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Regularity of Solutions to the Navier-Stokes Equations
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Abstract

This article is concerned with regularity questions on the Navier-Stokes flows and is
divided into two parts. In the first one a simple proof of the following result is given: a
weak solution u to the nonstationary Navier-Stokes equation belonging to L>(0,T; L")
is necessarily regular if the inferior limit of ||u(t) — u(t,)||» as t — t. — 0 (from the left)
is sufficiently small for every t. € (0,T). This is a slight improvement of the regularity
criterion due to Kozono and Sohr. In the second part the outline of "head pressure
technique” for the proof of the following remarkable result due to Frehse and RuZicka is
given: there exists a regular solution, which is not necessarily small, to the stationary
Navier-Stokes equation in five spatial dimensions. Stationary flows in such dimensions
are of interest because they are related to nonstationary flows in three spatial dimensions
by dimensional analysis.

Introduction

R % &5 5 FEEMMEXE R 08B 2 5038 5 Navier-Stokes J7 2D FIHHERIE

Ou+u-Vu =Au-—Vp in R™ x(0,7),
(NS) V-u =0 in R x[0,T),
u(-,0) =a in R",

BE2 5. FROEESRY MLy = u(z,t) = (w(,t), -, un(z, )T EED p=pz,1)
BEMTHY, a=a(z) = (a1(z), -, ()T 1FTEX L-HEK TH DS B TEFH
A E 2 BB, T —# L LCHFRROALHANEE f = f(z) = (@), -, fal@)”
5250, EEFRBBCBOQIMEDIDIZ, f [ FAL 5—RTF ¥ VORABTHE
SHTNT, BT E Vp IRIREN TS &9 5. Leray [25][26] 12 & o TAMEHI 2 EEF
AT DSBS LT UK 70 4RI < B8 L7228, MEMICEE R 3 RO LT, &
CHILILTWAE 51T, PRI o« DREX SEHRTHZ L2 LTH B D>72 R Kz
D—EHEERIEHT 5 2 L, SRBRMREETHS. L 2 NHBEE o RO L
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LTH, (NS) OB DHOBLTHRLNEZRIDONEI D, BX DI LR TE TR,
SRR (ZAVIZIR O HRRRICR D) OFEZEERBL LR TA0IER LB FIED
O & i, Fujita-Kato [13] iIZX > THASHIZEBIZ L 37 P e —F ThH Y, HicHkR
EDRT —=MIEDZEDERDBREIZFERE LWV, ZOFETS RITCKBAEE/ D11,
EIRo>THHIHBE o D L3-norm HBWVEZEN L YA LM S 2D norm (727 L
AT —NVEBR da(Az) 12 L TRER norm) /b &< KRB LEHRDH B (Kato [22]). —F,
REWRT — LD KIZHE &L LT, Leray-Hopf DIFARDIEFED solenoidal 72 a € L2 1%t
LTHLNTWS A ([26][20]), 2 RIEDJ/A 2 BT, R SN 7= O ERES & 0—
BHEIFAATHD. BEOEAMEETES 250, KES DI THESH3. O kot
BB/ ONLRDTDDI2 BB criterion ZRWET I ETHY, WED Lo
RSBV ERAINE b OBMEEBITHERT 5L ThH 5. BEDBBEIZSNT,
Leray [26] (DFBRD strong energy F%R % %72 4§5#% (turbulent solution) <, Scheffer
[32]-[36] ¥ & U Caffarelli- Kohn-Nirenberg [3] &bk D generalized energy &z % 4.7~
T HM (suitable weak solution) 2 EBH SN TV 3 (#ic Miyakawa-Sohr [28], Struwe
(39], Taniuchi [42] 72 £ % ZHR).

ZORBD Part 1 T, EROAMEDOREEE D . Ohyama [30] & Serrin [37] 11185
NEERL D BDHMD Y T R L L THZ Lebesgue 22/ L7(0,T; L) ZMA L, ZDH%D
Fabes-Jones-Riviere (5], Sohr [38], Giga [16], Struwe [39], Takahashi [41] 72 &Iz X 5 &k
ICE 2T, BIETIXRD criterion B2 oTW5: n/qg+2/r <1 2Hd n < g < oo
E2<r<ooiTXLT, 55 u S L70,T; L) BT B2 51, u IXB LM, T742bb
u € C®(R"x(0,T)) L72%. £V bi}, n/q+2/r =1 BT T RTROZEIZIBNT
Ry —AREL R WICEETHS Z &4, Giga [16] 12 L > THBEL TV 5: {u,p}
FRAEARIETI2LIE, ZDR T — N5 up(z,t) = (), A%t),palz, t) = N2p(\z, \2¢)
TEDLND {ur,pa} BEED X > 0 ITHF L THERELREZL, uy, ® L7(0, co; L9)-
norm i n/q+2/r = 1 THDLE X > 0 IZELRW. LML, ED criterion ok
W, {g,r} = {n,c0} DFABRAENTND. ZDZ LIZBE#EL T, Leray [26] X%
BE LR R THREEE TBRET2BME - 32 L 288 L2, 205
L=(0,T; L") iZBL T 5. LA>L, Netas-Ruzicka-Sverdk [29] 2k o TED & 5 2 53fi#
(FEE M) DHFENRENTDT (Tsai [44] bBM), L=(0,T; L") i2/B3 553018
LSRRI 2REbH M, BEETDL ZHKMETH 5.

Kozono-Sohr [24] IX, £ DEIRIMRE L LT, L°(0,T; L") IZBT 5 BARIZ OV T LB
ANZBIFDENLD L* EOBOR/NETHIE, TOMITBLNE LB L 2R L,
Bolt, F TR EBR— (FRKERAE) & OHRE [19] 128 T, Kozono-Sohr DS E
DFLCHGEERZ X2 (EHICHRBELETFRRLE) OT, 2OWES Part 1 T
5. REM EOYHHERBEIZS L TREIFBR 523, FEB I Stokes BED L1 BHRICD
HEFEL TV B DT, Kozono-Sohr & FIKEIZ, 1 52 ER % b OB RER - SMERE
K U2 (Iwashita [21], Ukai [45] 28 M) 123813 2 I4HEE R ERIEO BRI LT
bRICAEHEZ EX D Z LN TE 3.



87

Wiz Part 2 TiX, 25/ 3 RITHEE K TE ORI % SFRIC I\ 7= Frehse-Ruzicka 12 X H7E
B _XABLEBATSD. ETRARAER 7 —VEBRIZE S RIEMTIZ I NI, ua(z, )
? L5(R3 x (0, 00))-norm 1 A > 0 I24K b7, 22 143 KT8 (FFEHBRE) 1322/H 5
IR (EHRIE) IS L TWA ERD ZENTE D, ERMBOBMIXLT, Th
M LP TR B & XD regularity 23 5TV (Sohr [38], von Wahl [46], Galdi [14]),
R TEn <4 DEXIX HIC L L72BDT, BOPRADICHT DHBMLTTHRD
W& 725 (4 RITEREIZRS B Gerhardt [15] bBM). - T, FEHMBEIIIKIT S n =2
Fn=30EOX Yy 7, EXEMETIIn=4 4, n=5DRIZHDLEXTI. T,
3 Vi 5tk 3 PR D S DTETER: L(0, T; L2) N L2(0, T; HY) < LY/3(0, T; L1°3) %% 7
5 2 TREND W, BEB-27z Serrin B criterion = X i, L3(0,T; L%) 1B ¥ 5 55#%
B L ERD. —F, 5 REERBEOBMOFEL H C L8 DR TRENDE, b
LENH L ICBT D EXITEBONERDIDEND, 3RTIHEEFBE L O similarity %
BAZENTELY. 20X BERDY &, Frehse-Ruzicka 1% 5 IRITE H B DD IE
RIltE % BFZE LTz (B 5 RITE R Z % L= D1, Struwe [39] &b ). /2
L, 5 o ERBBIc R 282, Ebiz 3 RTFEEBBEICH T MR EZHRTH
WLTRW. LaL, 5 REEERELZ¥ LA L 2@ T, 3RTIEHBEDOME
FHEZOWTDERNY Z2EAHI LN ERIED D.

5 RTCEEBEICHTARERE LT, ANBELNTHD L X, BOPRBOFEDR,
Frehse-Ruzicka & Struwe (& & » T &hiz. FREROBEIL, [6] & [8] ORRET
NENEHLEDLEDZETHLND ([11] 28V T 6 miﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁmﬁéc:%%én
T B). RZEFOBA, Struwe [40] 2B, FEHMBEREEOHAIL, [7(9)[10)[40]
EoT, ZRREN 5 < n <15 THDELEFZAKOBRIRINTNS. Part 2 T
i3, 5 ROTH RIS 2 ERERBICERY BIF T, 1999 4 5 A 27 H OFRICE
<, Frehse-Ruzitka I& & % head pressure |u|?/2 + p {Z&B L7274 7 7 (head pressure
technique) PIFE &5, FRM LB - AHEICE > THA L 2BABD 2 RVOT,
s= 4 FREEBA O FEMIZ O W TIE, ETEIA Lzds0e R CIHE 72V, £72, Frehse-Ruzicka
HHIZE DT —A [12]81] bH 5.

1999 4£ 7 A, Ruzicka KASKH L7ZBRIC, DT A 77 % 3 RITLHE %Fﬁ%kf‘ﬁﬁ’(
X HAMREMEIC OV TREa T A BRI iﬂfdbl head pressure (3 5\ iEZEL & [ C&EE
ERELUD DE) OFHEEZEL AT /7° T bbb DD 2.2 fi (maximum property)
IZHY T 5 2T v B TAREN 2 HERL H LK) THD.

Part 1 Nonstationary Problem:
Regularity Criterion on Weak Solutions

1.1. Weak solutions in L*(0,T; L")
HHE DD, X7 MBRROERE AN S —EEHOEThERILES THLLT. R”
T8 5 A A0 solenoidal (Tab bRBMAER) TH-T compact 2EZE DO M
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BN 7 X% C5(RY) £ 95, C3%(R*) @ LI(R*)-norm || - |o(1 < g < oo) 2B
T500% LI(R") THbobbd. Part 1 ZBL T, FIiBI M aec L2(R") £ T5. LAFL
EUIE, L2 = L2(R") 72 EEMFET D, £ 75, (NS) OBFMOEREZREL . R*"x(0,T)
EDTRIBEE uw 2 (NS) OBEMTHD LiX, ue L°(0,T; L2) N L*(0,T; H') TH - T,

(- ,00) + (76, 99) + (- Vu, 9)} dt = (a,6(0)

% 6(T) = 0 RBEBD ¢ € CL(0,T]; H N LP) i LCHIed = & ThB. 7L,
(-,)) 1T R* \2BI1F 5 LE-NMEE D duality pairing 25 5T, +_XTOHBHMR u 1L, XH
0,T) DHZFEEETOE u(t) ZEETHZ LITE-T, L2 %L LT0,T) £55
e L 25,

L0, T, L™) TR 555/ v 1%, RD K 5 2EE % b (Kozono-Sohr [23]): {EED
te0,T) Iz L Tu(t)e L® &RV (1> THURNIZ ae L), IHIT L™ HBE%KE LT
[0,T) LCHERETHS. ZOHHE L Masuda [27] IZ X 25D —FMED criterion Z#l
HEbEs L, L°0,T; L") BT 2BBO—BHENB/ LD (D Proposition 1.4). %
NTIE, EOX I RAMEHDOS LT, 558 ue Lo°0,T; L") iZBLNERDTHA Db,
L>(0,T; L™)-norm T/PNIWE XD@HAI D Struwe [39] IZX » TRENTZIED, K&
WARIZ LTI, L™ fER%E U CERZ2 HIXM| L2 ¢ 7425 Z & 23, von Wahl [46][47](7=
ZLARBEK LOME) BLU Giga [16) IZX > TRENE. ZDORERIX, Kozono-Sohr
[24] ICX > T, RO X IR EINT: B eo > 0 BVHEEL T, B u e L0, T; L") 28
%t €(0,T) LT

(1.1) limsup [|u() [l — llu(t )l < €0

BHETRLIE, v XML ERD. BRCBRRZX DL, £BDO t € [0,7) ioxL T
u(t) €L THHDT, (1.1) OEDEEZH t, ITH L TEXDZIENTES. £/~ uix L
R E L THERERHDT, (1.1) OEDITFATH B Z LIZER. Kozono-Sohr @
ARAERDZ LMD X DT, (1.1) b

(1.2) limsup |u(t) - u(t.)la < g1-Vngy/n

BEEVY, (1.2) Db & TLREDERNEONS. Kozono-Sohr & ixAliz, 3 kth feaEk -
DORIREIZH LT Tiddh 523, Beirdo da Veiga [1] M u € L°(0,T; L3) DL N ERD
TedD+o&kEE Xz, FDEMEIX (1.1) £ O LBWREFICIZR-oTVBE, R
B2 DT, T TR0,

REIZBNTRA OFERERN, BEOEH TENEIERAT .

1.2. Results
FRERIT, ROEBY THS.
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Theorem 1.1. ([19]) A F & %724 EHK v > 0 BFET 2: 35 v e L0, T; L") 3%
t, € (0,T) IHLT

(1.3 liminf [u(t) - u(t.)lla < 7

b H7F 2B, ue C°(R x (0,T)) £7%25.

Kozono-Sohr 2% (1.1) A5 (1.2) W\ e FHEICHED &, LOEBEDOR L LT, KO
EHELND.

Corollary 1.2. ([19]) ¥ > 0 % Theorem 1 DE¥ & 3 5. Bf u € Lo(0,T; L") B&
t € (0,T) IR LT

n

v

(1.4) lim inf [u(t) 3 ~ u(t)I[} < 5y

BB T R bIE, ue (R x (0,T)) L7125,

Z DR H {KI% Kozono-Sohr [24] D & ERMRERIZTERWVWA, [19) TEx LT
Theorem 1.1 DFEBAF L [24] LIZRARDTA T TIZL DB DT (Beirdo da Veiga [1] O
FAFTEHRZY), BB THS. M, Kozono-Sohr [24] 1%, [0,T] L THRES 72
SR u BNIEENERDB I E bR B TOL O RBMIH LT, F 1€ (0,T) TD
FERBIR u(t — 0) DAERNTREN, 2Dk & L™ HFdERiE L 2o f6/ L ik idEk L
75T, (11) 225 (1.4) £ TOERRINThHErERDDOTHD.

SEBA DL D 723, ¥ Kozono-Sohr D FIEIZ SN TiR5. [24] TiX, B u &%
NE R L T B EEIE % b D Stokes HEX Gv+ Av+ P(u-Vv) =0 OFR v %,
(1.2) ZH1=d t, OFELREHECBOTRE Lz (HE P & Stokes fEARK AL 1.38T
& A). v i Introduction TiR-~<7z Serrin N7 F RZBTHDT, R L LT u(=v) iX
BLNERD. ED X D BEHEY b Stokes HFRRRDOHERIZIV T, Giga-Sohr
(18] 1= & 5 BRI 2 B 7 B2 XD maximal regularity OEawZz AV 7.

—77, Theorem 1.1 MFEFTiL, 53 u & Kato [22] IZ X % Navier-Stokes 17z H H D
wfEE, (1.3) BH723 t, OESRIEFBZBVTRET % (Kozono-Sohr [23] D—FEHED
criterion 12 & 2 C). FHUIE, u(t, —8) € L™ ZEHHE & Rz & &2, 3iFd t, 28X T
FETAEO%6>0 2EBICEND Z L RERNEE V. > T, BREOEFEEXED
ESDRMEL LS. bLg>n i LTace L 25iE, (NS) OBRBOFERBORS
¥ |lall, TE > TFBLFHETE S (HlXiX Giga [16]). #ETHIEL, L] DHERERITRE
S AUHBE o 1R LT, FERBOR S 2 —RiCEid. LL, ZOZLikg=n D
LXIRELL 2L, GERBOR S |la|l, iIt& > TEX b TidAw. 2L, L]
0 precompact E£AIZBT 2T o lTx LTS, BMOFERXE DR & Z —HRITK
N5 (Bl ziE Brezis [2]). ZhbDERHMS, C([0,T); L) H B\ i& L2(0,T; L) (7=7ZL
g>n) KBTHBMOELNEBEDICODS. $5ff v € L=(0,T; L") Ioxf U CixBH
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TIEROH, L™ BT 2 IMBEEICxT5 (NS) OBMOFERBINED L S I2EE 5
DA, Kato [22] DFEFAZVVE—E L RTRY & 2 74F Theorem 1.1 2 A TE 5.

1.3. Proof of results

1 <g<ooiTxLT, L?2EM%E LI(R") = LIRSLI(R™) O X 5 iZEF5# (Helmholtz
53HE) T B. 2L, LUR®) = {Vp e LI(R");p € LL (R™} Th5. P % LI(R") 1>
5 LYR") ~DE~DHREEAR LTS, 2ZM EOREIZR L TIX, P % Riesz ZHT
K T ERTE, £/2 Laplace fEAFR L aTHIC 2 5. 8- T, Stokes fEREIT

D(A) = W*(R")NLL(R"), Au=-PAu=-APu=—-Au for uc D(A)
& 7225 DT, Stokes FREITMAEERDEAMIZT 220

€*4)@) = (m)™ [ e fg)ay, >0,
IHERWT, (NS) 2y FRR

(1.5) u(t) = e t4a — /Ot e t=94P(y . Vu)(s) ds

CEET. (1.5) & a € LM(R") 123 L CRRBATENCAR S 1TIE, B e t4 @ L9-L7 ¥
i (1<g9g<r<o0,k=0,1)

(1.6) VRt 4fll, < Ct=*2|fll,,  t>0,
123 TR<, feLY(R") (1< g< ) IZxT3 e tAf Dt —0 TOEE)

(1.7) lin& e fl.=0 if g<r < oo,

(1.8) lim ¢**12| Ve 4fll, =0 if ¢<r < oo,

BUETHS. 72721, a=n(l/qg—1/r)/2 Th5.
Kato I & 2 RFTHAFEERE, RO L S ISR_RB = LN TE 5.

Proposition 1.3. (i) ([22])) LT 2 AT EE u > 0 BHFEET S ac LP(RY) £ T >0
28

(1.9 sup {t1/4||e;‘Aa||2n + t1/2||Ve‘tAa||n} <p
0<t<T

EHIT 2B, MATRR (1.5) DKM 0,T] ETO—FM v € C(0,T); L) #75ET
5. 2O uid (NS) O L fE#BAEL2Y, &5IT u e C°(R* x (0,T)).
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(i) #12, a € L2(RPNIZ(R™) & T > 0 % (1.9) 24732 5iE, (i) T/LIE [0,T]
DR u bk L2 ERARC B R, o TTRAX—BREBTHBRTLH 5.

Pex DIFTIE, (1.9) PEETH D, 2 [22) DitA%E K< R 5. (1.7)
& (18) &Y, EBD ae LR IZxLT (1.9) #4727 T > 0 2EBEICERhB Z &
X, E2FETHRY. £, () TRZMOM L1, #lxiX, Giga-Miyakawa [17] @
section 3 IZiR > T/R&END. LATF T, (i) i 2MRISRE 5.

Proof of Proposition 1.3. (it) €7, [|P(u - Vu)|lne < Cllu(®)||]|Vu(®)|l. < CtV2 %/

RIS FRR (15) 2R 5 &, max{n/2,2} < g <n 25 ¢ I LT,

(1.10) u € C([0,T); L) N G2 ((0, T); L2)

/5. WIZ (n>5 DL ER), |[Pu- Vu)|as < Cllu)|lnellVu®)|l. < Ct7Y2 2B
T (1.5) 25l LE 9 &, max{n/3,2} < qg<n/2 725 q XL TH (1.10) /5. =
DFREEZBIVERTZELICEY, B 2<qg<n#b qiZHLT, (1.10) BESNB.
TDZ L& Vul) © L™ @B E LT (0,T] L TORET Holder etk %2 ff8 5 &,
P(u-Vu)(t) © L? /{57 Holder EfetE N5V, e’ Bbh 5. O

Kozono-Sohr IZ X W iRENZRD K D 725/ DO—FEMED criterion b HWS.

Proposition 1.4. ([23]) v BX W v %, FIFAFKMH u(0) = v(0) = a € L2(R") IZx4§ 3
(NS) ® (0,T) LOFBRETSH. ue L0, T; L") THY, £/- v R RXAF—FEK

t
lv@)113 + 2/0 IVu(r)l3dr < [lall3, 0<t<T
A1z 92 bIE, [0,T) ETu=w.
UELDO#RD G & T, Theorem 1.1 ZFEHATX 5.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. $TIZ 1.1 i THB~_7=K 51z, (NS) DOF#F u 25 L>(0,T; L")
BT 5EE, EBED te0,T) iz LT u(t) € L2(R")NL2(R") & 725 (Kozono-Sohr
23]). 5% BT u € L2(0,T; L") i3 LT, t, € (0,T) RERICEE L, @RI
», (0,t,) OBy %

¥(6) = sup {tl/"”e“mu(t* —0)||2n + t1/2||Ve_tAu(t* — 6)||n} for 6 € (0,t,)

0<t<26
WL TEDS. (1.3) DEDBHH/NENVENIFHEDS &, @Y% 6 € (0,t,) iZxtL
T, (6) <p BERINBZZLERED. 2L, p ik (19) KB 2EEETHD. %
DED72 E BFELBWERETSD. ZDEE, (1.6) I&»T,

p<w(®) < sup {1Vl Aut)llon + Ve Au(ts) I} + Collu(t. — 6) — u(t.)lln
0<t<26
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DPEED 6 € (0,t,) I LTERY LD (Cp X § KIKLRWIEEE). 6§ —» +0 &3,
(1.7) & (1.8) itk » T,

p < Goliminf [[u(t, — 6) — u(t)lla.

INEY,ud (1.3) 2 y=p/2C, THZLTND L, FETHS. &>, Proposition 1.3
k0, 20X 5wzt LT, 8472 6 € (0,t.) BEEL T, FIAERH v(t, —6) = u(t.—9)
EHIZTIRONREBM v B (¢, — 6t +6) L THESHLS. Proposition 1.4 1IZL£ Y,
[t.—6t.+6) ETu=v LRBDT,ue C®(R" x (t, —6,t. + ) BRENiz. O

Proof of Corollary 1.2. Theorem 1.1. 2>& Corollary 1.2 %M RV FITRI L T,
Kozono-Sohr [24] £ £< R U Th 3. T72bbH, Clarkson DRER

llu(®) = w(@)lls + llu@®) +u)lz < 27 (lu@lz + lu@)l?)

ERAWS. B ue L°(0,T; L") X L* HHELETHEHDT, LItV Tt -t -0 &
L=t EDTHEREY L5 &, (1.4) 225 (1.3) B%S. O

Part 2 Stationary Problem:
Existence of 5D Smooth Solutions

2.1. Results
Q% RS OFREIR, £OHER 0Q 1T+ 542 & LT, @R Dirichlet R &M (K&K
#) Db & T Q _ETOEH Navier-Stokes FRRK DHEFERIE

—Au+u-Vu+Vp =f in Q,
(NS)* V.u =0 in Q,
_ u =0 on 01,
BPEXB. Part 2%BL T, AP fe L>°(Q) £55. ZDL X, (NS)® DFHAE {u,p}
BEETD (PAREBMKRT n>2 TH). Z2iZ, Q EOTHEKOEA {u,p} 2 (NS)®
DHEMTH B LiX, ue H(Q),V -u=0,pe W¥4Q) (7L [opdz=0) TH-T,

(Vu, Vo) + (u- Vu,p) + (Vp,p) = (f,¢)

BERD ¢ € CP(Q) KR LTHETZETHS.
RIEEIL, 5 KEOBRAI f DR E SICHIRE L, WHERME B THMEL 2 &b
VLoRDFBZLTHD. EBERRED.

Theorem 2.1. ([6][8]) f € L®(R) &£7 5. ZDEE,EBD g€ (1,00) IZX LT

(2.1) ue Wei(Q), peWel(Q)
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L1725 (NS)® DB {u,p} BEETS.

f O regularity 25 LR 5 &, FRITS LT, (2.1) % B 723598 {u,p} ® regularity b
FRLTWS. RELT, bL f BXBL2RLIE, {u,p} HHEDHL 725 DT, Theorem
9.1 IXIBLIRMOFEERLRTEY. LL, ZHKT n < 4 DPA LB T, T
TOBMOBLNEETTILRIEETHS.

Theorem 2.1 %, @472 a € (0,1) 1ZxF L TKD weighted estimate %&T_‘?’ﬁﬁd)ﬁﬁ
PHENDS: EEOWMER Q CC O ITH LTER C =C(Q) >0 BFEELT, F
L zo 8 R > 0 OBARR Bg(ze) 25 Qo 1T SENBH72 5T,

[Vu(@)]® , |

(2.2) L o T s SOR

712, Qo CC Li QW CNEE%RTS. (2.2) BEY SEOTEWITIE, R >0 D/hSne
xSPHEE L 2B, £ 7o, B [Vu(z)?/|z| » RS L TORBBIEAT— VB u(dz) (2B
LTAETHDZ LICEER. (22) DEDDOEINERTH S Z LI, u D regularity O
BEERELTVNLERAZERTESN, (2.2) PFMERITES HITHID R D a>0
DTV u D regularity BRVWZ &EZRLTND. EPE Morrey ZZMTHRZ 5 &, (2.2)
i Vu € L2Q) BRED. TIT, Sonfik1<g<o0 £ 0<A<nITHLT,
feLl(Q) ThoTADERD O CCQITHLT |

sup R™* |f(z)|%dr < oo
BrCSlo Br

LA f elnbRsERE L) TRL, IhE (RPTt. & fz) Morrey ZE
vy, =L, ERXo BRI, Q CHEN5MK By £FICDID. Morrey %5
7 Sobolev BURREFEHR ([4]) itk -T, 1/2 =1/2-1/4 - o) TEELHEE 2 I
SHLT, Vu € L2FQ) b u e L)) BREIDT, u-Vu € LoitreQ). 7z
FL, 1r=1-1/(4—a) Tha. BE f e L2Q) = L) C L) &9,
—Au+Vp=f—u-Vu€ Lyt (Q) &£72BDT, Stokes FHERRIZxT 5 Morrey ZT
HERNERER ([4)) KXY, D*u, Vp € Ly, (Q) 2K 5. BOHBERL AV T LO®ER
RIS LTV, BRENTIE, (BB D g < oo IZX LT, D?u, Vu,u,Vp,p DTT
2 LEQ) KRB (BT Li(Q) KBT D) Z LMY, (2.1) BIEASND. u D
regularity (Morrey ¥5¥k) % o > 0 I RFIBRNZZ & iz &V, EFED bootstrapping
RHEHMMN T, regularity 25 EF LTV Z &I &5, Ar—)VEH u(d) (2B
L CARZ 72 norm ¥ T regularity L 2> %6:}’1,'(1/‘?&‘/\&: X 1%, #@% © bootstrapping I¥
5% < VAL, (M4, (2.2) THEC >0 25 29 € o WK B 72V as, (3] @ (1.20) X0 [39] @
(1.11) X (2.2) PRFTRTH 5.)

Frehse-Ruzitka 12 & % (2.2) %Jﬁ_ﬂmﬁz‘f@&lﬁb&uT@l 5THBH. 7, [6] 12
BV T, maximum property



94

(2.3) (g + p) € L ()
+

THITRMOFENTREN. 22T, [ul?/2+ p(= BIE+EH/E) I head pressure &
PEENS. ()4 = max{-,0} 2EIKT BDT, (2.3) it head pressure 2 1E & A CF| 57+
KARTHDZ LERL TS, KIZ, [8] 28V T, maximum property (2.3) #8695
BIRILTST, @R a € (0,1) IKHLT (22) 22727 (o THRONITRB) Z&n
REINT. ZORBRAEL, EBDOKRT n > 5 TRLTS. —F, 6] TEZX bz (2.3)
BRI MOFERERIL, 5 RTEH L TOZEHNTHS (K12, [11] T6 KEDHBEI
btk s hiz).

KERZENT, (2.3) & B2 THBROWRIZ OV TIERS. duality 2V 7= (2.3) DEE
AERRT DI, 2 Eb u € L{Q) BEV Vp, € LY3(Q) & 72 BiELIAE {ue, pe}
BLELIRD. BMOMBTIE LM, 8] 0EE "(2.3) = (2.2)” IRaNh5 23,
REDEH TIIME D701, KETTHRSIMER (2.2) 2H72T 2 &k, BHRARR
R L THHH TV B hole filling technique (cf. Widman [48])) I & » TR

2.2. Maximum property
AETIX, ROMBEOIEA DR IZ DV TR B,

Proposition 2.2. ([6]) f € L>(Q) &¥5. DL, (2.3) 244 (NS)* DR
{u,p} BEFEET 3.

¥, head pressure %

w= |u|2 +

EBE, {u,p} ERONE LT, w ORITHBREEE 5. BHALE = 4. Ay 1 [Vup?
DHELD Au iz Navier-Stokes HFREERAT S &, u- (v- Vu)=wv. VJ%E WCEBLT,

|uf? 2

div(NS) KX VB o3 EHFEX

(2.4) Ap=-V-(u-Vu)+ V.- f
TERIIMEZ 2L, (V-u=00bLTD) EXV- (u- Vu) — |Vul? + frot w2 = 0 IZ &
v, FEX

—Aw+u-Vw=—|rot ul?+ f-u—V-f

ERD. T2IZL, Jrot ul? = Tigicjcs (Ouj/ 0 — Oui/0z,)? ThD. Zh IV, w iR
IZIXFRER (head pressure inequality)
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(2.5) —Aw+u-Vw< f-u—-V.f

% %1290 T, maximum property (2.3) ##IfFTEE 5 TH 5.

5T, (NS)® Dy SO X 5 IHRT S &, (2.3) #EBIARTE S5 THS I0. #
RIER B X BIBIC, (2.3) 2 ML 7477 (duality method) &M 72 58RIC & > T
RE S, WA O cC Q ZEBCEETS. BT, E0 N ET(=1, Q 2T
0<(¢<1 &5 cut-off Bk ¢ € C°(R) BEET S. Exbhui zp€ Qo KRLT,

(2.6)

—AG —u-VG =g in Q,
G =0 on 0f},

35729 G = Glz;xo) > 0, T72bH (2.5) DEDDERFROHE —A—u-V O Green
B EAWS. 2771, 6 IXEENR 1o IZHEHF L7z Dirac B THD. (2.5 I
(G >0 BHNTTHBBIRERE (2.6) I (w 2T THEIERX2MHLEDED L, MOH

FIZE - T,

(2.7) w(zo) < (G, —2V( - Vw — wA¢ + (u- VQw) + (f - 4,{G) + (f, V({G))

ERBDT, ZOAEDEFFETEIIX IV

FEOREBMEEZTEMSLT I, D b, (2.5) 12 (G BB THES T BRI
uw-Vw € LL(Q) REREShD. Zhix, B0 T ALYV b»d u e LI3Q) &
Vp € L5/4(Q) Mo 3B LRV LICEETS. bL

(2.8) ue € L*(Q),  Vp. € L*3(Q)

H123 (NS)* OELR {u.,p} BPBEOND &, £HIZH LT,

2
u. -V (IUS' +p5) = . - (u, - Vu, + Vp.) € L'(Q)

L0, UTFICRS & 912, L Tili~</z duality method % TN L~V THLED S
TLENTES.

(2.8) D7 T ACBT BIEMME RO B1iE, (NS)* OEDZ eluffu (72721 £ > 0)
# N LR 2 il o R FE &

(NS):

V-u =0 in ,

—Au+u-Vu+teluPu+Vp =f in Q,
u =0 on 01,
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ZEZNIZIV. EWIHIDIE, TR v 2T S &,

IVullz + ellullz = (f,»)

LRZBPHTHD (Part 2 1IZBWTE, LIQ) D norm % || - ||y THOHDL, Q LS DHE
W ETO Li-norm IZOWTIXERZART 5). EERIZ, Galerkin {EIZ X » T,

“Us”?ql(n) + ellucllg + |pellwrsey < Cr, |Pe lwass) < Ca(€)

By (NS): DB {u,,p.} EMRTES. 7L, 0, > 0% e WKFELRVERK

ThHD. BUREBIFNIR-Te - +0 L Lz &ED {u,p.} DHEBIREIEL {u, p} I,

(NS)* DBEMEL2D. ZHRoTHROLNITBM {u,p} 2 (2.3) AT LEETRED.
We = |ue?/2 + pe BHETHBRIXEBOICRD B L,

—Aw+u-Vw=—|rot uf +eV - (Ju*u) —¢clul* + f-u—-V-.f
L7225 (BREABRDRNWE ZEFERF e T LIRLIFA), ERIC

(2.9) —Aw+u-Vw<LeV: (ufu)+ fu—-V.f

DFFRKBIER R test BIEIZH L THREENTVWAHDT, (2.5) DROVIZ (2.9) 2E X
BT EiTiD. B8 p e CO(RS) %, EDEN By(0) KEENTVT g pdr=1%%
e & SICEET . 0 < h < dist(zg, 0Q) 1258 LT, bpon(z) = h=%((z — 20)/h) LW
T, (2.6) DRPYIZ,

(2.10)

_AGh.,s — Ug - VGh,e = 6zo,h in Q,
Gre =0 on 09,

DA (0 <) Gre = Grelz;z0) € HY(Q) 2B X 5. UTOHEREZRLITT 51T, (R
ue ZEI LML TIELITAIVNENRD B0, ZNIXBR OB LD TRVOTH
<.B>0&,T5. (2.10) O test BHE LT Git' 25L&, (ue- VGhe,Ght') =012
Ly,

B+1 B/2+1|[2 B+1
B/2+1)2 "VG'%E "2 = (8an, Ghe )-
Zhky,
2
1Gh el 2y/s = 1GHE 1o < C|VGRE, < OB+ 2)*16amhlloolI G5

INBEED B> 012x LTHRY 2D T, Moser @ iteration technique {2 & 2T, € i
E|AAR AR ER C(h) > 0 BFEELT,
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“Gh,e”oo S C(h)
B=00LEDLDOHEDKRH~RD &,

IVGheIZ < 1620 pll1]|Ghelloc < C(R)

L/BOND. ThEV, h>0 ZEELT, BEREBIINTH>T e - +0 LTI,
{Ghe} © HJ(Q) TOFERBEK G, 285, 2O Gy 1, i {u} OBEL LTRD
7z (NS)* DFfi# u ZHREUZ b OMIRE

(2.11) —-AGh —-Uu- VGh - 5,;0,], 1mn Q,
' Gp =0 on 02,

DFFFRIZI2 > TN D.

T, (27) EHNEDERUEBLST (2.9) BLV (2.10) D test BEE TN LI
L, (2.7) WHETAREREB/BL LR TESER, FRCEVT A >0 ZEELT
e = +0 LT, {u}, {w.} BEC {Gh.} DFL DRIFTOUE (B I, Rellich DT
Hizk v, 8472 Lebesgue ZZM_ETIXHINR) 12X o T, LiZKDZ (NS)* DR u &
ZIDBH EE 5 head pressure w IE

(2-12)  (bsgps W) < (Gh, —2V( - Vo = wAC + (u - VQw) + (f - u,(Gh) + (f, V((Gh))

EHRIETZENDNS. ZIZT, (2.12) OFB% > 0 ICEBRICFHMAEL V. 8>0 &
F5. (2.11) O test BIME LTy, = Go/(A+ GNP %2 B L, (u-VGh,9n) =012E Y,

VG2
_IVGWE -1
/9 1+ G§)1+1/ﬁdx (20,5, %) < 1

IS B> 0125 LT, Sobolev DR%ER & FOFiREAEDES &,

1+ 8
IGrllsa-py/3 < ClIVGhllsa-p)/a-p < Cp+ —‘2—||Gh||5(1—ﬁ)/3

ERB. W T, Gr IR LT, RDE I h >0 IEKEFELRVFERE LN £EBD
ge[1,5/3) LEED r € [1,5/4) X LT, ZNETNEK C,,CL >0 BFELT,

(2.13) IGhllg < Cq, IVGhllr < C.

b OFFIL, Lebesgue ZZRI ETRAMBY, fEAF —A —u-V @ Green HEOR
o TOEEN —A DENERUTHDLZ EEZRLTWS., S HIZ, Moser @ iteration
technique (Z iteration iX 5 RIEWXIT I E W&, 6 RIELLETIRIZDIZ2 D) 1L
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T, fEBD compact £H K C Q\ {2} I LT, h > 0 IEIFELARWER My > 0 B37F
FELT,

(2.14) Gz < Mic||Ghllg-

ERL, ¢ <5/3 IKEE SN T3, (2.13) BLT K = Supp[Ve] IK445 (2.14) 2k -
T, (2.12) DAAE h >0 & z9 € O WWEBRICFHEMETES. —F, (2.12) DEDIZ,
a.a.zg € N I LT, h— +0 & L& XIZ w(zy) ~NKT 5. £, (we L33 (Q) C
L'(Q) &9, 0 LiZEAEBIBFT (w D Lebesgue R ERBDT, aa.xy € N LT,

Eaomr ) —wlan)] < 55 [ o (S5 16w (a) — (Gu) o)
(€w)(z) - (¢w)(zo)lds

_¢
lBh(-'BO)l B (x0)

iTho40 & LdEIZPa~KRTEINLTHS. UEXY HFED Qycc QizxtL

T,wik Q LIZEALBIARTEICARERY, (2.3) dRENT-.

2.3. Weighted estimates

UT, {u,p} ZAIEHTHE L= (NS)* OB LTS, EBEOEIBR Q) CcC QT LT,
WCChcCN LD 0 2EETS. £7°, head pressure w = |u?/2 + p I T DK
D (B LE) weighted estimate BUETHD: B C >0 BHFEEL T, FED € O
I LT,

<

[ 1wy,

2.15

L, cut-off ¥ n e CE(Q) 13 LTn=1,02FTIT0<n<1 ¢23bD
ZEE L TH 3. [6] IZHBV T, maximum property (2.3) 2>5 (2.15) BHE> = LA REN
. A3 08k, EAFERK (2.4) OFRKXTHS. h> 01X L, (2.4) D test BI% L L
T, n/(|z — zol2 + A2)Y2 2RO THEDH, h - +0 £T5. L2L, TAF T 2iE- X
DIEDEDIZ, n/lz—zo| ZWMo THERMICHEL LS. #£?D Lemma 2.4 OFEHICE
WTHERD T EHTHET 503, Lo & 5 REANLEILEIC L > TEY{LE D, HOHEY
&y,

3/77((2:_3:0).“) 2-/|:z: xolad +/77($ o fdm+[

|z — ol |z — o
EIEL, I ik n ORRBEFLHIETHY, 1/|z — 20| < C (20 € R,z € Supp[V)) i<
EELT

171 < C(llullz + llpll + [1£lle0)
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LEMBIEND. w+ |w| = 2w, IWEETS L,

(2.16)
2/ |$._x|3d +3/77(( — o) - u) dr — 4/ nw, n(z — o) - fd Iy

|z — zol® |z — :v0|3 a |r—xf?

LRBHM, (2.3) &V

nw, 1
——dzr < oo / ———dzr
L Iz =z = l|lw, || oo (Suppim) oz — zoP

ThoHob, Lo |I| OFHE &L 85 L, (2.15) B ELN5.
T, AEDOBRIX, ROGEERTZETHD.

Proposition 2.3. ([8]) Proposition 2.1 T& bl (NS)® DF5f# v i, X2 a € (0,1)
IR LT Vu € L) 24721

BOSHER O cC Q 2EBICEAELT, (2.2) 279, gy cC Ul cCcQ &b
O, VEETDH L, T Ry >0 BEEL T, EED g € Q i LT Bagy(zg) C O &
T&E5D. Hxbhilzzge N IZXLT,

Ugo (T) = |Vu(z)|? lu(z)|? + |w(z)| + |Vg(z)|?
To |17—-$0| Im__xo'g

BT L, g€ WESB(Q) N WP A(Q) 1t w = |uf?/2 + p € [33(Q) BASHEIZED
Poisson HFEADEFERIRE

(2.17) { Ag =w in 0,

g =0 on 0},

DIRESD.
(2.2) ZHHT 512X, ED vg(z) 123 LT, KD hole filling inequality 254 b i
AN

Lemma 2.4. ([8]) &3 C1,C, > 0 BHFEL T, EED 20 € U & R€ (0, Ro] I LT,

(2.18) / Vg (z)dr < Cy / Vg (z)dz + CoR?
Br(zo) ARg(zo) »

AELY 3. 12721, Ar(zo) = Bar(zo) \ Br(zo)-
(2.18) £V, ZDHBD Ag(zo) @ hole ZHH5H L,

(14 C) L RN / Ve (T)dz + Co R?

Bsr(zo)

L7235, 0=1log(1+1/C)) £BE,0<a<min{b,2} 2% o ZEBICRS &,
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) :L‘d.’l,'<2_0/ Uz, ()dz + M R®
Ln(zo) 20 (@)dz < Bar(z0) (%)

/D, LKL, M =GRy /(14 C) BV FRIZEX BN R e (0,Ry) 12t L
T, Ro/2* < R< Ry/2F1 723 59\*& k ZH5 &, B#i7Z iteration 12X - T,

Ugo (2)dr < / Vg () dx
Jor oy V2@ oy 0al®)

IA

90 Voo (z)dT + M (
BR0/2" 2

oooooo

)

IA

< 2—“’/ vz (zZ)dz + MY 29(- “’)(R")a
— ano(m) O(x) T z 2k 1

R\’ M(2R)°‘
S (E) ‘/{;'Uzo( )d.’L'+ _ ga- 0.

£oT,
(2.19) Co = R;® fv,o(x)dx+1f1::9

LBIFIE, FEBD Re (0,R) IKHLT,

[l e

(o) |T — o]

LB, ZZT, R= Ry A3 (2.18) V5 &,

/ veo(@)dz < (14 Cy) Un(@)dz + CoF
(o) 21\ Ro( 0)

< Enwuz Rg(nu||2+nwu1+||v.q||2)+czRo

LIRBDT, (2.19) D Cop >0 1% 29 € Ny IWEBRARTER THMINS. LEEY, (2.2)
B/ b, Proposition 2.3 SR & -,

|Vu(z)?/ |z — zo| 721125 LTBA LD hole filling inequality 1348 S $, 20725
EFED vgy(z) DX ST, EOMOBGLBETIHLENSH B Z L1, LTFOERTHE 2 -
25.

Proof of Lemma 2.4. REBRIZRVN3 DI, (2.15) DM, Navier-Stokes FREN (EHIZIX
#% Tl =% Navier-Stokes inequality), #iBh#)7%2 Poisson FEX (2.17) B L OEAFER
(24) THB. Zhb 3 DOFER (RER) O test @ROMY FREETH 5. £7, 2.2
EiCHELLTc (NS)* D5 {u,p} 1T, FEBDHFAR ¢ € CP(Q) I LT,
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(2.20) L Vu - V(ug)dz < L fw(u - V) + (f - )| dz

% 773, Frehse-Ruzicka [8] 1% (2.20) % Navier-Stokes inequality &PFUF ([3] DEBK
7> generalized energy FEXDEHRTH 5), 2.2 S CORPMOMR S I L ITEBERIC,
(2.3) BT THBMITH LT (2.20) BV IS EEFHLE. L L, 2.2 i CHERL LTz
SEARICIR D L BRITS LL, £ 7 (2.8) AV TELAE {u,,p.} IZXF 5 Navier-Stokes
inequality 2318 b, ERIZENT e = +0 EFHEL. i, —RX DM (2.20) & H
T2 E I hiE, RATH B.

cut-off %K p € C(RP) %,

0<p<1,  Supp [p] C B:(0), p=1 in By(0)
P HETESCEY, chEaEET . Babhl zo€Q & Re (0,Ro) KHAHLT,

Cxo,R(x) = p(x -_RxO)
L. DL E 5, RICEBERRER C >0 BFELT,

C
(2'21) ”vkcﬂ:o,R“oo < 'ﬁ; (k = 172)

L%, LT, BEOED, ( = (Gor PLIITKILT D, (2.20) D test e LT
b=C(/|lz—zo| EBMBD & (T TIRBRE DT, BRI ¢ = ¢/ (|z — zo| + h2)V/2 B HLo
TEHEDHIZ h— +0. LTFRL), lERFHEICLY,

2 2
(2.22) Ac (| ACACT S ) dz < Ji + Jo + Ja.

z—zo| |T— zo|3

=17 L,

J1:/w 09— Vo, = [ YW
Q |z — zo| a |z — zo

J :/ [(AC)IUP _ (= —x0) - VQ) qu iz
3 Q

2|z — zo| |z — 2of?

D, T IT, ¢ OHBRE ST J3 1T Ar(ze) LORIT LY, (221) &Y

Jul®

Ar(zo) | — o3

(2.23) |Js| £ C dz

2B5. £z, fe L*(Q) £V,
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1 C|U|2 2
(2.24) 91 S g [ e ggmde + OISR
DEITFHEL T, 5B 1 HE (2.22) OEDITRRERES. Jy IZ2WTI, (2.17) O g %
FAWT
:—/vg V(u v_S& )d:c
|z — x|
DESICEEXHET L,

1 |Vul? |ul? ) |Vul?  |u]®+ |Vg[?
2.25) |J <-/ + dz+C + dr
(2.25) 13l < 3 nc(lx—xol = — of ane) \[T—20] T 5= 2oP
|Vg[?
B;r(xo) ,-'17 - 370'3

RBLIB. (2.23), (2.24) BL (2.25) % (2.22) ~RAT 3 &,

+C

|Vul? |ul? )
2.26 / + dz
(226) Br(zo) (l:c —xo| |z —1zof2
2 2 2
Agr(zo) \ |z — zo| |z — To| Bar(zo0) |T — l'Ol

£12%. #2T, |Vg?/|x — zo* D Bg(zg) LTCORYBHETHS. 7, (2.15) I8
FED LR T cut-off B%k n 1T LT, (2.17) O test BAM L LT n/lz — zof® 2B 5 &
X, A—zo—'g ~8m26(x — zo) IWERT D &, (2.15) EAWVT ge L2 () NBLRS. &
6‘\-,

~ 1 do

9= TAno)l Janen 7
EBE, (2.17) D test BI¥E LTHEIX {(9—7)/|z—2zof® B &, ETH V=g € Le ()
B LW Ap(zo) £ T?D Poincaré DARERIZ L - T,

|w|
Bar(zo) lx - -'1"0|3

2 2
ey [ M pco 'Vgl

/5. (2.26) + (1+ Ca)(2.27) iz &k,

2 2 2
Br(zo)

|z — o] |z — 2|3
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|z — o |z — zof? r(zo) | — o[>
B L1, |w|/|z — ol P Br(zo) £ TOMDEFHE L T, vgo(z) 122V TH LT hole filling
inequality %2 < AUE L. EDL®IL, BUEAFERX (24) 2RV, €O test BE%c L
LT, ¢/|z — zo| BB, n & ( KRV FH XX (2.16) OFDITENT, ¢ OMPKE ST
EYE I X, p=w—|u?/2 LRTIELITEST,

2 2 2
<G ( A e ) dz+Cy [ L POy 3
ARg(zo0) By

|ul® + |w]
AR(zo) I:D — fcols

LAHMEishD. b —H (23) ITL-T

I <C dz + C| flleo R®

C'LU+ 1
—————d:ZI < w oo F— dx
/(; |$ — $0|3 = ” +||L‘ (1) Bar(zo) |$ — $0|3

LR BDT, |I| OFHE & HFET,

|lw]| |u|* + |w| 3 2
2.29 / W <c T 0 4 Cllf Il R® + Cllwsllzo@n R
( ) Br(zo) |.'17 _ $0|3 Ag(z0) |$ — 33013 “f” ” +”L (Ql)

BELILD. (2.28) + (14 Cy)(2:29) 2LV, (2.18) BEND. O
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