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INTERIOR AND BOUNDARY REGULARITY FOR THE NAVIER-STOKES
EQUATIONS IN THE CRITICAL LEBESGUE SPACES

HONGJIE DONG AND KUNRUI WANG

ABSTRACT. We study regularity criteria for the d-dimensional incompressible Navier-Stokes
equations. We prove if u € LgoLg((Q T) x Ri) is a Leray-Hopf weak solution vanishing on
the boundary and the pressure p satisfies a local condition ”p”Lz,l/d(Q(zo,l)m(o,T)xRi) <K
for some constant K > 0 uniformly in zg, then u is regular up to the boundary in (0,7") x Ri,
Furthermore, when T = oo, u tends to zero as t — oco. We also study the local problem in
half unit cylinder QT and prove that if u € L% Ly (QT) and p € L2,1/d(Q+)7 then v is Holder
continuous in the closure of the set Q1 (1/4). This generalizes a result by Escauriaza, Seregin,
and Sverdk to higher dimensions and domains with boundary.

1. INTRODUCTION

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

ou+u-Vu—Au+Vp=0, divu=0 (1.1)
for x € Q and ¢t > 0 with the initial condition
u(0,2) = a(x) in Q. (1.2)

Here u is the velocity and p is the pressure. We consider three kinds of domains: the whole space
Q2 :=R%, the half space Q := Ri, and the half cylinder Q := Q™.
For both Q = Ri and Q7, we assume that u satisfies the zero Dirichlet boundary condition:

u=0on {xg =0} N (1.3)

For d = 3, the global existence of strong solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations has long been
recognized as an important fundamental problem in fluid dynamics and is still widely open. The
local solvability, assuming a sufficiently regular initial data a, is well known (see , E, @, @])
Indeed, the local solution is unique and smooth in both spatial and time variables.

This paper starts from another important type of solutions called Leray-Hopf weak solutions.
See Section @ for the notation and definition. In the pioneering works of Leray and Hopf, it is
shown that for any divergence-free vector field a € Lo, there exists at least one Leray-Hopf weak
solution of the Cauchy problem ([L.I)-([L.2) on (0,00) x R, Although the problems of uniqueness
and regularity of Leray-Hopf weak solutions are still open, since the seminal work of Leray and
Hopf, there are extensive literatures on conditional results under various criteria. The most well-
known condition is the so-called Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin condition, which requires for some
T>0,

w e LELE (R, (1.4)
where the pair (7, q) satisfies
2 d
-+ -<1 d . 1.5
24251 gelod (15)
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Under the conditions (|l.4) and (@), the uniqueness of Leray-Hopf weak solutions was proved by
Prodi [B(] and Serrin [%, and the smoothness was obtained by Ladyzhenskaya [R9]. For further
results, we refer the reader to [|L4, K, @, ﬂ] and references therein. Note the borderline case
(r,q) = (00,d) is not included in (JL.§). This subtle case is of much interest since we cannot obtain
a proof from usual methods using the local smallness of certain norms of u, which are invariant
under the natural scaling

u(t,z) — (N2t \x),  pt,z) — N2p(\%t, Ax). (1.6)

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

Theorem 1.1 (Escauriaza, Seregin, and Sverék). Let d = 3. Suppose that u is a Leray-Hopf weak
solution of the Cauchy problem (.1)-(1.3) in (0,T) x R® and u satisfies the condition (1.]) with
(r,q) = (00,3). Then u € Ls((0,T) x R?), and hence it is smooth and unique in (0,T) x R>.

Before we explain Theorem E, we shall recall another important concept involved in the proof,
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 [@, @, @] In three space dimensions,
he established various partial regularity results for weak solutions satisfying the so-called local
energy inequality. Later in a celebrated paper [@], Calffarelli, Kohn, and Nirenberg first introduced
the notation of suitable weak solutions. They called a pair (u,p) a suitable weak solution if u has
finite energy norm, p belongs to the Lebesgue space Ls 4, and (u, p) is a pair of weak solution to the
Navier-Stokes equations and satisfies a local energy inequality. They proved that for any suitable
weak solution (u,p), there exists an open subset in which the velocity field u is Holder continuous,
and the complement of it has zero 1D Hausdorff measure. In [@], with zero external force and
assuming p € L35, Lin gave a more direct and concise proof for Caffarelli, Kohn, and Nirenberg’s
result. A detailed treatment was later given by Ladyzhenskaya and Seregin in [@] Thereafter,
Calffarelli, Kohn, and Nirenberg’s partial regularity result for the 3D time-dependent Navier-Stokes
equations was extended up to the flat boundary by Seregin [@] and to the C? boundary by Seregin,
Shilkin, and Solonnikov [ The key step in the proofs of partial regularity results is to establish
certain e-regularity criteria. That is, intuitively speaking, if some scale invariant quantities are
small then the solution is locally regular. Such results played a crucial part in the proof of [E]
For the higher dimensional boundary partial regularity cases, Dong and Gu [E] studied 4D time-
dependent and 6D stationary incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. They proved that in both
cases, the singular points sets have zero 2D Hausdorff measure up to the boundary. For the 4D
time-dependent case, they obtained two boundary e-regularity criteria [E, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2].
In Sections and E, we will extend [E, Theorem 1.2] to higher dimensions assuming we have certain
norms of u and p bounded and later use those criteria as tools to prove the main results of this
paper.

Back to Theorem [L.1], the proofs in @] are highly nontrivial and rely on certain regularity
criteria in the light of [H], [@], and [@] These regularity criteria may break down when the
dimension increases, which inspires us to search for a way to modify and generalize the argument.
Another main ingredient of the proof is a backward uniqueness theorem of heat equations with
bounded lower order coefficients in the half space (see [@]) We will also use this part of argument
in the proof of our theorems. Under an additional assumption on the pressure, there are some
extensions of Theorem D to the half space case and the bounded domain case; we refer the reader
to [BY) and [@] for some results in this direction. See also [@, @, @, , E, EI] and the references
therein for other related results. As for the extension to the higher dimensional Navier-Stokes
equations, in [[f], Dong and Du used Schoen’s trick to establish another regularity criterion similar
to Theorem and extended this result to R? for d > 3. Unfortunately, there is a gap in the proof
of [ﬂ, Lemma 3.2]. We borrow the idea from [ﬁ], that is, to find a priori Ly, bound only depends
on the L L% norm and the dimension. Instead of using Schoen’s trick, we prove two e-regularity
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criteria adapted from [E, Theorem 1.2] to provide a unified approach to obtain results in the spirit
of Theorem @ for both whole space R? and half space Ri for d > 4.

We now state the main results of the article. The notation in Theorems [1.2 and E is introduced
in Section E A remark is that though we state and prove the following theorems for d > 4, with a
minor modification of the exponents in the scale invariant quantities we defined in Section @, we
can give an alternative proof of the case when d = 3 which has been proved before in ] and []

Theorem 1.2. Let d > 4 be an integer. Let Q =R or RY := {z € R? : 14 > 0} and T € (0, 00].
Suppose (u,p) is a pair of Leray-Hopf weak solution to the Cauchy problem in (0,T) x Q. If u
satisfies the following condition for some K > 0,

w€ L LG((0,T) x Q), |l rz(o.m)x0) < K. (1.7)
When Q = Ri, we additionally assume that p satisfies the local condition: for any zo € (0,T) % Ri,

1212y ju(@(z0, N0, Ty xR ) < K (1.8)
and u satisfies the boundary condition
u(t,z) =0 onxg=0, 0<t<T.

Then u € Lgy2((0,T) x Q), and hence it is reqular up to the boundary in (0,T) x Q. Moreover, if
T = oo, we have

tlggollu(t Mz (@) =0. (1.9)

Theorem 1.3. Let d > 4 be an integer. Suppose (u,p) is a pair of Leray-Hopf weak solution to the
Navier-Stokes problem ([[) in R%. Let QF :={z = (t,z) : € RY, |z| < 1,z4 > 0,—1 < t < 0}.
Assume (u,p) satisfies the conditions:

we LLL5QY), pe L271/d(Q+)'
and the boundary condition
u(t,z) =0 onwzg=0, |z <1, —1<t<0.
Then w is Hélder continuous in the closure of the set
QY(1/4) :={z= (t,z) : x € R, |z| < 1/4,24 > 0,—(1/4)® < t < 0}.

We give a brief description of our argument for the main theorem. By adding conditions )—
(), we extend [, Theorem 1.2] to an e-regularity criterion which reads that if certain scale
invariant quantities are small then the solution is locally Hoélder continuous. As in [E], we start
with proof by contradiction and blow up the solution (u, p) near a singular point at the first blow-up
time. We can show the scale invariant quantities are uniformly bounded along a blow-up sequence
(ug, pr), hence this implies there exists a pair of limiting suitable weak solution (uuo, poo) to the
Navier-Stokes equations. Furthermore, outside of a large cylinder, we can show the scale invariant
quantities are indeed uniformly small for all (ug, px)’s. Thus we can use the e-regularity criterion to
get local Holder continuity and uniform local Lo, bound for us’s. Together with L,-convergence, we
can show the local boundedness of us, as well as 1 (0, -) = 0 by reversing the blow-up procedure.
Then by applying the backward uniqueness theorem proved in [@] to the vorticity equation, we
can see that curl us, = 0 in the outside region for all time, which further implies that u, = 0
by using the spatial analyticity of strong solutions and the weak-strong uniqueness of the Navier-
Stokes equations. The rest part of the proof follows the approach in [E] Utilizing the e-regularity
criteria proved in Sections B and , we first show there exists a uy, that is regular around the
origin, hence this contradicts with the assumption that u blows up near a singular point. Next we
bound the sup norm of u to conclude u € Lgy2((0,7) x Q). For T' = oo, a key observation is that
wis in Ly((0,00) x R?), which implies the smallness of its Ly norm in (T, 00) x R¢ for large T and
furthermore the smallness of the scale invariant quantities on any cylinder beyond time 7'. Again
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we can apply the e-criteria to get a uniform L., bound on the scaled solutions beyond time T'. We
finally prove the decay with respect to the time by scaling back to the original u.

The remaining part of the paper is organized as follows. We introduce notation and terminologies
in Section E Sections E and E are devoted to e-regularity criteria in the whole space and half space,
respectively. We use a three-step approach to obtain the e-regularity criteria for both the whole
space and the half space. In the first step, we give some estimates of the scale invariant quantities,
which are by now standard and essentially follow the arguments in [E, E] In the second step,
we establish a decay estimate of certain scale invariant quantities by using an iteration argument
based on the estimates we proved in the first step. In the third step, we apply parabolic regularity
to get an estimate of L,_ 1-mean oscillations of u, which yields the Holder continuity of v according
to Campanato’s characterization of Holder continuous functions. The main difference between the
two cases lies in the treatment of the pressure term. In the interior case, the pressure can be
decomposed into a sum of a harmonic function and a term controlled by u using the Calderén-
Zygmund estimate. In the boundary case, we need the additional assumption @) on the pressure
to use classical L, estimates for linear Stokes system to get a more subtle control of the pressure.
In Section p|, we present the proof of Theorem E via the blow-up procedure mentioned previously.
Theorem % is another application of the e-regularity criteria we proved in Sections E and H . We
briefly describe the proof of Theorem @ in Section ﬁ

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let Q be a domain in R? and Q7 := (0,T) x Q. We denote C5°(Q) the space of divergence-
free infinitely differentiable vector fields with compact support in . Let J(£2) and J3(9) be the
closures of C§°(£2) in the spaces L2(£2) and W (), respectively.

2.1. Leray-Hopf weak solutions. By a Leray-Hopf weak solution of (—(D) in Qp, we mean
a vector field u such that:

i) u € Loo(0,T;.J(2)) N La(0,T; J3(Q));

ii) the function t — [, u(t, ) - w(x) dx is continuous on [0, 7] for any w € La(9);

iii) the equation ([[T]) holds weakly in the sense that for any w € C§°(Qr),

/ (—u-Ow—u®@u:Vw~+ Vu: Vw)dedt = 0;
Qr

iv) The energy inequality:

1 1
—/ lu(t, z)|? dx—i—/ |Vul|? d ds < —/ la(z)|* dx
2 Jo o 2 Ja

holds for any t € [0, 7], and we have
[lu(t,) —a()|lL, = 0 ast— 0.

When Q = R% or R%, for any a € J (), there exists at least one Leray-Hopf weak solution to
the Cauchy problem (@)—(E) on (0,00) x Q. See [24] and [

2.2. Suitable weak solutions. The definition of suitable weak solutions was introduced in [E] .
We say a pair (u,p) is a suitable weak solution of the Navier-Stokes equations on the set Qp if

i) u € Loo(0,T;J(2)) N La(0,T; J3(2)) and p € Ly_y/q(r);

ii) u and p satisfy equation ([L.1]) in the sense of distribution.

iii) For any ¢ € (0, T') and for any nonnegative function ¢ € C5° (€27 ) vanishing in a neighborhood
of the boundary {t = 0} x €, the integrals in the following local energy inequality are summable
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and the inequality holds true:

ess sup0<5<t/|u(s,:17)|21/)(s,:17) da:—|—2/ |Vul|?y dx ds
-~ Ja (o)

< | A{lul (e + AY) + ([uf® + 2p)u - Vi } du ds.
Q4

(2.1)

2.3. Scale invariant quantities. In this paper, we write a point in [0,7] x R? as z = (t,z) =
(t, 21, @2, ..., xq) = (t,2',24), where 2/ = (21, 22,...,24-1). We shall use the following notation for
balls, half balls, spheres, half spheres, parabolic cylinders, half parabolic cylinders, and parabolic
boundaries:

B(@,r)={zeR?| |z —& <r}, B,=B(r)=B(0,r), B=B();
Bt (2,7)={x € B(&,r) | v = (2/,24), 24 > 24},
Bf =BT (r)=B"%(0,r), Bt =DB"(1);
S, r)y={zecR ||zt —z|=r}, S, =S()=50,7), S=S(1);
St(a,r)={x e S(&,r) |z = (2", 24), x4 > 24},
St =S8T(r)=8%(0,r), ST =87(1);
Qz,r) = (i =% 1) x B(a,r), Q-=Q(r)=0(0,r), Q=Q();
QT (2,r)=({F—r%1) x B (a,r), QF=Q" (r)=Q"(0,r), QV=Q"(1);
DpQ(2,r) = [t —r? &) x S(&,7) U{t =1 —1r?} x B(&,7)
where 2 = (f,4) and &4 is the d-th coordinate of .

For the remaining part of the paper, we restrict our discussion to the following domains (except
for the local problem in Section [):

Q=RYor R, Qr=(0,T)xQ,
Qz,r)=B(&,r)NQ, w(iE,r)=Q(E,r) NQr.

In particular, we denote R%H =(0,T) x R
We denote mean values of summable functions as follows:

1
(Wer®) = QG Joen "G
(u)z,r ! u(z) dz,

B |W(2, T‘)| w(Z,r)
where |A| as usual denotes the Lebesgue measure of the set A.
Now we introduce the following important quantities:

i) When Q = R,

1
A(T, Zo) = €ss Suptgfﬂgtgto Y / |’LL|2 d.I,
r B(xo,r)

1
E(r, 20) = —_/ [Vl dz,
72 JQz0,m)
1
C(Tv 20) = 7_/ |u|2(2d71)/d dZ,
rd+2/d—2 Q20

1 _
Do) = s, 9= Pl 01/
Z0,T
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ii) When Q =R? or Q7,

1
I - 2
AT (r,zp) = ess SUDy, _2<i<t, 75 |u|® dx,
r Q(zo,7)

1
E* =— ’d
(r, ZO) rd=2 /(zo,r) |VU| -

1 .
C* (r, 20) = m/ )IUde D/ dz,
w(zo,r

D*(r, ) d+2/d 2/ ) Plao.r (£)| 2D/ 4 dz.

We notice that these quantities are all invariant under the natural scaling ([L.6).

In the later part of the paper, we use notation A() to represent either A or AT depending on
Q =R or Q = R? when there is no confusion and similarly for EH), 0, D) Q) ete. We
omit zg, the argument for center, from the above expressions and write A(r), B(r), C(r), and D(r)
when there is no ambiguity.

2.4. Strong solutions and spatial analyticity. We recall the following local solvability of )—
1.9) (see, for instance, [Ld, 13, i, B1], 1)), and spatial analyticity of strong solutions (see, for

instance, [E, E, B, @])

Proposition 2.1. For any divergence-free initial data a € Ly(2) with p > d, where Q = R¢ or
R%, the Cauchy problem ([.1)-(.3) has a unique strong solution u € C([0,68); L,(€2)) for some
d > 0. Moreover, u is infinitely differentiable and spatial analytic for t € (0,9).

In the following two sections, we will show the Holder continuity of w given the scale invari-
ant quantities defined previously are sufficiently small. The main difference between the interior
estimate and the boundary estimate results from the different estimates of quantities D and DT.

3. HOLDER CONTINUITY INTERIOR ESTIMATE

In this section, we consider Q = R? We take a three-step approach to prove the following
e-regularity criterion in the whole space.

Theorem 3.1. Let (u,p) be a suitable weak solution of (I.])-(-3) in (0,T) x R? satisfying ([.7).
There exists a universal constant €y satisfying the following property. Assume that for a point
Zp € RdTJrl we have

A(po, z0) + E(po, 20) + D(po, 20) < €o
for some small pg > 0. Then u is Holder continuous near 2.

3.1. Step 1. We present several inequalities of the scale invariant quantities. We will make use of
the following interpolation inequality from [ﬁ, Lemma 2.1] substantially.

Lemma 3.2. For any function u € Wy (B,.), r >0, and q € [2,2d/(d — 2)], we have

o) (/Brluﬁda:)g]

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume r = 1. For ¢ € [2,2d/(d — 2)], we use Holder’s
inequality inside the unit ball B,

(3.1)

1)
[

i(%,
q
u I3 2

)
lullz,m) < HUHL2 L (B)
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which together with Sobolev embedding theorem gives

3-d(§-3) d(§-3) d(§-3)
/|u|qd:v <N (/ |u|2d:v> (/ |Vu|2dx) + (/ |u|2dx) .
B B B B

The lemma is proved. O

The next lemma is an application of the interpolation inequality proved in Lemma @

Lemma 3.3. For a € [0,1] andp € 2+ 470‘, d+ (4 — d)a], suppose 7 > 0, Q(zp,7) C RE™, and u
satisfies the condition ) Then we have

d—p+2a

1 /
— |u|P dz < N (A(r, z0) + E(r,20)) @2
rR S Qz0m)

In particular, taking o =1 and p = 4 — 2/d we have

d—2+42/d

C(r,20) < N (A(r,z0) + E(r,z)) @2

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume 7 = 1. Because p € [2+ 2% d + (4 — d)a], we know
% >0 and g := 2dld-pt2o) o [2 2d } By using Hélder’s inequality and (B.J) with this g,

d?—dp+4a »d—2
pd—2d—4a
4 —aa—2
B

we have

2d(d—p+2a)
|u|? dx < |u| a?=dvtaa dx
B B

d? —dp+ia
a(d—2)

o (1—a)d+4a—p d—p+2a
d—2 d—2
<N </ |Vu|2d3:) (/ |u|2dx) + </ |u|2d:17> ,
B B B
where we used (B) in the last inequality. Integrating in time yields the desired result. O

Lemma 3.4. Let (u,p) be a pair of suitable weak solution of . For p > 0 and Q(z0, p) C R%Jrl,

we have
d

A(p/2) + E(p/2) < N (C(p)T + C(p) T + C(p) 70 D(p) 77 )

where N is independent of zy and p.

Proof. By a scaling argument, we may assume p = 1. In the energy inequality (EI), we put t = 1o
and choose a suitable smooth cut-off function ¢ such that

Y =0inRET\ Q(z0,1), 0< v <1in REF
Y =1in Q(20,1/2), |VY|+ |00+ |V < N in RIHL
By using (.1]), we get

A(1/2) +2E(1/2) < N/ lul? dz + N (Jul® + 2|p|)|u| dz.
Q(Z(),l) Q(Z(),l)

Due to Holder’s inequality, we can obtain

/ lul? dz < N(C(1)) =, / uf? dz < N(C(1)) 7
Q(z0,1) Q(z0,1)
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and
[ ollulz
Q(z0,1)
d—1 _d
2d—1 2d—1
2d—1 2d—1
<([ [t
Q(z0.1) Q(z0.1)
< 0(1) 2(2;71) D(l)#‘il_
The conclusion of Lemma B.4 follows immediately. O

Lemma 3.5. Let (u,p) be a pair of suitable weak solution of when d > 4. For constants
v €(0,1/2], p >0, and Q(zo,p) C RdT+l, we have

Alyp) + E(yp) < N [42A(p) + 77 ((A(p) + B(p) T2 + (Alp) + E(p) ¥ D(p) 77 )| (3.2)

Proof. Assume p = 1. Define the backward heat kernel as

1 __lz—=gl?
T(t z) = PIoksErmn)
C0= e
In the energy inequality (.1]), we choose 1) = T'p, where ¢ € C§°((to — 1,to + 1) x B(wp,1)) is a
suitable smooth cut-off function satisfying

0<¢p<1 in R x RY, ¢=1 inQ(2,1/2),

Vol < N, |V2¢| <N, |0:¢| <N inR xR%
By using the equation
AF —|— Ft - 0,

we have

lu(t, 2)|*T(t, z)p(t, x) da + 2/ |Vul*T¢ dz

ess SuPogsgt/ o)
Zo,l

B(mo,l)
< / {[u]2(Té + TAG + 2VVT)
Q(z0,1)

+ (Jul* + 2[p = [plao,1Ju - (VG + ¢V} da.

The test function has the following properties:
(i) For some constant ¢ > 0, on @Q(zo,~) it holds that

I'¢=T>cy %
(i) For any z € Q(z0,1), we have
IP(2)p(2)| < Ny~ [VI(2)é(2)] + [T(2)V(z)| < Ny~@h
(ili) For any z € Q(zo,1), we have
ID(2)¢:(2)] + [T(2)Ad(2)] + [VI(2)Vh(2)| < N.
Therefore (B.3) yields

A() + E(7) = v~ 2ess suppcscs /
B(xo0,y)

<N |2 / fuf? + 4 / (Il + 2Ip — [plag 2 DIl d2 |
Q(z0,1) Q(z0,1)

|u(t,3:)|2da:+”y_d+2/ |Vul|? dz
Q(z0,7)
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Recall that d > 4. Applying Lemma E with a = 1 and p = 3 we have

/ luf? dz < N (A(1, z0) + E(1, 2)) 2 ,
Q(z0,1)

2d—1

a-1 we have

and again applying Lemma @ with o = z;(d;in and p =
[ o= lplaallalds
Q(20,1)
d

2d—1 % 2d—1 2=t
- / BE= R / 1P — [Plao 1| d2
Q(z0,1) Q(z0,1)

<N {(A(l,zO) +E(1,2))? D(17zo)%} ,

The lemma is proved. O

Lemma 3.6. Let (u,p) be a pair of suitable weak solution of (.1). For constants v € (0,1/2],
p >0, and Q(zo,p) C R%Jrl, we have

D(yp) < N(d)[y~#4+2C(p) + +*=*/*D(p)]. (3.4)

Proof. Let r = vp and n(z) be a smooth cut-off function supported in B(1),0 <n <1landn=1
on B(2/3). In the sense of distribution, for a.e. t € (to — p?,to), one has

Ap = Dij (uluj)
We consider the decomposition

p= pwo;P + hImP’

where p,, ., is the Newtonian potential of

Dij(uuzn((x — x0)/p)).

Then hg, , is harmonic in B(xo,2p/3).
By using the Calderén-Zygmund estimate, we have
2d—1 2d—1 2(2d-1)
[N N P e a FE N i et R )
Q(20,7) Q(z0,p) Q(20,p)

From the Poincaré inequality and the fact that any Sobolev norm of harmonic function Ay, , —
[hzo,plz,r I & smaller ball can be estimated by any of its L, norm in B(xzg,2p/3), one obtains

/ |hwo,p - [hwo7p]wo,r|
B(xzo,r)
2d—1

2d—1
SNTT/ [Vhgypl =T dx
B(I 7)
’ 2 (3.6)

2d—1

dx

2d—1
< Nrit=T sup Vi,
B(xzo,r)

d 2d—1
<N <_T)
p

d
/ ey p — [Plao.p|
B(zo,p)

2d—1
T dzx.
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Integrating (B.6) in ¢ € (to — r?, to), we obtain

2d—1
/Q( )|hmo,p_[hmo,p]mo,r| T dz
zo,T
T d+2d‘;1 2d—1 2d—1
<N (2 i (9= Bl 57 i o) s (3.7)
Z0,pP

d+ 242
T 2d—1 2(2d—1)
<N (E) T (I Bla ) s
P Q(z0,p)

where we used (B.5) in the last inequality. We combine (B.7), (B-5), and use the triangle inequality

to have
2d—1
/ |p - [p]aco,r| T dz
Q(zo,r)
2d—1
<N lp — [hwo,p]wo,r| dz
Q(z0,7)
2d—1 2d—1
<N (1200 = e plenirl “T" + ool “7") d2
Q(z0,7)
d+ 2
r 2d—1 2(2d—1)
<N (E) T (1 Bl )
p Q(z0,p)
The lemma is proved. g

Corollary 3.7. Let (u,p) be a pair of suitable weak solution of (@) For some zy € R%, suppose
there exist pg > 0 and Cy > 0, such that Q(zo, po) C RE™ and C(p, 20) < Cy for all p € (0, po] and
D(po,z0) < Cy. Then we can find C = C(Cy,d) > 0 such that D(p,z) < C for all z € Q(z0,1/2)
and p € (0, po/2].

Proof. Note that Q(z,po/2) C Q(z0,po) for z € Q(z0,1/2), hence D(py/2,2) < ND(po, 20). By
fixing v small enough that Nv*~3/¢ < 1/2 and using (B.4), we have

1
D(vpo/2,2) < §D(po/2, z) + Ca,

where Cy = Ny ~4=2/4+2C  Inductively, for any integer k we have

k-1
1 1
D(v*po/2,2) < 2—kD(p0/2,z) + C2 _jE:O 5 = Cy 4205 := Cs.

Now for any v**1py < p < 7 pg, we can control D(p/2, z) by

D(v*po/2,2) < 4472420, = C.

Vo d+2/d—2
D(p/2,2z) < 0 )

/2.9 < (S5
The corollary is proved because C' is independent of k. 0

3.2. Step 2. We will find some decay rates for the scale invariant quantities with respect to the
radius assuming the quantities are initially small.

Lemma 3.8. There exists a universal constant ey > 0 satisfying the following property. Suppose
that for some zo = (to,x0) and po > 0, it holds that Q(zo, po) C RdTH and

A(po, z0) + E(po, z0) + D(po, 20) < €o. (3.8)
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Then fizing any oo € (0,2), there exists N > 0 such that for any p € (0,po/2) and z € Q(z0, po/2),
the following estimate holds uniformly

Alp,z) + E(p,z) + C(p, 2) L T D(p,z) < Neg“’/2 (ﬁ> ) (3.9)
Po

where N is a positive constant depending on oy, but independent of €g, po, p, and z.

Proof. For any z € Q(z0,p0/2), by (B.) and
Q(za 90/2) - Q(Z()a pO) - R%+la

we get
A(pl,Z)+E(p1,Z)+D(p1,Z) SNEQ, (310)
where p; = po/2. By Lemma B.3,
d—2+42/d
C(p1,2) < (Neg) 2 . (3.11)

Next we fix an auxiliary parameter o € (ap,2). By a scaling argument, we first discuss a special
case when pf = Neg < 1. In this case, we can prove the following decay rates inductively:

422 « «
Alpr) + E(pr) < pity  Clor) =277 < pit, - D(pr) < pji, (3.12)
where ppy1 = p,ljﬁ = ngﬁ)k and [ is a small number to be specified. For k = 1, the statement

follows from (B.1(]), (B.11]), and our assumption that p$ = Ney. Next by choosing v = pf and
p=pi in (B.2) and (B.4), we have
1,

o - = St+ogty )
Alprs1) + E(pryr) < N {pim 4 pl R (pz : +p;(f i) )}

(—d—242)B4+(1+ 55 ) 4—3)p+a
D(pk+1) <N [pk d ( a(d 2)) +pl(c d) :| '

We choose [ satisfying
B < min{ a a 2a } .
(d—2)(d+a—1)"22d-1)(d+a—1)" da+d+ 2 —2)2d-2)
Then all the exponents on the right-hand sides are greater than (1 + 5)a.
Now we can find £ > 0 depending on ( such that
Alprs1) + Elpr1) < Npjilft, Dlprar) < Nt

where N is a constant independent of k and £. By taking €y small enough such that N pi 11 <
Np§ < N(Nep)s/? < 1, we obtain

Alpe+1) + E(pre1) < piyrs Dlprsa) < iy

By induction, we have justified (B.19) for the case when p¢ = Neo.
For convenience, we additionally assume that the parameter 8 satisfying

a0<min{ﬁ(a—(d—2)ﬂ),ﬁ<a— <d+§—2>ﬁ)}.

There always exists feasible 5 because a > «.
Now for any p € (0, po/2), we can find a positive integer k such that prr1 < p < px. Then

d—2
Pk a—(d— 5 (a—(d—2)B) o
A(p) + E(p) < <pk+1) (A(pr) + E(pr)) < p}, (d-2)p _ Pt < po,

d+%72 1 2
Pk —(d+2-2)p 13p (a—(d+3-2)8)
D)< (L) D) < I g < e
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Hence we have proved (@) when p{* = Neg. For the general case, we use the scale invariant prop-

erty of the quantities and apply the previous results with an additional scaling factor N 630/ “po

on the right-hand side. O

3.3. Step 3. In this final step, we first use parabolic L, estimates to further improve the decay
rate and then conclude the result by using Campanoto’s characterization of Holder continuity.

Lemma 3.9. Suppose f(po) < Co. If there exist a« > 8 > 0 and C1,Cy > 0 such that for any
0<r<p<po, it holds that
r

s <o (L) s+ ca

then there exist constants Cs,Cy > 0 depending on Cy,Cy,Co, «, B, such that

B
r
10 < (L) fon)+Car
for 0 <r < pg.
Proof. See, for instance, [@, Chapter ITI, Lemma 2.1]. O

By Lemma @ we know, for any small §; > 0, the following estimates are true for all p € (0, pp/2)
sufficiently small and 21 := (t1,21) € Q(20, po/2):

/ |u|4_% dz < diJr%ﬂsl, (3.13)
Q(z1,p)

/Q( : D = [Play o>~ 7 dz < Nptta—, (3.14)
Z1,p
Let v be the unique weak solution to the heat equation

v —Av=0 1in Q(z1,p),

with the boundary condition v = u on 9,Q(21, p). Let 0 < r < p. By the Poincaré inequality with
zero mean value and using the fact that L., norm of the gradient of a caloric function in a smaller
cylinder is controlled by any L, norm of it in a larger cylinder. We have

_1 _1
o @i [ o @ (0 @
Z1,T

Q(z1,7)
_1 2—1
<Y (0 = e )12 g (3.15)

r d+4_$ 1
sv(2) T P
P Q(z1,p)

Denote w = u — v. Then w satisfies the inhomogeneous heat equation
dyw; — Aw; = =05 (uiu;) — 0i(p — [plarp) I Q(z1,p)
with the zero boundary condition. By the classical L, estimate for the heat equation, we have
2
IVewlle, y@em <N {HM HL%%(Q(zl,p)) P = Plevollz, @)
which together with (B.13) and (B.14) yields

/ |Vw|2_5 dz < Nptti—or, (3.16)
Q(z1,p)
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By the Poincaré inequality with zero boundary condition, we get from (B.1¢) that

[ elhds < nptieed oo, (3.17)
Q(z1,p)

Using (B.19), (B.17), and the triangle inequality, we have

/ ot (t)ay o2 dz
Q(z1,7)
<

v — (U)Z1,T|2_% dz + / lw — (w)zl77‘|2_% dz

Q(z1,7) Q(z1,m)
r d+4_é 1 1
=N (_) / [0 = (u)zy > 7 dz + Np*+2Fa—o
P Q(z1,p)

r d+47% 1
sv(E) T e
P Q(z1,p)

T d+47% 1 1
P Q(z1,p)

P\ 1 |
<N <_) / |U - (U)zlyp|2fg dz + di+2+3*51'
r Qz1.0)

Applying Lemma @ and choosing §; = 2_1(17 we obtain
/ |u — (u)zl,r|27% dz < Nrd+2+2_ld,
Q(z1,m)

for any r € (0,p0/4) and z1 € Q(z0, po/4). We then conclude that u is Holder continuous near zg
by Campanato’s characterization of Holder continuity.

4. HOLDER CONTINUITY BOUNDARY ESTIMATE

In this section, we consider the case when Q = Ri. We again use a three-step approach to
prove an e-regularity criterion near boundary. The main difference from the interior estimate is
the iteration dealing with the pressure term.

Theorem 4.1. Let (u,p) be a suitable weak solution of (.])-(L-3) in (0,T) x R? satisfying .
There exists a universal constant €y satisfying the following property. Assume that for a point
2= (t,2), where & = (2/,0), and for some py > 0 we have QT (2, po) C (0,T) x RL and

A+(PO= 2) + E+(p07 2) + D+(PO= 2) < éO-
Then w is Holder continuous near Z.
4.1. Step 1. We present several inequalities for the scale invariant quantities.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose function u € W4 (B;}) with r > 0 vanish on the boundary x4 = 0. For any
q €[2,2d/(d - 2)], we have

d(q/4-1/2) a/2—d(q/4-1/2)
/ lu|!dz < N(q,d) (/ |Vu|2d3:) </ |u|2daj) .
B B B

Proof. Modify the proof of Lemma @ using the Poincaré inequality with odd extension for func-
tions vanishing on the flat boundary

/ |u|2da:§Nr2/ |Vu|? dx
B B

T

to absorb the second term on the right-hand side. 0
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We recall the following two important lemmas which are useful in handling the estimates for
the pressure p.

Lemma 4.3. Let D C R? be a domain with smooth boundary and T > 0 be a constant. Let
1 <m < +400,1 <n<+00 be two fized integers. Assume that g € L%, L% (Dr). Then there exists
a unique function pair (v,p), which satisfies the following equation:

ov—Av+Vp=g in Dr,

V.-v=0 m DT,
[plp(t) =0 for a.e. t €10,T],
v=0 on 0pDr.

Moreover, v and p satisfy the following estimate:
HUHW}Lfn(DT) + ||p||wg;;1(DT) < C||9||L;Lfn(DT)7
where the constant C' only depends on m,n,T, and D.

Lemma 4.4. Let 1 <m < 2,1 <n <2, and m < s < +00 be constants and g € L', L% (QT).
Assume that the functions v € W) (QF) and p € L, L7 (Q") satisfy the equations:

Ow—Av+Vp=g in QF,
V-v=0 in QF,

and the boundary condition
v=0, on{yly=(y,0),|y|<1}x[-1,0).
Then, we have v € W2(Q1(1/2)), p € Wi (Q"(1/2)), and
lolwez@r o) * IPlwe oz
< C (Igllzg @ + IWlwes @ +Ipllg @) -

where the constant C' only depends on m,n, and s.

We refer the reader to [R7 for the proof of Lemma [£.3, and to [B4, BT for the proof of Lemma

The following three lemmas are analogous to Lemma @, @, E, and the proofs are similar.
Lemma 4.5. For o € [0,1], p € 2+ 22 d+ (4 —d)o], suppose 7 > 0, & € 09, w(z,r) = Q*(2,7),

and v satisfies the condition @) Then we have

1

d—p+2a
— ulPdz < N (AT(r,2)+ ET(r,2)) 7 .
rd”-p/w,ﬂ" < N (4% (r,2) + B (1,2))

In particular, taking « =1 and p =4 — 2/d we have

d—2+2/d

Ct(r,2) <N (fPL (r,2) + E*(r, 2)) =2

Lemma 4.6. Let (u,p) be a pair of suitable weak solution of ([[]). For & € 9Q and w(2,p) =
Q1 (2,p), we have

d

AT (p/2) + E¥(p/2) < N (CH(p) 77 + CH(p) ™0 + CF (o) DH(p)7i1 ), (4.1)

where N is independent of Z and p.
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Lemma 4.7. Let (u,p) be a pair of suitable weak solution of @) with d > 4. For constant
v €(0,1/2], p>0 and & € 9, w(Z,p) = QT (2,p), we have
AT (vp) + E* (7p) (4.2)
<N [F2A%(p) + 97 (AT (o) + B (0) T2 + (A% (p) + BH(p)} DH ()77 ) |

At last, we present an estimate for quantity D¥(p), which is essentially different from Lemma
@ for the interior case.

Lemma 4.8. Let (u,p) be a pair of suitable weak solution of (1) and u satisfies condition (L.7).
Let v € (0,1/4] and p > 0 be constants. Suppose that & € OQ and w(z,p) = Q1 (2, p). Then given
any small 65 > 0, we have

D (yp) <N [y~ 72 A (p) 4+ B (p)) (4.3)
4.3
+ ’}/4—3/d762 (DJr(p) —I—AJr(p)l*i +E+(p)1*iﬂ ,

where N is a constant independent of v, p, and Z, but may depend on 5.

Proof. Without loss of generality, by shifting the coordinate we may assume that Z = (0,0). By
the scale-invariant property, we may also assume p = 1. We fix a domain B C R? with smooth
boundary so that

B*(1/2) ¢ B c BY,

and denote Q = B x (—1,0). Using Holder’s inequality, Lemma @ with ¢ = Qil(gdjf), and (E),
we get

d?42d—1

d(2d—1) a4z
(/ |- Vu| a2 +2d-1 dx)
B+
1— 55 _d’+44 2(d—3)
2d 2d(d+2) 2d2(d—2) d(d—2)
< (/ |Vu|? da:) </ |u| a2 +a dx) </ |u|ddx)
B+ B+ B+ (4.4)
2 2(d—3)
d(d—2) a(d—2)
< (/ |Vul? dw) (/ |u|2dx) (/ |u|dd:v>
B+ B+ B+

2

FICE)
<N (/ |Vu|2dx) </ |u|2d:17> .
B+ B+

Integrating in t, we have u - Vu € W;ﬁl A(2d—1) (BT). By Lemma @, there is a unique solution
d d242d—1

1,2 ~ 0,1 ~
v e WQd—l d(2d—1) (Q) and p; € W2d—1 d(2d—1) (Q)

d 7424241 d 424241

to the following initial boundary value problem:

0w —Av+Vpy = —u-Vu in Q,

V-v=0 in Q,

[p1](t) =0 for a.e. t € [0,T],
v=20 on 9,Q.
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Moreover, we have

||vHLt2d 1% 0a ) )+ HVUHL'M 1 L0y (@)
Td T 21za—1 S 4 a2yea-1
T leHde 1 Maga—n) + ”vleLt?d 1 H a1 @
m d2t2d—1
S Nllu-Valipe - pe L @) (4.5)
T4 42i2d-1

2 d/(2d—1)
0 T@=
<N / (/ |Vu|2d3:) </ |u|2daj) dt ,
-1 B+ Bt

where in the last inequality we used (Q)
We set w = u — v and pa = p — p1 — [plo,1/2- Then w and p; satisfy

Ow—Aw+Vp, =0  inQ,
V-w=0 inQa
w=0 on [—1,0) x {dB N ON}.

By Lemma and the triangle inequality, fixing some s > 0 large enough to be specified later, we
have py € Wy, (Q7(1/4)) and
Tl

I\lengd L LE(Q*(1/4))

2a—1 L d(2d 1) (@*(1/2)) + ”vw”LM L d(2d*1) (@*(1/2)
Td 32}24-1

d d242d—1

<N l|w||y

+llpllz Q+(/2
st Mgy (@701/2)

<N HuHL @+(1/2)) + IVul| e (2a—1) (@F(1/2)
l ddgizdl 1 E dd ié;il
= Ploayally, 1oy, ) @ ary H10ley, 1o, @rar)
T4 2yza-1 T4 2yza-1
+AIVlley, 1o, @) Fllplley, e, @ta/2)
a4 2yza-1 T4 2yza-1

Together with ([£5), we obtain

HVp2HLt2d L LE(QH(1/4))

<N lIIUIILgd L%y (@F(1/2) F |\V“||L2d L Laaayy (@F(1/2))
a212d—1 a2¥2d—1
o= Blosellzg, 17y, @120 (46)

d d242d—1

2 d/(2d—1)
0 EICE)
+ / (/ |Vu|2d:c) (/ |u|2d:c) dt
1 B+ B+
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Recall that 0 < v < 1/4. Then by using the Sobolev-Poincaré inequality, the triangle inequality,
[{.3), (f.6), and Holder’s inequality, we bound DT () by

d242d—1
v | [ e T
Gy D) p d<42d—1 € t
yd+2/d=2 2 Uy
d242d—1 a2 42d—1
N 0 / v |M p * v |M p ” p
< ST YD) p1| @2 +2d-1 dx —+ / Ppa|a?+2d-1 dx t
,yd+2/d 2 2 B+ (v) B+ ()
2d—1
0 sd
< N,y—d—2/d+2E+(1)A+(1)701(012,2) +N,y4—3/d—(2d—1)/s/ (/ |Vp2|5d:c> dt
-7 \YBT()
< N [y E (1) AT ()7
+74*3/d*(2d*1)/5 (D+(1) —I—AJF(l)l*ﬁ +E+(1)172_1d)} '
By making s large such that —ngl < d2, we finish the proof. 0

Corollary 4.9. Let (u,p) be a pair of suitable weak solution of ) with d > 4. Suppose there
exist & € 9Q, C1 > 0, and py > 0 such that w(2,p) = QT (Z,p), CT(p,2) < Cy for all p € (0, po)
and D (po,2) < Cy. Then we can find C := C(Cy) > 0 such that D (p,z*) < C for all z* €
Q(év p0/2) N {xd = 0} and p € (07 p0/4)'

Proof. Because Q" (z*, po/2) C QT (2, po) for z* € Q(2, po/2) N{zq = 0}, we have DT (py/2,2*) <
ND*(po, 2). From ([.1]) and ([.J) with 65 = 1, we can get an estimation for D+.

2

Dt (%,z*) <N [V—d—2/d+2 (A+ (g’z*) + Bt (B,Z*))l‘Fd(d—Q)

4

1— 1—
s (pr (Ba) e (Ba) T (L))

P T T K
yd=2/d+2 <1 + Dt (5, z*) )
P 1% de—l =2
438/ [ pt (Z,z*) + <1 + D+ (52) )

d2—2d+2 )
2d2 —5d+2

1/2
+ 433/ (D+ (gz) +D* (gz) + 1)] .

By Young’s inequality, we have

<N(C1)

SN(Cl) 25

ymdm2/d 2 <1 + Dt (3 2

1 1
D*(p/2,2")"/2 < SD*(p/2.27) + 5.
For any ¢ > 0 and § := 1 — ;;{_7%, which is positive when d > 4. Again by Young’s inequality
we get

1 1
= < (1-8)eD*(p/2,2%) + 6 5.

D*(p/2,2")' 7% = (eD*(p/2,2))'™°

el—
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We can choose v and e small such that Nv373/4 < 1/8 and Ny~9=2/4+2(1 — §)e < 1/8. The two
inequalities above implies that (@) can be written into such form:

1
The rest of the proof is a handy modification of Corollary @ O

4.2. Step 2. We will find some decay rates for the scale invariant quantities with respect to the
radius of the cylinder assuming the quantities are initially small.

Lemma 4.10. There exists a universal constant €y > 0 satisfying the following property. Suppose
that for some 2 = (&,t), where & = (2/,0), and for some py > 0, it holds that w(Z, po) = Q1 (2, po)
and

A+(p052)+E+(p052)+D+(p052)1/T < €07 (48)
where T =1 — 2_1d +ee~0 (d—lz) Then fixing any oo € (0,2), we can find N > 0 such that for
any p € (0,p0/4) and z* € QT (2, po/4), the following estimate holds uniformly

2
B 5 agT/2
A¥ ) 4 B (p.) 4 CF o) 4 DY) v (L)L o)
Po
where N is a positive constant depending on «g, but independent of €y, po, p, and z*.

Proof. We divide the proof into two parts. In the first part, we only consider z* on the boundary
Q(2,p0/2) N {zq = 0}. In the second part, we use an iteration argument to close the proof for
general z* € QT (2, po/4).

i) First we assume z* € Q(Z2,po/2) N {xq = 0}. In this case we will prove a slightly stronger
estimate than ([L.9):

_ @0
A¥ () 4 BH () 4 CF o) T 4 DY < e (L) (o)

Po
By (@) and
Q+(Z*7p0/2) C Q+(27 p0)7

we get
At (p1,2°) + ET(p1,2%) + DT (p1, 2°)/™ < Néy, (4.11)
where p; = po/2. By Lemma [L.J,
d—2+42/d
Ct(p1,2*) < (Néy) = . (4.12)

Next we fix an auxiliary parameter a € (ap,2). By a scaling argument, we first discuss a special
case when p{ = Nép < 1. In this case, we can prove the following decay rates inductively:

d—2
AT (pr) + E* (o) < pits CH(pe) ™27 < pft, DT (pi) < pi7, (4.13)

where pg+1 = p,ljﬁ = ng’B)k, and f is a small number to be specified. For k = 1, the statement
follows from ([L11]) and ([.19). Next by choosing v = pg and p = py, in ([.9), we have

o, (arnp [ dhe | (Ftmtr)o
A*(pk+1)+E+(pk+1)§N[piﬁ+ +pp 7 (p;’ oy ) ﬂ

We choose ( satisfying

dr 1
, a (2d—1_§)0‘ 1
Aeming a1 dra-1 NO<_>'

Then all the exponents on the right-hand sides are greater than (1 + 5)a.
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To estimate the remaining term D™ (p11), we apply Lemma but with different step size.
Let 81 = (1 + B)™+! — 1, where ng is an integer to be specified later. Instead of plugging in the

result of one last previous step, we plug in ([.J) with v = pgl_no and p = pr—_n,, and we have

(—d—2/d+2) 1+ (1+ 77— ) — — ar a(l—55
D*(pry1) <N [Pk—no it o) +p§i;4—7§0/d ") (pk—no +Pk(_1n02d))] (4.14)

Our goal is to choose an appropriate 1 such that all three exponents on right-hand side of
) are greater than (1 + 31)ar. We hence obtain an upper bound and a lower bound for S;:

(r—(1-3q))a ca
ﬁ1> 4 3 = 3 s
-5 —ar 4—5—ar
ﬁ<(1+ﬁ—7'>0(_(2—1d+ﬁ—6)04 0 1
! d+2—-2+ar  d+3-2+4ar )’

To ensure such [ exists, we make € ~ O (d—lz) small such that the upper bound is greater than
the lower bound of 5;. As long as 8 is small enough, there exists an integer ng such that 5, =
(1 + B)mFt — 1 satisfies the conditions above.

Now we can find £ > 0 depending on § and that

AT (prs1) + EF (pryr) S Nppft, DF(pryr) < Nppiis,
where NN is a constant independent of k£ and £ . By taking ¢y small enough such that N pgk 11 <
Np§ < N(Né&)t/? < 1, we obtain

A (pes1) + ET (prr1) < i, D (pryr) < pR74

By induction, we have justified (JL13) for the case when p¢ = Néy.
For convenience, we additionally assume that the parameter g satisfying

a0<min{1i6(a—(d—2)6),ﬁ<aT—<d+%—2)ﬁ)}a

There always exists feasible 5 because a > ay.
Now for any p € (0, po/2), we can find a positive integer k such that pgi1 < p < pi. Then

d—2
Pk a—(d— 175 (a—(d—2)p) «
A+ < (L) Ao+ B o) < i = ol T

d+%72 1 2
Pk —(d+3-2)8 _ giplar—(d+3-2)B)
D s (L) D < T T

Hence we have proved the statement of the lemma when p = Néy. For general py > 0, we use
the scale invariant property of the quantities and yield similar results with an additional scaling
factor Né0°/®ps® on the right-hand side. Hence ([L10) is true.

ii) To deal with z* € QT (2, po/4), we need to discuss two cases as comparing =, the distance
of z* to the boundary, with p, the radius of the cylinder.

When p > z;, we denote the projection of z* on the boundary by 2*. Because w(z*,p) C
Q71 (2%,2p), by definition we have

d—2 d—2
AT (p,2*) + Et(p,2*) + CT (p, 2*) 727277 < N (A+(2p, )+ E1(2p,2%) + CT(2p, 2%) d*2+27d> .
By the triangle inequality, we have

/ p = [plas (O dz < N Ip = [Pla= 20 (8)]* /4 d2.
w(z*,p) Qt(2*,2p)
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Hence D% (p,2*) < ND*(2p, 2*). From part (i) we know
X X ey 42 1 o2 (P )
AT (2p,2%) 4+ E*(2p, %) + CF(2p, 2*) 727272 4+ DT (2p, 2*)Y/7 < Neg*/? [ L .
Po
The three inequalities above together imply that
_ @0
A¥(p2%) + B () + CF o, 2 755 4 D7 (o)1 < g (L)
Po
When p < z3, we have w(z*, p) = Q(z*,p) C Q(z*,x}) C QT (£*,2z%). By the proof above, we
have
— * [e70]
A5, ) B o)+ O a2 P 4 D% (a7 < gl (40)
Po

«@Q /T

With & small such that Né&g*/* ()™ < ¢

interior result of Lemma E to obtain

where ¢ is from Lemma @, we can apply the

5 adT/2

d—2

A (p.2%) + B () + CF ) 7597 4 Do) < N (£)7
Po

The proof is complete. g

4.3. Step 3. In this final step, we first use parabolic L, estimates to further improve the decay
rate and then conclude the result by using Campanoto’s characterization of Holder continuity. By
@) from the previous step, we know the following estimates are true for all p > 0 sufficiently
small and z* = (t*,2%) € Q(2, po/4) N {zq = 0}:

/ lu|*~d dz < Npitas—ate (4.15)
QT (z%,p)

/ P = [pla- p|*~ 7 dz < Npttate, (4.16)
QF(2*,p)
where € ~ O (d—lz)
Let v be the unique weak solution to the heat equation
Oww—Av=0 inQ"(z* p)

with the boundary condition v = u on 9,Q* (2*, p).

Let 0 < r < p. By the Poincaré inequality with zero boundary condition and using the fact
that Lo, norm of the gradient of a caloric function in a small half cylinder is controlled by any L,
norm of it in a larger half cylinder, we have

~/Q+( * )|U|2—§ . NrdﬂﬁHV”HLMQW*,T»

d+4—1%
<N (C) / [v[2~ 4 dz.
p QF(z*,p)

Denote w = u — v. Then w satisfies the inhomogeneous heat equation
Oyw; — Aw; = —0;(usuj) = 0i(p = [plar,p) 1n QF (2", p)

with the zero boundary condition. By the classical L, estimate for the heat equation, we have

(4.17)

2
IVwllz, s @+ =N [HM \’L2,%<Q+<z*,p>>+”p‘[p]z**P”Lz,gQﬂzap)) ’
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which together with ([.15) and ([L.16) yields
/ |Vw|?~ @ dz < Nptate,
Qt(z*.p)
By the Poincaré inequality with zero boundary condition, we get
/Q+< ) lw|>~ 4 dz < Npt2te, (4.18)
zZ*,p

Using (1.17), (J.1§), and the triangle inequality, we have

/ |u|2_5 dz
Qt(z%,r)

< / |v|27% dz +/ |w|27§ dz
Qt(z*.1) Qt(z*,1)
T d+47% 1
P Q*(z*.p)
T d+4_% 1 r d+4_% 1
<N (—) / |ul>"7 dz + N (—) / |w|>~@ dz + Nrdt2te
P Qt(2*.p) P Qt(2*.p)

r d+4_é 1
<N (—) / |ul*~7 dz + Npdt2+e,
P Q7T (20,p)

Applying Lemma @, we obtain
/ |u|2_% dz < Npdt2+e (4.19)
Q+(Z*)T)

for any r < pp/4 and z* € Q(2, po/4) N{xq = 0}.

Consider any Z = (,%) € Q* (2, po/8). Let 2* = (¢,4',0) be the projection of Z on the boundary.
Note that z* € Q(Z,po/8) N {xq = 0}. We consider two cases either the radius of the parabolic
ball around z* is smaller or larger than z4.

Case 1: Zq < r. In this case, we have w(Z,7) C Q*(z*,2r). Thus by ([L1J), we have
/ lu— (u)s, > Y%dz < N |ul>"1/ddz < Npdt2te,
(z,r) Qt(z*,2r)
Case 2: 7 < z4. For r < p < 4, from the proof of Theorem @, we have

d+4—%
/Q(~ )|u — (W), P Yz < N (%) /Q(~ )|u — (u)z,, "V dz + Npt2te, (4.20)
zZ,r ZpP

We apply Lemma B.9 to ([L.20) to get

d+2+¢
/ |u — (u)57T|2_1/d dz < N (;) / |u — (u)575d|2_1/d dz + Nrdt2te, (4.21)
Q(z,r) Ld Q2,3

Z,%aq)

By Case 1, we have
/ = (w)z 2,71 dz < NEGTHe
Q(%,%4)
Plug this into ) to get
/ |u — (u)z~17«|271/d dz < Npdt2te,
Q(z,r)

By Campanato’s characterization of Holder continuity near a flat boundary (see, for instance, [@,
Lemma 4.11]), we can conclude that v is Holder continuous in a neighborhood of Z.
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5. PROOF OF THEOREM [.9

In this section, we start with a construction on a sequence of suitable weak solutions which con-
verges to a limiting solution. Let (u, p) be a pair of Leray-Hopf weak solution of the Cauchy problem
[L)-(.d) on R? or R4 . Because of the local strong solvability for smooth data and the weak-strong
uniqueness (see, for instance, [i]), we know that  is regular for ¢ € (0,T}) for some Ty € (0, 7.
Suppose Ty is the first blowup time of w, and Zy = (Tp, Xo) = (To,Xo01,Xo0,2,---,X0,4) =
(To, X{, Xo,q) is a singular point. We take a decreasing sequence {\;} converging to 0 and rescale
the pair (u,p) at time Ty. Define

ug(t, 2) = Meu(To + Mo, Xo + Mex),  pr(t, o) = A\ip(To + A\it, Xo + M),
for each k = 1,2,.... We will show that each (ug, py) is a suitable weak solution of ([L.1))-([.9) and
uy, is smooth for ¢ € (=), *Tp,0).
To prove this, the first observation is the property of uniform boundedness of the scale invariant

quantities after the rescaling. In this section, we use the ambiguous notation as we mentioned
before in the preliminaries. By REI 4) We mean either R? or Ri depending on which domain we are

talking about: the whole space or the half space. The same goes for A(T), E(H) () DM | ete.

Lemma 5.1. Under the assumptions in Theorem @, there exists N > 0 such that for any
20 € (—00,0] x REIJF) and 0 <r <1,

limsupc(ﬂ(r, ZO;ukvpk) < N7 (51)
k—o0
and
lim sup D(+)(r, 20, Uk, Pk) < N. (5.2)
k— o0
Proof. For zp € (—o00,0] x R?Jr), denote

25 = (t5,25) = (To + Aito, Xo + ko).
For convenience, we first assume Q = R to prove (f.1). Since C and D are invariant, we have
C(Ta 20, ukupk) = C()\k’f’, Zgu uap)u

and
D(Tv 20, ukapk) = D(Ak’l’, Zga U,p)

Using Hélder’s inequality we have

o J— / | 2257 4
20, UyP) = —F7577 5 u d z
Td+2/d 2 Q(zo,’r)

- 1 | |2(2d—1) d
< ————ess sup,,. . w|= o
rd+2/d—4 to—r?<t<to B(zo.r)

2(2d—1)

1 J d J 172(2d2—1)
- d
< Nrd+2/d_4ess SUD;, —p2<i<t, /B(zo T)|u| dx (r ) (5.3)
2(2d—1)
d
<N | ess supy,_,2cp<q, / lu|® dz
- B(zo,r)

2(2d—1)

< Nlul|

a
Li L3 (Q(z0,m))

Substituting r» with A\gr and zo with zg, we have

2(2d—1)

O()\kT, Z(])C,’U,,p) < NHu”LgodLj(Q(z[’f,)\kr)) <N,



THE NAIVER-STOKES EQUATIONS 23

where in the last inequality we used (@) This part of proof can easily be adapted to the case
_ d
Q=RY.
To prove (5.9), we need to consider several cases separately:
i) Q = R, by using the Calderén-Zygmund estimate, one has
Ipllze, Lz ,(0.1) xR < K

Since % > 2 — 1 following the same reasoning in (-3) we can reach (f.9).

ii) Q = Ri and Xg 4 > 0, that is the half-space case when Zj does not lie on the boundary.
The domain of u will expand to the whole space, therefore zy € (—o0, 0] x RY. When Xg 4 > 1/4,
i.e., Zy is away from the boundary, from (@) we know D(1/4, Zy,u,p) < N. When k is large,
Q(zE, k1) € Q(Zo,1/4). By Corollary B.7, we know D(r, zo, ug, pi) = D(Ak7, 2§, u, p) is uniformly
bounded. When Xy 4 < 1/4, ie., Zp is close to the boundary, recall our notation w(Zy,1) =
Q(Zo,1) N (0,T) x RL. Denote Zy = (X},0,Ty) to be the projection of Zy on the boundary and
2¥ to be projection of z5. Note when k is large, A\yr < X¢ 4, hence

Q(zk, \er) € Q(Zo, X0,4) € Q1 (Z0,2X0.4) € QT (Z0,1/2) C w(Zo, 1).
From the proofs of Corollaries @ and @, we know that
D(’f’, 20, ukapk) = D()\k’l", Zga uup) S ND(XO,du 207 uup) + Cu (54)

DT (2Xo.4, Zo,u,p) < NDY(1/2, Zo,u,p) + C < ND¥(1, Zo,u,p) + C < C. (5.5)
We use ([.§) in the last inequality. Moreover, we have

/ 1= ()20 a0 dz < N D= (05 o, 0z, (5.6)
Q(Zo,Xo0,d) '

Q+(Z0,2X0,4)
which implies
D(Xo,d7 ZO) U,p) S ND+(2X0,da ZO) U,p)

Together with (5.4) and (.5), we again deduce that D(r, 2o, ug, px) is uniformly bounded.

iii) Q = Ri and Xg 4 = 0, that is the half-space case when Zj lies on the boundary. The
domain of ug will expand to the half space, therefore zy € (—o00,0] X Ri. We compare the
radius of the cylinder against the distance from xg to the boundary. When r > xg 4, we have
w(zf, \ir) € QF(2F,20kr) € QT (Zo, 1) when k is large. By (L.§), (F.4), and the proof of Corollary

, we have
DT (r, 20, ug, pr.) = DT (N, 28, u, p)
< NDT(2M\r, 25, u, p)
< ND*(1,Zy,u,p) + C
<C.
When r < z¢ 4, we have
w(zg Mer) = Q(=8 Aer) € Q=8 Awo.a) © QF (5, 2Mw0,a) € QF (Zo, 1)
when k is large. From (@), (@), and the proofs of Corollaries @, and @, we know that
D(r, 2o, ug, pr) = D\, 25, u,p)
< ND(M\pwo,4, 25, u,p) + C
< NDT(2\rz0.4, 26, u,p) + C
< ND*(1,Zy,u,p) + C
<C.
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Therefore, we have proved that D (r, zg, ug, py) is uniformly bounded by the L! L% condition in
(I.7) and the local pressure condition in ([.g) . O

Next we want to show, up to passing to a subsequence, {(ug,pr)}32; converge to a limiting
solution (Ueo, Poo). We modify [ﬂ, Proposition 3.5] and state the results on R? in next proposition.
These results can be easily extended to Ri. To make the statement concise, we hereby introduce
the following notation: Ly, unit(27), which means that the L, norm in Q(zo, 1)NQp for any zg € Qp
are uniformly bounded independent of the choice of zy.

Proposition 5.2. i) There is a subsequence of (ug,pr), which is still denoted by (ug,pr), such
that

U = Uoo in C([to — 1/42,to]; Ly, (B(wo, 1/4))), (5.7)
Dk — Poo weakly in LQ_% (Q(z0,1/4)). (5.8)

for any 2o € (—00,0] x R and ¢, € [1,d).
i) Furthermore, (oo, Poo) is a suitable weak solution of (1) in (—o0,0) x R%, and

Uso € ngLﬁ((_Th O) X Rd)a Poo € L2—%,unif((_T17 O) X Rd)
for any Ty > 0 and g2 € [1,00).

Proof. First we fix a zg € (—00,0] x R%. By the previous Lemma @, pr’s have a uniform bound
of the Ly (Q(z0,1)) norm, so there is a subsequence, which is still denoted by {px}, such that
(B-9) holds. Similarly,
lurllLe, n@zo,1)) < Nukllze, Lo((to—1,t0)xr2) < N,
where N is independent of k. By Lemmas @ and @, we have
A(1/27 20, ukapk) + E(1/27 20, ukapk) S N.
From (B) and the weak continuity of Leray-Hopf weak solutions, we can conclude that
lur(t, ) La(Bzo1/2)) < N, (5.9)
for each t € [-\;?Tp,0). By using Lemma B.9 with ¢ = 2d/(d — 2) and r = 1/2, we have
lurllzszs,, o @o1/2) < IV,
which together with (@) and Holder’s inequality yields
lukllLa@ezo1/2)) < N5 [Ju - VU!@HLMS(Q(ZoJ/?)) <N
Following the coercive estimate for the Stokes system (see, for instance, [R7]) we have
Oyur, D*ug, Vpi € Lyj3(Q(20,1/4))
with uniform norms. Therefore, we can find a subsequence still denoted by {u} such that
Uk — Uoso in C([to — 1/42,t0];L4/3(B(£L'0, 1/4)))

This together with (F.9) gives (5.7) by using Hélder’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 the fact that
pr’s have a uniform bound of the L,_ 1 norm in Q(20, 1), which is independent of the choice of
Z0- ]

Corollary 5.3. When d > 4, for any € > 0, r >0, and Ty > 1, we can find R > 1 such that, for
any zo € (—T1 — 1,0] x (R?ﬂ \Bl(;;r)l),

lim Sup C(+) (’f', 20, ukupk) <€ (510)

k— o0
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Proof. For simplicity let us assume § = R, as the other case is similar. Due to Proposition
ii), for any r > 0, and 77 > 1, we can find R large such that

1

- / oo |? dz

™ J(~T1—2,0)x (R9\ Br)

is sufficiently small. Thus by Hélder’s inequality when d > 4, for any zy € (=71 —1,0]x (R¥\ Bry1),

1 / 2(2—-1/d)
— [too] (2=1/d) g,
pd+2/d—2 Qo)

is sufficiently small. This together with Proposition i) proves ) O

Lemma 5.4. When d > 4, for any e > 0 and Ty < 1, we can find R > 1 and rq > 0 such that,
for any zy € (=11 —1,0] x (R‘(iJr) \Bg;é),

lim sup (A(+)(7'07207Uk7pk) + EW) (ro, 20, ug, pr.)
hee (5.11)
+CH(ro, 20, ug, pr) + D(Jr)(To,Zo,uk,pk)) < e.

Proof. This lemma is to improve the boundedness property of C' and D we achieved in Lemma
to smallness. We first prove the interior case. From Lemma .1, we have

lim sup D(r, 20, ux, pr) < N,

k— o0

for any zy € (—o0,0] x R%. Now let r = 1. From Corollary @, for any ¢g > 0, we can find R > 0
such that for any 29 € (=11 — 1,0] x (R?\ Bp42),

thU.p C(lu ZOaukupk) < €o-

k—o00

By Lemma @, we immediately know that there exists v > 0 such that

. Ne _
limsup D(7, 2o, uk, pr) < WZ*? +N’Y4 3/d, (5.12)
k—oo Yy
Then
limsup C(7, 20, up, i) < —d (5.13)
k_)oop Y520, Uk, Pk) > 7d+2/d—2' :

Using Lemma @ we can get

1/4
. €
lim sup(A(y/2, z0, uk, pr) + E(v/2, z0, ug, px)) < N (,YdT(;dZ) . (5.14)

k—o00

We add (b.13), (6.19), and (b.14) together to obtain
lim Sup(A(7/27 20, ukapk) + E(7/27 20, ukapk) + 0(7/27 20, ukapk) + D(7/27 20, ukupk))

k—o00

€0 1/4 N60 473/d

For any €; > 0, fix some + such that N~*=3/¢ < €1/2. Next by choosing R > 0 large enough, we

can make ¢y small such that
1/4
€0 N60
N <,Yd+2/d2> + ~d+2/d=2 <e/2

Letting 7o = /2, by (5.1§) we have proved (f.11)) for the interior case.
For the boundary case, we do a similar discussion on different shapes of w(z%, \gr) as we did in

the proof of Lemma . We hereby omit the repeated proof. O
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Next we show that u is identically equal to zero. We modify the proof of [E, Proposition 5.3]
by replacing Schoen’s trick with the Holder continuity proved in Sections E and E We state and
prove the following proposition for 2 = Rff_. The results readily generalize to problem on = R?.

Proposition 5.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem , let (oo, Do) be the suitable weak solu-
tion constructed in this section. Then

Uoo(t,r) =0 Vit € (—00,0).

Proof. Let €y be the constant in Theorem @ Note that we can assume €q is smaller than ¢g in
Theorem E Fix some T} > 1. Owing to Lemma E, we can find R > 1 and r¢ > 0 such that for
any zg € [-T1 — 1,0] x (Ri \B§+1) ,

limsup(A™ (ro, 20, uk, i) + ET (1o, 20, g, pr.) + DT (ro, 20, uk, pr)) < éo-

k—o00

Thus Theorems @ and @ yields that
lim suplug (20)| < N(d)

k—o00
for a.e. 29 € [-T1 —1,0) x (R% \ B}, ,). By Proposition b.4, we obtain
oo (20)| < N(d)

fora.e. zp € [-T1—1,0) x (Ri\B§+2). Upon using the regularity results for linear Stokes systems,
one can estimate higher derivatives

| D7 oo (20)| < N(d, ) (5.16)

for any j > 1 and a.e. zo € [-T1 — 1,0) x (RL\ Bf, ).
We now claim u«(0,-) = 0 by adapting the argument in the proof of [, Theorem 1.4]. For
any o € R?, by using 6,

/ [too (0, )| da
Q(z0,1/4)

S/ |k (0, x) —uOO(O,:v)|dx+/ |ug (0, x)| da
Q(w0,1/4) Q(w0,1/4)

1/d
< lur = ulle=1/42,00; L1 ((wo,1/4))) + N(d) (/ |u (0, 2)|* div)
Qwo0,1/4)

1/d
= llur — ulle(—1/42,05, L, (2(wo,1/4))) T N (d) (/Q |u(To, y)lddy> :

(Akm0/4+X0,>\k/4)
The right-hand side of the above inequality goes to zero as k — oo, which proves the claim.
Because of (.16, the vorticity w = curl us, satisfies the differential inequality
O — Aw| < N (Jw] + | Veo]),
on (—=T1,0) x (RE\ B}, ). We apply the half-space backward uniqueness theorem proved in [ol, [
on the open half space {z4 > R + 3} to reach
w(z) =0 on (=T11,0] x {zg > R+ 3}. (5.17)

Now we fix a ty € (—71,0). Take an increasing sequence {t}7°, C (=T1,0) converging to to.
For each k, we consider equation ([L.I)) with initial data us(tk,-). By Proposition P.J, one can
locally find a strong solution

Vg € C([tk,tk + 5k>;Ld(Ri))
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for some small §y, and wvg(¢,-) is spatial analytic for ¢ € (tg,tx + 0r). We may assume that
tr + 0 < to. By the weak-strong uniqueness, vy = uo for t € [tx, tx + x). Therefore, w(t,-) is also
spatial analytic for ¢ € (t, tx + 0x). Because of (5.17), we get

w(z) =0 on (Lt + b)) x RL,

which implies that us, = 0 in the same region. In particular, we can take a sequence {sx} such
that tx < sk < tr + dk. Then {si} converges to ty and

Uoo(Sk, ) = 0.

This together with the weak continuity of ue yields that ue(tg,-) = 0. Since to € (—71,0) and
Ty > 1 are both arbitrary, we complete the proof of the theorem. 0

In the following, we prove the main theorem in the setting that 2 = Ri. The proof also works
for the problem on Q = R?. Again this proof is a modification of [ﬂ, Section 5] by replacing
Schoen’s trick with the Hélder continuity proved in Sections P and [i.

Proof of Theorem . We prove the theorem in four steps.
Step 1. First we show that u is regular for ¢ € (0,7]. Owning to Propositions and .4,

up — 0 in C([—1/4%,0]; Laya—1/4) (BT (1/4))).

Hence

lim sup C'+(7”, 20, Uk, p) = 0
k— o0

for r € (0,1/4). Also recall that DT (r, zo, ux, pr) has a uniform bound for r € (0,1). Following
the proof of Lemma @ we have: for any € > 0, there is a rp > 0 small and a positive integer kg
such that, for any zo € (—2,0] x B*(2),

At (To, 20, ukoapko) + E* (To, 205 ukmpko) + D* (To, 20, ukoapko) <e
We choose € sufficiently small and apply Theorem @ to get, for some 7 > 0,
sup |ug, | < o0,

(—72,0)x B+(7)

which implies that
sup |u| < .
w(Z0,Akq ™)
This contradicts the assumption that Zy = (Tp, Xo) is a blowup point. Therefore, u is regular for
t e (0,7].
Step 2. We bound the sup norm of u in this step. Fix some small § € (0,7"). Since

”u”LgoLg((O,T)x]Ri) <N, ||p||L2—1/d,unif((07T)><Ri) <N,

by the same reasoning as at the beginning of the proof of Proposition @, we see that there exists
a large R > 1 such that

sup |u] < N. (5.18)

[6,7)x (RE\B+(R))
Next we estimate the sup norm of u in [6,7) x B¥(R). Fix a 29 = (t9, 7o) in [§,T] x BT(R). In
the construction of uy, we replace (Tp, Xo) by (to, 2o). By the same reasoning as in the first step,
for some 7 = (o, xo) > 0, we have
sup [u] < Ni(to, z0).

w(zo,T)
By the compactness of [§, 7] x BT (R), it holds that

sup  |u] < N.
[6,T]x B+ (R)
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This together with (5.1§) yields
sup |u] < N.
[6,T]xR%

Step 3. Since we can choose the § in step 2 to be arbitrarily small, we can then utilize the
local strong solvability of ([L.1) to find some Ty > § such that u € Lqy2((0,T1) x R%). From Step
2, for t € [T1,T] the solution is uniformly bounded and belongs to L' L%((T1,T) x R%), thus
u € Lg2((0,T) x R%). The uniqueness follows from the Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin criterion.

Step 4. Now it remains to prove (@) We use a scaling argument. Let A > 0 be a constant to
be specified later. We define

ur(t,z) = (N2t Ax),  palt,z) = N2p(\%t, Ax).

Then (uy, py) is also a Leray-Hopf weak solution of ([L.1)) in (0, c0) x R4, and u, satisfies (3) with
the same constant K due to the scale invariant property. Due to the weak continuity of Leray-Hopf
weak solutions,

lux(t, )l ey < N, (5.19)
for each t € (0,00). By using Lemma B.d with ¢ = 2d/(d — 2) and r = oo, we have
|‘u)\HL§L§d/(d72)((O,oo)><Rd+) <N. (5.20)

Putting together (f.19) and (f.20) and using Hélder’s inequality yield
[urll Ly ((0,00)xre ) < V.
Thus there exists T' > 0 such that

lux|* dz
(T,oo)X]Ri

is sufficiently small, which together with Holder’s inequality implies the smallness of C* (1, 2q, ux, p»)
for zp € (T, 00) x Ri. Again let €y denote the constant in Theorem Ell Following the argument
in Lemma @ we can find a large T'= T and ry > 0 such that

A™(ro, 20, ux, pA) + ET (ro, 20, ux, pr) + DT (ro, 20, ux, pa) < €&
for any zo € [T, 00) x R%. Owing to Theorems B.1 and [£1], we conclude

sup Jux(z)] < N,
[T,oo)><]Rd+

where N = N(d) is independent of X\. Therefore,

sup  |u(z)| < N/
[A2T,00) xRL

Sending A — oo yields the desired result. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [[.J

In this section, we prove the local result mentioned in Theorem . Most part of the proof
remains the same with last section. We omit some repeated details in similar proofs from last
section. We again start with the blow-up procedure: Suppose (u,p) is a pair of Leray-Hopf weak
solution (E)—() on RY and we study the local problem in QT. Correspondingly, we modify
the notation w(z,7) = Q(z,7) N QT. Suppose Tp is the first blowup time of w in Q;FM, and
Zy = (Tv, Xo) = (T, Xo0,1,Xo0,2,---,Xo0,a) = (To, X{, Xo0,4) is a singular point in QTM. Take a
decreasing sequence {\} converging to 0 and rescale the pair (u,p) at time Ty. By defining

ur(t, ) = Awu(To + Nit, Xo + M), pu(t,z) = Agp(To + Ait, Xo + M),

for each k = 1,2,..., (ux,px) is a suitable weak solution of ([L.1)-([L.d) for ¢ € (=X, °Ty,0). The
first observation is the property of uniform boundedness of CT and D™ after the rescaling.
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Lemma 6.1. Under the conditions in Theorem @, there exists N > 0 such that for any zy €
(=00, 0] x R‘(iﬂ and 0 <r <1,

lim sup C* (r, zo, ug, pi) < N,

k—o00

and
limsup D™ (r, 2o, ug, pr) < N. (6.1)

k— o0
Proof. Following the proof of Lemma @, we easily have
O+()‘kTa Z(];a u,p) < NHU’HwaLj(w(zg,)\kr)) <N,

To prove (@), we consider three cases on whether Zj is on the flat boundary and the shape of
the w(zk, Apr):

i) Consider when Z, € QTM, ie., Xoq > 0. Based on the blow-up procedure, the uy’s are
defined on a larger and larger domain which eventually expands to the whole space, so we can
always assume uy has definition on Q(zp,r) when k is large. Denote Zy = (X{},0,Tp) to be the
projection of Zy on the flat boundary and 2% to be the projection of z%. Note when k is large,
Mer < Xo.4, we have Q(z5, \er) C Q(Zo, Xo.4) C Q1 (Z0,2X0.4) € QT (Z,1/2) € QF. From
Corollaries E and @, we know that

D(Ta 20, ukvpk) = D()\kT, Z(l)gv uap)
S ND(XO,du 207 U,p) + C
< ND*(2Xo,4, Zo, u;p) + C
< ND*(1/2, Zo,u,p) + C

2—1/d
< NIl + €

ii) Consider when Z; € Qf/4, Xo.a =0, and r > 29 4. When k is large, we have w(z%, A\xr) C
Q(2k,201) € QT (Zo,1/2) C QF. From the proof of Corollary [L.9 we have
DT (r, 20, up, pr.) = DT (it 28, u, p)
< ND* (27, 28, u,p)
< ND"(1/2, Zy,u,p) + C

2—1/d
= N”p”L2ff/d(Q+) +C.

iii) Consider when 7, € QTM, Xo,g =0 and r < 29,4. When £k is large, we have w(zg,)\kr) =
Q(zE, ) € Q(2E, Mzo.a) € QF(Zy,1/2) € QF. From the proofs of Corollaries B.7 and [ we
have

D (r, 20, ug, pr) = D(Akr, 26, u, p)
< ND(MeZod, 2§, u,p) + C
< ND(2\rxo,a, 25, u,p) + C
< ND*(1/2, Zy,u,p) + C

2-1/d

< N2,

Therefore, DV (r, 2o, Uk, px) is uniformly bounded by ||p||L271/d(Q+) plus some constant. O

After we proved the boundedness, we can again prove the results of Proposition , Corollary
b.9, Lemma and Proposition .9 in the same fashion as previous. Here we show the proof of
Theorem in the boundary case Xg 4 = 0. The interior case is similar.
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Proof of Theorem . Owing to Propositions @ and @, we have

up, — 0 in C([~1/4%,0]; Loa_1/a) (BT (1/4))).

Hence

lim sup C’+(T, 20, Uk, pr) = 0
k— o0

for r € (0,1/4). Also recall that DT (r, 2o, ug, px) has a uniform bound for r € (0,1/4). Following
the proof of Lemma @ we have: for any ¢ > 0, there is a rp > 0 small and a positive integer kg
such that, for any 2o € (—1/42,0] x BT(1/4),

AT (10, 20, Ukg s Pro ) + ET (10, 20, Uk s Po ) + DT (10, 20, Ung s Phy ) < €,

which implies

A+()‘k0T07 Z(])mu U,p) + E+()‘k0T07 Z(])mu uap) + D+()‘k0r07 Zgoauup) S €,

We choose € sufficiently small and apply Theorem @ to deduce that u is Holder continuous around
Zy since zg" is an arbitrary point around Z,. We reach a contradiction and finish the proof. [
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