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Abstract. We study the nonstationary Navier-Stokes equations in the entire three-
dimensional space and give some criteria on certain components of gradient of the velocity
which ensure its global-in-time smoothness.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the three-dimensional Cauchy problem for the Navier-Stokes equations,
i.e. the system of PDE’s (as the numerical values of the constant viscosity and the
constant density do not play any role here, they are assumed to be equal to 1)

—aﬁ+u-Vu—Au+Vp=O
(1.1) ot in (0,T) x R®
divu=0

u(0,x) = up(x) in R3,

* This work was supported by the grants No. 201/00/0768 and No. 201/02/P091 of the
Grant Agency of the Czech Republic and by the Council of the Czech Government
(project No. 113200007).
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where u: (0,7) x R® — R3 is the velocity field, p: (0,T) x R® = R is the pressure,
0< 7T <00, up: R® = R3 with divug = 0 is the initial velocity. For simplicity, the
external force is taken to be zero.

It is well known that for uy € L?(R?) with divue = 0 there exists at least one
weak solution (see [7] or also [5] for other types of domains). Nevertheless, the
fundamental question of the uniqueness and regularity of such solutions is still open.
On the other hand, there are many criteria which ensure that the weak solution is
a strong one and thus unique in the class of all weak solutions satisfying the energy
inequality. Let us summarize here some of them

e uc LY(I[;L%),2/t+3/s<1,2<t< 00,3 < s< 0o (see [16], for the case s = 3

see [14], [4])
o uz € L'(I;L°), 2/t +3/s < 3,4 <t < 00,6 < s < 00 (see [9])
e uz € LY"(I; L), uy,up € L¥2(I; L*2),
2 S Sg, 19 < o0
2<t €00,3< 8 <00,2/t; +3/51<1
(2/t2+3/52) + (2/t1 +3/51) < 2
2/t1 +2/t2 <1, 2/81 + 2/32 <1
(see [10]; the proofs in [9] and [10] are done for the suitable weak solutions as local
regularity criteria; nevertheless one can easily transform the proofs for the Cauchy
problem to get global regularity criteria)
o wi,ws € LY(I;L*), 2/t +3/s < 2,1 <t < o0, 3 <5< 00 (see [2])
(We denote by w; the ith component of the vorticity.)

o Vu,Vug € LY(I; L*), 2/t +3/s < 1,2 <t < 00,3 < s < 0o (see [2])

e pe LY(I;L%), 2/t +3/s<2,1<t < 00, 3 <5< 00 (see [3])

e Vus € L'(I; L¥), 2/t+3/s < 3, 45 <t < 00,2 < s < oo (see [12], independently

also [18])
e p_bounded from below, see [15]
(By p_ we understand the negative part of the pressure.)
e p_€ L1(I; L**(U)), 2/t1 +3/51 < 2,1 < t; < 00, 2 < 5 < 00 and
u € L2(I; L°2(V)), 2/ta + 3/s2 < 1,3 < 2 € 00, 3 < s2 € 00 with
U ={(x,t) € Qr; to —1r?/0* <t <to, 0vlo — t < |x — x| <7},
V ={(x,t) € Qr; to — 1%/ < t < to, |x — Xo| < 0/to — t} (see [8])1.

V. Scheffer investigated in [13] for the first time partial regularity of weak solutions
and studied the Hausdorff dimension of the set of their possible singularities. His
approach, later on adapted by [1], forms the basic idea of the regularity criteria in [8],
[9] and [10].

! This implies that the point (xg,tg) is a regular point; it is not obvious how to transform
this local regularity criterion into a global one.
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In what follows, we denote by LP(R3) the Lebesgue spaces, 1 < p < 00, by
W*P(R3%) the Sobolev spaces for k € N and 1 < p < 00, both endowed with the
standard norms ||-||, rs and ||- ||k g3, respectively. The anisotropic Lebesgue spaces
Lt(0,T; L*(R3)) will be denoted, for brevity, by L»*(Qr), 1 < t,s < o, Qr =
(0,T) x R3. If no misunderstanding can occur we will omit writing Q7 and R3,
respectively.

All generic constants will be denoted by C. Their values can vary, even on the
same line or in the same formula.

We will also use the summation convention; unless otherwise stated, the summa-
tion over repeated indices will be used, from 1 to 3.

2. MAIN THEOREMS
The main goal is to prove the following four theorems.

Theorem 1. Let u be a weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) corre-
sponding to the initial condition ug € W'? with divug = 0 such that u satisfies the
energy inequality. Moreover let uz € L1 2/t;+3/s1 < 1,2 < t; < 00,3 <83 < 00
and one of the following conditions holds true

(a) Ouy/0z3, Ouy/dx3 belong to L'2°2 with 2/t; +3/s2 < 2, 1 < t2 < 00,
§ < 89 < 00,
(b) Ouy/8x3, Ous/dxy belong to Lt3°3 with 2/t3+3/s3
(c) Oug/dz3 € L'°4, Quy[/dzo € L'%5, 2/t; + 3/s;
g<s4<oo,2<t5<oo,2<35<3.
Then (u,p) with p the corresponding pressure is the strong solution to the Navier-

;2 t3< 0, )

2<S3 3
yl:451 <t4<00,

<
<

Stokes equations which is unique in the class of all weak solutions satisfying the
energy inequality.

Remark 1. Note that in (b) it might be interesting to replace the conditions
on Ju; /0z2 and duy/dz1 by the same condition on ws. Unfortunately, this does not
seem to be possible, at least by the present technique.

Remark 2. In part (a) we can replace the assumptions on du;/dz3, Ouz/0z3
by analogous assumptions on duy/0z3, dus/dzs, or dug/0x3, Juy/dx1, Or uy /O3,
Oug /x4, or Ouy /Oz3, Ou1/Oz;. Similarly, instead of (c), we can assume Ju; /0z3 €
L"“’s", aU2/6.’II1 € Ltsss,

Remark 3. It will be clear from the proof why s3 and s5 satisfy more restrictive
conditions than s; and s4. For s3 and s5 > 3 or from (%, 2) we can still obtain some
conditions implying the regularity; however these conditions are more restrictive,
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i.e. they do not lie on the same scale as those in Theorem 1; see the note at the end
of Step 3 (ii) in the proof of Theorem 1 below.

Remark 4. The limit cases, i.e. in (a) us € L3, in (b) s2 = 3, t; = 0o and
in (c) 84 = %, t4 = 0o do not imply the regularity. We have to add the assumption
that the above mentioned norms are sufficiently small. The same holds also for the
limit case in Theorem 3 below.

In the following Theorems 2-4 we assume similarly as in Theorem 1 that u is
a weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) corresponding to the initial
condition ug € W% with div ug = 0 such that u satisfies the energy inequality.

Theorem 2. Let Quz/dx3 € L°°°. Then (u, p) with p the corresponding pressure
_ is the strong solution to the Navier-Stokes equations which is unique in the class of
all weak solutions satisfying the energy inequality.

Theorem 3. Let du3/dz3,0us /312 € L%, 2/t; +3/s1 € 2,1 < t; < oo,
% < 81 € . Then (u,p) with p the corresponding pressure is the strong solution
to the Navier-Stokes equations which is unique in the class of all weak solutions
satisfying the energy inequality.

Theorem 4. Let one of the following conditions be satisfied
(i) Ou/dz3 € L1 2/t; +3/s1 < %, % <t €00,2< 5 <00, o0r
(ii) Qus/dz3 € L'»%2, 2/ta +3/s2 < 1,2 < t3 < 00, 3 < s < 00 and Ju;/dz3 €
L'% 2/t3+3/s3<2,1<t3 <00, 3 <s3<00,i=1,2.
Then (u,p) with p the corresponding pressure is the strong solution to the Navier-
Stokes equations which is unique in the class of all weak solutions satisfying the

energy inequality.

Remark 5. Note that the regularity assumption in Theorem 2 can be written
as Ous/dzr3 € LY° with 2/t +3/s = 0.

Remark 6. Comparing results from [2] with any of the results from Theo-
rem 3-4, we see that we require here less in the sense that we need only three (or
two) components of the gradient to satisfy less restrictive conditions than in the
above cited paper.

Remark 7. Let us also note that, even though we consider here the right-
hand side of the Navier-Stokes equations to be zero, similar results as presented
in Theorems 1-4 hold also if some f # 0 appears in the right-hand side; only the
smoothness of the solution depends on the smoothness of f.
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3. AUXILIARY RESULTS

For a moment, let (u, p) be a smooth solution to the Navier-Stokes equations such
that u € L2(0,T; W*2), u, € L?(0,T; W*~22), k > 3. Then we have the following
equation for the pressure

(3.1) ' —Ap =divdiv(u®u) in (0,T) x R®
and thus

Lemma 1. The following estimates for the pressure hold true

lPllq(2) < Cllﬂllgq(t),

o< X |75 o

“ ox;

for1 < q< 0.

Proof. Thisis an easy consequence of equation (3.1), standard L? estimates for
the Laplace equation in the entire space (i.e. the Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem,
see e.g. [17]) and the fact that Vp(t) € L2. O

Next, let us consider our weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equations as given in
Theorems 1-4. As up € W2, we know (see [6]) that there is ¢y > 0 such that there
exists a smooth solution to the Navier-Stokes equations on (0, %) corresponding to
the initial condition ug. Moreover, since this solution is unique in the class of all
weak solutions satisfying the energy inequality, it coincides with “our” weak solution
on this time interval. Denote by t* the supremum of all £ > 0 such that on (0,%)
there is a smooth solution to the Navier-Stokes equations. Note that t* > 0. Assume
now t* < co. Evidently on any compact subinterval of (0,¢*) “our” weak solution
coincides with this smooth solution (and it is, due to the absence of the right-hand
side, C°([4,t* — 8] x R3), 0 < d < t*).

If we show that some norm of u (or Vu), sufficient to ensure the smoothness of
the Navier-Stokes equations, remains bounded independently of t as t — t*, we can
extend our solution (due to the result from [6]) after the time instant ¢* which would
contradict the definition of t* and thus t* = co. In the following sections we will
show such estimates. We will always work on some subintervals of (0,¢*) and thus
all equations will be satisfied pointwise. Before starting with these estimates let us
recall some useful inequalities. We have (for the proof see [11])
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Lemma 2. Let h be a function such that h € LY and Vh € L*, s € [1,00], 7 > ¢
andr oo ifs> 3,7 <ooifs=3andr < 3s(3—s)"! if s < 3. Then there exists
a constant C such that

Ill- < CIVRISIAIG™,  a€[0,1],

where 1/r = a(1/s — 1) + (1 —a)1/q.

Recall also that if divu = 0 then
(3.2) Cillcurlullg < [[Vullg < Ca(g)|lcurl ufly,

1 < ¢ < 00 (and C; remains bounded if ¢ — 1 or ¢ = co while C3(g) — oo in this
case).

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

We will proceed in several steps:
Step 1: Estimates of the vorticity
Let us recall that w = curl u satisfies the following system

Z—(:—Aw+u-Vw—w-Vu=0 in (0,T) x R3

w(0,x) = curlug(x) in R3.

Multiply the equation by w and integrate over R®. Then

1d s
S <ol + Vel = /R Lo

/ au;; 30)3
W; —Ww3 = — Ugw; —
R3 aflti R3 0x;

and recalling that w; = €;x0ux/Ox; (gi;k is the Levi-Civita skew-symmetric tensor)

If j = 3 then

we get
S5 [y = [ G [ s0du
i=1 j=1YR® i dz; ° Jps 013 033 01y rs 011 O3 013
Ou; Ou; Ouy Ou; Aug Ouy

R3 31‘3 6.’1,‘3 8:52 R3 32}2 3Z3 6.133

+ 811,,' 82uk
CijklmU3 5 —
R Y 0z OT10Tm
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with ¢;jrm a constant matrix. Thus

6u2 6’(1.2 8u1 Bug 3u2 aul

ro 03 023 dz1  Jpo Oy O3 O3
Bul Bul 8U2 (9’111 Bug Bul
ps O3 OT3 9Ty /m dzy Ox3 dz3

+ 6ui az’LLk
CiiklmU3z —— .
R3 m 6:6]- 3.’1716.’17",,

1d
5 <l + IVl =

Step 2: Estimates of ug
Now

B’U.i 82uk
u3 —_—
rs  0Z; 02,0Tm

< IV2ullzllusllslVullgs(s—2)-1  (by means of (3.2))

s+3)s~! s—3 st
< CIVWlIST wllS™ Yluslls
1 PR
< VWl + Cllwlfllus 3¢,

ie. if ug € L¥®, 2/t + 3/s < 1, s > 3, we can estimate this term by putting the first
term to the left-hand side and applying the Gronwall inequality to the other one; if
s = 3 we need that the L>°*® norm of u3 is sufficiently small.
Step 3: Estimates of Vu;, 1 = 1,2
(i) Ouy/0z3, Ouz/dx3
Evidently, using Lemma 2 the last remaining terms can be estimated as follows
(i,5,k, 1 =1,2)

/ ou; @i Ouy,
r3 0z3 0x3 Ox;

Ous
8m3 s

|I o

s s—3)s™!
N9l (o < OVl el 07|

Ou; 2s(25—3)"!
SlIVulf + ol .

and if du;/0z3 € L**, 2/t + 3/s < 2 we put the first term to the left-hand
side and estimate the other term by means of the Gronwall inequality. Thus
part (a) with Ou;/0z3, Oua/Ox3 of Theorem 1 is shown. Similarly, using also
the continuity equation, we can show the first part of Remark 2.

(ii) Ouy/0zy, Qug/dzy
Here we have to integrate by parts in two terms. We get

6u2 BUQ Bul / 8’LL1 3u1 311.2
R3 62:3 61133 Bacl R3 81133 61‘3 611,‘2
0%uy Oug 0%y Ouy
AW~ o U2
R3 leazg 8173 R3 8128.’113 8.1,'3
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Oug Bug duy 9 Juy duy Ouy

rs Oz Oz3 Ox3 r3 Ox2 9x3 013
vof Fuadn, [ Fuow,
e 022 0z | Jpo Ox2 Bzy

The first two terms can be estimated as above. For the other two we get
(4,7 =1,2,i#j)

62'U,i 611,,'

< ” Bu,- 62u,-
R3 6.’1}3 6.’Ej =

I = -
sz s

Uj 2"“]’”23(s—2)“‘-

Now for 2 < s < 3 (i.e. 6 < 2s(s — 2)™! < 00) we can apply Lemma 2 to get

s(2s—3)7!

N e B ] i

Ig C”

and we estimate this term as above. For s > 3 we proceed as in [12], but
the result is more restrictive (Qu;/dz; € L65(5s—6)"hs o 3) or for s < 2
we can estimate the term by ||0u;/dz;||2||VZu||2||lulle and interpolate the L2-
norm between L* and L®; we get again a more restrictive condition (9u;/dz; €
LSS(lIs—lS)—l,s’ % <s<2).
(ii)) Proof of (c)

We can combine parts (i) and (ii) to show (c) as well as the second part of
Remark 2. Theorem 1 is proved. O

5. PROOFS OF THEOREMS 2—4

Proof of Theorem 2.
It is enough to show (see [9] or [10]) that uz € L* for 2/t +3/s < %, 5 > 6. To
this aim let us multiply the equation for uz by |us|*us and integrate over R3. Then

1d
sl + 2191 = = [ 2 fuaftus = 1.

Now, integrating by parts in the term on the right-hand side we obtain
Bu;;
151 <C [l g2 fual® < s 52 |l

If g_za is bounded in L**°, we get that
3
llualloos + IV [usPllz22 < C.
But ||us||z6.1s < C||V|uz|?||z2.2 and thus Theorem 2 is shown. O
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Proof of Theorem 3.

The idea is more or less the same as previously. It is enough to show that u is
bounded in L%* for 2/t + 3/s < 1, s > 3. To this aim, let us multiply the ith
component of the Navier-Stokes equations by |u;|u; and integrate over R3. We get

3 3
132 = - OP s =
S (gl + gVt 8) = =3 [ 5hbuuc = o

We integrate by parts on the right-hand side and use the continuity equation. Then

|12|<ci/ 1|5
h =1 R3
<C 3 8u2
= ;(”31122
3
du
sC;(Nazz

< i(guwuii%n%W(llQ’ﬂ

61‘2 s

5zl

l[eillzs(s—1) -1 [1all3,(e—1)-1

Ju
Il 3“ )"u1”3s(s 1)-1

2s(2s—-3)~1 dug [|25(29-3)7"
el )
6.’)33 s

Jhusl3)-

=1

After employing the Gronwall inequality, under the assumption that dus/dz2 and
Bu3/dz3 are bounded in L*, 2/t +3/s < 2, 5> 3, we get

3
3
“u"Loo,S + Z IlVIUi|2 ”Lz,z <C

=1

and thus u is bounded in L*® which gives the global-in-time regularity of the so-
lution. For s = % we have to assume that the corresponding norms are sufficiently
small. 0

Proof of Theorem 4.

We will now use Theorem 1 part (a). Since we know that in both cases du;/dz3,
i = 1,2, satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 1, it is enough to verify that us € Lb*
for 2/t +3/s < 1, s > 3. To this aim we multiply the equation for uz by |uz|uz and
integrate over R3. Then

gl + g1Vl = = [ Pualuel =14
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Now

6u3 8U3
1< 0 [ i[5 fust < O 32 Muallal?, oo

o 2s(s—3)"1!
(5,
813 s
and using the Gronwall inequality we finish the proof of the case (ii) as u3 is bounded
in L39,
To prove (i) we will use Lemma 1. We proceed as above but we do not integrate

by parts on the right-hand side and get
(a) s>6

_ay.—1
i) Il s s

1] < [ | sl < c}:N6“
c7§:n RS

21.1(s—6)/(2s) [ || Oi
<03 fuslBlal Ve (| 5
=1

s ”‘1”35(5—3)‘1 ”’llg "123

a4 a2/

45(3s—6)"1 .
+ full?)

and if Qu;/0z3 € LY*, 2/t +3/s < %, s > 6, we can estimate this term by means
of the Gronwall inequality.

(b) 2<s<6
If 2 < s < 6 then

ap Ou;
151 < || 52 c}j” | ol sl sl

Ou; [|45(3s— 6)~!

—HVWﬂIh+4?§:menuW“ (|55

+ lull?),

i.e. again after employihg the Gronwall inequality we get that us is bounded
in L3° and thus the solution is smooth. Similarly we proceed for s = 2. Theo-
rem 4 is proved. O

Remark 8 Note that in part (ii) we could replace the assumption on du,/9z3
and Ouz/dz3 by any assumption from Theorem 1 (a), (b), (c) or from Remark 2.
But these results seem to be less interesting. Namely, we interpret the results of
Theorem 4 as follows. If we control the flow in the “additional” third dimension,
we get the regularity; this is in accordance with the expectation since in two space
dimensions any weak solution is a strong one provided the data are smooth enough.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the three-dimensional Cauchy problem for the Navier-Stokes equations,
i.e. the system of PDE’s (as the numerical values of the constant viscosity and the
constant density do not play any role here, they are assumed to be equal to 1)

@+U~Vquu+Vp:0
(1.1) ot in (0,7) x R3
divu=0

u(0,x) = up(x) in R3,
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where u: (0,7) x R — R3 is the velocity field, p: (0,7) x R®> — R is the pressure,
0<T <00, up: R? — R® with divug = 0 is the initial velocity. For simplicity, the
external force is taken to be zero.

It is well known that for ug € L?(R3) with divug = 0 there exists at least one
weak solution (see [7] or also [5] for other types of domains). Nevertheless, the
fundamental question of the uniqueness and regularity of such solutions is still open.
On the other hand, there are many criteria which ensure that the weak solution is
a strong one and thus unique in the class of all weak solutions satisfying the energy
inequality. Let us summarize here some of them

eucL'(I;L%),2/t+3/s<1,2<t< 00,3 <s< oo (see [16], for the case s = 3

see [14], [4])
o uz € LY(I;L%), 2/t +3/s < 5,4 <t < 00,6 <5< oo (see [9])
o uz € LU (I; L%Y), uy,up € Lt2(I; L52),
2 < S92, tz < o0
2<t; <00,3<51<00,2/t1+3/51<1
(2/ta +3/s2) + (2/t1 +3/51) < 2
2/t1+2/ta <1,2/s1+2/s2 < 1
(see [10]; the proofs in [9] and [10] are done for the suitable weak solutions as local
regularity criteria; nevertheless one can easily transform the proofs for the Cauchy
problem to get global regularity criteria)
e wi,wy € LYI;L%), 2/t +3/s<2,1 <t <00, 3 <s<oo (see[2])
(We denote by w; the ith component of the vorticity.)

e Vui,Vuy € L'(I; L*), 2/t +3/s< 1,2 <t < 00, 3 < s < 00 (see [2])

e pe LY(I;L%), 2/t +3/s <2,1 <t <00, 3 <s< oo (see [3])

o Vug € L'(I; L), 2/t+3/s < 3, 3 <t < 00,2 < s < oo (see [12], independently

also [18])
e p_bounded from below, see [15]
(By p_ we understand the negative part of the pressure.)

o p_e LU(I; L5 (U)), 2/t1 +3/51 < 2,1 < t1 < o0, % < 851 < o0 and
ue L2(I;L52(V)), 2/ta +3/s2 < 1,3 < 13 < 00, 3 < 59 < 0o with
U={(x,t) €Qr; to —1%/0*> <t <ty, ov/to —t < |x —xo| <7},

V ={(x,t) € Qr; to —1r%/0®> <t <ty |x —x0| < 0vto — L} (see [8])1.

V. Scheffer investigated in [13] for the first time partial regularity of weak solutions
and studied the Hausdorff dimension of the set of their possible singularities. His
approach, later on adapted by [1], forms the basic idea of the regularity criteria in [8],
[9] and [10].

! This implies that the point (xq,tg) is a regular point; it is not obvious how to transform
this local regularity criterion into a global one.
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In what follows, we denote by LP(R®) the Lebesgue spaces, 1 < p < oo, by
WkP(R3) the Sobolev spaces for k¥ € N and 1 < p < oo, both endowed with the
standard norms || - ||, gs and || - || r3, respectively. The anisotropic Lebesgue spaces
LY(0,T; L*(R?)) will be denoted, for brevity, by L»*(Q7), 1 < t,s < 00, Qr =
(0,T) x R®. If no misunderstanding can occur we will omit writing Q7 and R3,
respectively.

All generic constants will be denoted by C. Their values can vary, even on the
same line or in the same formula.

We will also use the summation convention; unless otherwise stated, the summa-
tion over repeated indices will be used, from 1 to 3.

2. MAIN THEOREMS
The main goal is to prove the following four theorems.

Theorem 1. Let u be a weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) corre-
sponding to the initial condition ug € W2 with divuy = 0 such that u satisfies the
energy inequality. Moreover let uz € L' 2/t1+3/s1 < 1,2 <t < 00,3 < 51 < 0
and one of the following conditions holds true

(a) Ouy/0x3, Ous/dx3 belong to L12:°2 with 2/ts + 3/s2 < 2, 1 < ta < 00,
% < 83 £ 0,
(b) Ouy/dwza, Oua/Ox1 belong to L% with 2/t3+3/s3
(c) Ous/dx3 € Lt+%1 Quy/0zs € Lt5’55, 2/t; +3/s;
—<34<oo2 ts <00, 2< 85 < 3.
Then (u,p) with p the correspondmg pressure is the strong solution to the Navier-

2,2<t3 <00,2<83<3,

<
<2,i=45 1<t < oo,

Stokes equations which is unique in the class of all weak solutions satisfying the

energy inequality.

Remark 1. Note that in (b) it might be interesting to replace the conditions
on Juy/0xo and Qug/dxy by the same condition on ws. Unfortunately, this does not
seem to be possible, at least by the present technique.

Remark 2. In part (a) we can replace the assumptions on du;/0x3, ua/dxs
by analogous assumptions on dug/dx3, Qus/0xs, or Qus/dxs3, Ouy/Ox;1, or Ouy/Oxs,
Oua/0xa, or Quy/0xs, Ouy/Oxy. Similarly, instead of (c), we can assume Qu,/Ox3 €
Lt$4 ) Qug /Oxy € L1555,

Remark 3. It will be clear from the proof why s3 and s5 satisfy more restrictive

12 2) we can still obtain some

conditions implying the regularity; however these conditions are more restrictive,

conditions than so and s4. For s3 and s5 > 3 or from (
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i.e. they do not lie on the same scale as those in Theorem 1; see the note at the end
of Step 3 (ii) in the proof of Theorem 1 below.

Remark 4. The limit cases, i.e. in (a) ug € L>?, in (b) so = 3, t, = oo and
in (c) 84 = %, ty = oo do not imply the regularity. We have to add the assumption
that the above mentioned norms are sufficiently small. The same holds also for the
limit case in Theorem 3 below.

In the following Theorems 2-4 we assume similarly as in Theorem 1 that u is
a weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) corresponding to the initial
condition ug € W2 with divug = 0 such that u satisfies the energy inequality.

Theorem 2. Let ug/0x3 € L. Then (u,p) with p the corresponding pressure
is the strong solution to the Navier-Stokes equations which is unique in the class of
all weak solutions satisfying the energy inequality.

Theorem 3. Let dus/0x3,0uz/0xs € L%, 2/t; +3/s1 < 2, 1 < t1 < oo,
% < s1 < 00. Then (u,p) with p the corresponding pressure is the strong solution
to the Navier-Stokes equations which is unique in the class of all weak solutions
satisfying the energy inequality.

Theorem 4. Let one of the following conditions be satisfied
(i) Ou/dxs € L1511 2/t; +3/s1 < %, % <t € 00,2< 51 <00, or
(ii) Qus/Ow3 € L'2°2, 2/to +3/sa < 1, 2 < tg < 00, 3 < 59 < 00 and Ju;/dx3 €
L3 2/t5 +3/s3 <2,1<t3< 00, 3 <s3<o0,i=12.
Then (u,p) with p the corresponding pressure is the strong solution to the Navier-
Stokes equations which is unique in the class of all weak solutions satisfying the

energy inequality.

Remark 5. Note that the regularity assumption in Theorem 2 can be written
as Qus/0xs € LY with 2/t +3/s = 0.

Remark 6. Comparing results from [2] with any of the results from Theo-
rem 3-4, we see that we require here less in the sense that we need only three (or
two) components of the gradient to satisfy less restrictive conditions than in the
above cited paper.

Remark 7. Let us also note that, even though we consider here the right-
hand side of the Navier-Stokes equations to be zero, similar results as presented
in Theorems 1-4 hold also if some f # 0 appears in the right-hand side; only the
smoothness of the solution depends on the smoothness of f.
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3. AUXILIARY RESULTS
For a moment, let (u,p) be a smooth solution to the Navier-Stokes equations such
that u € L2(0,T; W*2), u; € L?(0,T;W*=22) k > 3. Then we have the following
equation for the pressure
(3.1) —Ap =divdiviu®u) in (0,7) x R®

and thus

Lemma 1. The following estimates for the pressure hold true
Ipllq(t) < CIIUII%(U

CZH el

H 0x; llg

for 1 < g < oo.

Proof. Thisis an easy consequence of equation (3.1), standard L? estimates for
the Laplace equation in the entire space (i.e. the Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem,
see e.g. [17]) and the fact that Vp(t) € L?. O

Next, let us consider our weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equations as given in
Theorems 1-4. As ug € W2, we know (see [6]) that there is ¢y > 0 such that there
exists a smooth solution to the Navier-Stokes equations on (0,%p) corresponding to
the initial condition ug. Moreover, since this solution is unique in the class of all
weak solutions satisfying the energy inequality, it coincides with “our” weak solution
on this time interval. Denote by ¢* the supremum of all # > 0 such that on (0, 1)
there is a smooth solution to the Navier-Stokes equations. Note that ¢t* > 0. Assume
now t* < oo. Evidently on any compact subinterval of (0,¢*) “our” weak solution
coincides with this smooth solution (and it is, due to the absence of the right-hand
side, C([5,t* — 6] x R?), 0 < 4§ < t).

If we show that some norm of u (or Vu), sufficient to ensure the smoothness of
the Navier-Stokes equations, remains bounded independently of ¢ as t — t*, we can
extend our solution (due to the result from [6]) after the time instant t* which would
contradict the definition of ¢* and thus t* = oco. In the following sections we will
show such estimates. We will always work on some subintervals of (0,t*) and thus
all equations will be satisfied pointwise. Before starting with these estimates let us
recall some useful inequalities. We have (for the proof see [11])
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Lemma 2. Let h be a function such that h € L? and Vh € L*, s € [1,00], 7 > q
andr < oo ifs > 3,7 < oo if s =3 and r < 3s(3 —s)~! if s < 3. Then there exists
a constant C such that

Ihllr < CIVRIEIRIZ,  a€[0,1],

where 1/r =a(1/s — %) + (1 —a)l/q.

Recall also that if divu = 0 then
(3.2) Cil[curlullq < [[Vullg < C2(g)|[curlully,

1 < ¢ < oo (and C4 remains bounded if ¢ — 1 or ¢ — oo while C2(¢) — oo in this
case).

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

We will proceed in several steps:
Step 1: Estimates of the vorticity
Let us recall that w = curlu satisfies the following system

g_‘:_Aw+u.vW_w-vu:0 in (0,T) x R?

w(0,x) = curlug(x) in R®.

Multiply the equation by w and integrate over R3. Then

1d Ou.:
FallE+ 1Vl = [ i G,

8U3 au)3
W; — w3 = — Ugw; ——
R3 8:51 R3 8:51

and recalling that w; = €;;1,0ui/0z; (€45 is the Levi-Civita skew-symmetric tensor)

If j = 3 then

we get
ii/ o QU [ Qw2 duzdw [ Ous Dup Oy
Pt R3 ! (3':171 I R3 6563 6563 (3'171 R3 8561 6563 (3':173
O Our Quz [ Our Ous Ouy
R3 6563 (3':173 (3':172 R3 6562 (3':173 (3':173

+ 5‘u1 32uk
CijklmU3 75—
Ra JEm O0x; 0x0z,
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with ¢ijkim a constant matrix. Thus

(9’11,2 (’)ug 6’11,1 / (9’11,2 (’)ug 8u1
R

m” wlis + Vel = /a—%a—* T T

/ 6’&1 6’&1 8U2 / 6’(1,1 6’(1,2 (3'11,1
R R

3 81'2 81'3 6$3

3 81'3 81'3 6$2

i Ou;  0%uy
CiiklmU3s~— .
R3 ramim 8SCJ' 8:1:16'17,”

Step 2: Estimates of ug
Now

6’&1' 6211,
w5t G| < IVl Vo (b means of (3.2)

+3)s~ 1! _3)s~ 1!
< CIVWIIST ol ST Yluslls

1 s(s_g)-1
< GlIVell3 + Cllwl3llusllZC=,

ie. if ug € L 2/t +3/s < 1, s > 3, we can estimate this term by putting the first
term to the left-hand side and applying the Gronwall inequality to the other one; if
s = 3 we need that the L°3 norm of us is sufficiently small.
Step 8: Estimates of Vu;, i = 1,2
(i) Ouy/0xs, Ous/Oxs
Evidently, using Lemma 2 the last remaining terms can be estimated as follows
(i,4,k,1=1,2)

Au; Duy duy, Ou; 9 3/s (25—3)s~ || Oy
gu; L <oV H
/IRs O3 Oxs Oxp H8w3 Valas Vel el
aul 25(25—3)"1!
< FIVwIB + Cllo ]| 5

and if Qu;/0xs € LY, 2/t + 3/s < 2 we put the first term to the left-hand
side and estimate the other term by means of the Gronwall inequality. Thus
part (a) with duy/Oxs, Oua/Oxs of Theorem 1 is shown. Similarly, using also
the continuity equation, we can show the first part of Remark 2.

(i) Quy/0xa, Oua/0x1

Here we have to integrate by parts in two terms. We get

/ %%%+/ gur 9w Ouy
R R

3 81'3 6$3 (9,@1 3 81'3 6$3 6$2
A%us  Ousy O%u; Ouy

Uy — Uz
R3 (9171(9:173 6563 R3 65628:173 6563
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3 8951 6$3 6$3 3 afL’Q 6$3 81'3
82uz 6’&2 6211,1 6’(1,1
2 — 2 —
- /LR 822 0z, /R 822 075>

The first two terms can be estimated as above. For the other two we get

(i, =1,2,i# j)
/ 62Ui 5‘u1 < 8u1
Us
R3 afL’% (9,Tj J

I
H(?,TJ s

_ 2/ 6’&2 8U2 (3'U1 + 2/ 6’(1,1 (3'11,1 6’(1,2
R R

= 62Ui

sllnsgazyr.

Now for 2 < s < 3 (i.e. 6 < 2s(s — 2)~! < o0) we can apply Lemma 2 to get

25(25—3) "1

auz 3/s 25—3)s71 1
Vel w7 < ZIVwllf + C|[oui/oa; | w3

1<,

and we estimate this term as above. For s > 3 we proceed as in [12], but
the result is more restrictive (Qu;/dz; € L6sGs=6)""s g 5 3) or for s < 2
we can estimate the term by ||0u;/0z;||2||V2ul|2[[ul|c and interpolate the L>-
norm between L* and L%; we get again a more restrictive condition (du;/dx; €
L85(115718)’1,57 % <s< 2)'
(iii) Proof of (c)

We can combine parts (i) and (ii) to show (c) as well as the second part of
Remark 2. Theorem 1 is proved. O

5. PROOFS OF THEOREMS 2—4

Proof of Theorem 2.
It is enough to show (see [9] or [10]) that ugz € L"* for 2/t +3/s < &, s > 6. To
this aim let us multiply the equation for u3 by |usz|*u3 and integrate over R*. Then

sl 21918 = = [ 22 fuaftus = 1.
Now, integrating by parts in the term on the right-hand side we obtain
Ous Ous
i <C [ 1pl| 5 sl < sl g |l
o0
If 8“3 is bounded in L>*° we get that
[usllpoes + IV ]us]?[[ 22 < C.
But ||us| ps.1s < C||V|uz|?| p2.2 and thus Theorem 2 is shown. O
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Proof of Theorem 3.

The idea is more or less the same as previously. It is enough to show that u is
bounded in L%* for 2/t + 3/s < 1, s > 3. To this aim, let us multiply the ith
component of the Navier-Stokes equations by |u;|u; and integrate over R3. We get

= 1Is.

Z(;i\\ 3+ SVl 3) Z/

We integrate by parts on the right-hand side and use the continuity equation. Then

|

lfﬂ@i/ﬂ ot
i=1 /R? i
<O (15l + Gl et ey
<O (|5, + 2] Yty
=1

4 319 (3'11,2 25(25—3)7 8U3
i=1

wﬂ

2s(2s—3)~
Ylal)-

After employing the Gronwall inequality, under the assumption that dus/0xs and
Ous/dx3 are bounded in L%, 2/t +3/s <2, s > 2, we get

3
[l s + 3 IV]ui] 2|22 < C

i=1

and thus u is bounded in L% which gives the global-in-time regularity of the so-
lution. For s = % we have to assume that the corresponding norms are sufficiently

small. O

Proof of Theorem 4.

We will now use Theorem 1 part (a). Since we know that in both cases du;/0x3,
i = 1,2, satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 1, it is enough to verify that us € L»*
for 2/t +3/s <1, s > 3. To this aim we multiply the equation for us by |ug|us and

integrate over R3. Then

1d 3
5apluald + g1Vl = = [ uafual = 1o
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Now

(9’11,3 (9’11,3
Ll <C R3||| \|u3| O e | Juslislialsessy -
auS s—3)s71
<O S ) s sl

and using the Gronwall inequality we finish the proof of the case (ii) as u3 is bounded
in L3°,
To prove (i) we will use Lemma 1. We proceed as above but we do not integrate
by parts on the right-hand side and get
(a) s =6

[allas(s—3)-1 llusll3

<[ 22, 3||3\CZH3“Z

6”1 S s S— s
<C Z s3] g | 7 /2

s—6)/(2s 6“1
<3 JuslBlals (|5
=1

45(3s—6)"!

+ luli?)

and if Qu,;/Oxs € LP*, 2/t+3/s < %, s > 6, we can estimate this term by means
of the Gronwall inequality.

(b) 2<s<6
If 2 < s < 6 then

3
Ju;
sl < cgi i

(35—6)s™ 1
—\\V|u3|2u2+cz||u3||3uu||2 "

3
2
9

1
Nullasezs—s)-1llusll3 us]

45(35—6)""
S +Iluf),

[I3] < Haa—p

|

i.e. again after employing the Gronwall inequality we get that us is bounded
in L3° and thus the solution is smooth. Similarly we proceed for s = 2. Theo-

rem 4 is proved. O

Remark 8. Note that in part (ii) we could replace the assumption on du;/0rs
and Ous/0x3 by any assumption from Theorem 1 (a), (b), (¢) or from Remark 2.
But these results seem to be less interesting. Namely, we interpret the results of
Theorem 4 as follows. If we control the flow in the “additional” third dimension,
we get the regularity; this is in accordance with the expectation since in two space
dimensions any weak solution is a strong one provided the data are smooth enough.

492



1]

(10]

11]
12]
13]
14]
[15]
[16]
17]

18]

References

L. Caffarelli, R. Kohn, L. Nirenberg: Partial regularity of suitable weak solutions of the
Navier-Stokes equations. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 35 (1982), 771-831.

D. Chae, H.J. Choe: Regularity of solutions to the Navier-Stokes equation. Electron.
J. Differential Equations 5 (1999), 1-7.

C. L. Berselli, G. P. Galdi: Regularity criterion involving the pressure for weak solutions
to the Navier-Stokes equations. Dipartimento di Matematica Applicata, Universita di
Pisa, Preprint No. 2001/10.

L. Escauriaza, G. Seregin, V. Sverdk: On backward uniqueness for parabolic equations.
Zap. Nauch. Seminarov POMI 288 (2002), 100-103.

E. Hopf: Uber die Anfangswertaufgabe fiir die Hydrodynamischen Grundgleichungen.
Math. Nachrichten 4 (1951), 213-231.

K. K. Kiselev, O.A. Ladyzhenskaya: On existence and uniqueness of solutions of the
solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations. Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR 21 (1957), 655—680.
(In Russian.)

J. Leray: Sur le mouvement d’un liquide visqueux emplissant l’espace. Acta Math. 63
(1934), 193-248.

J. Neustupa, J. Necas: New conditions for local regularity of a suitable weak solution
to the Navier-Stokes equations. J. Math. Fluid Mech. 4 (2002), 237-256.

J. Neustupa, A. Novotny, P. Penel: A remark to interior regularity of a suitable weak
solution to the Navier-Stokes equations. CIM Preprint No. 25 (1999); see also: An
interior regularity of a weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equations in dependence on
one component of velocity. Topics in Mathematical Fluid Mechanics, a special issue of
Quaderni di Matematica (2003). To appear.

J. Neustupa, P. Penel: Anisotropic and geometric criteria for interior regularity of weak
solutions to the 3D Navier-Stokes Equations. In: Mathematical Fluid Mechanics (Recent
Results and Open Problems) (J. Neustupa, P. Penel, eds.). Birkhduser-Verlag, Basel,
2001, pp. 237-268.

L. Nirenberg: On elliptic partial differential equations. Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa,
Sci. Fis. Mat., III. Ser. 123 18 (1959), 115-162

M. Pokorny: On the result of He concerning the smoothness of solutions to the
Navier-Stokes equations. Electron. J. Differential Equations (2003), 1-8.

V. Scheffer: Hausdorff measure and the Navier-Stokes equations. Comm. Math. Phys.
55 (1977), 97-112.

G. Seregin, V. Sverdk: Navier-Stokes with lower bounds on the pressure. Arch. Ration.
Mech. Anal. 163 (2002), 65-86.

G. Seregin, V. Sverdk: Navier-Stokes and backward uniqueness for the heat equation.
IMA Preprint No. 1852 (2002).

J. Serrin: The initial boundary value problem for the Navier-Stokes equations. In: Non-
linear Problems (R.E. Langer, ed.). University of Wisconsin Press, 1963.

E. M. Stein: Singular Integrals and Differentiability Properties of Functions. Princeton
University Press, Princeton, 1970.

Y. Zhou: A new regularity result for the Navier-Stokes equations in terms of the gradient
of one velocity component. Methods and Applications in Analysis. To appear.

Authors’ addresses: ~ P. Penel, Université de Toulon et du Var, Mathématique,

83957 La Garde, France, e-mail: penel@univ-tln.fr; Milan Pokorny, Mathematical In-
stitute of Charles University, Sokolovska 83, 18675 Praha 8, Czech Republic, e-mail:
pokorny@karlin.mff.cuni.cz.

493



		webmaster@dml.cz
	2020-07-02T11:08:01+0200
	CZ
	DML-CZ attests to the accuracy and integrity of this document




