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SOME REMARKS ON THE PARTIAL REGULARITY OF
A SUITABLE WEAK SOLUTION TO THE
NAVIER-STOKES CAUCHY PROBLEM

ABSTRACT. The aim of the paper is to investigate on some questions
of local regularity of a suitable weak solution to the Navier—Stokes
Cauchy problem. The results are obtained in the wake of the ones,
well known, by Caffarelli-Kohn—Nirenberg.

§1. INTRODUCTION

We deal with the Navier—Stokes Cauchy problem

ug +u-Vu+ Vr, = Au, V-u=0, in (0,7) x R3,
3 (1.1)
u(0,2) = up(z) on {0} x R".
In system (1.1) w is the kinetic field, m, is the pressure field, u; := %u and
u-Vu 1= ug %ku. We investigate on the partial regularity of a suitable
weak solution, and we detect a new sufficient condition for the existence of a
regular solution. Our results are in the wake of the ones obtained in [1] and,
for small data, in [3]. As in [2,3,6], our study attempts to highlight what is
possible to obtain, without extra condition, in the setting of the L2-theory.
In this connection, although it is not our chief aim, we like to point out
that our results could lead to a sort of structure theorem in the space-time
cylinder. To be more precise in the claim we recall the well known Leray’s
structure theorem related to a weak solution. Leray’s theorem claims that
there exist an interval of regularity of the kind (6, c0) and a sequence of
intervals of regularity included in (0, §) whose complementary set on (0, 6)
is a set of zero %—Hausdorff measure. Mutatis mutandis, the results of [1]
(see below Theorem 1.4) and of this note give a sort of structure theorem
for a suitable weak solution related to the Cauchy problem. More precisely,
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under a suitable assumption for the initial data, in Theorem 1.4 it is proved
that a suitable weak solution is regular for all ¢ > 0 in the exterior of a
ball with radius Ry. In this note we prove that, almost everywhere, a
point (¢,2) € (0,6) x B(Ryp) is the center of a parabolic neighborhood of
regularity for a suitable weak solution. Hence in (0,6) x B(Ry) there is at
most a sequence of open sets of regularity, whose complementary set in
(0,0) x B(Rp) has at most zero 1-Hausdorfl measure.

To better state the details of our main results, we split the introduction
in two short subsections. In the first one we recall some definitions and
notation following the ones in [1]. Then we recall two fundamental regu-
larity results obtained in [1], and, with an alternative proof, in [11], and
their consequences. In the second subsection we give the statement of our
results.

1.1. Suitable weak solutions. We start by recalling the following:

Definition 1.1. Let ug € J*(R3). A pair (u,m,), such that u : (0,00) x
R3 — R3 and m, : (0,00) xR3 — R, is said a weak solution to problem (1.1)
if

i) for all T >0, ue L20,T;J%3(R3) and =, € L3((0,T) x R3)
i) lim Ju(t) = uol2 =0,

iti) for all t,s € (0,T), the pair (u,m,) satisfies the equation:

t
[lwen) — (0.96) + (0 T + (0, )] + (u(5), 5)

= (u(t), o(t)) for all € C}([0,T] x R3).

In [1] in order to investigate on the regularity of a weak solution it is
introduced an energy relation having a local character:

Definition 1.2. A pair (u,7,) is said a suitable weak solution if it is a
weak solution in the sense of the Definition 1.1 and, moreover,

[ 1uoPods +2 / [ IVuPodadr < [ juio)Potords
R3 o R3 R3

(1.2)
¢ ¢
+// |u|?(¢r + A¢)dxdT + / /(|u|2 + 27, )u - Vdrdr,

o R3 o R3
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for all t > o, for 0 = 0 and a.e. in o > 0, and for all nonnegative ¢ €
C°(R x R?).

In [1] and [7] the following existence result is proved:
Theorem 1.1. For all ug € J*(R3) there exists a suitable weak solution.

As a consequence of the inequality (1.2) and of the existence theorem
one gets.

Corollary 1.1. A suitable weak solution enjoys the strong energy inequal-
ity:

¢
lu@)l3 +2 [ 19utr)ldr < Juts),
for allt > s, for s=0 and a.e. ins>0. (1.3)
Moreover for all s such that (1.3) holds we get
lim |u(t) —u(s)]2 =0. (1.4)
t—st
Let us recall the definition of singular point for a weak solution.

Definition 1.3. We say that (t,z) is a singular point for a weak solution
(u,my) if u ¢ L™ in any neighborhood of (t,x); the remaining points, where
u € L*®(I(t,x)) for some neighborhood I(t,x), are called regular.

Definition 1.4. We say that w is a regular solution in (to,t1) x Q C
(0,T) x R3 if u is a weak solution, for some ¢ > 1, uy € L} ((to,t1) x 2))
and, for all § >0, u € L>®((to + d,t1 — ) x Q).

It is known that a regular solution in (¢, ¢1) X € is smooth on compact
subsets contained in (tg,t1) X €2, see e.g. [10].
Following [1] we introduce the parabolic cylinders

Qr=Q,(t,x):={(r,y): t—r* <7 <tand |y —z| <r}, (1.5)
and

7 1
Qri=Qr(t,x) ={(r,y): t — §r2 <T<t+ §r2 and |y —z| <7}, (1.6)
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and, for € (0,£2), we set

M(r)=M(t,z,r) :=r"2 //(|u|3 + |u||my])dydr
Qr

t

2

4% / ( / |7ru|dy)4d7', (1.7)

t—r2 |z—y|<r

with @, as in (1.5).

In paper [1], in connection with the regularity of a suitable weak solu-
tion, the authors furnish two regularity criteria. The first is Proposition 1
(or Corollary 1, p. 776) on p. 775:

Proposition 1.1. Let (u,m,) be a suitable weak solution in some par-
abolic cylinder Q,(t,x). There exist e1 > 0 and ¢y > 0 independent of
(u,m,) such that, if

M(t,z,r) < e, (1.8)
then
lu(T,y)| < 01%7"*1, a.e. in (1,y) € Q: (t, ), (1.9)
where ¢ = cosi§ . In particular, a suitable weak solution w is regular in
Qs (t,x).

In [1] this result is used to prove another regularity criterion, that is
Proposition 2 on p. 776:

Proposition 1.2. There is a constant €3 > 0 with the following property.
If (u,m,) is a suitable weak solution in some parabolic cylinder Q}(t,x)
and

r—0

limsupr~* // |Vul|?dydr < e3,
Q*

then (t,x) is a regular point.

The above criterion is employed to get the following two main results
(respectively, Theorem B on page 772 and Theorem D on page 774 in [1]).

Theorem 1.2. For any suitable weak solution the set S of singular points
has one-dimensional parabolic Hausdorff measure equal to zero.
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Theorem 1.3. There exists an absolute constant Ly > 0 with the follow-
ing property. If ug € J?(R?), and if

luolal =22 = L < Lo, (1.10)

then there exists a suitable weak solution to (1.1) which is regular in the
region

{(t, ) : |z|* < t(Lo — L)}.

There is a difference in the meaning of the above theorems. Theorem 1.2
gives a geometric measure of the possible set S of singular points. Theo-
rem 1.3 furnishes the existence of a suitable weak solution to (1.1) having
finite the following scaling invariant metric:

t

sup / lul?|z|~tdr < o0, // |Vul|?|z| " tdzdr < oo t >0,

o<r<t
{T}xR3 0 R3

(1.11)
hence x = 0 is regular for ¢t > 0.
Finally, as a corollary of the latter result, in [1] the authors prove the
following (Corollary p. 820 in [1]):

Theorem 1.4. Let (u,m,) be a suitable weak solution assuming initial
data ug. Suppose that |Vuo|r2(jzj>r) < 00. Then, there exists a Ry > R
such that, for all § > 0, u € L*((d,00) X {z : |z| > Ro}) .

1.2. The aims of this note. We work in the setting of the results of
Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.7 (below) already proved in [3]. Both these
theorems work with a scaling invariant norm that leads to (1.11) provided
that at the initial instant the weighted norm, that is (1.10),

& (ug, ) 1= /|u0|2|:c —y|tdy, € R3, (1.12)
R3

is small in a suitable sense. The consequence of the smallness is the exis-
tence of a regular solution global in time.

In this note we study the existence of a suitable weak solution that, at
least locally in time satisfies the regularity criterion of Proposition 1.1 and,
as a consequence, is locally a regular solution. Also in this case the result
follows from the assumption that the weighted norm (1.12) of the initial
data is finite, but, contrary to Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.7, we do not
require smallness. As a consequence we are able to deduce the regularity
only locally in time.
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Theorem 1.5. Let u(t,z) be a suitable weak solution. Assume that for
x € E C R? there exists vo € J2(R3) such that

w(x) — / |u0(y) - UO(y)
RS

lz -yl

| 2

dy < (1.13)

(4c)*’
where the constant c is independent of ug, x and vqg. Then there exists a
t(z) > 0 such that

u € L™(Q (Ls,2)), for all s € (0,t(x)). (1.14)

Ok

In particular, if (1,y) € Q(s)%
1

lu(r,y)| < eTTT (1.15)

(%57 x) is a Lebesgue point, then

Corollary 1.2. Let u(t,x) be a suitable weak solution. Then, for all o of
validity of the weighted energy inequality (1.2) there exists a set E C R?,
with R® — E having zero Lebesgue measure, enjoying the property: for all
x € E(0), there exists a t(x) > 0 such that

u € LOO(Q( .)% (o + Zs,x)), for all s € (0,t(x)). (1.16)

In particular, if (1,y) € Q( ,)%

lu(r,y)| < e(r — o) 7, (1.17)

N3

(o + %s, x) is a Lebesgue point, then

N3

with ¢ independent of T.

We give some comments.

Firstly we observe that Theorem 1.5 seems similar to Theorem 1.3. The
difference is in the fact that we do not require condition (1.10) to the
initial data, but the weaker condition (1.13), that is almost everywhere
satisfied by means of uy € J?(2). The theorem establishes a result of
local regularity for a suitable weak solution of (1.1). The local character is
expressed in (1.14) either by the fact that the solution is L just on the
parabolic cylinder, and by the fact that the height of the cylinder depends
on z, through t(x).

Estimate (1.15) (resp. (1.17)) expresses in what way the solution can
be singular in ¢ = 0 (resp. in o) provided that « € E (resp. z € E(0)).

In the way specified below, the set E represents the new aspect of our
result of local regularity stated with an initial data in J2(R?). Actually, if
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we consider ug € J2(IR?), then the Riesz potential

2
& (ug, ) = ;0(9;'@ (1.18)
R3

is well posed a.e. in 2 € R3. This claim is consequence of the fact that,
by the Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev theorem, the following transformation
is well defined:

;‘3(?’;'@ € L(3,00)(R3). (1.19)

ud € LYNR3) — &(ug, ) := / |
R3

Then, for all ¢ € [1,3) and for any compact K C R3, the function & (ug, z) €
L%(K). Hence it is almost everywhere finite. Denoting by {uf} a sequence
of smooth functions converging to ug in L?(R?), for example the mollified
of ug, for € R? and k € N we define the sequence

Py el 1.20

v = [ (1.20)
By Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev theorem (see Lemma 2.6), it is easy to ver-
ify that the sequence {1/*} converges to zero almost everywhere in x € E C
R?. This makes satisfied almost everywhere in  the assumption (1.13) and
E is the set indicated in Corollary 1.2. We prove that for any « € E there
exists a t(z) > 0 such that M(Zs,z,r) < &1 for suitable r and for any
s € (0,t(x)). This result, by means of Proposition 1.1, ensures the regu-
larity in Q%(%s,x), for any s € (0,t(z)). Therefore, if we denote by S,
the projection onto R? of the set S of singular points given in Theorem 1.2
(whose one-dimensional Hausdorff measure is zero from the same theorem),
throughout Corollary 1.5 we can claim that S C R?® \ E. This last claim
makes clear that we do not improve the regularity exhibited in [1] (accord-
ing with the result proved in [8]), but we investigate on the existence of
a size, as function of x belonging to E, of the parabolic neighborhood of
regularity of a weak solution. In Corollary 1.2 it is claimed a dependence
on o of the set E: this is due to the fact that we have to employ both (1.2)
and the continuity on the right in L2-norm of the weak solution.

The following results are two main consequences of Theorem 1.5.
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Theorem 1.6. Let u(t,z) be a suitable weak solution. Assume the exis-
tence of 2 C R? and vy € JY2(R3) such that

uniformly in x € ). (1.21)

Then there exists a Ty such that (1.14), and (1.15), hold for all (s,x) €
(0, T()) x Q.

We observe that if Q = R? then Theorem 1.6 gives the existence of a
regular solution (u,m,) on (0,Tp) x R3.

Corollary 1.3. Let u(t,z) be a suitable weak solution. For any B(R) and
for any € > 0, there exists a set (). C B(R), with meas(B(R)\{2.) < €, and
there exists a Ty(e) > 0 such that (1.14) holds for all (s, z) € (0,To(g)) X e

Theorem 1.7. Let u(t,z) be a suitable weak solution, and assume also
that esssup & (ug, ) is sufficiently small. Then, (u,m,) is regular for all
x

t > 0 and it is unique up to a function c(t) for the pressure field.

The last theorems are the regular solutions counterpart of Theorem 1.5
and Corollary 1.2, provided that the assumptions on the data are stronger
than the simple assumption ug € J2(R3). The theorems work in the light
of the scaling invariant weighted norm (1.18).

Theorem 1.6 establishes a local existence result stated by requiring a
“suitable closeness”, in the weighted norm (1.18), of the initial data uy €
L?(R?) to a smooth function vg. As the existence is achieved on the element
vg of the approximation which is close to ug in the metric (1.18), we are
not able to give a size of Typ by means of ug, but (0,Tp) is just (a priori)
a subinterval of existence of the smooth solution (v,m,) corresponding
to vg. In this connection we point out that the above question on the
size of Ty is the same that we meet assuming the data ug in J3(2) or
in L3(Q) C L(3,00), respectively completion of 65(2) in L3(Q) and in
L(3,00)(£2). Both these spaces are scaling invariant and in order to prove
the existence local in time we need an auxiliary function, say uy which
is close to ug in the metric of L3 or L(3,00) and Wy € X, where X is a
function space adequate to ensure the existence of a regular solution on
some interval (0,7p). This is an aspect developed with details in [5]. We
conclude that in the statement of Theorem 1.6 we can substitute J1? with
any space X which is suitable to ensure the existence of a regular solution
corresponding to vy.
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Corollary 1.3 makes operational condition (1.21) on a suitable subdo-
main. Indeed the existence of the domain Q. C B(R) follows from the
construction of a sequence {¢*} almost everywhere converging to zero and
the Severini-Egorov theorem.

Theorem 1.7 furnishes a global existence result just requiring a smallness
condition. It is also an immediate consequence of our previous result in [3].

§2. PRELIMINARIES
Below we recall some results which are fundamental for our aims.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that |z|°u € L?(R3) and |z|*Vu € L?(R?). Also

i) r>2,7+%>0,a+%>0,6+%>0, andae[%,l],

i) v+ 2 =ala+ 1)+ (1 —a)(B+ 2) (dimensional balance),

iii) ala—1)+(1—-a)B<y<aa+ (1 —a)s.
Then, with a constant ¢ independent of u, the following inequality holds:

Y ullr < efll]* Vul3 )z uly ™. (2.1)

Proof. See [1] Lemma7.1. O
Lemma 2.2. Assume that K is a singular bounded transformation from
L? into LP, p € (1,00), of Calderén—Zigmund kind. Then, K is also a

bounded transformation from L into LP with respect to the measure (p+
|z|)*dx, u > 0, provided that a € (—n,n(p — 1)).

Proof. [9] Theorem 1. O

Lemma 2.3. Assume that (u,7,) is a suitable weak solution. Then the
pressure field admits the following representation formula
7ru(ta Z) - 7DCE7:DCEJ' E(zfy)ul(y)u] (y)dya a.e. in (tv l‘) € (0,00) XR3; (22)
R3
and the following holds:

mu(t, ) € L3(0,T; L3 (R%)). (2.3)

Proof. See [3] Lemma2.4. Moreover, since u2 € L3 (0,T; L3 (R3)) esti-
mate (2.3) easily follows. O

Lemma 2.4. For all vg € JV2(R3) there exists a unique regular solution
(v, my) to problem (1.1) on some interval (0,T") such that

v e C([0,T); JV3(R?)), v, D*v, Vi, € L*(0,T; L*(Q)), (2.4)
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where T > ¢||Vug |5 *.

Proof. The result is due to Leray, see [4]. O
For p > 0 we define the functionals
t 2
E(v,t,x, p) = / |U(7—y)|2;dy7
I TETEE
(2.5)

Vo(t,y)|?
Q(U,t,I,/J/) = Ly)l; Y,
2 (o =yl +p2):

and set
_1
p(y) == (Jlo —yl> +p*) 2.

When no confusion arises, we omit some or all the dependences on (v, 2, ).

For p > 0, we call

¢
Utacu+/91)tacu (2.6)
0

weighted energy.
Lemma 2.5. Let (v,m,) be the regular the solution of Lemma2.4. Then,
for all p > 0, the following weighted energy relation and weighted energy

inequality hold:

é"(v,t,x,,u)—i—Z/@(vTxudr—i—?)u// = y|2+ﬂ gdydT

\ (2.7)
:é"(U,O,x,,u)—|—//v®v-U®Vpdyd7’+2//ﬂ'vv-VpdydT,
0 R3 0 R3
E(t,x,pu) + /@Tﬂ?ud’]’+3‘u// 5dyd7'
yP+u
(2.8)

< E(0,3,1) + ¢ / £ (5, )| Vo (r)dr
0
for allt €[0,T) and x €R3.
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Proof. Identity (2.7) can be formally obtained by multiplying equation
(1.1); by vp and integrating by parts on (0,¢) x R3. Let us show that it is
well posed for any p > 0. We start by remarking that in our hypotheses
on vy we get &(0,z,u) < oo for all # € R? and p > 0. By multiplying
equation (1.1); by vp and integrating by parts on (0,%) x R?, we obtain

E(t,x, p) +2/@Tmud7+3u // |x—y|2+,u dydT

0 R3 0 R3

=&(0,z, 1) — 2 /(v Vo) - vpdydr — 2 // Vi, -v-pdydr  (2.9)
t

=:8(0,z,u) + 2/(J1+J2)d7'.
0

Let us show that the right-hand side is well defined. Applying Hélder’s
inequality and inequality (2.1), we get

Al < ol = yl” +B2) 7T [3]Vols < ET 2% Vo2 < 9+C<f||Vv||§-

From the representation formula (2.2), after integrating by parts, we get

Vi (t, ) /Dng o' (y) Dy, v (y)dy -

Hence, applying Holder’s inequality and employing Lemma 2.2, we deduce
_1 _1
T2 <V (Jz —y* + p®) T 1 Jo(le — y* + 1) "7
<l Volle = yl” + 1) "% s Jollz =yl + #*) "5 a.

Applying again Holder’s inequality and subsequently (2.1), we deduce the
following estimate:

o] < clo(a = yl” + u?) T3 Vo2 < c8T 2TVl < 9+C<5"||Vv||§-

Hence from (2.9) and via estimates for terms J; and Jo we obtain the
integral inequality (2.8), from which, thanks to the regularity of v, it is
easy to deduce that (2.7) holds for all g > 0 and for all ¢ € [0,T). O
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Lemma 2.6. Let ug € J?(R?). There exists a set E such that R® — E has
zero Lebesgue measure, and for all x € E and for all n > 0 there exists a
Uy € JL2(R3) such that

_ =12
/M dy < 1. (2.10)
|z -yl
R3

Moreover, for all R > 0 and € > 0 there exists . C E such that
meas(B(R) — ;) < € and

yl

Proof. We denote by {uf} the mollified functions of ug. It is known that
{uf} c C®(R3) N JL2(R3), and {uf} converges to ug in L2-norm. For all
k € N, we define (1.20), that is

k2
wk(yc)::/M dy < o0.

|z -y
]R3

By the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev theorem we get, for r € [1, 3),
k

|

Hence, the sequence {1*} converges to zero in L"(K), for all r € [1,3). In
particular, there exists a subsequence {t*s } which converges to zero almost

everywhere in « € K. We denote by {K,} a sequence of compact sets such
that K, C K,41 and UNKV = R3. By virtue of the above convergence,
ve

|UO —ﬂ0|2 . .
T dy < n uniformly in x € Q. . (2.11)
R3

L) < o(r,K)|uf —uol3, for all compact set K C R?.

we denote E, C K, the set of the convergence almost everywhere of the

sequence {¢*i }. Then, by means of Cantor’s diagonal method, we construct

a sequence {1*} which converges to 0 for all z € E := UNEV. Hence for
ve

all z € E and 7 > 0 there exists a ¢! € {1’} such that @ := uly verifies
(2.10). Property (2.11) is a consequence of the above construction and of
the Severino—Egorov theorem. The lemma is completely proved. O

§3. LOCAL IN TIME WEIGHTED ENERGY INEQUALITY FOR A
SUITABLE WEAK SOLUTION

In this section we prove that any suitable weak solution admits at least
locally in time a weighted energy inequality with p = 0. Actually, the
following lemma holds
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Lemma 3.1. Let (u,m,) be a suitable weak solution. Let x, vy and ¢ as
in Theorem 1.5. Then there exists a t*(z) > 0 such that

t
1
&(u,t, ) +§/9u7$ T <N < oo, forallte[0,t*(x)), (3.1
0

with &(u,t,z) and P(u, T, x) defined in (2.5).

Proof. The proof of estimate (3.1) reproduces in a suitable way an idea
employed in [2]. This idea follows the Leray-Serrin arguments employed for
the proof of the energy inequality in strong form. The proof is achieved by
means of five steps. We set w := u — v and 7y, := m, — 7y, where (u,m,) is
the suitable weak solution and (v,m,) the regular solution corresponding
to vg and furnished by Lemma 2.4. The first four steps are devoted to prove
the following inequality

t
1 1

E(w,t,x, 1) +§/.@w7x,u <@,

0

for all t € [0,¢"(x)) and 4 > 0. (3.2)
Step 1. We start proving that for all ¢ > 0

E(t,x, pn) +2//@T:ﬂud7+3u// (o= y|2—|—,u 5dyd7'

0 R3

Fan //|“ (lz— y|2+u ddT+ //Wu (lz— yl2 ))g
(3.3)

In the energy inequality (1.2) we set ¢(7,y) = (|e—y|2+p2) "2 hr(y)k(r) €
Cs°(R x R?), with hr and k such that

1 if [y <R 1 if |7] <t
hr(y):=¢ €(0,1) if |y| €(R,2R) and k(r):=¢ €(0,1) if |7| €(¢,2¢)
0 for ly| > 2R, 0 for |7] > 2t.

We get
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)|2R )2
/ [ut |2 R ld —|—2// Vu(r 2| Ll 1dydT
(Jz —yl? + p?) 2 (| —y|> +p2) 2
)|?hr lug|?hr
+3 // dydT< _ POLTR g
a yP+u)5 | (o =y + 2 2

//|u Fhru- (@ — ddT+2//7Tu Dhru(r) - (@ — )dydr
gz —ylP+p2): A —yPP+u?)2

uo|°h
F@Ry:/(J£L£73@+h@@+b@@+F@RL

|z —y|* +1?)
(3.4)
where
/ Ah
F(t,R) := 219Vhe V(z —yl2+pu2) 2 4 — =1
R) = [ [P 20 Vo = )
0 R3
u- VhR Tut - VRhg
; dydTJr// 1dyd7'
(| =y +p2) > (Jz —y* + p?)>

Since my, u? € Lg(O,T;Lg(R3)), applying Holder’s inequality and em-
ploying the decay of Vhg, Ahg, for all t > 0, we get F(t, R) = o(R). We
estimate the terms I;, ¢ = 1,2. Since y > 0, by virtue of the integrability
properties of a suitable weak solution, applying Lemma 2.1 we get

t
u E
|11 (¢, )] </||m;”§d7
0
t

Vu
(lz —y[* +

<c 1 ||2dT

M
(= y|2+u

For I, applying the Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.2, we obtain
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Ty

Iy (t, )| dr
I /u — o bl il

u 3
(e —oP + ) 4107

Hence, as in the previous case, applying Lemma 2.1, we get

Vu
Ir(t,x) / 1 2dr.

Employing the estimates obtained for I;,7 = 1,2, via the Lebesgue domi-
nated convergence theorem, in the limit as R — oo, for all ¢ > 0 we deduce
the inequality (3.3).

Step 2. In this step we derive a sort of Green’s identity between solutions
(u, m,) and (v, ), where (v, 7, ) is the regular solution given in Lemma 2.4,
corresponding to the initial data vg € J%2(R3). In the following (0,7) is
the interval of existence of (v, m,). We also recall that the regular solution
(v,my) is smooth for ¢ > 0. We denote by A(7) a smooth cutoff function
such that X\(7) =1 for 7 € [s,t] and A(7) = 0 for 7 € [0, §].

For all t,s € (0,T), we consider the weak formulation iii) of Defini-
tion 1.1 written with ¢ = Avp:

t

/ {(pu,vT) — (pVu, Vo) + (pu - Vo, u) + (7, v - Vp)} dr + (pu(s),v(s))

- (pu(t),v(t))+/[(vu,v®vp)+(u@u,v@Vp)]dT. (3.5)

S

We multiply equation (1.1); written for (v, m,) by up. After integrating by
parts on (s,t) x R?, we get
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t

/ {(pu, vr) + (pVu, Vo) + (pv - Vo, u) — (my,u - Vp)|dr

t (3.6)

= / [(Vu, v® Vp) + (u-v, Ap)} dr
making the difference between formulas (3.5) and (3.6) we get
t
/[—2(qu,Vv)+(pu -V, u)—(pv -Vo,u)+(my, v - Vp)+ (7, u -Vp)} dr
t
= (pult). o) = (pu(s). () + [ [(w s w09 V)~ (u- v, Ap)]ar

Since in a suitable neighborhood of 0 all the terms of the last integral
equation are continuous on the right, letting s — 07, we get

t

/[72(qu,V’u)+(pu Vv, u)—(pv-Vo,u)+ (my, v -Vp)+(my, u ~Vp)} dr

0

— (pu(t), v(t)—(p +/ & w0 ©Vp)—(u- v, Ap)]dr
0

(3.7)
which furnishes the wanted Green’s identity.

Step 3. Setting w := v —v and m,, := m, — m,, let us derive the following
estimate

t
E(w,t,x, 1) —I—/.@wrac,u
0

t (3.8)
g(w 0,2 s +C/g% w Tvxvﬂ)‘@(vavxvﬂ)dT+H(U7ta$a/~‘)7

forallt € [0,T), = € R®, pu >0,
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with
Hv,t,z, 1) = c/||VU(T)||§dT+c/é"(U, T, %, W) D(T,v, z, (1)dr.
0 0

We remark that from the representation formula (2.2) and regularity of v
we get that

Tw = 771 + 7T2 ) 7.[-1:: Dlngy7g($_y)wz(y)w] (y)dy
R3
) , (3.9)
and 7%= 2/Dyj5(x—y)w(y)-Vv](y)dy-

We sum estimates (2.7) and (3.3), then we add twice formula (3.7). written
for s = 0. Recalling the definition of (w,m,) and formula (3.9), after a
straightforward computation we get

é"(w,t,x,u)—i—Q/.@(wTac,udT—l—S,u // |x—y|2+,u sdr

< éa(w507x7/j/) + Fl(wat7x7/j/) + FQ(U},’U,t,I,/J/),
(3.10)
where

t t
Fy = Fi(w, t,z, p) : /w®w,w®Vp)dT+2/(7r1,w~Vp)dT
0 0

t
= FQ(w7U7taIa/~l/) = 2/(7’(’2,11} ’ VP)dT
0

t

72/(111 - Vo, wp)dr + /(v - Vp,w?).
0 0

The term F; admits the same estimate as [; and I3 given in Step 1, hence
we get

|F1] < /é"% 7w, x, 1) (T, w, x, p)dr for all t € (0,T), z € R®, > 0.
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For term F5 we estimate the first two terms in a different way from the
last. Taking the representation formula of 75 into account, we get

t t t

‘/(wg,w-Vp)dT—2/(w-Vv, wp)dr‘ = }/pVﬂ'g-wdydT—l—Z/(w-Vv,wp)dydr )
0

0

Hence, applying the same arguments employed in Lemma 2.5 to estimate
J1 and Jo, we get

t t
t
‘/(7‘(’2,11} Vp)dr — 2/ w - Vv,wp)dr‘ g/ ||wp%||i||Vv||2dT
J 0
</é"%(w 7,2, W) D (w, 7, z, dT+c/||Vv adr,

forall t € [0,7), z € R, p > 0.

For the last term in F5, applying Holder’s inequality, we get

t

t
| [0 Tnutyar] < [ fupt optiar.

0

By virtue of estimate (2.1), applying Young’s inequality we deduce:

t
‘ /(v . Vp,wQ)dT‘
¢
/@@

0

¢
/g
0

o
NH

(w, 7,2, 1) D% (w, 7,2, W)ET (v, 7,2, 1) D (v, 7, x, p)dr

o.\»—A

t
w, T, 2, W) D (w, 7, x udr—kc/é"v T, 2, ) D (v, T, x, w)dr.
0
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Hence, we obtain

|Fy] < /giwrxug(wrxudr+c/||Vv V3dT

+c/é" v, 7,2, 1) D (v, T, x, p)dr, for all t € [0,T), x € R®, u > 0.

Finally, applying Young’s inequality, we get
t
Bl < [ Fwrawir v e [ & w a9, r s
0
t

te / [Vo(r)|3dr + / (v, 2, 1) D (v, 7,2, p)dr,

forallt €[0,T), z € R®, > 0.
Estimates for Fi, F5 and (3.10) furnish the integral inequality (3.8).

Step 4. Deduction of estimate (3.2).
Under our assumptions on x, vg and ¢, we have, a fortiori,

E(w,0,z, 1) < o, for all p > 0. (3.11)

1
(4¢)
Moreover by virtue of the regularity of the solution (v, m,), see Lemma 2.4
and Lemma 2.5, there exists a t* such that

H(t") < 9, for all p > 0. (3.12)

1
(4¢)

Let us deduce (3.2) that for convenience of the reader we rewrite:
¢
E(w,t,x, 1 +%/@w7‘xudr<&2, for all t € [0,¢%), u > 0. (3.13)
0

Since w = u — v is right continuous in L?-norm in ¢ = 0, for all x > 0 the
same continuity property holds for & (w,t,z, ). Therefore there exists a
d = d(p) > 0 such that

1
E(w,t,z, 1) < ek for all t € [0,4). (3.14)
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Hence the validity of estimates (3.8) and (3.11)—(3.12) yields for any t €
0,9)
¢ ¢
g(w,t,x,u)Jr/@(w,T,x,u)dT < é +c|&
0 0
that, thanks to (3.14), gives (3.13) on [0, J).

Let us show that estimate (3.14) holds for ¢ € [0,¢*). For all x4 > 0, the
function

N

(w’ T’ I” /’L)@(w’ T’ I” /’L)dT7

t
Pl 1) == Ew, 0,2, 1)+ ¢ /é"%(wmx,u)@(wmx,u)df T Hv,t, 2, )
0

is uniformly continuous on [0,t*]. Hence there exists n = n(u) > 0 such
that

6~ tal <= (1) — Flt2)] < o2 = Ew, 0,2, ) — HE(2))

We state that estimate (3.14) and, consequently, estimate (3.13), also holds
for t € [0, + 7). Assuming the contrary, there exists ¢ € [§,d + 1) such
that

E(w,t,z, 1) > el (3.15)
On the other hand, the validity of (3.8) yields
t
S w0+ [P, m,p)dr < (5O - F5)) + 1)
0
. 5
< ] + c/é"2 (w, 7,2, ) D(w, 7, x, p)dr.
0

Estimate (3.14) allows to deduce that

N|=

5
c/é’ (w, 7,2, 0) D (w, T, z, p)dr < —8/@(w,7,z,u)d7.
0 0

Hence the last two estimates imply



SOME REMARKS... 107

which is in contradiction with (3.15). Since the arguments are independent
of ¢, the result holds for any ¢ € [0,t*(x)), which proves (3.13)

Step 5. Since u = w + v, via estimate (2.8) and via estimate (3.13)
we deduce, with obvious meaning of N and ¢*(z) independent of p, the
following inequality

/ ut )2 // _Vut P <
J CEr T (lz = yl* +p?)2

for all t € [0,¢"(x)).

The thesis is an easy consequence of estimate (3.2) and the following re-
mark: the families of functions

{/ / |alwyf2ii> dydT} and {R/ %@}

are monotone in g > 0. Hence, by virtue of the Beppo Levi’s theorem, in
the limit as ¢ — 0, we deduce (3.1). O

Corollary 3.1. Let (u,m,) be a suitable weak solution. Let o > 0 such
that (1.2) is verified. Then there exists a set E C R3, with R3 — E having
zero Lebesgue measure, enjoying the property: for all x € E(o) there exists
a t*(x) > 0 such that

E(u,t,z) + (1 — %)/Q(U,T,I)Cﬁ <N <o, forallt € [o,0 +t*(x)).

(3.16)

Proof. For all ¢ > 0 for which w verifies (1.2), via Lemma2.6, there
exists a set E such that for € E and & > 0 there exists a function u(o) €
JL2(R3?) that allows us to verify (1.13) of Theorem 1.5 with u(o) — u(o).
As the assumptions of Lemma 3.1 are satisfied, the result follows. O

§4. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.5-1.6 AND COROLLARIES 1.2-1.3.

To prove Theorem 1.5 we employ the result of Proposition1.1. To this
aim, in the following Lemma4.1 we prove that, for a suitable r > 0, esti-
mate (3.1) of Lemma 3.1 implies condition (1.8) of Proposition 1.1.
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Lemma 4.1. Let the assumption of Lemma 3.1 be satisfied. Then, there
exists 6 > 0 such that

M(t,z,r) < ey, for all v € (0,[(1 — 6)t]?) and t € (0,t*(z)). (4.1)
with t*(x) given in Lemma 3.1.

Proof. By virtue of our assumption, and by virtue of representation for-
mula (2.2) and Lemma 2.2, a.e. in t € (0,t*(x)), we get that

_4 —2
Imu(®)lz =yl % s < cllu(®)|lz — |73 3. (4.2)

2

Applying Holder’s inequality, from (4.2) and from Lemma2.1, for all ¢ €
(0,*(z)) and t — r? > 0, we have

t
2 [ [ [l el dyar
t—r2 |z—y|<r

t

<o [ I + 1 24

—yf3 yl3 —y
t—r2
t (4.3)
u(T) Vu(r)
<e [ I Lt
e =yl =yl
t—r

¢
=c / é(r, x)%@(T,m)dT =: Nj.
t—r2
Considering the second term on the right-hand side of M (¢, z,7) in (1.7),

applying twice Holder’s inequality, (4.2), or all t € (0,t*(z)) and t—12 > 0,
we get

t t
_13 i 1 T (T i
L[ ] <ot [ 17 ]
t—r?  |z—y|<r t—r2
[ ) s Yulr) t :
1 u\T 5 u\T 5 1 6
gcr_§/ S L 3dT<c[/ &2 (1, 2)9 (1, x dr} =: N,.
U= ir it S0t
t—r t—r
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Hence (4.3) and (4.4) imply that
M(t,l’,’f’) < N1 +N2
Employing estimate (3.1), we get

t t -
Ny + Np < cN? / D(r,x)dr + [CN% / @(T,:E)dT} °)
t—r2 t—r2

for all t € (0,t*(x)) and t—17% > 0.

On the other hand the function
t* ()

/ 2(7)dr is uniformly continuous on [0, t*(z)].
t

Hence there exists a 6 € (0, 1) such that

t _ ¢
[CN% / D(, ac)dr} * L eN: / D(r,x)dr < g1Vt € (0,t"(x)).
(1-8)t (1-8)t
Hence the lemma, is proved. Il

Now we are in a position to prove the results of Theorem 1.5 and The-
orem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. By virtue of Lemma 3.1, for any « satisfying the
assumptions, estimate (3.1) holds on some interval [0,t*(x)). Set ¢(x) :=
gt* (x), by virtue of Lemma 4.1, there exists a d > 0 such that M(%s, x,r) <

e, for all » € (0,[(1 — 5)%5]%), s € (0,t(x)). This, via Proposition1.1,
implies the local regularity (1.14), provided that § € (0, %)1 Finally, in
order to prove (1.15) it is enough to observe that the point (s, ) belongs

to @, %(%s,x) and, if (s, z) is a Lebesgue point, then, via estimate (1.9),

4
we can state (1.15). The theorem is completely proved. O

Proof of Corollary 1.2. By virtue of Corollary 3.1, there exists a set
E(o) such that for all x € E(o) estimate (3.1) holds on some interval
[0,0 + t*(x)). Then one can conclude as in the proof of Theorem1.5. O

IThis condition ensures that we can choose r = /s, being (1- 6)%3 > s.
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Proof of Theorem 1.6. Under the assumption of the theorem, Lem-
ma 3.1 holds for any z in , with ¢*(z) uniform in Q. The last claim
is a consequence of the fact that in the definition of ¥ the smooth func-
tion wvg is independent of z € 2. Hence under our assumption (1.21) we
have that both (3.11) and (3.12) are uniform with respect to x. Setting
Ty := t*, we write (3.1) for ¢ € [0,Tp) for all x € Q. As a consequence, all
the arguments employed for the proof of Theorem 1.5 work independently
of x € 2. The theorem is proved. O

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Fixed the ball B(R) and given € > 0, we can
employ Lemma 2.6 which furnishes property (2.11). Hence the assumption
of Theorem 1.6 holds for any z in (.. (]
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