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Abstract

This paper investigates the extendability of local solutions for incompressible
3D Navier-Stokes and 3D Euler problems, with initial data u0 in the Sobolev space
Hs(R3), where s ensures the existence and uniqueness of classical solutions. A
geometric decomposition of the configuration space, identified by the orthogonality
between the solution u and the pressure forces ∇p, splits the problem into two
simpler subproblems, which enable the uniform boundedness of the solution in each
component of the partition, thereby ensuring the extendability of the solution.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we consider the initial value problem for the homogeneous incompressible 3D Euler
equations

(1.1)







∂tu + (u · ∇)u + ∇p = 0 (x, t) ∈ R
3 × [0, T ),

∇ · u = 0 (x, t) ∈ R
3 × [0, T ),

u(x, 0) = u0(x) x ∈ R
3

and the homogeneous incompressible 3D Navier-Stokes equations

(1.2)







∂tu + (u · ∇)u − µ∆u + ∇p = 0 (x, t) ∈ R
3 × [0, T ),

∇ · u = 0 (x, t) ∈ R
3 × [0, T ),

u(x, 0) = u0(x) x ∈ R
3

Let u(x, t) = (u1(x, t), u2(x, t), u3(x, t)) denote the velocity field, and let p(x, t) represent the pressure
function of an ideal fluid. Here, µ is the kinematic viscosity, which is a positive constant.
A salient feature of the Euler and Navier-Stokes equations is the inclusion of the pressure term, which
is not governed by a dynamical equation. Indeed, pressure is not an independent variable; rather, it
functions as a Lagrange multiplier that enforces the incompressibility condition ∇ · u = 0. In problems
(1.1) and (1.2), the kinematic pressure p is obtained by solving Poisson’s problem, which is derived by
taking the divergence of the evolution equations (1.1) or (1.2):

(1.3)

{

−∆p = ∇ · [(u · ∇)u] = ∇ · (u ⊗ u) = T r(∇u)2

lim
|x|→∞

p = 0

In the whole space with decaying boundary conditions, the pressure is given by:

p =
∑

j,k

RiRj(uiuj)

where Ri = ∂i(−∆)−1 are Riesz transforms. The pressure is defined up to a time-dependent constant,
and the usual choice involves zero average pressure. It can be noted that the pressure forces are not
of a local nature.

The Navier-Stokes (1.2) and Euler (1.1) equations describe the behavior of incompressible flows
and play a central role in the theory of nonlinear partial differential equations. Among the fundamental
open questions is the possibility of globally extending local regular solutions in the case of finite energy,
or determining whether blow-up can occur in finite time.
Numerous authors who have studied the problem in depth have identified several discriminating prop-
erties of the local solutions, the boundedness of which guarantees the extendability, while the unbound-
edness leads to the formation of singularities.

To obtain an existence theorem, regardless of the functional space utilized, an approximating
sequence of the solution will always be constructed, whose terms generally exhibit global existence
in time; however, this global existence is lost in the transition to the limit when obtaining the final
solution. This occurs because it is necessary to traverse a bottleneck that cannot be crossed while pre-
serving the approximations. This constraint is associated with some form of compactness or dominated
convergence, which is controlled by the nonlinear term.

It is hypothesized that this bottleneck does not represent an inevitable impediment, but rather
a technical limitation stemming from the conventional treatment of the nonlinear term as a straight-
forward product of functions in norm estimation. This approach inevitably neglects the Helmholtz
projector and the intrinsic structure of the nonlinear term, which, if untied like a trivial knot, could
significantly simplify the problem.

The present study addresses the extendability of a family of classical local solutions for finite en-
ergy, where sufficient regularity of initial data permits simplified notation. No explicit criterion for
convergence or blow-up dynamics is proposed. The adopted approach involves a geometric decompo-
sition of the problem into two analogous yet elementary subproblems, defined through an appropriate
two-component partition of the configuration space.
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2 The main result

The main results of the paper are the following:

THEOREM 2.1. Let u(x, t) be a solution to (1.1) with initial condition u0 ∈ Hs(R3) where s >
3/2 + 2. Then,

(2.1) ‖u(·, t)‖∞ = ‖u0‖∞ ∀t ∈ [0, T ∗)

Hence, the solution u can be extended for all t ≥ 0.

THEOREM 2.2. Let u(x, t) be a solution to (1.2) with initial condition u0 ∈ Hs(R3) where s >
3/2 − 1. Then,

(2.2) ‖u(·, t)‖∞ ≤ ‖u(·, ε)‖∞ ∀t ∈ [ε, T ∗)

Hence, the solution u can be extended for all t ≥ 0.

REMARK 2.1. The aim of this work is not to determine the minimal regularity necessary, but to
adopt the lowest level of regularity sufficient to optimize notational simplicity.

2.1 Ideas of the proof

To investigate the scenario of infinite extendability of solutions, we consider the velocity field u(x, t)
as a solution, for instance, to the Euler problem (1.1).

Dtu = ∂tu + (u · ∇)u

is the material derivative of u, expressing the variation of u over time along the stream lines. We can
rewrite (1.1) as

Dtu = −∇p

and by scalar multiplication with u, we obtain

1

2
Dt |u |2 = −∇p · u

which expresses the variation of energy along the stream lines.
If ∇p were always orthogonal to u, we would have Dt |u |2 ≡ 0, leading to energy conservation along
all stream lines and ‖u(t)‖∞ ≡ ‖u0‖∞.
The condition ∇p ⊥ u for all (x, t) ∈ R

3 × [0, T ∗) turns out to be overly restrictive for general solutions
u. Nevertheless, we impose this constraint by an auxiliary PDE with a new unknown field, thus in-
troducing additional degrees of freedom into the constraint expression. In this PDE, u and its spatial
derivatives will act as coefficients. The domain of existence of the solution to the auxiliary equation
induces a two-component partition of R3, which is preserved under the flow map diffeomorphism. This
allows the problem to be split into two simpler problems and enables a straightforward characterization
of u in each component of the partition of R3 × [0, T ∗).

3 Preliminaries and known results

3.1 Local existence and uniqueness theorems in the Eulerian approach

In this work, we state only the classical existence and uniqueness theorems for Sobolev spaces Hs(Rn),
as they suffice for our analysis and no results in more general functional spaces are required. For each
theorem, we will provide bibliographic references to explore the most recent developments in much
more general functional spaces.

THEOREM 3.1 (Theorem of local existence of classical solutions for incompressible
Navier-Stokes problems in Hs(Rn) for s > n/2 − 1).

(i) Let s > n/2 − 1. For u0 ∈ Hs(Rn) with ∇ · u0 = 0, there exist a positive T ∗ and a (unique)
weak solution u for the incompressible Navier-Stokes problem (1.2) on (0, T ∗) × R

n such that
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u(0, x) = u0(x). Moreover, the solution u satisfies the following:

(a) u ∈ C ((0, T ∗), Hs
R

n)

(b) u ∈ C∞ ((0, T ∗), H∞(Rn))

(c) u ∈ C∞ ((0, T ∗) × R
n)

(d) u ∈ L2
(

(0, T ), Hs+1(Rn)
)

for all T ∈ (0, T ∗)

(ii) The maximal existence time T ∗ of the smooth solution u is finite if and only if
limt→T ∗ ‖u(t)‖∞ = ∞.

In local existence theorems for the Navier-Stokes equations (1.2) and the Euler equations (1.1), we
typically analyze the projected equation using the Helmholtz projector, which maps onto divergence-
free vector fields and eliminates the pressure gradient.

For the Navier-Stokes equations, the integral form of the equation and the semigroup generated by
the projected Laplacian (the Stokes operator) play a crucial role, as the latter provides regularization
properties essential for this formulation.

Existence theorems, in general, depend on approximation or regularization strategies, leading to
the construction of a sequence that converges, in some topology, to the solution. This sequence is
frequently generated — i.e., its existence is proven — using techniques related to some form of fixed-
point argument. Typically, passing to the limit requires a form of compactness, obtained through a
priori estimates or uniform properties tied to the nonlinear term. However, ensuring this compactness
typically necessitates sacrificing certain properties of the sequence elements, such as global existence
or some degree of regularity.

Theorems in Sobolev spaces are essentially derived from the works of [180], [181], [182], [184] and
[185]. Kato’s mild solutions paved the way for developments in Besov spaces, as seen in [40], [41], [8]
and later extended to BMO−1 spaces, pioneered by [190].

For a comprehensive overview of existence and uniqueness theorems for the incompressible Navier-
Stokes equations in Sobolev, Besov, homogeneous Besov, BMO, and BMO−1 spaces, see [202], [197].

THEOREM 3.2 (Theorem of local existence of classical solutions for incompressible
Euler problems in Hs(Rn) for s > n/2 + 1).

(i) Let k ≥ 0 and s > n/2 + k + 1. For u0 ∈ Hs(Rn) with ∇ · u0 = 0, there exist a positive T ∗ and
a classical solution u for the incompressible Euler problem (1.1) on (−T ∗, T ∗) × R

n such that
u(0, x) = u0(x) ad 0 ≤ r ≤ k. Moreover, the solution u satisfies the following:

(a) u ∈ Cr
(

(−T ∗, T ∗), H(s−r)(Rn)
)

(b) u ∈ Cr
(

(−T ∗, T ∗), C(k+1−r)(Rn)
)

(ii) The maximal existence time T ∗ of the smooth solution u is finite if and only if
limt→T ∗ ‖u(t)‖∞ = ∞.

For a comprehensive overview of existence and uniqueness theorems for the incompressible Euler
equations in Sobolev, Besov, homogeneous Besov, Besov-Herz, and Hölder spaces, see [9] and [208].

3.2 Sufficient conditions for extendability

A common feature of existence theorems is the unavoidable dependence on the time integral of some
norm of ∇u or, ω whether one uses a form of the logarithmic Sobolev inequality or studies the vorticity
equation directly. The behavior of these quantities provides sufficient criteria for extendability or
necessary conditions for blow-up. From Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, the following theorem follows directly.

THEOREM 3.3 (L∞ gradient control and global existence).
Let u0 ∈ Hs(Rn) for some s > n/2 + 1, so that there exists a classical solution
u ∈ C ([0, T ∗), Hs(Rn)) to the incompressible Euler or Navier-Stokes problem.
Then:
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(i) If for any T > 0 there exists 0 < M1 < ∞ such that

∫ T

0

‖∇u(t)‖∞ dt ≤ M1,

then the solution u exists globally in time and u ∈ C ([0, ∞), Hs(Rn)).

(ii) If the maximal time T ∗ of the existence of the solution u is finite, then necessarily

lim
t→T ∗

∫ T

0

‖∇u(t)‖∞ dt = ∞.

This is followed by the famous theorem of BKM [15].

THEOREM 3.4 (BKM. L∞ vorticity control and global existence).
Let u0 ∈ Hs(R3) for some s ≥ 3/2 + 1, so that there exists a classical solution
u ∈ C

(

[0, T ∗), Hs(R3)
)

to the incompressible Euler or Navier-Stokes problem.
Let ω = ∇ × u, then:

(i) If for any T > 0 there exists 0 < M1 < ∞ such that

∫ T

0

‖ ω(t)‖∞ dt ≤ M1,

then the solution u exists globally in time and u ∈ C
(

[0, ∞), Hs(R3)
)

.

(ii) If the maximal time T ∗ of the existence of the solution u is finite, then necessarily

lim
t→T ∗

∫ T

0

‖ ω(t)‖∞ dt = ∞.

Vorticity is a typical concept defined in R
3 can be extended to higher dimensions using the exterior

derivative of the covelocity 1-form u∗. The vorticity 2-form ω is given by:

ω := du
∗

where ωi,j = ∇iuj − ∇jui. Alternatively, vorticity can be viewed as the antisymmetric part of the
velocity gradient tensor ∇u:

ω = (∇u − ∇u
T ).

A significant version of 3.4 was obtained by [195] in Lp spaces for p > 1 and [194], [196] proved that
the ‖·‖∞ norm can be replaced by the norm in the BMO space. This generalization is interesting
because some crucial Sobolev embedding theorems can be applied to the BMO space, but not to the
L∞ space.

The BKM non-blow-up criterion has evolved in various forms, often by incorporating geometric
aspects of the solution. It was first introduced in the work of [78], where the direction of vorticity was
analyzed. This approach was further developed in [84] and later extended in different directions by
many others, such as [159], [99], [116], [20], [16] and [63].

For recent developments on quantitative bounds and critical behavior in solutions to the incom-
pressible Navier-Stokes equations, see [156], [260] and [13].

3.3 Representation by the Lamb Vector

By decomposing ∇u into its symmetric and antisymmetric parts, the equation (1.2) or (1.1), for µ ≥ 0,
can be rewritten in the form

(3.1) ∂tu +
1

2
∇ |u |2 − u × ω − µ∆u + ∇p = 0.

Note 1 (Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition of the Lamb vector u × ω). Taking the
divergence of (3.1) yields

∇ · (u × ω) =
1

2
∆ |u |2 + ∆p.
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Consequently, we obtain

u × ω =
1

2
∇ |u |2 + ∇p + a.

where, a denotes a vector field with ∇ · a = 0 and ∇ × a = ∇ × (u × ω).

3.4 Foundations of the Lagrangian approach for incompressible fluids

The Lagrangian framework provides a geometric perspective for analyzing incompressible fluid dy-
namics by tracking the motion of individual fluid particles. This approach intrinsically incorporates
the divergence-free constraint and reveals deep connections with differential geometry and dynamical
systems.

Particle Trajectories and Well-Posedness

Let u : Rn × [0, T ) → R
n be a velocity field solving the Euler (1.1) or Navier-Stokes (1.2) equations.

The fundamental kinematic law is encoded in the system of ordinary differential equations:

(3.2)
∂

∂t
X(α, t) = u(X(α, t), t), X(α, 0) = α,

where X(α, t) denotes the position at time t of the fluid particle initially at α ∈ R
n. Under the regular-

ity assumption u ∈ Cr(Rn × [0, T ∗)) with r ≥ 1, the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem guarantees: existence
and uniqueness of X ∈ Cr(Rn × [0, T ∗)), continuous dependence on initial conditions, preservation of
topological structure (no particle crossings).
This establishes X as a flow map generating particle trajectories.

Incompressibility as Volume Preservation

The divergence-free condition ∇ · u = 0 translates into a geometric constraint on the flow map. Let
J(α, t) := det(∇αX(α, t)) be the Jacobian determinant of the deformation gradient tensor. Then:

(3.3) J(α, t) = 1 ∀t ≥ 0, ∀α ∈ R
n,

implying X(·, t) is a volume-preserving diffeomorphism. Physically, this means: fluid parcels evolve
without compression/expansion, the pushforward map X(·, t)∗ preserves Lebesgue measure, inverse
map X−1(·, t) exists and is smooth.

Material Derivatives and Acceleration

The material derivative quantifies time evolution along particle paths. For any Eulerian function f(x, t),
its Lagrangian rate of change is:

(3.4) Dtf(x, t) :=
d

dt

∣

∣

∣

α fixed
f(X(α, t), t) = ∂tf + u · ∇f,

where x = X(α, t). For the velocity field itself, this gives:

(3.5) Dtu = ∂tu + u · ∇u =
∂2X

∂t2
,

directly linking to the momentum equations. The equivalence in (3.5) arises from differentiating
u(X(α, t), t) via the chain rule.

Vorticity Transport and Lagrangian Coherence

A fundamental result is the vorticity transport formula, describing the evolution of ω = ∇ × u:

(3.6) ω(X(α, t), t) = ∇αX(α, t) ω0(α),

where ω0 is the initial vorticity. This reveals that vorticity vectors are Lie-transported along particle
paths.
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For (1.1), existence and uniqueness theorems can be directly established for the the system (3.2)
formulated as integro-differential equations in Hölder spaces, using potential theory [210].
Highly fertile theoretical frameworks are those based on Lagrangian and Hamiltonian mechanics, lever-
aging the Frobenius theorem or analyzing structures on diffeomorphism groups [5], [235]. However,
within these approaches, it is generally challenging to directly establish existence theorems except
in particular cases with special symmetries [254], [256], [259], [238], among many others who have
investigated the potential for finite-time blow-up.

4 Partition of R3×[0, T ∗) leading to problem simplification

DEFINITION 1. Let u ∈ C
(

[0, T ∗), C2(Rn)
)

solution to (1.2) or (1.1), and let ω = ∇ × u.
For t ∈ [0, T ∗) we define

(4.1) Ωt =
{

x ∈ R
3 | ω(x, t) = 0

}

.

Since ω(·, t) ∈ C1(R3), it follows that Ωt is a C1-regular closed set.

REMARK 4.1. By (3.6), the sets Ωt are mutually diffeomorphic for different values of t via the map
X(·, t), and by virtue of (3.3), they share the same measure. Particularly, we can write Ωt = X(Ω0, t).
Ωt × [0, T ∗) =

⋃

x∈Ω0

X(x, [0, T ∗)) is a stream tube.

REMARK 4.2. Similarly, the sets R
3 \ Ωt, R3 \ Ωt and ∂ Ωt are mutually diffeomorphic via X(·, t),

share the same measure and identify stream tubes.

4.1 The (u, ∇p)-orthogonality set

LEMMA 4.1. Let u ∈ C([0, T ∗), Hs(R3)) for s > 3/2 + 2, solution to (1.2) or (1.1) and t ∈ [0, T ∗).
Then

(4.2) u ⊥ ∇p in R
3 \ Ωt.

Proof. Let t ∈ [0, T ∗). To ensure that u ⊥ ∇p, we set

(4.3) ∇p = u × ∇θ,

where ∇θ is a vector field to be determined. Then, u ⊥ ∇p holds wherever ∇θ exists.
By vector identity

∇ × (ϕy) = ϕ(∇ × y) − y × ∇ϕ

equation (4.3), can be rewritten as

(4.4) ∇p = u × ∇θ = θω − ∇ × θu.

Taking the pointwise scalar product of both sides of (4.4) with ω, we obtain

(4.5) ω · ∇p = θ |ω|2 − ω · (∇ × θu).

Rearranging terms yields

(4.6) θ =
ω · ∇p

|ω|2
+

ω · (∇ × θu)

|ω|2
.

From this expression, it follows that the existence of θ is not guaranteed in Ωt, since |ω|2 = 0 there.

Next, consider R
3 \ Ωt, where ω 6= 0. Taking the divergence of (4.4), we find

(4.7) ∆p = ∇θ · ω.

This is a non homogeneous first-order linear partial differential equation for θ. Since ω ∈ C1(R3),
∆p ∈ C1(R3), and ω 6= 0 in R

3 \Ωt, with both ω and ∆p vanishing at infinity and ω = 0 in ∂ Ωt and Ωt

7



is a C1-regular set, the method of characteristics guarantees the existence of a solution θ ∈ C1(R3 \Ωt).
Consequently, for all t ∈ [0, T ∗), we have

(4.8) ∇p = u × ∇θ in R
3 \ Ωt,

and by construction,

(4.9) u · ∇p = 0 ∀x ∈ R
3 \ Ωt.

COROLLARY 4.1.1. ∇p · u = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂ Ωt.

Proof. Since (∇p · u) ∈ C(R3 × [0, T ∗)), continuity yields

∇p · u = 0 in R
3 \ Ωt ⇒ ∇p · u = 0 in R3 \ Ωt.

COROLLARY 4.1.2. If Ω̊t = ∅, then ∇p · u = 0 ∀x ∈ R
3.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.1 and Corollary 4.1.1.

4.2 The zero-vorticity set

PROPOSITION 4.2. Let u be as defined in Lemma 1. In Ωt, we have

sup
x∈Ωt

|u |2 ≤ sup
x∈∂ Ωt

|u |2

Proof. In Ωt, we have ∇ × u = 0, hence there exists a scalar potential φ such that u = ∇φ.
Since ∇ · u = 0, φ is harmonic, and (∇φ)2 is subharmonic (see note 1).
For |u |2 = (∇φ)2 continuous and subharmonic in Ωt, the weak maximum principle holds:

(4.10) sup
x∈Ωt

|u |2 ≤ sup
x∈∂ Ωt

|u |2 .

COROLLARY 4.2.1. We have ‖u(·, t)‖∞,Ωt
≤ ‖u(·, t)‖

∞,R3\Ωt

for t ∈ [0, T ∗)

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.2.

Note 1 (Subharmonicity of |u |
2
).

φ is harmonic in Ωt

|u |2 = (∇φ)2 =
∑

i

(

∂φ

∂xi

)2

∆ |u |2 =
∑

j

∂2u2

∂x2
j

= 2
∑

j

(

∂u

∂xj

)2

+ 2u ·
∑

j

∂2u

∂x2
j

= 2
∑

j

(

∂u

∂xj

)2

+ u · ∆u

u · ∆u = 2
∑

i

∂φ

∂xi
∆

∂φ

∂xi
= 2

∑

i

∂φ

∂xi

∂∆φ

∂xi
= 0

Thus

∆ |u |2 = 2
∑

j

(

∂u

∂xj

)2

≥ 0.
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5 Uniform boundedness of solutions for the Euler prob-

lem

THEOREM 5.1 (Uniform Boundedness of the Euler Solution in R
3).

Let u(·, t) be a solution of problem (1.1) in Hs(R3) with s > 3/2 + 2. Then the following hold:

A) Dt |u |2 = 0 for all (x, t) ∈ R3 \ Ωt × [0, T ∗).

B) ‖u(·, t)‖∞ = ‖u(·, t)‖
∞,R3\Ωt

for all t ∈ [0, T ∗).

C) ‖u(·, t)‖∞ = ‖u0‖∞ for all t ∈ [0, T ∗)

Hence, the solution u can be extended for all t ≥ 0.

Proof( of Main Theorem 2.1).
For s > 3/2 + 2, Theorem 3.2 ensures the existence of the solution u ∈ C([0, T ∗), C2(R3) ∩ Hs(R3)).

(A) We start with (3.1) and take the pointwise scalar product with u, yielding

(5.1)
1

2
∂t |u |2 = −

1

2
∇ |u |2 · u + (u × ω) · u − ∇p · u.

By Lemma 4.1, Corollary 4.1.1 and Remark 4.2, we have ∇p · u = 0 for all x ∈ R3 \ Ωt × [0, T ∗).
Consequently,

Dt |u |2 = 0 ∀(x, t) ∈ R3 \ Ωt × [0, T ∗).

(B)

‖u(·, t)‖∞ = max
{

‖u(·, t)‖∞,Ωt
, ‖u(·, t)‖

∞,R3\Ωt

}

∀t ∈ [0, T ∗)

By Corollary 4.2.1, we obtain immediately

‖u(·, t)‖∞ = ‖u(·, t)‖
∞,R3\Ωt

∀t ∈ [0, T ∗).

(C ) By point (A), energy is constant along all streamlines in R3 \ Ωt × [0, T ∗). This leads to

(5.2) ‖u(·, t)‖
∞,R3\Ωt

= ‖u0‖
∞,R3\Ω0

∀t ∈ [0, T ∗).

Moreover, (B) ensures that

(5.3) ‖u(·, t)‖∞ = ‖u0‖∞

Since limt→T ∗ ‖u(t)‖∞ < ∞, Theorem 3.2 (ii) guarantees that the solution u can be extended for all
t ≥ 0.
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6 Uniform boundedness of solutions for the Navier-Stokes

problem

THEOREM 6.1 (Uniform Boundedness of the Navier-Stokes Solution in R
3).

Let u(·, t) be a solution of problem (1.2) in Hs(R3) with s > 3/2−1 and 0 < ε < T ∗. Then the following
hold:

A) Dt |u |2 ≤ µ∆ |u |2 for all (x, t) ∈ R3 \ Ωt × [ε, T ∗).

B) ‖u(·, t)‖∞ = ‖u(·, t)‖
∞,R3\Ωt

for all t ∈ (0, T ∗).

C) ‖u(·, t)‖∞ ≤ ‖u(·, ε)‖∞ ∀t ∈ [ε, T ∗)

Hence, the solution u can be extended for all t ≥ 0.

Proof of Main Theorem 2.2.
For s > 3/2 − 1, Theorem 3.1 ensures the existence of the solution u ∈ C∞((0, T ∗), H∞(R3)).

(A) We start with (3.1) and take the pointwise scalar product with u, yielding

(6.1)
1

2
∂t |u |2 = −

1

2
∇ |u |2 · u + (u × ω) · u − ∇p · u + µ∆u · u.

By Lemma 4.1, Corollary 4.1.1 and Remark 4.2, we have ∇p · u = 0 for all x ∈ R3 \ Ωt × (0, T ∗).
Equation (6.1), in R3 \ Ωt × (0, T ∗) can be rewritten as

(6.2)
1

2
Dt |u |2 = µ∆u · u = µ

1

2
∆ |u |2 − µ |∇u|2 ,

and thus

(6.3) Dt |u |2 ≤ µ∆ |u |2 ∀(x, t) ∈ R3 \ Ωt × (0, T ∗).

(B)

‖u(·, t)‖∞ = max
{

‖u(·, t)‖∞,Ωt
, ‖u(·, t)‖

∞,R3\Ωt

}

∀t ∈ [0, T ∗)

By Corollary 4.2.1, we obtain immediately

‖u(·, t)‖∞ = ‖u(·, t)‖
∞,R3\Ωt

∀t ∈ (0, T ∗).

(C ) By point (A), |u |2 is a sub-solution in R3 \ Ωt × (0, T ∗). Consequently, the weak parabolic maxi-
mum principle applies, and for all t ∈ (0, T ∗), the points where |u(x, t)|2 attains its absolute maximum
lie on ∂ (R3 \ Ωt) ∩ ∂ Ωt and absolute maximum is non-increasing with respect to t. This leads to

(6.4) ‖u(·, t)‖
∞,R3\Ωt

≤ ‖u(·, ε)‖
∞,R3\Ωε

∀t ∈ [ε, T ∗).

Moreover, by (B), we have

(6.5) ‖u(·, t)‖∞ ≤ ‖u(·, ε)‖∞ ∀t ∈ [ε, T ∗).

Since limt→T ∗ ‖u(t)‖∞ < ∞, by Theorem 3.1 (ii), the solution u can be extended for all t ≥ 0.
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[43] A. Castro, D. Córdoba, and F. Gancedo, Singularity formations for a surface wave model, Non-
linearity 23 (2010), no. 11, 2835-2847.
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quasi-geostrophic equation, Annales de l’I.H.P. Analyse non linéaire 25 (2008), no. 6, 1103–1110,
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[135] L. Escauriaza, G. A. Seregin, and V. Šverák, L3-solutions of Navier-Stokes equations and back-
ward uniqueness, Uspekhi Mat. Nauk 58 (2003), 3-44.

[136] J. Escher, B. Kolev, and M. Wunsch, The geometry of a vorticity model equation, Commun. Pure
Appl. Anal. 11 (2012), no. 4, 1407-1419.

[137] Lawrence C. Evans, Partial Differential Equations, second, Vol. 19, American Mathematical
Society, Providence, RI, 2010.

[138] G. Eyink and K. Sreenivasan, Onsager and the theory of hydrodynamic turbulence, Rev. Modern
Phys. 78 (2006), no. 1, 87–135.

[139] R. Farwig, From Jean Leray to the millennium problem: the Navier-Stokes equations, Journal of
Evolution Equations 21 (2021), 3243–3263, DOI 10.1007/s00028-020-00645-3.

[140] Charles Fefferman and Peter Constantin, Direction of vorticity and the problem of global regularity
for the Navier-Stokes equations, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 43 (1993), no. 3, 775-789.

[141] C. Fefferman, Cm extension by linear operators, Ann. of Math. 166 (2007), 779-835.

[142] Ciprian Foias, Statistical study of Navier-Stokes equations I, Rend. Sem. Mat. Univ. Padova 48
(1972), 219-348.

[143] Ciprian Foias and Giovanni Prodi, Statistical study of Navier-Stokes equations II, Rend. Sem.
Mat. Univ. Padova 49 (1973), 9-123.

[144] Ciprian Foias and Roger Temam, Some analytic and geometric properties of the solutions of the
Navier-Stokes equations, J. Math. Pures Appl. 58 (1979), 339-368.

[145] Ciprian Foias, Roger Temam, and G. R. Sreenivasan, New a priori estimates for Navier-Stokes
equations in dimension 3, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 6 (1981), 329-359.

[146] Ciprian Foias and Roger Temam, Gevrey class regularity for the solutions of the Navier-Stokes
equations, J. Funct. Anal. 87 (1989), 359–369.

[147] Ciprian Foias, O. Manley, R. Rosa, and Roger Temam, Navier-Stokes Equations and Turbulence,
Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2004.

[148] G. B. Folland, Introduction to Partial Differential Equations, Princeton University Press, Prince-
ton, N.J., 1995.

[149] S. Friedlander and N. Pavlovic, Remarks concerning modified Navier-Stokes equations, Discrete
Contin. Dyn. Syst. 10 (2004), no. 1-2, 269–288.

16



[150] , Blowup in a three-dimensional vector model for the Euler equations, Commun. Pure
Appl. Math. 57 (2004), 705–725.

[151] Giovanni P. Galdi, An Introduction to the Mathematical Theory of the Navier-Stokes Equations,
Vol. I, Springer, New York, 1994.

[152] , An introduction to the Navier-Stokes initial-boundary problem, Fundamental Directions
in Mathematical Fluid Dynamics, 2000, pp. 1-70.

[153] G. P. Galdi, An Introduction to the Mathematical Theory of the Navier-Stokes Equations: Steady-
State Problems, 2nd ed., Springer Monographs in Mathematics, Springer, New York, NY, 2011.
Originally published as volume 38 in the series: Springer Tracts in Natural Philosophy.

[154] I. Gallagher, G. Koch, and F. Planchon, A profile decomposition approach to the L∞
t (L3

x) Navier-
Stokes regularity criterion, Math. Ann. 355 (2013), no. 4, 1527-1559.

[155] I. Gallagher, G. S. Koch, and F. Planchon, Blow-up of critical Besov norms at a potential Navier-
Stokes singularity, Comm. Math. Phys. 343 (2016), 39-82.

[156] Isabelle Gallagher, Critical function spaces for the well-posedness of the Navier–Stokes initial
value problem, Handbook of Mathematical Analysis in Mechanics of Viscous Fluids, 2018, pp. 647–
685.

[157] A. Gavrilov, A steady Euler flow with compact support, Geom. Funct. Anal. 29 (2019), 190-197.

[158] P. Germain, Strong solutions and weak-strong uniqueness for the nonhomogeneous Navier-Stokes
system, J. Anal. Math. 105 (2008), 169-196.

[159] B. Galanti, J. D. Gibbon, and M. Heritage, Vorticity alignment results for the three-dimensional
Euler and Navier-Stokes equations, Nonlinearity 10 (1997), 1675–1694.

[160] J. D. Gibbon, A quaternionic structure in the three-dimensional Euler and ideal magneto-
hydrodynamics equations, Physica D. 166 (2002), 17–28.

[161] C. Doering and J. D. Gibbon, Bounds on moments of the energy spectrum for weak solutions of
the three-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations, Phys. D 165 (2002), no. 3-4, 163-175.

[162] John Gibbon, Orthonormal quaternion frames, Lagrangian evolution equations, and the three-
dimensional Euler equations, Russian Mathematical Surveys 62 (2007), no. 3, 535, DOI
10.1070/RM2007v062n03ABEH004411.

[163] J. D. Gibbon, D. D. Holm, R. M. Kerr, and I. Roulstone, Quaternions and particle dynamics in
Euler fluid flow, Nonlinearity 19 (2006), 1969–1983.

[164] J. D. Gibbon, The three-dimensional Euler equations: where do we stand?, Phys. D 237 (2008),
no. 14–17, 1894–1904.

[165] Yoshikazu Giga, Solutions for semilinear parabolic equations in Lp and regularity of weak solu-
tions of the Navier-Stokes system, J. Diff. Eqs. 62 (1986), 186-212.

[166] R. Grundy and R. McLaughlin, Three-dimensional blow-up solutions of the Navier-Stokes equa-
tions, IMA J. Appl. Math. 63 (1999), no. 3, 287–306.

[167] John G. Heywood, Remarks on the possible global regularity of solutions of the three-dimensional
Navier-Stokes equations, Progress in Theoretical and Computational Fluid Mechanics, 1994, pp. 1-
32.

[168] D. Hoff, Global solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations for multidimensional compressible flow
with discontinuous initial data, J. Differential Equations 120 (1995), 215-254.

[169] T. Y. Hou, Blow-up or no blow-up? a unified computational and analytic approach to 3D incom-
pressible Euler and Navier-Stokes equations, Acta Numerica 18 (2009), no. 1, 277–346.

[170] T. Hou, Z. Shi, and S. Wang, On singularity formation of a 3D model for incompressible Navier-
Stokes equations, Adv. Math. 230 (2012), no. 2, 607-641.

[171] T. Y. Hou, Z. Lei, G. Luo, S. Wang, and C. Zou, On Finite Time Singularity and Global Regularity
of an Axisymmetric Model for the 3D Euler Equations, Archive for Rational Mechanics and
Analysis (2014).

[172] T. Hou, Potential singularity of the 3D Euler equations in the interior domain, Found. Comput.
Math. 23 (2023), 2203-2249.
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critical spaces, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 28 (2011), no. 2, 159–187.

[187] R. M. Kerr, Evidence for a singularity of the three dimensional, incompressible Euler equations,
Phys. Fluids 5 (1993), no. 7, 1725-1746.

[188] A. Kiselev, F. Nazarov, and R. Shterenberg, Blow up and regularity for fractal Burgers equation,
Dyn. Partial Differ. Eqns 5 (2008), 211-240.

[189] S. Klainerman and A. Majda, Singular limits of quasilinear hyperbolic systems with large param-
eters and the incompressible limit of compressible fluids, Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 34 (1981),
481-524.

[190] Herbert Koch and Daniel Tataru, Well-posedness for the Navier-Stokes equations, Adv. Math.
157 (2001), 22-35.

[191] Herbert Koch, Transport and instability for perfect fluids, Math. Ann. 323 (2002), no. 3, 491-523.

[192] A. Kolmogorov, Local structure of turbulence in an incompressible fluid at very high Reynolds
number, Dokl. Acad. Nauk SSSR 30 (1941), no. 4, 299-303.

[193] Hideo Kozono and Hermann Sohr, Remark on uniqueness of weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes
equations, Analysis 16 (1996), 255-271.

[194] H. Kozono and Y. Taniuchi, Limiting case of the Sobolev inequality in BMO, with applications
to the Euler equations, Comm. Math. Phys. 214 (2000), 191–200.

[195] , Bilinear estimates in BMO and the Navier-Stokes equations, Math. Z. 235 (2000), no. 1,
173–194.

[196] H. Kozono, T. Ogawa, and T. Taniuchi, The critical Sobolev inequalities in Besov spaces and
regularity criterion to some semilinear evolution equations, Math Z. 242 (2002), no. 2, 251–278.

[197] Hideo and Shimizu Kozono Senjo, Strong solutions of the Navier–Stokes equations based on the
maximal Lorentz regularity theorem in Besov spaces, Journal of Functional Analysis 276 (2019),
no. 3, 896–931, DOI 10.1016/j.jfa.2018.06.006.

[198] H. Lamb, Hydrodynamics, Cambridge Univ. Press, 1932.

[199] Z. Lei and F. H. Lin, Global Mild Solutions of the Navier-Stokes Equations, Communications on
Pure and Applied Mathematics 64 (2011), no. 9, 1297-1304.

18
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3, C. R.

Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 328 (1999), no. 12, 1133–1138.

[202] , Recent developments in the Navier-Stokes problem, Vol. 431, Chapman & Hall/CRC,
2002.

[203] Jean Leray, Sur le mouvements d’un liquide visqueux emplissant l’espace, Acta. Math. 63 (1934),
193-248.

[204] D. Li and Ya. Sinai, Blow ups of complex solutions of the 3d-Navier-Stokes system and renormal-
ization group method, J. Eur. Math. Soc. 10 (2008), no. 2, 267–313.

[205] P. L. Lions, Mathematical Topics in Fluid Mechanics, Vol. 1, Oxford University Press, 1996.

[206] , Mathematical topics in fluid mechanics. Vol. 1. Incompressible models, Vol. 3, Oxford
Science Publications, Oxford University Press, New York, 1996.

[207] Jeans Lorenz and Heinz-Otto Kreiss, Initial-Boundary Value Problems and the Navier-Stokes
Equations, Academic Press, New York, 1989.

[208] Lucas and Perez Ferreira Jhean, On the theory of Besov-Herz spaces and Euler equations, Israel
Journal of Mathematics 220 (2017), 1-50, DOI 10.1007/s11856-017-1519-6.

[209] Andrew J. Majda, Smooth solutions for the equations of compressible and incompressible fluid
flow, Fluid Dynamics: Varenna 1982, 1984, pp. 75-126.

[210] A. J. Majda and A. L. Bertozzi, Vorticity and incompressible flow, Vol. 27, Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 2002.

[211] Carlo Marchioro and Mario Pulvirenti, Mathematical theory of incompressible nonviscous fluids,
Vol. 96, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1994.

[212] K. Masuda, Weak solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations, Tohoku Math. J. 36 (1984), 623-646.

[213] G. Misio lek and S. Preston, Fredholm properties of Riemannian exponential maps on diffeomor-
phism groups, Invent. math. 179 (2010), 191-227.

[214] Hideyuki and Sawada Miura Okihiro, On the regularizing rate estimates of Koch–Tataru’s solution
to the Navier-Stokes equations, Asymptotic Analysis 49 (2006), 1–15.
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[227] J. C. Robinson and W. Sadowski, A local smoothness criterion for solutions of the 3D Navier-
Stokes equations, Rend. Sem. Mat. Univ. Padova 131 (2014), 159–178, DOI 10.4171/RSMUP/131-
9.

[228] J. C. Robinson, W. Sadowski, and R. P. Silva, Lower bounds on blow-up solutions of the three-
dimensional Navier-Stokes equations in homogeneous Sobolev spaces, J. Math. Phys. 53 (2012),
1-16.

[229] Walter Rudin, Analyse fonctionelle, Ediscience International, 1995.

[230] V. Scheffer, Partial regularity of solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations, Pacific J. Math. 66
(1976), no. 2, 535–552.

[231] , An inviscid flow with compact support in space-time, J. Geom. Anal. 3 (1993), no. 4,
343–401.

[232] M. Schonbek, M. Cannone, and F. Planchon, Strong Solutions To The Incompressible Navier
Stokes Equations In The Half Space, Communications in Partial Differential Equations 25 (2000),
no. 5-6, 903–924, DOI 10.1080/03605300008821536.

[233] P. Secchi and H. H. Beirão da Veiga, Lp-stability for the strong solution of the Navier-Stokes
equations in the whole space, Arch. Rat. Mech. Anal. 98 (1987), 65-70.
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