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THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS IN THE
CRITICAL LEBESGUE SPACE

HONGJIE DONG AND DAPENG DU

ABSTRACT. We study regularity criteria for the d-dimensional in-
compressible Navier-Stokes equations. We prove in this paper that
if ue LLLE((0,T) x RY) is a Leray-Hopf weak solution, then u
is smooth and unique in (0,7') x R%. This generalizes a result by
Escauriaza, Seregin and Sverdk [5]. Additionally, we show that if
T = oo then u goes to zero as t goes to infinity.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations
in d spatial dimensions with unit viscosity and zero external force:

du+u-Vu—Au+Vp=0, divu=0 (1.1)
for x € R? and t > 0 with the initial condition
u(0,2) = a(z), xR (1.2)

Here w is the velocity and p is the pressure.

For sufficiently regular data a, the local strong solvability of such
problems is well known (see, for example, [13], [9], [33] and [I4]). The
solution is unique and locally smooth in both spatial and time vari-
ables. On the other hand, the global in time strong solvability is an
outstanding open problem for d > 3.

Another important type of solutions are called Leray-Hopfweak solu-
tions (see Section 2.1l for the notation and definition). In the pioneering
works of Leray [20] and Hopf [12], it is shown that for any divergence-
free vector field a € Lo, there exists at least one Leray-Hopf weak so-
lution of the Cauchy problem (ILI))-(L2) on (0, 00) x R%. Although the
problems of uniqueness and regularity of Leray-Hopf weak solutions are
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still open, since the seminal work of Leray there is an extensive litera-
ture on conditional results under various criteria. The most well-known
condition is so-called Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin condition, that is for
some 1" > 0

ue LLLERE), (1.3)
where the pair (r, q) satisfies
2 d
-+-<1, qe€e(d o).
r o q

Under the condition ([I.3]), the uniqueness of Leray-Hopf weak solutions
was proved by Prodi [22] and Serrin [2§], and the smoothness was
obtained by Ladyzhenskaya [15]. For further results, we refer the reader
to [8], [30], [31] and recent [2], and references therein. The borderline
case (r,q) = (00,d) is much more subtle since the result cannot be
proved by usual methods using the local smallness of certain norms of
u which are invariant under the natural scaling

u(t,z) — (Nt \x),  p(t,z) — Np(\*, \r). (1.4)

For d = 3, this case was studied recently by Escauriaza, Seregin and
Sverdk in a remarkable paper [5]. The main result of [5] is the following
theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Escauriaza, Seregin and Sverdk). Let d = 3. Suppose
that u is a Leray-Hopf weak solution of the Cauchy problem (LII)-(T2)
in (0,T) x R3 and u satisfies the condition (L3) with (r,q) = (00, 3).
Thenu € Ls((0,T)xR3), and hence it is smooth and unique in (0,T) x
R3.

Before we give a description of Theorem [[L1] we shall recall another
important concept, the partial regularity of weak solutions. The study
of partial regularity of the Navier-Stokes equations was originated by
Scheffer in a series of papers [23], 24, 25]. In three space dimensions,
he established various partial regularity results for weak solutions sat-
isfying the so-called local energy inequality. For d = 3, the notion of
suitable weak solutions was introduced in a celebrated paper [1] by Caf-
farelli, Kohn and Nirenberg. They called a pair (u,p) a suitable weak
solution if u has finite energy norm, p belongs to the Lebesgue space
L5y, uw and p are weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations and
satisfy a local energy inequality. It is proved that, for any suitable weak
solution (u, p), there is an open subset in which the velocity field u is
Holder continuous, and the complement of it has zero 1-D Hausdorff
measure. In [21], with zero external force, Lin gave a more direct and
sketched proof of Caffarelli, Kohn and Nirenberg’s result. A detailed
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treatment was then later given by Ladyzhenskaya and Seregin in [I§].
For other results in this direction, we refer the reader to [31], [11], [3]
and references therein.

The proofs in [5] are highly nontrivial and rely on certain regularity
criteria in the light of [I], [21] and [I8]. That is, roughly speaking, if
some scaling invariant quantities are small then the solution is locally
regular. Another main ingredient of the proof is a backward uniqueness
theorem of heat equations with bounded coefficients of lower order
terms in the half space (see also [6]). Under an additional assumption
on the pressure, there are some extensions of Theorem [I.1] to the half
space case and the bounded domain case; we refer the reader to [26] and
[19] for some results in this direction. Another interesting open problem
is the extension to the higher dimensional Navier-Stokes equations. It
seems to us that the argument in [5] breaks down in several places
when d > 4. In particular, the regularity criterion, Theorem 2.2 [5], is
unknown for the higher dimensional Navier-Stokes equations.

We now state the main results of the article.

Theorem 1.2. Let d > 3, K > 0 and T € (0,00). Suppose that
u is a Leray-Hopf weak solution of the Cauchy problem (LI))-([L2) in
(0,T) x R? and u satisfies the condition

we LLLG((0,T) x RY),  ullp zom)xre) < K. (1.5)

Then u € Lgio((0,T) x RY), and hence it is smooth and unique in
(0,7) x R

Theorem 1.3. Let d > 3 and K > 0. Suppose that u is a Leray-Hopf

weak solution of the Cauchy problem [LI))-([L2) in (0,00) x R? and u
satisfies the condition

we LEL5((0,00) x RY),  [lull Lz ((0,00) xke) < K- (1.6)
Then u is smooth and unique in (0,00) x R, Moreover, we have
lim [Ju(t, )|z, = 0. (1.7)

t—o00

We give a brief description of our argument. As in [5] we prove
by contradiction and blow up the solution near a singular point at
the first blow-up time to obtain a sequence of solutions {u;}. The
limiting function u., of this sequence is a suitable weak solution of the
Navier-Stokes equations. Note that the solutions u are smooth before
the first blow-up time. As we mentioned before, we are not able to
establish a regularity criterion similar to Theorem 2.2 [5], which says if
certain scaling invariant quantities are small then the solution is locally
Holder continuous. Instead we use a modified one. Roughly speaking,
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we show that if the solutions are smooth, the L% L% norm is bounded
and some scaling invariant quantities are small, then we have a priori
Lo, bound for the solutions on a much smaller ball. Here the point
is the a priori L, bound only depends on the LY L% norm and the
dimension. This regularity criterion together with the L,-convergence
of uy, yields the local boundedness of u., outside a large cylinder. The
local boundedness implies the local smoothness of u,,. Then we use
the backward uniqueness proved [5] to see that u, is equivalent to zero
outside a large cylinder, which further implies that u., = 0 by using the
spatial analyticity of strong solutions and the weak-strong uniqueness
of the Navier-Stokes equations. This means the sequence u; converges
to zero in L, on any compact set. Going back to the original solution
u we see that the modified regularity criterion applies, which gives
a contradiction and proves Theorem To prove Theorem [I3], we
notice that u is in Ly((0,00) x RY), which implies the smallness of its
Lynorm in (T, 00) xR? for large T. Then we use the modified regularity
criterion again and the scaling (L4)).

We remark that a decay result similar to that of Theorem was
obtained in [7] by using a completely different method.

The remaining part of the article is organized as follows. We give
a few definitions and prove several preliminary results in the next sec-
tion. In Section [B we prove a key estimate (Proposition B about
the scaling invariant quantities and construct a sequence of solutions
by blowing up the solution at a singular point. Section Ml is devoted
to the proof of a local boundedness estimate (Theorem [.1]). We finish
the proof of Theorem and in Section Bl

2. PRELIMINARIES

We make a few preparations in this section. We use the notation
in [I8]. Let w be a domain in some finite-dimensional space. Denote
Ly(w;R™) and W} (w; R™) to be the usual Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces
of functions from w into R™. Denote the norm of the spaces L,(w;R")
and WF(w;R") by || - [|z,w) and || - [ wr(w) respectively. As usual, for
any measurable function u = u(x,t) and any p, q € [1,+o0], we define

iz, t)llzprg = |[llu(, )l

e
For summable functions p,u = (u;) and 7 = (7;;), we use the follow-
ing differential operators
ou ou
ou=u=—, u;= , Vp=(pi), Vu=(uy),
t ey : o, p=(ps) (wi)

divu = Us 4, divr = (Tij,j)a Au = diVVu,
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which are understood in the sense of distributions. We use the notation
of spheres, balls and parabolic cylinders,

S(zo,7) = {x €R*| |z — 20| =7}, S(r)=S5(0,7), S=5(1);
B(zg,r) ={z € R*||z — x| <7}, B(r)=B(0,r), B= B(1);
Q(z0,7) = B(zo,7) X (tg —1%,t0), Q(r) =Q(0,7), Q= Q(1).

Also we denote mean values of summable functions as follows
1

[u]l‘oﬂ“(t) = |B(T>| /B(mo,r) U(Zlf,t) d!lﬁ',

1
20,7 — T dz.
Qi |@<r>|/¢9(zm“ :

We recall the following well-known interpolation inequality.

Lemma 2.1. For any functions u € W3 (R?) and any q € [2,2d/(d—2)]
and r >0,

/ lu|?dx < N(q)[(/ \Vu|2dx)d(q/4_l/2)( \u\2dx)q/2_d(q/4_l/2)

T T B T

+ T—d(‘]—2)/2( |u|2 dl’)q/2:| ) (21)
B
2.1. Leray-Hopf weak solutions. We denote C’é’o the space of all
divergence-free infinitely differentiable vector fields with compact sup-
port in R Let J and J; be the closure of C5° in the spaces Ly and
W, respectively. For any T' € (0, oo], denote

R = (0,T) x RY.

By a Leray-Hopf weak solution of (LI)-(LZ) in RET, we mean a vector
field u such that: '

i) u € Loo(0,T;J)N Ly(0,T; J3);

i) the function t — [o, u(t,z) - w(z)dz is continuous on [0, 7] for
any w € Lo;

iii) the equation (L)) holds weakly in the sense that for any w €
Coo(RT™),

/d (—u-0w —u®u : Vw+ Vu : Vw)dxdt = 0; (2.2)
REH

iv) The energy inequality:

1 1
— \u(t,x)\2d:c+/ |Vul? dr ds < —/ la(x)|? dz
2 Rd ]Rg 2 Rd
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holds for any t € [0, 7], and we have
lu(t,") —a()||z, = 0 ast—0.

It is well known that for any a € .J, there exists at least one Leray-Hopf
weak solution of the Cauchy problem (CI))-(T2) on (0,00) x R (see

[20] and [12]).

2.2. Suitable weak solutions. The definition of suitable weak solu-
tions was introduced in [I] (see also [21] and [I§]). Let w be an open
set in R?. By a suitable weak solution of the Navier-Stokes equations
on the set (0,7) X w, we mean a pair (u,p) such that

i) u € Loo(0,T;J) N Ly(0,T; J3) and p € Layo((0,T) x w);

ii) u and p satisfy equation (II]) in the sense of distributions (2.2)).

iii) For any ¢ € (0, 7)) and for any nonnegative function 1 € C5°(R?)
vanishing in a neighborhood of the parabolic boundary {t = 0} x w U
[0, 7] x Ow, we have the local energy inequality

esssup0<sgt/ lu(s, 2)|* (s, x) d:)s+2/ |Vul*y dx ds
w 0

(0,t)Xw

<[ P+ A)+ (o + 2 VoY deds, (23)
(0,t)xXw

2.3. Scaling invariant quantities. The following notation will be
used throughout the article:

1
A(r) = A(r, ) = e585UDy,_rogrty —g / (e, 1)[? d,
r B(zo,r)

1
E(r)=E(r, z) = W/ |Vul|? dz,
r Q(z0,7)

1
rd—4/(d+1)

C(r) = Otr, ) = | pupesoneng,
Q(zo0,m)

1 / d+3)/(d+1
— |p|( +3)/(d+1) g,
rd=4/@D fo

We notice that these quantities are all invariant under the natural

scaling (IL4)).

We shall use the following two lemmas involving these quantities.

D(r) = D(r, z) =

Lemma 2.2. Let p > 0, £ > 0 be constants and (u, p) a pair of suitable
weak solution of (LI)). Suppose Q(zo, p) C RE and

C(p) + D(p) < 82(d+3)/(d+1).
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Then under the condition (LH), we have
A(p/2) + E(p/2) < Ne*.

Proof. By a scaling argument, we may assume without loss of generality
that p = 1. In the energy inequality (2.3)), we put t = t, and choose a
suitable smooth cut-off function v such that

Y=0in R\ Q(z,1), 0<¢ <1inRE,
Y =1inQ(2,1/2), |V| <N, [0+ V)| < N in REM.
By using (Z3), we get
A(L/2) + 2E(1/2) < N/ wPdz+ N [ (uf?+ 20p|)|u] d=.
Q(z0,1) Q(20,1)
Due to Holder’s inequality, one can obtain

/ ‘U‘Q dz < N(C(1)>(d+l)/(d+3) < N€2,
Q(20,1)

and

/ (luf> + 2Ip|)lu] d=
Q(z0,1)
dt1

2
da+3 d
<N (/ \u\¥ dz) v (/ \u\z(dd:la) + |p\% dz) v
Q(z0,1) Q(z0,1)

gN(/ wwﬁ (C(1) + D(1))& /@
Q(z0,1)

< Neé?,

where in the last inequality we used ([L3). The conclusion of Lemma
follows immediately. O

Lemma 2.3. Suppose v € (0,1/2], p > 0 are constants and Q(zo, p) €
R Then we have

D(vp) < N[y~ YD (p) 44V D(p)]. (24)

Proof. Let n(z) be a smooth function on R? supported in the unit ball
B(1), 0 <n < landn =1on B(2/3). It is known that for a.e.
t € (to — p* to), in the sense of distribution one has

For these t, we consider the decomposition

D = Dag,p + hxmp n B(ZEOa P)a
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where pg, , is the Newtonian potential of

D;; (uzuj)n((x — x9)/p).
Then h,, , is harmonic in B(xg,2p/3).
Denote r = vp. By using the Calderén-Zygmund estimate, one has

/ ‘pmo p(x,t)|(d+3)/(d+1) dz

Q(207 )

<[ bl ] D s
Q(z0,p)

< / |u|2(d+3)/(d+1) dz. (26)
Q(z0,p)

Since hy, , is harmonic in B(zo,2p/3), any Sobolev norm of h,, , in
a smaller ball can be estimated by any of its L, norm in B(x¢,2p/3).
Thus, one obtains

/ |hxo,p|(d+3)/(d+l) dr
B(zo,r)

< NTd sup |hmo,p|(d+3)/(d+1) dr
B(zo,r)

< Nrdp_d/ | g p| T/ D) g (2.7)
B(wo,p)
Integrating (27) in ¢ € (ty — r?,t), we obtain
/ |hm0 p|(d+3)/(d+1) dz
Q(z0,7)

S Nrdp—d/ |hm0 p‘(d+3)/(d+1) dZ
Q(z0,p)

< N,r,dp—d/ |p|(d+3)/(d+1) + Ipx0p|(d+3)/(d+1) dz
Q(z0,p)

S N,,,,dp—d/ |p|(d+3)/(d+l) dZ‘I—N/
Q(Z()’p) Q(

where we used (2] in the last inequality. By combining (2.6]) and
(28) we reach ([Z4]). The lemma is proved. O

|u|2(d+3)/(d+1) dZ, (28)
207p)

2.4. Strong solutions and spatial analyticity. We recall the fol-
lowing local strong solvability of (ILI))-(L2) (see, for example, [13], [9,
[33] and [I4]), and the spatial analyticity of strong solutions (see, for
example, [10] and [4]).
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Proposition 2.4. For any divergence-free initial data a € L,(R?),p >
d, the Cauchy problem (LI)-([L2) has a unique strong solution u €
C([0,0); L,(R%)) for some § > 0. Moreover, u is infinitely differentiable
and spatial analytic fort € (0,9).

3. A BLOWUP PROCEDURE

We begin this section by proving the following key estimate, which
shows if the quantities C' and D are sufficiently small in a cylinder,
then they must be also small in any sub-cylinder.

Proposition 3.1. Let (u, p) be a pair of suitable weak solution of (LI]).
Suppose that Q(zy, p) C RE™ and the condition (LH) holds. Then for
any €9 > 0 there exists an £* > 0 depending only on €y and d such that
if

C(pa ZO) + D(p> ZO) < 5*7
then we have

C(r,z1) + D(r,z1) < g9

for any z, € Q(zp,p/2) and r € (0,p/2).

Proposition B.1] follows immediately from the next lemma by using
a covering argument and an iteration.

Lemma 3.2. Let (u,p) be a pair of suitable weak solution of (L)
Suppose that Q(zy,p) C RE™' and the condition (LH) holds. Then
there exist universal constants €* > 0 and v € (0,1/4] such that for
any € € (0,e*] if
C(p7 ZO) + D(p7 ZO) < &,
then we have
C(vp, 20) + D(7p, 20) < €.

Proof. As before, one may assume p = 1. We prove by contradiction.
Let v € (0,1/4] be a constant to be specified later. Suppose there exist
a decreasing sequence {g;} converging to 0, and a sequence of pairs of
suitable weak solutions (uy, py) such that

C(la 20, ukapk) + D(la 20, ukapk) S Ei(d+3)/(d+1)7 (31)
C(% <05 inpk) + D(% 205 ukapk) > 5i(d+3)/(d+l)- (3-2)

By Lemma [2.2] one also has
A(1/27207uk7pk) +B(1/27z07uk7pk> < N€z7 (33)

where the constant N is independent of k.
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We define (v, qr) = (ur/ek, qr/ex). Then (vg, qr) is a suitable weak
solution of

O + vy - Vo, — Avg + Ve =0,  dive, = 0. (3.4)
From B1), B2) and [B3]), we get

C(1, 20, v, qx) + D(1, 20, vk, @) <
C(v, 20, Vi, qi) + D(7, 20, Uk, Gk)

1, (
> 1,
A(1/2, 29, vk, qr) + B(1/2, 20, v, qx) < N.

3.
(3.
(3.7)

By using (31), applying the interpolation inequality 21 with ¢ =
2(d +2)/d and integrating in ¢, we bound [[vg||z, . s),4(Q(z0.1/2)) DY V.
Thus by the Holder’s inequality;,

)
)

N O Ot

v - Vvk||L(d+2)/(d+1)(Q(2071/2)) <N

Due to the coercive estimate for the Stokes system (see, for instance,
[29]) with a suitable cut-off function, we reach

[ (1ol o 4 D2 4 v #E) dz <
Q(z0,1/3)

where the constant N is independent of k. Thanks the compact em-
bedding theorem and (31]), there exist

v € Lowss)/a+1) (@Q(20,1/3)), 4 € Liags)arn) (Q(20,1/3)),
and a subsequence, which is still denoted by (vg, gx) such that
U, — v in Loty /(a+1) (Q(20, 1/3)), (3.8)
@ — ¢ in Ligys)/ar1) (Q(20,1/3)).
This together with ([B.4]) implies
Ov—Av+Vqg=0, dive=0. (3.9)

Moreover,

01| Logaray s @Cor1/3) + N Loy sy @13y < N

By the classical estimate of the Stokes system, one has

sup Ju| < N,
Q(20,1/4)
which gives
C(fyv <0, U, q) S ny4/(d+1)'

This contradicts (3.6]) and (B.8]), if we choose v sufficiently small. The
lemma is proved. U
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Lemma 3.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem[1.2, we have
u(t, )|lL,msy < N, (3.10)
for each t € [0,T], and
u € Ly(RET),  Opu, D*u, Vp € Ly3((6,T) x RY), (3.11)
for any 6 € (0,T). Moreover, (u,p) is a pair of suitable weak solution
of () in RE™.
Proof. The first assertion is due to (LH) and the weak continuity of

Leray-Hopf weak solutions. By using Lemma [ZT] with ¢ = 2d/(d — 2)
and r = 0o, we have

||u||L§L§d/(d72)(RdT+1) <N,

which together with (BI0) and the Holder’s inequality yields
||u||L4(RdT+1) <N, |u- VUHL4/3(R‘1T“) < N.

Thus, ([BII) follows from the coercive estimate for the Stokes system.
Finally, due to the pressure equation (2.3)) and the Calderén-Zygmund
estimate, p € LéoLgp(RdTH). Therefore, it is clear that (u,p) is a
suitable weak solution. The lemma is proved. U

Remark 3.4. From (B.II]), one can infer that u € C((0,T; Ls/3(Br))
for any R > 0. This combined with (BI0) and the Hélder’s inequality,
we get u € C((0,7]; L,(Bg)) for any p € [1,d).

Because of the local strong solvability and the weak-strong unique-
ness (see, for instance, [32]), we know that w is regular for ¢ € (0, 7o)
for some Ty € (0,T]. Suppose Ty is the first blowup time of u, and
Zy = (Ty, Xo) is a singular point. Take a decreasing sequence {\;}
converging to 0. We rescale the pair (u,p) at time Tj and define

ug(t, v) = \pu(To + Ait, Xo + A1),
pk(t, SL’) = )\ip(To —+ )\it, X(] + >\kSL’)

Then for each k = 1,2, -+, (uy, px) is a suitable weak solution of (L)
and wy, is smooth for t € (=A;*Tp,0).
We finish this section by constructing a limiting solution.

Proposition 3.5. i) There is a subsequence of {(ug, px)}, which is still
denoted by {(ug, px)}, such that

U — Uoo 0 C([to — 1,t0]; Ly, (B(zo, 1))), (3.12)
Pk = Poo i Ly, L 5(Q(20, 1)) (3.13)
for any 29 € (—o0,0] x R?, q; € [1,d) and g € [1,00).
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ii) Furthermore, (Uoo, Do) 18 a suitable weak solution of (L) in
(—00,0) x R?, and

Uso € LY, LE((=T1,0) X RY),  po € LL, L5 ((—T1,0) x RY).
for any Ty > 0 and ¢ € [1,00).

Proof. First we fix a zy € (—00,0] x R%. Since py, k = 1,2,--- have a
uniform bound of the L&, LG , ((to—1,%0) xR?) norm, and consequently a

uniform bound of their L, L} /2(Q(z0, 1)) norms, there is a subsequence,

which is still denoted by {px}, such that (3I3]) holds. Similarly,
lurll e rz@ezo.3) < llullLe, Lz ((to—9.0)xre) < N, (3.14)
where NN is independent of k. By Lemma 2.2 we have
A(2, 20, uk, pi) + B(2, 20, ug, pr) < N.
Now following the proof of Lemma [B.3] we deduce
u, € Li(Q(20,3/2)),  Oyug, D*uy, Vg € Lay3(Q(20,3/2))

with uniform norms. Therefore, we can find a subsequence still denoted
by {ux} such that

Up — Ugo 1N C([to — 1,t0], L4/3(B(SL’0, 1)))

This together with (314]) gives (B.12) by using the Holder’s inequality.
To finish the proof of Part i), it suffices to use a Cauchy diagonal
argument. Part ii) then follows from Part i) and (3.14). O

4. SCHOEN’S TRICK

The objective of this section is to establish the following regularity
criterion.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose u is a reqular solution of (L) in Q(zo, p1)-
Then for any K > 0 there exists an 1 = e1(d,K) > 0 such that
following is true. If any z1 € Q(z0, p1/2),p € (0, p1/2) we have

Clp,z1) <er, plleers e < K (4.1)

d/2
then
sup |u(z)] < N(py,d).
Q(20,p1/4)
Proof. We prove the theorem by using the Schoen’s trick. Let § €
(0, p2/4) be a number and denote

d(z) = (to+p2 /4 —t)2, M= max d(2)|u(2)].

Q(z0,01/2)N{t<to—5}
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If for all § € (0,p7/4) we have M; < 2, then there’s nothing to prove.
Otherwise, suppose for some 0 and z; € Q(zo, p1/2) N {t <ty — d},

M = Ms = |u(z)|d(z1) > 2.

Let r1 = d(z1)/M < d(z1)/2. We make the scaling as follows:

u(y, s) = riu(ris +ty, ry + x1),

Py, s) = rip(ris + t1,ry + x1).
The pair (@, p) satisfies (L)) in Q(0, 1) and @ is smooth. Obviously,

sup |a| <2, |a(0,0)] = 1. (4.2)
Q(0,1)

By the scaling-invariant property of the quantity C, in what follows

we view it as the object associated to (u,p) at the origin. For any
p € (0,1], from (A1) we have

C(ﬂ) < e,

12l e 2z @0y < K.

We decompose p as in the proof of Lemma 2.3

P=Poa+ hos.
Because of ([£2), we have

/ P01 | "2 dz < N. (4.5)
Q(0,1)

Since hg 1 (t,-) is harmonic in B(2/3) for a.e. t € (—1,0), it holds that

/ |FL0,1 |4(d+2) dz
Q(0,1/2)

0

<N sup |7zo71(t,-)|4(d+2) dt.

—1/4 B(1/2)

0 - 8(d+2)/d
<N (/ |hoa|%? d:)s) dt

—1/4 \JB(2/3)

8(d+2)/d

<N [ 1o dz 4 sup ( [t dx)

Q(O,l) tE(O,l) B(O,l)
<N, (4.6)

where in the last inequality we used (4] and ([@H). Thus, we deduce

from ([@H) and ([6) that

/ 19|42 dz < N. (4.7)
Q(0,1/2)
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Now we note that (u,p) satisfies the equation
Ou — Au = div(z @ u) — V(p)

in Q(0,1). Owing to (£.2), (A7) and the classical Sobolev space theory
of parabolic equations, we have

_ 1,1/2 -
uc W4(d+2)(Q(0a 1/3))> HuHW:{;fz)(Q(O’l/?’)) <N

By the Sobolev embedding theorem (see [16]), we obtain
u e CYQ(0,1/4)), 4]l c1/ageo,1 /2 < N,

where N is a universal constant depending only on d and K. Therefore,
we can find §; < 1/5 independent of £; such that

[u(z,t)| >1/2 in Q(0,6;). (4.8)

Now we choose ¢; small enough which makes (£8) and (£3]) a contra-
diction. The theorem is proved. 0

5. PROOF OF THEOREM AND

We finish the proof of Theorem in this section. Let wug, pr, oo
and p,, be the functions constructed in Section Bl First we verify that
the assumptions of Theorem .1l hold for (u, px) when k is sufficiently
large and the parabolic cylinder is far away from the origin.

Lemma 5.1. For any ey > 0 and T} > 1, we can find R > 1 such that,
for any zy € (=T) — 1,0] x (R?\ Bgy1),

hmsup 0(17207uk7p00) < €2. (51)

k—00

Proof. Due to Proposition ii), we can find R large such that

/ [Uoo|? d
(=T1—2,0)x(R4\BR)

is sufficiently small. This together with Proposition 3.5 i) proves the
lemma. U

Lemma 5.2. For any ez > 0 and T} > 1, we can find R > 1 and p3 €
(0,1/2] such that, for any p € (0, p3] and zo € (=11 —1,0] x (R?\ Bry2),

lim sup (C(p> 20, ukapk) + D(p> 20, ukapk)) S €3. (52)

k—o00

Proof. The lemma is a consequence of Lemma [5.1] and Proposition
Bl Indeed, since D(1, zg, ug, px) has a uniform bound, for any ¢ > 0,
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we can choose v small in ([2.4)), then €9 small in (&) and R large such
that
limsup (C(v, 20, uk, pr) + D(7, 20, ur, pi)) < €

k—o00

holds for any 2y € (=7} —1,0] x (R%\ Bg11). Now it suffices to choose
¢ small depending on e3 and apply Proposition 3.1l We finish the proof
by setting p3 = /2. O

Next we show that u, is identically equal to zero.

Proposition 5.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem[1.3, let (Uso, Poo)
be the suitable weak solution constructed in Section[3. Then,

Us(t,) =0 Vite (—o0,0).

Proof. Let 1 be the constant in Theorem [£.Il Let 77 > 1 be a number.
Owing to lemma [B.2] we can find R > 1 and p3 € (0,1/2] such that,
for any p € (0, p3] and 29 € (=T} — 1,0] x (R%\ Bg,y2) estimate (5.2
holds with ;/2 in place of €3. Moreover, we recall that for each K

1Pkl ro (—o0,0)xre)y < N(d)K.

cod /2

Thus Theorem [4.1] yields that

limsup sup [uk(20)| < N(d, p3)
k—oo  Q(z0,p3/4)
for any zy € [-T7 — 1,0) x (R?\ Bgrys). Now by Proposition 3.5 we
obtain
|use(2)] < N(d, p3)

for a.e. z € [-T7 — 1,0) x (R?\ Bprys). Upon using the regularity
results for linear Stokes systems, one can estimate higher derivatives

| D7uos(2)| < N(d, j, ps) (5.3)

for any j > 1 and a.e. z € [-T1,0) x (R?\ Br.3).
We now claim that u.(0,-) = 0 by adapting the argument in the
proof of Theorem 1.4 [5]. For any z, € R% by using (3.12),

/ [t (,0)| dz
B(zo,1)

< / lug(z,0) — us(x,0)| do + / |ug(z,0)] dx
B(zo,1) B(xzo,1)

1/d
< llug = wllerapia Benny + N(d) ( [ o>\ddx)

(Z‘o,l)

1/d
= ||uk - u||C’([—1,1];L1(B(xo,1))) + N(d) (/B ‘U(y, O)|ddy) .

(Akzo,\k)
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The right-hand side of the above inequality goes to zero as k — oo,
which proves the claim.
Because of (5.3]), the vorticity w = curlu,, satisfies the differential
inequality
0w — Aw| < N(Jw| + [Vwl)
on (=11, 0] x (RY\ Bgry3). Thanks to the backward uniqueness theorem
proved in [5] (see also [0]), we reach

w(z) =0 on (=T1,0] x (R*\ Bgys). (5.4)

Now we fix a ty € (—=11,0). Take a increasing sequence {t;} C
(=T1,0) converging to to. For each k, we consider equation (LT]) with
initial data us(tg, ). By Proposition 2.4], one can locally find a strong
solution

Vi € C([tk, tr + 5k)7 Ld(Rd))
for some small dy, and vi(t, -) is spatial analytic for ¢ € (tx, tx + k). By
the weak-strong uniqueness, v, = uy, for t € [tg, ) + 0x). Therefore,
w(t,-) is also spatial analytic for t € (tg, tx + 0x). Because of (B.4]), we
get

w(z) =0 on (t,ty + 0) x RY,

which implies that u,, = 0 in the same region. In particular, there
exists a sequence {s;} converging to to such that

tk < Sk S to, uoo(sk, ) = 0.

This together with the weak continuity of u., yields that u..(tg, ) = 0.
Since tg € (=171, 0) is arbitrary and 77 > 1 is also arbitrary, we complete
the proof of the theorem. O

We are ready to prove Theorem L2

Proof of Theorem[1.2. We prove the theorem in three steps.
Step 1. First we show that u is regular for ¢t € (0,7]. Thanks to
Proposition 3.5 and [£.3]

up — 0 in C([—3, 0]; Loars)/a+1) (B(3))).

Also recall that D(1, zg, ug, px) has a uniform bound. Following the
proof of Lemma we have: for any ¢4 > 0, there is a ps € (0,1/2]
and a positive integer kg such that, for any p € (0, p3] and zy € (—2, 0] x
B(2),

C(p, 20, ukoapko) + D(p, 20, ukoapko) < éy.
We choose ¢4 sufficiently small and apply Theorem (1] to get

sup  |ug,| < oo,
(—1,0)xB(1)
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which implies that
sup |u| < oo.
Q(Zo,Akg)
This contradicts the assumption that (75, Xo) is a blowup point. There-
fore, u is regular for t € (0, 7.
Step 2. We bound the sup norm of w in this step. Fix a § € (0,7).
Since

||u||LgoL§((o,T)de) <N, ||p||LgoL§/2((o,T)de) <N,

by the same reasoning as at the beginning of the proof of Proposition
(.3l we see that there exists a large R > 1 such that

sup lu| < N. (5.5)

[0,7)x (RN\B(R))

Next we estimate the sup norm of u in [0, T') x B(R). Fix a 20 = (to, 7o)
in [§,7] x B(R). In the construction of wuy, we replace (Ty, Xo) by
(to,z0). By the same reasoning as in the first step, for some ¢ =
e(Ty, Xo) > 0, we have

sup |u| < oo.
Q(z0,¢)

By the compactness of [§, T] x B(R), it holds that

sup |u| < N.
[6,T)x B(R)

This together with (5.0) yields

sup |u| < N.
[6,T)xRd

Step 3. Finally we prove the uniqueness. Owing to the local strong
solvability of (I]), we have u € Lgyo(RS) for some Ty € (0,7). On
the other hand, for ¢t € [T}, 7] the solution is uniformly bounded and
belongs to LL L%((Ty,T) x RY), thus u € Ly, o(R%E). The uniqueness
then follows. g

Now we give

Proof of Theorem[1.3 Thanks to Theorem [[.2, it remains to prove
(L). Let A > 0 be a constant to be specified later. We define

ux(t, ) = Au(N’t, \x),
pa(t, 1) = A2p(\%t, Ax).
Then (uy, py) is also a Leray-Hopf weak solution of (L)) in (0, co) x R?,

and wu, satisfies (LO) with the same constant K due to the scaling
invariant property.
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By the proof of Lemma B3] we have uy € Ly((0,00) x R?). Thus for
any € > 0, there is a 7' > 0 such that ||uxl|,,(100)xre) < €. Let €1 be

the constant in Theorem 4.1l Upon using Lemma and Proposition
B we can find a large T" = T} such that

C(pa ZO>u>\>p)\) + D(p> 20, u)\apA) S €1,

for any p € (0,1/2] and 2 € [T, 00) x R%. Owning to Theorem ET], we
conclude

sup |ux(2)| < N,
Q(z0,1/4)

where N = N(d, K) is independent of A. Therefore,
sup  |u(t,z)] < N/A.

t>N\2T,z€R4

Sending A — oo yields the desired result. The theorem is proved. [
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