ξ′|2 + |ξ′|2)ãn
)

|ξ′|
(

|ξ′|+
√

is+ |ξ′|2 + α
) L

−
iξk(|ξ′|+ α)

(

|ξ′|+
√

is+ |ξ′|2
)(

e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 − e−xn|ξ′|

)

ãn

|ξ′|
(

|ξ′|+
√

is+ |ξ′|2 + α
) .

We obtain that if xn ≤ 1,

(3.30) |R1| . |ã|+ |ã||ξ′|.
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By dominated convergence theorem, we have that R1 converge to 0 in L2. Hence, we have
∂nũk − αũk → ãk in L2. Similarly, we can prove ũn → ãn in L2. �

4. Estimate of Poisson kernel

In this section, we give upper bound estimates of the Poisson kernel derived in Lemma
3.1 and Lemma 3.3, and extend its usage to non-smooth boundary value a.

Lemma 4.1. Let t > 0. For 1 ≤ k ≤ n and 1 ≤ j ≤ n,

|∂mt ∂lxP 0
kj| .

1

(|x|2 + t)
n+l+δjn

2
+m

.(4.1)

For 1 ≤ k ≤ n and 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1,

(4.2) |∂mt ∂lx′∂ixn
Pα
kj | .

1

(|x|2 + t)
l+n−1

2 tm

(

δi=0 +
δi≥1

(|x|2 + t)
1
2 (x2n + t)

i−1
2

)

.

For 1 ≤ k ≤ n and σ = δk<n,

(4.3) |∂mt ∂lx′∂ixn
Pα
kn| .

1

(|x|2 + t)
l+n−σ

2 (x2n + t)
i+σ
2 tm

.

Remark 4.2. When we evaluate the velocity u given by (3.8) and Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3,
Pα
kn with 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1 are more likely the source of singularity for high-order derivatives,

because one factor of (|x|2+ t) 1
2 becomes (x2n+ t)

1
2 in (4.3). Moreover, comparing (4.3) with

the estimate of the Golovkin tensor in [16] or [9, (2.20)],

|∂mt ∂lx′∂ixn
Kkn| .

1

(|x|2 + t)
l+n−σ

2 (x2n + t)
i+σ
2 tm+ 1

2

, 1 ≤ k ≤ n,

the only difference between the estimates of Kkn and Pα
kn is the exponent of t.

Proof. For P 0
kj(x, t) given by (3.11) and (3.12), by

(4.4) |∂mt ∂lxΓ(x, t)| .
1

(|x|2 + t)
l+n
2

+m
e−

|x|2

10t ,

and for 2m+ l + n ≥ 3,

(4.5)
∣

∣

∣
∂mt ∂

l
x

∫ ∞

t
Γ(x, s) ds

∣

∣

∣
.

1

(|x|2 + t)
l+n−2

2
+m

,

we get (4.1).
Next, for Pα

kj , j < n, given in (3.24)-(3.25), we estimate I1–I4. We have

|∂mt ∂lx′∂ixn
I1| .

∫ +∞

0

1

(|x|2 + z2 + t)
l+i+n

2
+m

dz

.
1

(|x|2 + t)
l+i+n−1

2
+m

.

Since

I2 =

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

0
e−α(w+z)A(x′, z, xn + w + z) dw dz,

by Lemma 2.6 and

(4.6)

∫ +∞

−∞
e−

z2

10t dz . t
1
2 ,



The Poisson kernel of Stokes system in half space with Navier BC 19

we have that for l + n ≥ 3

|∂mt ∂lx′∂ixn
I2| .

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

0

1

(|x|2 + t)
l+n−2

2 (x2n + t)
i+1
2

+m
e−

w2+z2

10t dw dz

.
t
1
2

(|x|2 + t)
l+n−2

2 (x2n + t)
i
2
+m

.

By integration by parts in variable yn (to gain decay in |x| when we apply Lemma 2.6), we
have

∂ixn
I3 =

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

R
n
+

∂inE(x′ − y′, yn + z)Γ(y′, xn + z − yn, t) dy dz

+ (−1)i
∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

R
n
+

∂inE(x′ − y′, yn + z)Γ(y′, xn + z + yn, t) dy dz

+ 2δi≥2Σ0≤τ≤ i
2
−1

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

Rn−1

∂2τ+1
n E(x′ − y′, z)∂i−2τ−2

n Γ(y′, xn + z, t) dy′ dz.

Therefore, by Lemma 2.6 and (4.6), we have that for l + i+ n ≥ 4,

|∂mt ∂lx′∂ixn
I3| .

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

0

e−
(xn+z−yn)2

10t

(|x|2 + z2 + t)
l+i+n−2

2 t
1
2
+m

dyn dz

+

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

0

e−
(xn+z+yn)2

10t

(|x|2 + z2 + t)
l+i+n−2

2 t
1
2
+m

dyn dz

+ δi≥2

∫ +∞

0

e−
z2

10t

(|x|2 + t)
l+n−1

2 (x2n + t)
i−1
2 tm

dz

.
1

(|x|2 + t)
l+i+n−3

2 tm
+

δi≥2

(|x|2 + t)
l+n−1

2 (x2n + t)
i−2
2 tm

.

Note that in the first line above we have used |yn+ z|+ |xn+ z− yn| ≥ xn+2z. For the two
double integrals, we have first integrated in yn using (4.6), and then integrated in z using
l + i+ n− 2 > 1.

Similarly, we have that for l + i+ n ≥ 4,

|∂mt ∂lx′∂ixn
I4| .

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

0

e−
(z−yn)2

10t

(|x|2 + z2 + t)
l+i+n−2

2 t
1
2
+m

dyn dz

+

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

0

e−
(z+yn)2

10t

(|x|2 + z2 + t)
l+i+n−2

2 t
1
2
+m

dyn dz

.
1

(|x|2 + t)
l+i+n−3

2 tm
.

Therefore, by (3.24), we arrive at (4.2).
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Now for Pα
kn given in (3.26)-(3.27), we estimate J1–J3. By Lemma 2.6 and (4.6), we have

that for l + n ≥ 3

|∂mt ∂lx′∂ixn
J1| . e−

x2n
10t

∫ +∞

0

1

(|x|2 + z2 + t)
l+n−2

2 (x2n + t)
1+i
2

+m
e−

z2

10t dz

.
1

(|x|2 + t)
l+n−2

2 (x2n + t)
i
2
+m

e−
x2n
10t .(4.7)

Analogous to the estimates of I3, by integration by parts in variable yn, we have

∂ixn
J2 =

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

R
n
+

∂i+1
n E(x′ − y′, yn + z)Γ(y′, xn + z − yn, t) dy dz

+ (−1)i
∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

R
n
+

∂i+1
n E(x′ − y′, yn + z)Γ(y′, xn + z + yn, t) dy dz

(4.8)

+ 2δi≥2Σ0≤τ≤ i
2
−1

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

Rn−1

∂2τ+2
n E(x′ − y′, z)∂i−2τ−2

n Γ(y′, xn + z, t) dy′ dz.

By Lemma 2.6 and (4.6), we have that for l + i+ n ≥ 3,

|∂mt ∂lx′∂ixn
J2| .

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

0

e−
(xn+z−yn)2

10t

(|x|2 + z2 + t)
l+i+n−1

2 t
1
2
+m

dyn dz

+

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

0

e−
(xn+z+yn)2

10t

(|x|2 + z2 + t)
l+i+n−1

2 t
1
2
+m

dyn dz

+ δi≥2

∫ +∞

0

e−
z2

10t

(|x|2 + t)
l+n
2 (x2n + z2 + t)

i−1
2 tm

dz

.
1

(|x|2 + t)
l+i+n−2

2 tm
+

δi≥2

(|x|2 + t)
l+n
2 (x2n + t)

i−2
2 tm

.(4.9)

By integration by parts in variable yn, we have

J3 =

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

R
n
+

∂nE(x′ − y′, xn + yn + z)Γ(y′, z − yn, t) dy dz

+

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

R
n
+

∂nE(x′ − y′, xn + yn + z)Γ(y′, z + yn, t) dy dz

+ 2

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

Rn−1

E(x′ − y′, xn + z)Γ(y′, z, t) dy′ dz.
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By Lemma 2.6 and (4.6), we have that for l + i+ n ≥ 3,

|∂mt ∂lx′∂ixn
J3| .

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

0

e−
(z−yn)2

10t

(|x|2 + z2 + t)
l+i+n−1

2 t
1
2
+m

dyn dz

+

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

0

e−
(z+yn)2

10t

(|x|2 + z2 + t)
l+i+n−1

2 t
1
2
+m

dyn dz

+

∫ +∞

0

e−
z2

10t

(|x|2 + t)
l+i+n−2

2 t
1
2
+m

dz

.
1

(|x|2 + t)
l+i+n−2

2 tm
.(4.10)

Therefore, by (3.26), we have that for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

(4.11) |∂mt ∂lx′∂ixn
Pα
kn| .

1

(|x|2 + t)
l+n−1

2 (x2n + t)
i+1
2 tm

,

and for k = n,

(4.12) |∂mt ∂lx′∂ixn
Pα
nn| .

1

(|x|2 + t)
l+n
2 (x2n + t)

i
2 tm

.

These show (4.3). �

Lemma 4.3. Let 1 ≤ k ≤ n and 1 < q <∞. For all a(x′, t) ∈ C∞
c (Rn−1 ×R), we have

(4.13) ‖(P 0
kn ∗ a)(x′, xn, t)‖Lq

x′ ,t
≤ C‖a‖Lq

x′,t
,

where C is independent of xn > 0. Hence the convolution P 0
kn ∗ a has a unique extension to

all a(x′, t) ∈ Lq(Rn−1 × R) that satisfies (4.13).

Proof. Recall P 0
kn(x, t) is given by (3.12). It suffices to show (4.13) for a ∈ C∞

c . It is easy
to check that

(4.14) ‖∂nΓ(x′, xn, t)‖L1
x′,t

+ ‖∂nE(x′, xn)‖L1
x′

≤ C,

where the constant C is independent of xn. As for f(x, t) = H(t)∂3n
∫∞
t Γ(x, s)ds, it’s not

hard to see f(x, t) = 1
xn+1
n

f( x′

xn
, 1, t

x2
n
). Thus,

‖f(x′, xn, t)‖L1
x′,t

= ‖f(x′, 1, t)‖L1
x′ ,t

≤ C.

Hence, by Young’s inequality, we obtain (4.13) for k = n.
For 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1, by [18, page 29, Theorem 1], we can prove

(4.15) ‖∂kE(x) ∗x′ a‖Lq

x′,t
≤ C‖a‖Lq

x′,t
.

As for g(x, t) = H(t)∂k∂
2
n

∫∞
t Γ(x, s) ds with 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1, by (3.14), we have

Fx′,t(g) =
1

2(2π)
n
2

iξk
is

(

√

is+ |ξ′|2e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 − |ξ′|e−xn|ξ′|

)

=
1

2(2π)
n
2

iξk
√

is+ |ξ′|2 + |ξ′|
·
√

is+ |ξ′|2e−xn

√
is+|ξ′|2 − |ξ′|e−xn|ξ′|

√

is+ |ξ′|2 − |ξ′|
which is bounded uniformly in xn > 0. Thus, the inequality

(4.16) ‖g ∗ a‖Lq

x′,t
≤ C‖a‖Lq

x′,t
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holds for q = 2. By the estimate (4.5) we can verify the conditions for [19, page 19, Theorem
3] are fulfilled, which shows that (4.16) holds for q ≤ 2. Using duality argument we can get
that (4.16) holds for q ≥ 2. Combining (4.16) and (4.15), we arrive at (4.13). �

Lemma 4.4. Suppose a(x′, t) ∈ Lq
c(Rn−1 × R), 1 < q < ∞, and u(x, t) is constructed

through the Poisson kernel by (1.6). Denote Ω = supp(a). For any compact set K ⊂ R
n
+×R,

we have

‖u‖Lq(K) ≤ C(K,Ω)‖a‖Lq(Ω).(4.17)

Moreover, u is spatially differentiable to any order when xn > 0.

Proof. Recall uk = Pkj ∗ aj with Pkj = P 0
kj + αPα

kj . By Lemma 4.3, we have that

‖P 0
kn ∗ a‖Lq(K) ≤ C‖a‖Lq(Ω).

By Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3, P 0
kj, P

α
kj, j < n and Pα

kn are functions on R
n
+ × R that vanish for

t ≤ 0. By Lemma 4.1, we have for 1 ≤ k ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1, t > 0 and σ = δk<n,

|P 0
kj| .

1

(|x′|2 + t)
n
2

, |Pα
kj | .

1

(|x′|2 + t)
n−1
2

, |Pα
kn| .

1

(|x′|2 + t)
n−σ
2 t

σ
2

.

Therefore, P 0
kj , P

α
kj , P

α
kn ∈ L1

loc(R
n−1 × R), uniformly in xn ≥ 0.

By Young’s convolution inequality, (4.17) is proved. Also by Lemma 4.1, u is spatially
differentiable to any order when xn > 0, and we have

�(4.18) |∂lxu| ≤ C(1 + x−l−n−1
n ).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. First suppose a ∈ C∞
c . Similar to (4.18), u, p are smooth functions

for both variables x and t. Similar to the proof of Lemma 5.2, u, p (∇p if n = 2) vanish
sufficient fast near infinity. Since ũ, p̃ are given in (3.5) and (3.3), it is not hard to verify
they satisfy Stokes equations in Fourier space. Hence u, p satisfy Stokes equations (1.1) in
physical space. By Lemma 3.4 we know u satisfies Navier boundary condition (1.2). Hence,
u is a weak solution satisfying (1.7). Then using Lemma 4.4 and a density argument, we
get the general case for a ∈ Lq

c. �

5. Blow-up of the second derivative in Lq

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.2. In the following we assume 1 < q <∞, since
Lq blow-up in Q+

1
2

implies L∞ blow up in Q+
1
2

. Using a similar idea as that in [3], we set the

boundary value

a(x′, t) = g(x′, t)en, en = (0, ..., 0, 1),

for scalar function g(x′, t) = gS(x′)gT (t), where gS(x′) is a cutoff function

(5.1) gS(x′) ∈ C∞
c (B′

1(x
′
0)), x′0 = (−4, 0, · · · , 0),

and

(5.2) supp gT (t) ⊂ (
3

4
,
7

8
), gT (t) ∈ L∞(R) \ Ḃ

1
2
− 1

2q
q,q (R).

There is an example of function gT satisfying (5.2) in [3, Appendix C]. We will take gS ≥ 0
for n ≥ 3, and gS = ∂1g

S
1 with gS1 ≥ 0 for n = 2.
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By Theorem 1.1, a velocity field satisfying Stokes equation (1.1) and Navier BC (1.2)
with the given boundary data a is

uk(x, t) =

∫ t

0

∫

Rn−1

(

P 0
kn + αPα

kn

)

(ξ′, xn, s)g
S(x′ − ξ′)gT (t− s) dξ′ ds

≡ u0k + αuαk ,

(5.3)

for 1 ≤ k ≤ n, where P 0
kn and Pα

kn are defined in (3.12) and (3.26). By (3.26), we set

(5.4) uαk = −4δk<nu
α
k,1 − 2uαk,2 + 2uαk,3,

where for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ 3,

(5.5) uαk,ℓ =

∫ t

0

∫

Rn−1

∂k∂nJℓ(ξ
′, xn, s)an(x

′ − ξ′, t− s) dξ′ ds.

We give some identities which will be often used in this section. By the fact

(5.6) ∂2nE = −∆x′E, ∂2nΓ = −∆x′Γ + ∂tΓ,

and (4.8) for ∂2nJ2, we obtain that for J1, J2, J3 defined in (3.27),

∂2nJ1 = −∆x′J1 + ∂tJ1, ∂2nJ2 = −∆x′J2 − 2∆x′J1, ∂2nJ3 = −∆x′J3.(5.7)

The first identity in (5.7) will not be used.

Lemma 5.1. For u defined in (5.3), we have |u(x, t)|+ |∇u(x, t)| . 1, when |x| ≤ 10 and

0 < t ≤ 2.

Proof. We first consider the case n ≥ 3.
First, we estimate u0k, 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Notice that by (5.6),

(5.8) ∂2n

∫ ∞

t
Γ(x, s) ds = −Γ(x, t)−∆x′

∫ ∞

t
Γ(x, s) ds,

and by (4.5),
∫ 2

0

∫

B′
20

(

|Γ|+
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂x

∫ ∞

t
Γ(x, s) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dx′ dt . 1.(5.9)

By (4.14), (5.8)–(5.9) and integration by parts of the horizontal derivatives ∂mx′ , m ≥ 1, it
is easy to verify

(5.10) |u0|+ |∇u0| . 1.

Next we estimate uαk , 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Using (5.7) and integration by parts of the horizontal
derivatives ∂mx′ , m ≥ 1, we get

(5.11) |uα|+ |∂x′uα| .
∫ 2

0

∫

B′
20

(|J1|+ |∂nJ1|+ |J2|+ |∂nJ2|+ |J3|+ |∂nJ3|) dξ′ ds.

By estimates (4.7), (4.9) and (4.10), the RHS of the above inequality is bounded, i.e.,

(5.12) |uα|+ |∂x′uα| . 1.

Analogously for 1 ≤ k ≤ n, we have

(5.13) |∂nuαk,2|+ |∂nuαk,3| . 1,

where uαk,ℓ is defined in (5.5). Now we look at normal derivative of uαk,1, 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

∂nu
α
k,1 = −

∫ t

0

∫

Rn−1

∂2nJ1(ξ
′, xn, s)∂kan(x

′ − ξ′, t− s) dξ′ ds.
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We first integrate by parts in variable xn to get

∂nJ1 =

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

Rn−1

E(x′ − y′, z)∂zΓ(y
′, xn + z, t) dy′ dz = −K1 + αJ1 −K2,(5.14)

where

K1 =

∫

Rn−1

E(y′, 0)Γ(x′ − y′, xn, t) dy
′,

K2 =

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

Rn−1

∂nE(x′ − y′, z)Γ(y′, xn + z, t) dy′ dz.

We can obtain that by (4.7),

(5.15) |∂nJ1| .
1

|x|n−2 · t 12
,

by Lemma 2.6,

(5.16) |∂n∂mx′K1| =
1√
4πt

|∂mx′A(x′, 0, 0, t)| · |∂ne−
x2n
4t | . xn

|x|n+m−2 · t 32
e−

x2n
4t , m ≥ 0,

and by Young’s convolution inequality, (4.14) and (4.6)

‖∂nK2‖L1
x′
(Rn−1) .

∫ +∞

0
e−αz‖∂nE(x′, z)‖L1

x′
(Rn−1)‖∂nΓ(y′, xn + z, t)‖L1

y′
(Rn−1) dz

.

∫ +∞

0
1 · 1 · t−1e−

z2

8t dz . t−
1
2 .(5.17)

Therefore, we have

(5.18)

∫ 2

0

∫

B′
20

|∂nK1|+ |∂nJ1|+ |∂nK2|dξ′ ds . 1.

Hence, we get that for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

(5.19) |∂nuαk,1(x, t)| . 1.

By (5.13) and (5.19), we have

(5.20) |∂nuα| . 1.

Combining (5.10), (5.12), and (5.20), we have proved Lemma 5.1 for n ≥ 3.
For n = 2, extra care is needed because we need l ≥ 1 in Lemma 2.6. We can use the

following estimate

|
∫

B′
20

∂1J1(ξ
′, xn)g

S(x′ − ξ′) dξ′| = |
∫

B′
20

∂1J(ξ
′, xn)(g

S(x′ − ξ′)− gS(x′)) dξ′|

.

∫

B′
20

|∂1J(ξ′, xn)| · |ξ′| · ‖DgS‖L∞ dξ′ .
∫

B′
20

1

|ξ′|n−2
dξ′ . 1,

(5.21)

on the estimate of Jk with 1 ≤ k ≤ 3 and K1, and replacing (5.11) by

|uα|+ |∂x′uα| .
∫ 2

0

∫

B′
20

3
∑

k=1

(|∂1Jk|+ |∂1∂nJk|) dξ′ ds,

and similarly for (5.18). The other parts are the same as n ≥ 3. �

Lemma 5.2. For u defined in (5.3), we have that for |x| > 10 and 0 < t ≤ 2,

(5.22) |u(x, t)| + |∇u(x, t)| . 1

|x|n−1
.
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Proof. By (4.1), (4.3), 1
|x−ξ′| .

1
|x| when ξ

′ ∈ B′
5(x

′
0), and

∫ 2
0 t

−1/2 dt . 1, we have

(5.23) |u|+ |∇u0(x, t)| + |∂x′uα|+ |∂nuαn| .
1

|x|n−1
.

Now we come to the estimate of ∂nu
α
k with 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1. By (4.9) and (4.10), we have

(5.24) |∂nuαk,2|+ |∂nuαk,3| .
1

|x|n−1
.

By Lemma 2.6, we have

(5.25) |∂k∂nK2| .
1

|x|n · t 12
.

By the decomposition of ∂nJ1 in (5.14) and (4.7), (5.16), (5.25), we have that for 1 ≤ k ≤
n− 1

(5.26) |∂nuαk,1| .
1

|x|n−1
.

Thus, we have proved this lemma. �

Thus, by Lemma 5.1 and 5.2, we get the finite global energy (1.9) of u for n ≥ 3. For
n = 2, by moving the derivative ∂1 in gS(x′) = ∂1g

S
1 to Pkn in (5.3), we are able to get a

stronger decay estimate, for |x| > 10 and 0 < t ≤ 2,

(5.27) |u(x, t)| + |∇u(x, t)| . 1

|x|n .

Thus, it has finite energy (1.9). We leave the details to the interested readers. Now, we
show the blow-up of second derivative of the solution in Lq(Q+

1
2

), 1 < q <∞.

Lemma 5.3. For u defined in (5.3) and 1 < q <∞, we have

(5.28) ‖∂2nu1‖Lq(Q+
1
2

) = ∞.

Proof. For (x, t) ∈ Q+
1 , we can obtain that by (4.1),

(5.29) |∂2nu0| . 1,

and by estimate (4.9) and (4.10), both with i = 3,

(5.30) |∂2nuα1,2|+ |∂2nuα1,3| . 1.

Next we work on ∂2nu
α
1,1

∂2nu
α
1,1 =

∫ t

0

∫

B′
1(x

′
0)
∂1∂

3
nJ1(x

′ − ξ′, xn, s)an(ξ
′, t− s) dξ′ ds.

We still use the decomposition (5.14) to get

∂3nJ1 = −∂2nK1 + α∂2nJ1 − ∂2nK2.

For ∂2nJ1, by (5.19), we know that for (x, t) ∈ Q+
1 ,

(5.31)
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

∫

B′
1(x

′
0)
∂1∂

2
nJ1(x

′ − ξ′, xn, s)an(ξ
′, t− s) dξ′ ds

∣

∣

∣
= |∂nuα1,1| . 1.

Moreover, for ∂2nK2, using the fact that −2∂nE(x′, xn) → δ(x′) as xn → 0+, we have

lim
z→0+

∫

Rn−1

∂nE(x′ − y′, z)Γ(y′, xn + z, t) dy′ = −1

2
Γ(x, t).
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Thus, by integration by parts of variable z, we have

∂nK2 =
1

2
Γ(x, t) + αK2 −K3,

where

K3 =

∫ +∞

0
e−αz

∫

Rn−1

∂2nE(x′ − y′, z)Γ(y′, xn + z, t) dy′ dz.

By Lemma 2.6 and (4.6), we have

(5.32) |∂1∂nK3| .
1

|x|n+1 · t 12
.

Therefore, by (4.4), (5.25), (5.32), and |x′ − ξ′| ≥ 3 for ξ′ ∈ supp gS , we are able to obtain

(5.33)
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

∫

B′
1(x

′
0)
∂1∂

2
nK2(x

′ − ξ′, xn, s)an(ξ
′, t− s) dξ′ ds

∣

∣

∣
. 1.

Next, we denote the leading blow-up term from ∂2nK1:

(5.34) H(x, t) =

∫ t

0

∫

B′
1(x

′
0)
∂1∂

2
nK1(x

′ − ξ′, xn, s)an(ξ
′, t− s) dξ′ ds,

where

∂1∂
2
nK1(x, t) =

∫

Rn−1

E(y′, 0)∂1∂
2
nΓ(x

′−y′, xn, t) dy′ = p.v.

∫

Rn−1

∂1E(y′, 0)∂2nΓ(x
′−y′, xn, t) dy′,

using limε→0

∫

y′∈Rn−1,|y′|=εE(y′, 0)∂2nΓ(x
′ − y′, xn, t)e1 · y′

ε dSy′ = 0. By Lemma 2.7, we can

decompose H into

H = H1 +H2,

where

H1 =

∫ t

0

∫

B′
1(x

′
0)
∂2nΓ1(xn, s)∂1E(x′ − ξ′, 0)an(ξ

′, t− s) dξ′ ds,

Γ1 is the 1D heat kernel, and

H2 = − 1

n(4π)
n
2 |B1|

∫ t

0

∫

B′
1(x

′
0)
∂2n
(

e−
x2n
4s
)

Err(x′ − ξ′, s)
1

|x′ − ξ′|nan(ξ
′, t− s) dξ′ ds.

For (x, t) ∈ Q+
1 ,

|H2| .
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
∂2n
(

e−
x2n
4s
)

ds
∣

∣

∣
.

∫ t

0

1

s
e−

x2n
8s ds . ln(2 +

1

x2n
).

Hence, we have that for 1 < q <∞,

(5.35) ‖H2‖Lq(Q+
1 ) . 1.

Next, we factor H1 as

(5.36) H1 = ψ(x′)θ(xn, t),

where

(5.37) θ(xn, t) =

∫ t

0
∂2nΓ1(xn, s)g

T (t− s) ds,

for n ≥ 3,

ψ(x′) =
∫

Rn−1

∂1E(x′ − ξ′, 0)gS (ξ′) dξ′ = − 1

n|B1|

∫

Rn−1

x1 − ξ1
|x′ − ξ′|n · gS(ξ′) dξ′,
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and for n = 2,

ψ(x′) = − 1

n|B1|

∫ −3

−5

x1 − ξ1
|x1 − ξ1|2

· ∂1gS1 (ξ′) dξ′ =
1

n|B1|

∫ −3

−5

1

(x1 − ξ1)2
· gS1 (ξ′) dξ′.

Actually for x′ ∈ B′
1, we have that 2 ≤ x1 − ξ1 ≤ 6. Hence for n ≥ 3 we have C1 ≤ ψ(x′) ≤

C2 < 0, and for n = 2 we have 0 < C1 ≤ ψ(x′) ≤ C2. Hence we have ‖ψ‖Lq(B′
1
2

) 6= 0.

Since gT (t) is supported in (34 ,
7
8), θ(xn, t) is defined for (xn, t) ∈ R×R, and vanishes for

t < 3/4. We have for 1 < t <∞,

|θ(xn, t)| . t−3/2e−
x2n
10t · ‖gT ‖L∞(R),

and for 0 < t ≤ 1,

|θ(xn, t)| .
∫ t

0

1

s
3
2

e−
x2n
8s ds · ‖gT ‖L∞(R) . x−1

n · ‖gT ‖L∞(R).

This implies that for 1 < q <∞, using (4.6),
∫ ∞

1

∫ ∞

0
|θ(xn, t)|q dxn dt . ‖gT ‖L∞(R),

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

1
2

|θ(xn, t)|q dxn dt . ‖gT ‖L∞(R).

(5.38)

Note that both inequalities above are not true when q = 1. By Lemma 2.8, we have

∞ = ‖gT ‖
Ḃ

1
2− 1

2q
q,q

. ‖θ(xn, t)‖Lq(R+×R).(5.39)

With the aid of (5.36), (5.38), (5.39), and the fact that θ(xn, t) = 0 when t < 3
4 , we conclude

that

‖θ(xn, t)‖Lq((0, 1
2
)×( 3

4
,1)) = ‖θ(xn, t)‖Lq((0, 1

2
)×(0,1))

≥ ‖θ(xn, t)‖Lq(R+×R) − c‖gT ‖L∞(R) = ∞.
(5.40)

Hence

‖H1‖Lq(Q+
1
2

) = ‖θ(xn, t)‖Lq((0, 1
2
)×( 3

4
,1))‖ψ‖Lq(B′

1
2

) = ∞.

By the above unboundedness and (5.29)-(5.31), (5.33), (5.35), we obtain that

�(5.41) ‖∂2nu1‖Lq(Q+
1
2

) = ∞.

Theorem 1.2 now follows from Lemmas 5.1-5.3.

Remark 5.4. When we further require the boundary data a to be continuous, we cannot use

gT (t) ∈ L∞(R) \ Ḃ
1
2
− 1

2q
q,q (R) satisfying (5.2). Instead, we can choose gT ∈ Cc(

1
4 , 1]∩C1(0, 1)

and gT = (1 − t)β when t ∈ (12 , 1), for β ∈ (0, 12 ]. Then we can prove u has unbounded
second derivative near boundary at time t = 1, similar to [9].

6. Shear flow example

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.4. We follow Seregin-Šverák [13] and look for shear
flow solutions of the Stokes system (1.1)–(1.2) in R

n
+ × (0, 2) with Navier boundary value

a = 0 in the form

(6.1) u(x, t) = (v(xn, t), 0, . . . , 0), p(x, t) = −g′(t)x1,
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where g(t) ∈ C∞
c (R+). It’s easy to see that the convection term u · ∇u is zero, so it is

also a solution of Navier–Stokes equations. Denote y = xn > 0, and we can reformulate the
original equations as

(6.2) ∂tv(y, t)− vyy(y, t) = g′(t), vy(0, t) − αv(0, t) = 0, v(y, 0) = 0.

For the heat equation with Robin BC [10], the solution is given by

(6.3) v(y, t) =

∫ t

0
g′(t− τ)

∫ ∞

0
G(y, ξ, τ) dξ dτ,

using its Green function

G(y, ξ, t) = Γ(y − ξ, t)− Γ(y + ξ, t)− 2∂ξ

∫ ∞

0
e−αzΓ(y + ξ + z, t) dz.

Here Γ(y, t) is 1D heat kernel. Direct calculation gives
∫ ∞

0
G(y, ξ, t) dξ = 2

∫ y

0
Γ(ξ, t) dξ + 2

∫ ∞

0
e−αzΓ(y + z, t) dz,(6.4)

∂y

∫ ∞

0
G(y, ξ, t) dξ = 2α

∫ ∞

0
e−αzΓ(y + z, t) dz.

Since

vy − αv = −2α

∫ t

0
g′(t− τ)

∫ y

0
Γ(ξ, τ) dξ dτ → 0, as y → 0,

the boundary condition is satisfied. It is easy to check v(y, t) in (6.3) is a smooth solution
(up to the boundary y = 0) of heat equation (6.2).

By (6.4), we get

lim
t→0

∫ ∞

0
G(y, ξ, t) dξ = 1,

and

∂t

∫ ∞

0
G(y, ξ, t) dξ = −2αΓ(y, t) + 2α2

∫ ∞

0
e−αzΓ(y + z, t) dz.

Using integration by parts of the derivative ∂t, we can obtain an equivalent formula of (6.3),

v(y, t) = g(t) +

∫ t

0
g(t− τ)∂τ

∫ ∞

0
G(y, ξ, τ) dξ dτ

= g(t)− 2α

∫ t

0
g(t− τ)Γ(y, τ) dτ + 2α2

∫ t

0
g(t− τ)

∫ ∞

0
e−αzΓ(y + z, τ) dz dτ.(6.5)

Notice that

|Γ(y, t)|+
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

0
e−αzΓ(y + z, t) dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

.
1√
t
,

so by Young’s convolution inequality,

‖v(y, ·)‖Lq (0,T ) . (1 + T
1
2 ) ‖g(t)‖Lq(0,T ),

for 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞. Since C∞
c is dense in Lq for 1 ≤ q < ∞, by the density argument it is easy

to check that for any g ∈ Lq
c(R+) with 1 ≤ q < ∞, v(y, t) in (6.5) satisfies the weak form

of (6.2), and hence u given by (6.1) satisfies the weak form of Stokes systems (1.7) with
Navier boundary value a = 0.

Lemma 6.1. Fix 1 < q < ∞. Let g(t) = gT (t) satisfy (5.2), v(y, t) be given by (6.5), and
the solution u be given by (6.1). We have

‖u‖L∞(Q+
1 ) + ‖∇u‖L∞(Q+

1 ) <∞, ‖∇2u‖Lq(Q+
1
2

) = ∞.(6.6)
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Proof. Notice that, by taking derivative of (6.5),

∂yv(y, t) = −2α

∫ t

0
g(t− τ)∂yΓ(y, τ) dτ − 2α2

∫ t

0
g(t− τ)Γ(y, τ) dτ

+ 2α3

∫ t

0
g(t− τ)

∫ ∞

0
e−αzΓ(y + z, τ) dz dτ,

and

(6.7) vyy(y, t) = −2α

∫ t

0
g(t− τ)∂2yΓ(y, τ) dτ + αvy(y, t).

For 0 < t ≤ 1, y ∈ R+

(6.8) |v(y, t)| + |vy(y, t)| . 1 +

∫ t

0
τ−

1
2 dτ +

∫ t

0

y

τ
3
2

e−
y2

4τ dτ . 1.

Denote the main term of vyy in (6.7) same as (5.37)

θ(y, t) =

∫ t

0
g(t− τ)∂2yΓ(y, τ) dτ.

By the same argument in the proof of Lemma 5.3, we get the same estimate as (5.40),

(6.9) ‖θ(y, t)‖Lq((0, 1
2
)×( 3

4
,1)) = ∞.

By (6.7), (6.8) and (6.9), we reach (6.6). �

The above lemma proves Theorem 1.4 for the 1 < q < ∞, and the L∞ blow-up in Q+
1
2

follows from Lq blow-up in Q+
1
2

.

Remark 6.2. This shear flow example can also be used to prove the blow-up of the gradient
of velocity near boundary under zero-BC, i.e., [3, Theorem 1.1]. We can use the same ansatz
(6.1), (6.3), with the Green function replaced by

G(y, ξ, t) = Γ(y − ξ, t)− Γ(y + ξ, t),

and setting g = gT satisfying (5.2). �

Remark 6.3. If we set pressure p = −gT x1 in (6.1) (instead of p = −(gT )′x1), we can
prove the following estimates,

‖u‖L∞(Q+
1 ) + ‖∇3u‖L∞(Q+

1 ) + ‖p‖L∞(Q+
1 ) <∞,

‖∇4u‖Lq(Q+
1
2

) = ∞.

In other words, velocity blows up at fourth derivative. This is a supplementary result of
estimate (1.10). �
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