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SINGULAR VELOCITY OF THE STOKES AND NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS NEAR
BOUNDARY IN THE HALF SPACE

Tongkeun Changﬁ and Kyungkeun Kangﬁ

ABSTRACT. Local behaviors near boundary are analyzed for solutions of the Stokes and Navier-Stoke equations in
the half space with localized non-smooth boundary data. We construct solutions of Stokes equations whose velocity
field is not bounded near boundary away from the support of boundary data, although velocity and gradient velocity
of solutions are locally square integrable. This is an improvement compared to known results in the sense that ve-
locity field is unbounded itself, since previously constructed solutions were bounded near boundary, although their

normal derivatives are singular. We also establish singular solutions and their derivatives that do not belong to L _

near boundary with ¢ > 1. For such examples, there corresponding pressures turn out not to be locally integrable.
Similar construction via a perturbation argument is available to the Navier-Stokes equations near boundary as well.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study local regularity of the Stokes and the Navier-Stokes equations near flat boundary. Let
Bf = {z = («',7,) € R" ! xR : || < r,x, > 0}, n > 2. We consider the Stokes system near local
boundaries.

(1.1) u—Au+Vr=0 divu=0 in QF := Bf x (0,4),

where u indicates the velocity of the fluid and 7 is the associated pressure. We emphasize that no-slip boundary
condition is given only on the flat boundary, i.e.

(1.2) u=0 on X:=(ByN{x, =0}) x(0,4).
Similar situation can be examined for the Navier-Stokes equations, namely
(1.3) ug — Au+ (u-V)u+ Vr =0, divu=0 in QF

together with the boundary condition (L.2).

Unlike the heat equation, due to non-local effect of incompressible fluid flow, we cannot expect local smooth-
ing property for (I.T)) or (I.3)) near boundary. Indeed, the first author constructed a weak solution of (I.I) whose
normal derivatives near boundary are unbounded. To be more precise, the singular solution, denoted by u,
constructed in [[11]] is locally bounded weak solutions in Q;, namely,

44 lellpoo oy + ltll gy < 000 Nlullpoe gy = o0

In [12]], such construction was extended to the Navier-Stokes equations as well and various types of blow-up
rates were established near boundary. We remark that constructed singular solutions in [[11]] and [12] are due to
nonlocal effect of solutions in the half-space caused by compactly supportd singular boundary data.

Meanwhile, in [I5], Seregin and Sverdk constructed a Hélder continuous solution up to boundary in the
form of shear flow whose normal derivatives are, however, unbounded near boundary in the half-space. It is
remarkable that such a solution satisfies homogeneous initial and boundary conditions and the solution, however,
is not of finite energy in the half space in contrast to ones constructed in [[11]] and [12].
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On the other hand, a certain type of local maximal regularity was proved near boundary via a priori estimate.
More precisely, in [14} Proposition 2] it was shown in three dimensions that for given p, ¢ € (1, 2] the solution
of the Stokes equations (L.I)-(1.2)) satisfies the following a priori estimate: For any r with p < r < oo

2
(1.5) ”utHL?LQ(Q? {1V UHL?LQ(Q? + HVW”L?LQ(Q? ¢ (””HL;IWQ'P(QD + HW”L?L@(QD) ‘
Furthermore, due to parabolic embedding, it follows that
2
1. 2——.
(1.6) | u HCQCQQ+ 0, 0O0<ac< .

It is worth to mention that the estimates Ql_j]) is optimal, since the authors constructed in [8] an example that
satisfies (I.3) but any higher integrability of the example fails (see also [12])).

We remark very recently that local boundary regularity of solutions was improved for the Stokes system,
when boundary condition is given as Navier-boundary condition, not no-slip boundary condition (see [10]).

So far, singular solutions that has been constrructed in above references are bounded, in fact, Holder continu-
ous but the normal derivatives of velocity are singular near boundary in the half space. One may wonder whether
or not there exists a singular solution that is unbounded itself near boundary. Our main objective is to construct
a weak solution of the Stokes and Navier-Stokes equations sucht that velocity field is singular near boundary in
the half space (the definition of weak solutions of Stokes equations is given in section [3). Furthermore, we are
also interested in establishing an example so that velocity fileld is bounded but it does not belong to C?, class
of Holder continuous functions, with any exponent o > 0 near boundary. We remark that since we are looking
for solutions that are not Holder continuous functions itself, due to above a priori estimate (I.3)), the associated
pressure is unlikely to belong to L}, , p > 1, which turns out to be the case in examples of our construction. Our
main resutls will be precisely stated in the next section.

2. MAIN RESULTS

For convenience, we introduce a tensor L;; defined by

Tn
2.1) Lij(z,t) = Dy, / D, T(z,t)Dy;N(x — 2)dz, i,j=1,2,--- ,n,
0 JRr1
where I" and N are the n dimensional Gaussian kernel and Newtonian kernel defined by
1 = —n+2

e it t>0, 7!96\ n > 3,

(2.2) D(z,t)={ ()2 N(z) = { n{n—2en
0 t <0, -+ In |z| n=2.
It is known that Lij satisfies following relations:
23) ZLZZ = Dmnr Lij=Lji1<ij<n—1, Lin=Loi+Bin if i #n,
where
2.4 Bin(x,t) = D, T(a' — 2 2,,t)D,,N(',0)dz’
Rnfl

Furthermore, we remind an estimate of L;; defined in 2.1) (see (2.6) in [16]])
(2.5) D DR L2, 1)| < ¢

2 (|af2 + 1) 7340 aF 4 1) 2
where 1 < 4,5 < n except for the case that i # n and j = n.
We recall the following Stokes equations in a half space:

2.6) —Aw+ Vp=0, divw=0 in R} x (0,00),
' wlt=o = 0, Wz, =0 = g



It is known that w is represented by
nooet
(27) wi(ﬂf, t) - Z/ / KZ](‘T/ - yla ‘TTHt - S)Qj(y/, S)dy,d37
j—l 0 Rn—1

where the Poisson kernel K of the Stokes equations in R"} x (0, co) is given as follows (see [16]):
Kij(:nl —y ap,t) = —25iijnF(JL'l -y xn,t) + 4Lij(x' — T, t)
+28;,0(t) Dy, N (2" — o/, ).

The formula of the associated pressure p is also given as

(2.8)

k=n
plat) == Day Dy, N(2' = o/, 20)gi (v t)dy/
=1 Rnfl

(2.9) k=n t
+2 Z(Dt —A) / / ar(#, s)/ Dy Ny ,z,)T(2' —y —2',0,t — s)dy'dz'ds
=1 0 Rn—1 Rn—1
+ N */ Dtgn(x7 t)7
We specify a boundary data g : R"~! x R, — R" with only non-zero n—th component defined as follows:
(210) g(y,7 8) = OZ(O, e 707 gn(ylv S)) = OZ(O, e 707 95(1//)92;(3))7

where o > 0 is a parameter, which will be taken sufficiently small for the case of the Navier-Stokes equations.
Here g5 > 0 and g;{ > ( are assumed to satisfy

(2.11) gS € CX(A), supp g] € (0,1), g € LYR)nC*>([0,1)),
where the set A C R"~! is defined by
(212) A= {y, = (y17y27"' 7yn—1) € Rn_l | 1< |y,| < 27 -2< Yi < _17 1<i<n— 1}

Here we consider the case of non-smooth g;( , which is supposed to be three kinds of prototype types. More
precisely, we assume the following for g;{ :

Assumption 2.1. We suppose that g/ (s) = ¢(1 — s), where ¢ satisfies

(2.13) ¢ >0, supp ¢ C (0,1), ¢€L'(R)NC®((0,1]), ¢(1)=0.
Assume further that either

(2.14) 6(s) = [Ins| or (s)=|ns|™, se(O %]

or ¢ satisfies

(2.15) o) (s) ~ ¢®)(25), s e (0, i], k=0, 1

Here, A ~ B means that there exists a constant ¢ > 1 such that c 1B < A < ¢B. Furthermore, we also
assume that

1
(2.16) / 57%p(s)ds ~ max(1,e " %p(e)), 0<a, a##l.
1
(2.17) / 57 (s)ds =~ TP/ (e), O0<a a#l.
2.18 " o(s)ds ~ .
@.18) | otsyas ~ cofe

Some comments are prepared for the Assumption 2.1l



(i) In case that % < t < 1, if ¢ satisfies (2.15)), then one can see that
1
(2.19) o (t —s) ~ oW (1 —5) for 5 <s<2A-1 k=01,

(2.20) 1 —t)~ (1 —5s) for 20—1<s<t k=01,

since 3(1—s) <t—s< (1—s)fori <s<2t—landg(l—s)<1—t<(1—s)for2t—1<s<t.
Similarly, if 1 < ¢t < %, it is straightforward that

(2.21) ot —s)~¢®)(1—5) for Z<s<2—t k=0,1,
(2.22) ot -1 mo®(t—s) for 2—t<s<1l k=01

This is also due to facts that (1—s) <t—s < 2(1—s)and §(t—s) <t—1< (t—s)for0 <s<2—t
and 2 — t < s < 1, respectively.
(ii) One can check that ¢(s) = |In s| or ¢(s) = |Ins| ™" satisfy (Z16)-@ZI8). We note that ¢(¢) = ¢~ with

a € (0,1), a+ a # 1 is another typical type that we will treat in this paper.

(iii) We note that ¢(t) = t~%n(t) is a prototype in Assumption where 7 is cut off fuction with n(¢) = 1
fort € (0,%) and n(t) = 0 fort > 3.

As a notational convention, we denote sgn (a) = 1ifa > 0 and sgn (a) = —1ifa < 0.

Next lemma, some elementary properties of ¢ are stated and, for clarity, its proof will be given in section 3.

Lemma 2.2. Let0 <t < % and ¢ satisfy the Assumption 2.1l Then, for 0 < z, < % and \/t < x,,,

(2.23) S(t)e ™ < cp(a?), sgn(¢)d (et < csgn(¢)d (a2).

In the case ¢ =t~ there is a large constant €; > 1 such that if 1/t < x,,, then there exists there a sufficiently
small € depending on €, such that

(2.24) t_%e_élé(b(t) < ez, sgn(d) @ (z2).

n

From 2.7), 2.8)), and 2.3)5, for 1 < i < n, we have
t
wile) =4 [ [ Lue =yt = )y )iy ds
0 Rn—1

t
4 1_5zn an ' — /7 n7t_ n /7 d /d
(25) +4( )/0 /}Rn1 (@' =y 0, t — 8)gn(y’, s)dy'ds

+2 Dy, N(2' =y ) gn(y', t)dy’
Rnfl
= wiL(ac, t) + wlB(x, t) + wZN(x, t).

Form now on, for simplicity, we denote by I the n — 1 dimensional Gaussian kernel.

Definition 2.3. As a notational convention, we denote AN B := max {A, B}. Further, for a positive function
1
g, we say that f ~ e~ jf ¢ e 9) < |f(2)| < ce59®) for some constant ¢ > 0.

Lemma 2.4. Let I and N be n — 1 dimensional Gaussian kernel and n dimensional Newtonian kernel defined
in @2). Let X' € R" ! with |X'| > 1,0 < 2, < § and t > 0. Then, there exists ¢ > 0, independent of X', x,
and t, such that

/ (X" — 2/ t)D,, N(2',2p)d2 = Dy N(X' 2) + 1(X' 2, ) + J1 (X, 2, 1),

(2.26) R

/ (X' =2 t)D, N(,0)dz = Dx,N(X',0) + Jo(X', 1),
Rn—1



wherei=1,2,--- ,n— 1and I, Jy and J, satisfy

n— ‘x/‘z
(2.27) [, t) a2 €00 (X o, t)| < cxptz, (X 0] <ctz m>1,
where " =" and § are defined in Definition 2.3

The proof of Lemma[2.4] will be provided in section 3|

Remark 2.5. Leti = 1,2, ,n—1. Suppose that z',y' € R" 1 with |z'| < } andy' € A and, for convenience,
we denote X' = x' —y'. Then, it is direct that § < |X'| < 3, because < x; —y; and | X'| < (|2/| +|y/|) < 3,
which implies that there are positive constants ci and co such that
c1 <Dy N(@' —y,0) < co, 12y < Dy, N(2' — o/, 2,) < comp.
Therefore, it follows from 2.26) and @2.27) that
/ @' —y — 2, t)D,, N (2, 0)d’
Rn—1

(2.28) <e, |2 <

(2.29)

/ Mz —y — 2, t)D,, N(2',z,)d2
Rn—1

n—1 1
< c(mn +1 2 6_5), || <=, ¢ €A,

where % <t< %, 0 < s < tand k > 0. Furthermore, there exist co > 0 and ty € (0, %) such that if

0<t—s <ty then

1
(2.30) co < / (' —y — 2t —s)D,, N (2, 0)d? 2’| < 3 y € A,
Rn—1
n— 1
(2.31) co(xn + t_Tle_%) < / (2 —y — 2t —5)D,, N(',x,)d?, 2’| < 3’ y € A
Rn—1
Indeed, the estimate 2.31)) is due to the computations that
/ V(' —y — 2t —8)D,, N(2, x,)d7
Rnfl
> D, N(X' z,) + et — |1 (2 @n,t = 5)| > c(wn + t_%e_%).
In conclusion, due to 2.28)-@2.31)), we obtain
1
(2.32) / (' —y — 2 t—s8)D,N(2,0)d ~c, 2’| < 3’ y € A,
Rn—1
n— 1
(2.33) / (2 —y — 2t —s)D,, N(2,2,)d? =~ x, + t_Tle_%, 2’| < 3’ y € A
Rn—1
O
We define for notational convention
1
D, = {(x,t) € R x (0,00) : |t—1|% > Tp, [t—1] <tg, 0< xp < 5},
n 1 1
D_ =< (x,t) € R} x (0,00) : [t = 1|2 <y, [t—1] <ty, 0 <2y < 50
n 1 Ty 1
Dy = ¢ (z,t) € R x (0,00) : = < <1, t—=1<ty, 0<zp<=p.
T :

Here ¢y > 0 is given in Remark[2.5]and ¢; < t( will be determined later. We also introduce two different regions
defined by

254_ = D+ N {(-Z',t) L Tp S ﬁo‘t_ 1‘%}7
(2.34)

D_=D_n {(x,t) : €1|t—1|% < xn},
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where €y and €; be positive constants with 0 < ¢y < 1 < €1 < oo, which will be specified later.

Theorem 2.6. Let w be the solution of the Stokes equations 2.6)) in the half-space with boundary data g given in
2.10Q) and @.11). Suppose that ¢ satisfies Assumption 2.1} Then, there is 0 < t1 < to such that if |t — 1| < ty,
a # %, || < % and 0 < z, < % such that we prove the following: Leti =1,2,--- ,n— 1.

1 if p(t) = [Int|™!
239 (2.8 < row =it
o(|]1 —t|) otherwise.
In case that ¢(t) # [Int| ™", there exist o and e1, depending on ty, in (Z38) such that
(2.36) wi(x,t) > cp(1—t) if (z,t)€D_, t<1.
(2.37) wi(x,t) < —cp(t —1) if (x,t) €D_UDy, 1<t<1+to.

(t—1)va2) T (t—1)va2)), ifl<t<?

(2.38) | Dz, wiz, )| < c .
(A—t)va2)z|¢ (1—t)vad))|, if3<t<l
(2.39) Dy wilw,t) @ —(1 = 1)3¢/(1 - )5, —wnd/(e2)L5 , 1—t; <t<l.
(2.40) Dy wi(z,t) ~ —(t—1)"2¢(t — 1) if (v,t) €Dy, 1<t<1+t
If1<t<1+t and (z,t) € D_ then
_anS/(:E%)) lf ¢ = t_a7
(2.41) D, wi(z,t) ~ , o2
—nd (22) + (t — 1) 222" D p(t — 1), otherwise.
—¢/'(1 —1), if1—t; <t<l,
(2.42) p(a,t) = .
Tpt—1)"2p(t—1) £ 1, ifl<t<l+t.

Remark 2.7. The results of Theorem imply the following regularity of the solution for |t — 1| < t1 and
lx] < % near boundary: Let Q := BT x (1 —t;,1+t)andi=1,2,--- ,n— 1.
2

(1) (The case ¢(t) = |In(t)|) Forany p1 < oo andps < 3
wi € LPY(Q), Da,w; € LP(Q), p € Lyeai(Q)  but
wi ¢ L°(Q), Dg,wi ¢ L*(Q), p¢LY(Q).
(2) (The case ¢(t) = |In(t)|~!) Forany p3 > 3, p1 > 1 and a € (0,1)
w; € L(Q), Day,w; € L(Q), peLY(Q), but
w; € C*(Q), Dg,wi ¢ LP(Q), p ¢ LP(Q).
(3) (The case ¢(t) =17, 0 < a <1). Foranyps < 4, ps < 15z and p7 < 11=
w; € IP(Q), Dg,wi € L(Q), peLP(Q), but
wi ¢ L3 (Q), Dpywi ¢ LW5(Q), p¢ LT(Q).

The case that ¢(t) = t~%, 0 < a < 1 is most interesting and, combining Theorem [2.6] and Remark 2.7, we
make a table to show asymptotic behavior of the solution near boundary.

(2.43)

(2.44)

(2.45)



Region w; D, w; p
D, ~—(1-t)Eg(1l—t)=(1—t)"2@
t<1 ~—¢(l-t)=(1—t)"'7"
D_ | =o(1—1t) ~ —wpd(27) = w72
Dy r—(t—1)TEgt — 1)~ —(t—1)7870
t>1| D_ ~ ot —1) N —an ¢ (a2) ~ a2 Nzt —1)"2g(t —1)~ (t—1)""
Dy ~ ¢t —1) ~—an(t—1)"2¢t—1) & (t—1)"°
Integrable el? p< % 3 1
. ELp,p<l+% but ¢ LT+ ELp,p<1J%a but ¢ LT+e
property but ¢ L2a

Remark 2.8. When it comes to global estimate of the solution w in the half-space, it is worth mentioning that w
belongs to the same spaces as shown in Remark[2Z For example, in the case ¢ = |Int|™!, since the boundary
data g, (t) in @1Q) is Dini-continuity for all 0 < t < oo, it follows due to [1]] that w is boudned in the half
space, i.e. w € L®(R x (0,00)) (see also [2] and [3]). Moreover; since ¢ € L N B %, using the results in
4] and 5], one can see that

(2.46) vaHL:’(R’}FX(O,OO)) <c <H¢||L3(O,oo) + quHBé(O,oo)) < 0.

3

The other cases such as ¢(t) = |Int| or t=% can be treated similarly, and thus we skip their details. Our
results can be understood that temporal singular behaviors caused by compactly supported boundary data are
immediately transfered to all over the place and, in addition, unlike the interior local smoothing in spatial
variables is not available near boundary. We remark that spatial singular behavior of compactly supported
boundary data is not delivered to other places and local smoothing effect is available in any region away from
the data (see [13]]).

Remark 2.9. We remark that authors showed in [| that there is a very weak solution of (1) or (I3) so that
Vw is not squre integrable, i. e.,

Vw”L%Qf) = 00, although HwHL2(Ql+) < oo. It turns out that it is a special

case almost close to a = % and thus it is observable that w is not bounded and T is not integrable in Qf.

Next, we will establish existence of singular solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations as in the Stokes system.
When it comes to the boundary data for temporal variable, we consider only a specific case in the Assumption
2.11 which satisfies the following:

(2.47) ¢(t) = t_a7 te (07 _]7 ac (07 1)7

since we think that it is most interesting. The other cases such as ¢(t) = [Ins| or ¢(s) = |Ins|~ could be
treated similarly, and thus we omit the details of those cases (see Remrak 2.13)).



Let o1 € C°(R™) be a cut-off function satisfying 1 > 0, supp p; C BL\/_ and ¢; = 1in B3. Also, let
2 8
w2 € C°(—00,00) be a cut-off function satisfying w2 > 0, supp s C (—3,3) and g2 = 1in (—2,2). Let
o(x,t) = o1(x)p2(t). Let U = wep and 11 —ﬂgpsuchthatU]Q+ —wandH\Q+ = .

We consider the following perturbed Navier-Stokes equatlons in R% x (0, oo)
(2.48) vp—Av+Vg+div(v@uv+vU+U®v)=—-div(U®U), divv=0
with homogeneous initial and boundary data, i.e.
(2.49) v(z,0) = 0 in R}, v(z,t) =0 on {x, =0} x [0, 00).
n+2

Proposition 2.10. Suppose that ¢ satisfies Assumption 2. 1land Q.47). Let 0 < a < 2(n 3 <q< %.
Then, we have ||\U||12¢ < ca, where o > 0 is defined in 2.10Q). If « is taken to be sufficiently small, then there

is a solution v of (2.48)-(2.49) such that

(2.50) IVl Lan x0,1)) + 10l L20®n < 0,1)) < cUllwll oty 1wl p2ag1)-

) and

In case that 0 < a < 4(n—?3r2)’ we obtain ||w|| 124 < ca forn+2 < q < 2. If ais taken to be sufficiently small,
then v satisfies

(2.51) [0l oo r x0,1)) < elllwll a1y 1wl 20 ()))-

The proof of Proposition will be given in section 5l
We then set u := v + U and p = 7 + ¢, which becomes a weak solution of the Navier-Stokes equations in
Q+ = BT x (0,2), namely
2

(2.52) ug — Au+ Vp = —div (u @ u) , divu=0 Q7,

with boundary data u(z,t) = 0 on {x,, = 0} and homogeneous initial data u(x,0) = 0.

With the aid of Proposition we can construct a solution of the Navier-Stokes equations such that its
behaviors near boundary are more or less the same as those of the Stokes equations mentioned in Theorem
Since its verification is straightforward by combining Theorem [2.6]and Proposition we just state it without
providing its details.

Theorem 2.11. Suppose that ¢ satisfies Assumption and and (2.47) with an additional restriction that
0<a< 2(7;;2 for ¢(t) =t~ Then, there exists a solution of the Navier-Stokes equations, u, in ([EI) such

that it satisfies the same regularity properties mentioned in Remark[2.7] Furthermore, if 0 < a < T2 then u

satisfies pointwise estimates (2.33), (2.36) and (2.37).

Remark 2.12. The pointwise estimate of u in Theorem 2 11 is the combination of @.51) for v in Proposition
2.10 and @2.33)-@2.37) for w in Theorem 2.6l However, the pointwise estimate of Vu is not clear because of the
lack of that of Vv, and instead, LY estimate is only available up to q < % as shown in (2.50). Thus, we leave

n+2)

it as an open question on construction of solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations whose normal derivatives
satisfies pointwise estimates near boundary given in Theorem 2.6

Remark 2.13. In the case that ¢(t) = |Ins| or ¢(s) = |Ins| ™', the estimate Z30) is available for any expoent
q < oo. Thus, it is also available to construct a singular solution of the Navier-Stokes equations with the same
regularity properties as the Stokes system mentioned in Remark[2.7]

This paper is organized as follows: In section[3] proofs of some lemmas are provided. Section[lis devoted to
proving Theorem We present the proof of Proposition 2.10]in Section [3l



3. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we mainly provide proofs of lemmas, which are useful for our analysis. Before we do that, we
first define the notion of weak solutions of the Stokes equations in the half space.

Definition 3.1. Let ¢ satisfy Assumption 21 We say that w € L}, (0, oc; Wl’l(]R’fr)) is a weak solution of the

loc

Stokes equations (2.6) in the half-space with boundary data g given in 2.10) and , if the following equality

holds:
T T T
/ / w - ®ydxdt + / / w - Addxdt + / / Gn * Dy, ®dx'dt = 0
0 i 0 i o Jorn

for each ® € C2(R™ x [0,T]) with

(3.1) divd =0, ®|pp, o7 =0 2(T)=0.
In addition, for each ¥ € C}(R') with \I"aRn =0
+
(3.2) / u(z,t) - VU(x)de =0 forall 0<t<T.
RY
For notational convenition, we denote for fixed @« > 0 and £k = 0, 1
min(1,t)

(3.3) Wy p(t) - = / (t —s)" ") (1 — s)ds,

0

B min(1,t) «2

(3.4) Uy n(t): = / (t — s)" % 7= ¢*) (1 — 5)ds.

0

The following is a key lemma to obtain main results.

Lemma 3.2. Let0 < o, « # 1, o+ a # 1 and % <t< %. Suppose that ¢ satisfies Assumption 2.1l Then,
U, 1(t) and \ild),k(t) in B.3)-B.4) sastisfy following:
(i) Let 1 <t < 2. Then,

(-1t —-1) i ata>1,
3.5 ~
o ol { 1 otherwise .
(36) \I/qﬁ,l(t) ~ (t o 1)1—a¢/(t _ 1)

o 2\ 11—« _ 9 .
(3.7 Uy o(t) ~ { (t-Dvaz) “o(t-1)vaz)) ifa +'a > 1,
1 otherwise .

(3-8) Upa(t) m (t—1) V) ' (t—1) Val).

(1) Let % <t < 1. Suppose that 0 < o < 1. Then,

(1—t)'2p(1 — 1) if a+a>1,
3.9 Wyo(t) =
a0l { 1 otherwise .
(3.10) Ty1(t) = (1—t)7%' (1 —¢).
o5
max(1, 2, 2072 (22)) + ¢(1 — t)(1 — )2 a; 2e 014 if 1—t<a2, a>0,
G.11) Wy o(t) = b(1 — )22 if 22 <1—t, a>1,

max(1, (1 —t)~*T1e(1 —t)) if ¥2<1—t, a<l.
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2

2,202/ () + ¢/ (L= (L =) a2 T if1-t<al a>0,
(B.12) Wy ,(t) = ¢ (1 — t)a2 2 if 2 <1—t, a>1,
(1 —t)=2tle/(1 —t) if 22 <1—t, a<l.

Proof. We first treat the cases W4 o and @45,0- We first remind that

1 3

5(1—3)§t—3§(1—s), Z<t<1 for 0<s<2t—1,

1 3

—(1-95)<1—-t<(1-ys), Z<t<1 for 2t -1<s<t,
(3.13) 5

(1-s5)<t—s5<2(1-y9), 1<t<Z for 0<s<2—t,

1 5

§(t—s)§t—1§(t—8), 1<t<Z for 2—-t<s<l1.

e (The case 1 < t < 2) We split the integral over [0, 1] into [0,2 — ¢] and [2 — ¢, 1]. Then, from (3.13); 4 and
the change of variables, we have
1

2—¢
Uy 0(t) = /0 (1 —-5)"% (1 —s)ds + /2_t(t —1)7%(1 — s)ds,

(3.14) 1 1
_ / s(s)ds+ (t— 1) [ p(s)ds.
t

—-1 0
92 2 2

Applying 2.16) and @2.18) in (3.14), we obtain (3.3).
2 2

__Tn __Tn _ __Tn __Tn
Using 313),, we have e 2G-0) < e 20-3) < e (D for2 —t < s < 1, namely e D < e -9 <
2 2

Tn __Tn _ i
e @1 . Thus, we note that e T&-9 ~ ¢ %1 for 2 — t < s < 1 (see Notation 2.3). Similarly, we split the
following integral:

N 1 22 .2 [l
(.15 Wgo(t) ~ / s~% 3 g(s)ds + (t — 1)~ %e (s)ds.
Due to (2.18)), we have
2 el 2
(3.16) (t=1) "™ [ g(s)ds ~ (8~ 1) FLg(t — e
0

For the first term of the right-hand side of (3.I3), we separate the cases that z2 < ¢ — 1 and #2 >t — 1. In the
2

case that 22 <t — 1,since e~ s ~ 1 fora2 <t—1 < s < 1, we can see via (Z.16) that

1 22 1
(3.17) / 5% 15 P(s)ds = / 5% (s)ds ~ max(1, (t — 1)t — 1)).
t—1 t—1
Thus, if 22 < t — 1, it follows from (3.13), (3.16) and (3.17) that
(3.18) Wy 0(t) ~ max(1, (t — 1) gt — 1)).
Secondly, we treat the case that t — 1 < z2. As in (3.17), we have
1 x% x% :c% 1 x%
(3.19) / sT% 1 P(s)ds = / s~ % s P(s)ds + / s~ % 1s P(s)ds.
=1 t-1 3

2
. —In 2 .
Since e~ s ~ 1 for z;, < s < 1, it follows from (2.16)) that

1 22 1
(3.20) / 5% 1 ¢(s)ds ~ / s7%(s)ds ~ max(1,z, 222 p(z2)).
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This implies that

1 ng
(3.21) max (1, z, 2 2¢p(x2)) < / s % s ¢(s)ds.
t—1
On the other hand, noting that e b < ¢,,b"™ for any b > 0 and m € N, we have
z2 22 x2 22 ) z2
5% s ¢(s)ds < c/ sTY)TMo(s)ds < cexy, m/ 5T (s)ds
(3.22) /t—l t—1 4s " i

< C:E;2mx;2a+2m+2¢($%) < Cl‘;2a+2¢($%).

Estimates (3.19) -(3.22) implies that for 1 < tand ¢t — 1 < 22 < %

1 22
(3.23) / 5% s ¢(s)ds ~ max(1, z, 22 2p(x2)).
t—1

Adding up (3.13), (3.16), (3.18) and (3.23)), we get (3.7).

o (The case % < t < 1) Noting that % < 2t — 1 < t and using (3.13);, 2.19), 2.20), 2.16) and change

of variables, it follows that
t

21
Uyo(t) = /0 (1—5)"%(1—s)ds+ /2 (t—s)"%p(1 —t)ds

t—1

1 1—t

(3.24) _ /2 s + 61— /0 sods
~ max(1, (1 — )1 7%p(1 — t)).

Hence, we obtain (3.9). It remains to show (3.11). We note first via (3.13); 5, (2.19) and (2.20)) that

~ 2t—1 22
Wy 0(t) = /0 (1—8)" % 175 p(1 — s)ds —1—/2
=11 + Is.

t 22
(t—s) Y = ¢p(1 —t)ds

(3.25) t—1

o2
In case that x% < 1 —t, since e mlforl —t<s< 1, it follows due to (2.16]) that

1 22 1
(3.26) L = / §T% TN G(s)ds & / s7%(s)ds ~ max(1, (1 — )" tp(1 —t)).
2

—2t 2-2¢
For I, using the change of variables, we have

1—t l‘% 00 .
Iy = ¢(1 - t)/ s % s ds = (1 — t):ni_zo‘/ 52— g
0

o

1—t

3.27
(327 { P(1 — t)z22 if a>1,

(1 —t)(1—-t)'=  if a<l.
Summing up (3.23)), (3.26) and (3.27)), we obtain

N d(1 — t)z272% + max(1, (1 — )~ e (1 —t)) if a>1,
Loolt) » { max(1, (1 —t)7%Flp(1 —t)) if a<1
d(1 — t)x2—2 if a>1,
~ { max(1, (1 —¢)~%T1p(1 —t)) if <l

Thus, we have (3.11) for the case that 72 < 1 — t.
On the other hand, in case that 1 — ¢ < x%, we split I; as follows:

7, 22 1 a2
(3.28) I, = / 8_a6_517¢(s)d8 —I—/ 8_a6_517¢(8)ds = I11 + Iio.
2

—2t 2

n
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It is straightforwad from (2.16)) that

(3.29) Iy = /: 57 %(s)ds ~ max(1, z, 2“2 p(22)).
Th
With the same estimate of (3.22), we get
(3.30) I = /2 xi s—ae—ﬁ@(ﬁ(s)ds < cxp o2 g(x2).
-2t
Adding up (3:28), (3.29) and (3.30), we obtain for 1 — t < z2
(3.31) I = /%_1(1 — s)—ae—élffigﬁu — 8)ds ~ max(1, z, 222 p(22)).
Direct computations via the ((]:hange of variables give
(3.32) I = (1 — )l / L 50 ids ~ o1 - £)(1 - a2 i,

1-t

22

Hence, from (3.23), (3.32), 3.31) and Lemma[Z2] for 1 — ¢ < 22,
\If(b,o(t) ~ max(1, 2,2 (z7)) + ¢(1 —)(1 — t)z_axﬁ%_élfnt.
We obtain (3.17).

Next, we prove the estimate (3.8) of \if¢71(t). Again we separately consdier the cases that £ < 1 and ¢ > 1.
o (Thecasel <t < %) For convenience, we define

T ng
(3.33) Uy (t;7) ::/ (t—s) % To¢®) (1 —s)ds. k=0,1.
0

We then split the integral, \fJ(z),l(t; 2 —t), as follows:

- i zh 2t zh
(3.34) Uyi(t;2—1t) = / (t—s) % 1t-¢ (1 —s)ds + / (t —s) % 1= ¢'(1 — s)ds.
0

3
4

Since ¢ is smooth in [%, 1], from direct caculation, we have for 0 < z,, < %

3 le
(3.35) | / (= ) TET ¢/ (1 — 5)ds| < Ag < 0o,
0

For the second term in (3.34)), using (2.21) and (2.22), we have

2

2—t x2 2—t «2 I 22
(3.36) [ (t—s) % 1t-9¢'(1 —s)~ ﬁ (1- s)_ae_élﬁgb/(l —8) = / 8_a6_517¢/(s).

i i t—1

2
2 . _5””7nN 2 .
In the case that 2 <t —1,sincee s ~ 1forz; <t—1<s <1, we can see via 2.17) that

1 ) 1
(3.37) /4 s% N3 ¢ (s)ds ~ /4 57 (s)ds = (t — 1)7*TL ' (t — 1).
t—1 t—1
Adding up (3.34), (3.33), (3.36) and (3.37), it follows that
(3.38) Ty (t;2—t) = (t— 1)/ (t — 1),

and thus we obtain (3.8)) for z2 < t — 1.
Secondly, if t — 1 < z2, we split the integral (3.37)) as follows:
% sz w% I% % z%
(3.39) / s Y (s)ds = / s ¢/ (s)ds + / TN Y (s)ds.
t

-1 t—1 2

n
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2
. _Z*n . 2 .
Since e™ s = 1 for z7 < s < 1, it follows from (2.17)) that

1 ) 1
(3.40) /4 ST NS Y (s)ds ~ /4 s (s)ds ~ x, 22/ (22).
3 3
Recalling that sgn(¢/)¢/(s) > 0 for 0 < s < 3 and e~ < ¢,,,b=™ for any b > 0 and m € N, we have
ay, 22 zn x2
sgn((b')/ 7% Y (s)ds < esgn(¢) / sTY=2)T (s)ds
t—1 t—1 018
7,
(3.41) < csgn(¢)z, ™ / 57T (5)ds
t—1

< ez MMy, 2T 250 (¢f) ¢ (22)

< cx, **Psgn ()¢ (7).
Therefore, we deduce from estimates (3.39) -(3.41)) that

L 2
(3.42) /21 ST Y (s)ds ~ 202 (22).
t—
Adding up estimates (3.34), (3.33) , (3.36) and (3.42)), it follows in case t — 1 < x2 that
(3.43) U (t;2 — 1) = 2,202/ (a7),

which implies (3.8) for t — 1 < 2.

o (The case % < t < 1) Noting that % < 2t — 1 < t. Hence, we have

t 2

(3.44) Ty (t) = /g(t - 8)_0‘6_%&(1 — s)ds + / (t— s)_ae_%gb/(l — s)ds.
0

1
2

Since ¢ is smooth in [3, 1], it is direct for 0 < z,, < 1 that

1 22
(3.45) | /2 (t—s) % ¢ (1 —s)ds| < By < .
0

Using (3.13), o, it follows that

t 22
[ (t—s) % 1= ¢/ (1 — s)ds

2

3.46 2-1 =3, ¢ af,
(3.46) m[ (1—8) % T5¢/(1— s)ds + / (t—s) e N5 ¢/ (1 — t)ds

! 2t—1

=0 + L.
In case that 22 < 1 — ¢, direct computations via the change of variables give
¢ (1 —t)p2 2 if a>1,
d1-t)(1-t)t7>  if a<1.

o0

(3.47) L=¢(1—t)al 2 /%
-t

PREARPRULY PPN {

sz
Since e <" &~ 1for 1 — ¢ < s, it follows from (2.16)) that

1
(3.48) I~ / s (s)ds ~ (1 — 1)~ Lg/(1 — 1),
2

—2t

From (3.44) (3.43), (3.46), (3.47) and (3.48), we have
s (1 — t)z2—2 if a>1,
\P¢71(t) ~ _ 1 .
(1—t)y Tyl —t) if a<l.
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We obtain (3.12) for 22 < 1 — .
On the other hand, in case that 1 — ¢ < x%, we split I; as follows:

1
(3.49) I = /ji s_o‘e_%(b'(s)ds + /22 s_ae_%(b'(s)ds = I11 + Io.
—2t z2
It is straightforwad from that
1
(3.50) Iis =~ /: 570 (8)ds ~ 292/ (22).
T
With the same estimate of (3.41]), we have
2
(3.51) sgn(¢’) /;7; S_O‘e_%qﬁl(s)ds < esgn(¢))z 202¢ (22).
—2t
Adding up and (3.51), we obtain for 1 — ¢ < x2
(3.52) L ~ /12t—1(1 —5) % ﬁls ¢ (1 — 5)ds ~ x,2T2¢/ (22).
Direct computations via the charjge of variables give
(3.53) I~ ¢/ (1= t)a; > / 0: SRy & g/ (1 - )1 — 02

1—t
Hence, from (3.44), (3.43), (3.46), (3.32), (3.53) and Lemma[2.2 we obtain (3.12) for 1 — ¢ < x2. Following

similar way of proving (3.3) and (3.9), one can also obtain that

_ 3 5}
(3.54) Uy (t) = |t — 17"t — 1), T <t<y
which implies (3.6) and (3.10). Since its proof is tedious repetition, the details are omitted. O

Next, we provide the proofs of Lemma[2.2]and Lemma 2.4l

Proof of Lemma2.2] Let &k € N U {0} be an integer with 2% < @
follows that

(3.55) Fo(t) < 9(2FT) < (22).

< 2F+1. Due to the Assumption 2.1} it

We choose a positve integer m such that ¢ < 2™, where c is the constant in (3.33). Noting that e~ * < ¢z~ ™,

we obtain
sz
e_équb(t) < 6_512k6k+1¢(xi) < Cm(512k)_mck+l¢($i) < Cmcal—m(2im)k¢(xi) < CmC(Sl_m(Zﬁ(x%).

Since cc,, is an absolute constant, the first inequality in (2.23)) is proved. For the second inquality, it follows
from the following observation:

T Lsgn(d/ (1) ¢/ (1) < sgn(@(214)¢ (2571) < sgn(¢/ (22))6(a2).
Similar computations as above deduce the second inequality, and thus we skip its details. In the case that
¢ = t7¢ it is starightforward that t~1¢(t) ~ sgn(¢’)¢/(t) for 0 < ¢ < i. Again, the similar arguments as
2.23) implies (2.24)), and the details are omitted. O

Proof of Lemma2.4] The second equality of (2.26) was shown in Lemma 3.2 in [8]]. Thus it suffices to prove
the first equality of (2.26). Let 2’ € R"~! with |2/| > 1. We divide R" ! by three disjoint sets D1, Dy and Ds,
which are defined by

_ 1
D, = {z/ eR"L: 2/ — 2| < 1—0]33']},



1
DF{Z eR || < 0|x'|}, Dy =R™1\ (D, UDy).

We then split the following integral into three terms as follows:

(3.56) / F'(m'—z',t)DwnN(z',:En)dz':/ —I—/ +/ =K1+ 1+ Ks.
Rn—1 D1 Do D3

‘We first estimtate 1.

I= / Dy N(2,zp)T (2 — 2, t))d7’
|2/|< 15 |2|

~ot T e —slzl” ik / _ITn wdz!
2/ <35la'| (|22 + 27) 2

12
~c _%6_5‘xt‘ / 1 4
2/|<p2L (2> +1)2

(3.57)

On the other hand, the term K3 is controlled as follows:

n— |z7]
K| < et T ¢ T dd
(|22 +23)2 {12/|> %[}
In ‘Z |2
(3.58) < 7/ dz’
(l2']* + 23)2 Jyz |zl‘gf}
Tn, \z |2

<ec——e < cmnt2
(Ja/|2 + 22)2

m

l='|2 .
where we used that e ™ 2~ < % for m > 0 (in fact, we take m = %).
Meanwhile, we decompose K in the following way.

K :/ (2 — 2, t)D,, N(',2,)d’
Dy
B / ' P/(Zla 1) (Dl‘nN(x, - \/zzlv Tn) — Dl’nN(x,’ xn))dZ,
{1z1< 421}

+ Dy, N(2',2p) /

R {112 %5'%)

= Ky1 + D, N(2', z,) + K12,

where we used fRn (2, 1)d2" = 1. Since o t‘ > 1, we observe that

’Kll(x t)’ x—nt% , 6_‘Zl‘2‘zl‘dzl
(3.59) (AR R CE
In 1 1
12 < caxpt?
(|Jz'|2 +22) 2
and
T R g
[Kaz (2, 1) < = / e dz
/12 2)3 ’ x/
(3.60) (212 + 22)% Jyz1> 4 22y
72
Tn _\x\ 1
2t < cxpt?

<c——e
(J2/|* +a3)2
Adding up (3.537) -(3.60) and putting J; := K3 + K11 + K12, we deduce (2.26)-2.27).

I'(2',1)dz’ — D, N (2, z,,) / (2, 1)d2
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.6]

4.1. Estimate of w. We remind the decomposition of w, which given as w = w” + w” + w? in @23). Let
2’ € B C R""L. Noting that [z’ — /| >  for 3’ € A and recalling boundary conditions in Z.I0)-@.IT) with
Assumption 2.1} it follows for % <t< % that

t
wk (z,t) =/ / Lni(2 — ¢ an,t — $)gn(y', s)dy'ds
0o JA
t

@.1) < c/ (t — s)_%qﬁ(l — s)ds
0
~ max(L, |t — 1|7 (|t - 1])),
where we used (2.3).
On the other hand, we note that wZN vanishes for ¢ > 1. Furthermore, it follows from (2.23)) that
4.2) wi (z,t) = 2/ Dy, N (2 =y, 2n)gn (v, )y’ = 2T3g5 (') (1 — 1),
A
where

Tigs(z') = /A Dy N(2' —y )95 (v)dy .

Since T;g5 (2') is positive and finite, we have T;g5 (') ~ 1 for [2/| < % and x,, € (0, 3), which implies via

@.2) that
4.3) w) (z,t) = ¢(1 — )Ty

It remains to estimate w?. Since w? = 0 for i = n, we note that |2/ —y'| > 1 for |2/| <  and y’ € A. Using
(2.28)) and (2.30), for ¢ # n,wehavefor% <t< %

¢
w?(m, t) = / Dy, Ti(xp,t — s)gZ(s) / / (' —y — 2, t)D,,N(%, O)dz'g;?(y')dy'ds
(4.4) 0 AR

t
~ / Dy Ti(xp,t —s)g) (s)ds.
0

We separately treat (4.4]) for the cases that ¢ < 1 and for ¢ > 1.

e (The case 1 — tg < t < 1) Using (@.4) and (3.11)), we observe that

2

t a2
w?(:p,t) =~ —/ Tn 5 e =9 p(1 — s)ds
0 (t—s)2

4.5) 6(1—1) if 2, < (1—1)3,

2
Tn

d(22) + d(1 —t)(1 — )2z LeTF  if (1 —t)2 < .

Therefore, we have

1 if ¢(t) = [Int| ™!
4.6 wB(z,t)] <

~Y .
otherwise.

Adding up @.1)), [@.3) and (4.6), we obtain

1 if ¢(t) = [Int| ™!
@) (o) < o0 =t
o(1—1t) otherwise.

We complete the proof of (2.33)) for ¢ < 1.
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Let ¢ # |Int| ~! and we choose a sufficiently large €; > 1. We then show that there exists a sufficiently small
¢ depending on ¢; such that w?(z,t) > —ep(1 —t) in D_ = {(z,t) eD_:e1v/T—t < 2, < 5}. Indeed,
recalling the second estimate in (.3)), it follows that

(4.8) wB (@, t) 2 —d(E(1 — 1)) — (1 — t)ep e ™09 > —ep(1 — ).

In a similar way, we can see via (4.)) that

4.9 lwh (z,1)| < ep(1 — 1), for (z,t) € D_.

Summing up estimates @.3), @.8) and @.9), we conclude in D_ that

(4.10) wi(z, t) > w (@) + w? (2, 1) — [wF(2,8)| > (c = 2)(1 —t) > gqﬁ(l —1).

We complete the proof of (2.36) for ¢ < 1.

o (The case 1 <t < 1+ ty) With the aid of (3.7) and (@.4), we have

1 22
wP (z,t) ~ —/0 0 In )é e t=9¢(1—s)ds
— S)2

(4.11)

MI»—-

B Tt —1)"20(t —1)  ifx2 <t—1,
max(1, ¢(x2)) ift —1<a2.
Owing to (&.1)), @.3) and (4.11), it follows that
1 if ¢(t) = |Int| ™
@12 i, 6] < o =i
o(1—1t) otherwise,

which implies (2.33) for ¢ € (1, %) and thus together with (7)), the proof of (2.33)) is completed. Moreover, if
¢ # |In t|_1, by choosing sufficiently small ¢g such that for 11/t — 1 < z,, and /t — 1 < £, we have

(4.13) wh (@, t) + wh(z,t) < (—ctevVi—1)gt —1) < —§¢(t —1).
On the other hand, from (@.1J) and (@.11)), for 1 < ¢ < 1 + ¢¢ and %\/t — 1<z, <+t—1,wehave
c c
wila, 1) < (~5 + )6l — 1) < ~So(t — 1)

This completes the proof of (2.37). O
4.2. Estimate of Vw. We note for 1 < ¢ <n — 1 that

n—1
(4.14) Dy, wf(w,t) = =) Dywli(,t) + Dmf(w t),

k=1

where

t
fla,t) = / Do T(@ — '\ n,t — 8)gu(2 s)d2'ds,
Rn 1

33‘ t / / zk y/7xn7t_8)gn(y/78)dy/d87 k= 1727"' ,7’L—1.
Rn—1
Similar estimates as in (@) imply for 3 < ¢ < 2 that
(4.15) D, wh(z,t) < cmax(1, |t — 1|2 gb(\t —1))).

Tn
It is also straightforward as in (£.3) that
(4.16) |Dyw]Y (z,1)] < cp(|t — 1) Tgeny-

We can easily see that tangential derivatives of wZB satisfy essentially the same estimates as those of wZB , hamely
|Dyrw? (,t)| satisfies (@.6). Therefore, it remains to estimate D, w?. As before, we treat the cases that t < 1
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and ¢ > 1 seperately.

o (The case 1 — tg <t < 1) We recall that
Bin (2, 2, t) = Dy, A2, 20, 1),

where

4.17) Ai(,t) :/ 1F(x/ — 2 xn, t)D,, N(2',0)d7, i=1,2,---,n—1.
Rn

Using that (D; — A)A; = 0 for (z,t) € R? x (0,00) and g/ (y/,0) = 0, we have
t
Dol ) = [ [ DeBu — it = T (0 5)alds
Rn—1

(4.18) / / (Dy — AN A (&' — o st — 8)g) (i, s)dy'ds
Rn—1

= ; T
- /0 /Rn1 Ai(x" =y wn,t — 8)(Ds — Ay g, (v, 5)dy'ds.

Due to the estimates ([2.28)), and (3.11)), the second term is estimated as follows:

/ A 1A — T, t — )Aygn(y s)dy'ds

t 2
4(t ) 1—35)d
(4.19) N/o ot e

2
max(1, z,¢(z2)) + ¢(1 — t)(1 — t)%x;Ze_élﬁ if 1 —t<a2,
max(1, (1 —t)2¢(1 —t)) if 22 <1—t.
On the other hand, due to 2.28), (2.30) and (3.12), we compute for the first term as follows:

t
/ / Al(gj/ - y/7 T, t— S)DSQZ(y/v s)dy/ds
0 JRn-1

t 1 x%

R — / e T3¢/ (1 — s)ds

(4.20) 0 (t—s)2
op
N T (22) + ¢'(1 —t)(1 — t)%:v,jze_élm if 1 —t< a2,
(1-1)3¢/(1—1) if 22 <1—t.

Thus, using Lemma[2.2] it follows that
4.21) 1Dy wP (2,1)] < —c(1— 1)2¢/(1 — OIp, + znd (22)Ip

Hence, we obtain the second part in (2.38). In addition, we also note that

(4.22) D, wi(x,t) ~ {

This completes the proof of (2.39).
e (Thecasel <t <1+t
We first recall that

1
(4.23) Dy, wP(z,t) = / D2 Ai(x =y n,t — 8)gn(y, s)dy ds,
0 Rn 1

—(1—t)%¢’(1—t) if 0<1—1t<min{t,t} and (z,
—x,¢ (22) if 0<1—1t¢<min{tg,t;} and (z,

t) € Dy
tyeD_.
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2

where A; is defined in @.I7). Since |[D2 A;(z' — v, zpn,t —5)| < c(t — s)_%e_ i, it follows from (37) that
2

1 22 .
|D,, wP (2, 1) <c/0 (t—s)_%e_mdl—s)dsgc((t—l)\/:ni) 2 QS((t—l)\/:E%)).

We complete the proof of the first part in (2.38)).
In case that x,, < €gv/t — 1, it is direct that for 0 < s < 1,

D2 Ty(xn,t —5) ~ —(t— ) 2 D005 m —(t — 5)7 2,
Hence, it follows from (2.28)), and (3.3)) that
(4.24) Dy, wB(z,t) ~ —(t — 1)"26(t — 1).
Combining (#.13)) and @.24), for z,, < €9/t — 1, we have
Dy, wi(a,t) ~ —(t — 1) 2¢(t — 1),

which completes the proof of (2.40) for z,, < egv/t — 1.
Next, we consider the case that €;/t — 1 < z,,. Dividing time interval into two parts suchas 0 < s < 2 — ¢
and 2 — t < s < 1, we split the integral

2—t
Dy, wf (z,t) =/ 1 D2 Ai(x' —y w0, t — 8)gn(y', s)dy'ds
0 Rn

4.25 1
42 + / D2 Ai(2' =y, xn,t — 8)gn(y', 5)dy'ds
Rn 1

=J1 + Jo.

G
Noting that D2 T'y(zy,,t — s) ~ (t — 1)" 2e710-1 for 2 —t < s, we obtain
o2 1 5 o2
(4.26) Jom (t — 1) 322 30D (1 — s)ds ~ (t — 1) 222e 3D ¢(t — 1).
2t

Using that (D; — A)A; = 0 for (z,t) € R} x (0,00). Since ¢(1) = 0 and integrating .J; by parts, we get

2—t
Jl :/ / (Dt - A/x)Al(x/ - y/7 Tn, t— S)Qn(y/, S)dy/ds

Rn—1

2—t

/ A y Tn,t )Dsgn(y/73)dy/ds
Rn—1
4.27) 2t
/ A2 =y, t — ) Nyga(y', s)dy/ ds
Rn—1

- Ai(@' =y 2t — 2)o(t — 1)g5 (v )dy

=J11 + Jig + Ji3.

It is straightforward from (2.28) and (2.30) that .J;3 satisfies

ng
(4.28) Jig = — Ai(a' — o2t — 2)p(t — 1) g, (v)dy' ~ —71 e D p(t —1).
Rr—1 (t — 1)5
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From the proof of (3.7) , the second term .J15 is controlled as follows:

2t
| 12| < (@' =y xn,t — 8)ALgn(y', s)dy'ds
Rn— 1
gc/ e T G(1 — s)ds
o (t— 3)5
: =t =3
(4.29) < c/ — e (1 — s)ds
0o (1—s)2

Due to (3.8)), we have

]
e =g (1 —8)ds ~ —x,¢' (22).

2t
(4.30) Ju ~ _/ 1
0 (t—s)2

We note for €11/t — 1 < x,, with sufficiently large €¢; > 0 that

2 2 2

(t— 1) 222e D@t —1) — (t—1)"2e DGt —1) ~ (t— 1) 2ae TED (¢ — 1),
max(1, z,¢(27)) — 2n¢' (z7,) = —xnd (27.).
From (.23) to @.30) , for t — 1 < to for small to, we have

2

(4.31) Dy, wB(@,t) ~ 20 (@2) + (t — 1) 322e T (t — 1).

Tn Mg

With the aid of @.13)), (@.31)) and Lemma[2.2] we complete the proofs of Z.41)) for e;v/t — 1 < xy,.

4.3. Estimate of pressure. For convenience, we denote

t
Ugn(2',0,t) =/ /F(w’—y’,O,t—S)gn(y’,S)dy’dS-
0o JA

Recalling that g, (2’,0) = 0 and (2.9), we decompse p = p1 + p2 + p3, where
pl(l’, t) = _Danan « gn(ﬂc, t)7
pa(x,t) = 2(Dy — A")D,, N ' Ugy (1)
(4.32) =2D;D, N ' Ug,(x,t) — 2A'D, N ¥ Ug,(x,t)
= P21 + P22,
pg(.ﬁl’, t) =N+« Dtgn(xa t)
Since |2/ — y/| > 1 for |2/| < § and i € A, we can estimate p; and p; as follows:
Ip1(z,t)| < cop(l — t)I{0<t<1}7
p3(x,t) = —¢'(1 - t)1{0<t<1}-

It remains to estimate po. Firstly, for pao we note that

(4.33)

pa(z,t) = —2A’D, N «' Ug,(z,t) = —2D,, N ' UN g, (x,t)

(4.34) t 1
= —2/ / (t—35)"240"g, (v, 5) / Mz —y — 2t —s)Dy, N(2, x,)d2 dy ds.
0 /A Rn-1



From (4.34) and (2.29), we have
¢ _1 _n=1 1
|p2a(z,t)| < c/o (t—s)"2(zn+(t—s)" 2z e T9)g, (s)ds

< (1 + my max(1, |t — 1[26(t — 1))))
< emax(1, 2ot — 1|2o([t — 1)).

(4.35)

o (The case % <t<1)
Since g,,(y’,0) = 0, by intergration by parts and (2.31)), we have

¢
po1(z,t) = / / (t— s)_%(b/(l —s) / I(x' —y — 2t —s)D,, N(2',2,)d? g, (v )dy' ds
0 JAa Rn—1

(4.36)

n—-1 _§ 1

~ /Ot(t — s)_%(b’(l — s)(azn +(t—s)" z e (tﬂ‘))ds

~ max(1,z,(1 — )28/ (1 — t)).

Therefore, adding up (4.33), and (@.36)), we otain for z,, < % and 1 — ¢t < ¢4,
(4.37) p(x,t) ~ —cg/(1 —t).

We prove the first part of (2.42)) for t < 1.

e (The case 1 < t) Since py(x,t) = ps(x,t) = 0fort > 1, Lemma.4limplies that

1
Pog = —2 / (t — s)_%A'gn(y', s)(Dan(a:’ — vy zn) + (T + 1) (2 =y, 2, t))dy’ds
0 JRn—1
1

(4.38) ’ c/ (enlt —5)77 + (t — 5)"Fe T 7)p(1 — s)ds
< e{1 4 symax(l, (1~ 1ot - 1)

and

(4.39) - /01 (alt — 5)73 + (¢ — )" "F e @0 )p(1 — s)ds

~ ap(t — 1) 2¢(t — 1) + 1.
Hence, we have
(4.40) 1 (t — 1)_%¢(t —1) — o < par(z,t) < czzp(t — 1)_%¢(t — 1) + ¢y,

which implies the second part of (2.42) for ¢t > 1, and thus we complete the proof of (2.42).

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.101

To prove Propositiion we consider the following equations
Wy =AW +VQ=f R} x(0,7),
(5.1) diviW =0 R% x (0,7,
Wli=o =0, Wlz,=0 =0,

where 0 < T < oo. We recall some known results for the system (3.1).
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Proposition 5.1. ([[7, Proposition 2.3]) Let 1 < p,q < oc. Suppose that f = div F with F' € L4(0, oo; LP(R})),
Flz, =0 = 0. Then, the solution W of (3.1) satisfies
(5.2) VWl La(0,00;L0 (&7 )) < €llF || La (0,005 (R ))-

Proposition 5.2. ([6, Theorem 1.2]) Let1 < p,q < oo. Assume that f = divF with F € L7 (0, co; LP*(R?)),
where p1, q1 satisfy n/p1 +2/q1 = n/p+2/q+ 1 with g1 < q and p1 < p. Then, there is the unique very weak
solution W € L9(0, 00; LP(R?)) of the Stokes equations (3.1) such that W satisfies

Wl 2a(0,00;10 (7)) < CllF | Lar (0,00;271 (7)) -

Proposition 5.3. [3, Theorem 2.2] Let n+2 < p < oc. Let f = div F with F € LP(R%} x (0,T)). Then, there
exists unique very weak solution, w € L (R, x (0,T)), of the Stokes equations (5.1)) such that

1

2

(1=

n+2
Wl oo 0,1)) < T v )H‘F”Ll’(Rix(O,T))'

Proposition 5.4. [9, Proposition 3.4] Suppose that f € L% (0,1; LP*(R%)) with 1 < p1,q1 < oo. If p and q
satisfy p > %plandj—l—l—pﬂl—l §%—|—%, then
(5.3) 1Ql Lago, 1520 7)) < cllf a1 0,101 (BT ))-

Our aim is to establish the existence of solution v for (2.48) satisfying v € L?((R". x (0,00)) and Vv €
LI(R7 x (0,00)) for fixed ¢ > 2. In order to do that, we consider the iterative scheme for (2.48), which is
given as follows: For a positive integer m > 1

o = AV 4 Vg = —div (0" @0+ 0" U+ U @ v+ U U),
diveo™ ™ =0

with homogeneous initial and boundary data, i.e. v (z,0) = 0 and v"™*!(z,t) = 0 on {x,, = 0}.
Let ¢ > 2. We set v! = 0. We then have, due to Proposition [5.I]and Proposition

Vo[l o x o,y < el Lagrs < 01 < €U 20 <07y < elwlzza,
lq_nt2
(5.4 10| 20 @ < 0.1y) < MU Pl 0,720 y) < 120" )|||U|2||Lq(R1x(o,T))
n+2
< 20750 w2,

where q% +4= "2—22 + 1. We have A := ||w]|r2¢ + || Vw||za < ca, where o > 0 is defined in (2.10). We take
T = 1. Taking o > 0 small such that A < é, where c is the constant in (5.4) such that

IV0? | Laen x(0.1)) + 0% ]| 220 (@n x0,1)) < €A? < A,
Then, iterative arguments show that
|’Um+1HL2q((R1><(O,l)) < c||[v™? + 0" U] + ’U\zHLq((Rix(o,l))
< 20 (10" I aa(rn oy + 0l20 ) < 442 < 4,
(5.5) ”VUmHHLq(Rix(o,l)) < ([ + U+ ’U\QHLQ((mx(o,l)))
<2 <va”2L2q((R’}r><(0,1)) + HwH%Z‘Z((Rix(O,l)))
< 4cA? < A.
We denote V™ T := ¢+l — ™ and QM+ .= ¢+ — ¢™ for m > 1. We then see that (V™1 Q™F1) solves
VAV L v = —div (VR0 + 0™ @ VI Ve U + U R V™),
divv™tt =0
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with homogeneous initial and boundary data, i.e. V™ !(x,0) = 0 and V™! (z,t) = 0 on {z,, = 0}. It follows
from (3.3)) that

IVV ™ | Lo x(0.1)) + IV L2a (@ x0,1))

<cl[[v™o™| + [Vmp™ =t 4 |VmU|HLq((R1x(0,1))

m 1 m
<3cAl|V \\L?q((mx(o,l)) <3 v HL?‘I((RTﬁX(OJ)) '

Therefore, (v™, Vo™) converges to (v, Vo) in L?3(R7 x (0,1)) x LI(R" x (0,1)) such that v solves in the
sense of distributions

vp—Av+Vg=—-div(v@uv+vU+vU4+URU),
dive =0

with homogeneous initial and boundary data, i.e. v(z,0) = 0 and v(x,t) = 0 on {z,, = 0}. In addition, via

(3.3), we have

IVollLaqrn x0,1)), [0l z2a(mr x(0,1)) < A-

Furthermore, if ¢ > n + 2 and ||w||3,, < ca, it follows from Proposition [5.3] that

[0]] oo (R x(0,.2)) < €lllof® + [0U] + (U1 || o x (0,1))

(5.6)
< 26 ([0l x 01y + 030 ) < 4cA? < 4.
This complete the proof of Proposition [2.10) U
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