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Abstract

We study scenarios of self-similar type blow-up for the incompressible Navier-
Stokes and the Euler equations. The previous notions of the discretely (back-
ward) self-similar solution and the asymptotically self-similar solution are gen-
eralized to the locally asymptotically discretely self-similar solution. We prove
that there exists no such locally asymptotically discretely self-similar blow-up
for the 3D Navier-Stokes equations if the blow-up profile is a time periodic
function belonging to C1(R; L3(R3) N C2(R?)). For the 3D Euler equations we
show that the scenario of asymptotically discretely self-similar blow-up is ex-
cluded if the blow-up profile satisfies suitable integrability conditions.
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1 The main theorems

1.1 Navier-Stokes equations

We consider the Cauchy problem of the 3D Navier-stokes equations.

ov~+v-Vv=—-Vp+ Av,
(NS) < dive =0,
v(x,0) = vo(x),

where v(z,t) = (vi(z,t),va(z,t), v3(x, t)) is the velocity, p = p(x,t) is the pressure,
and vo(z) is the initial data satisfying diveg = 0. We study the possibility of finite
time blow-up of smooth solution of (NS). By translation of time we may assume that
the solution is smooth for ¢ < 0, and the blow-up happens at t = 0. We say a solution
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v(x,t) to (NS) is a (backward) self-similar blowing up solution at ¢ = 0 if there exists
(V, P) such that

o(z,t) = \/L__tv (\/i__t) Copat) = —%P (\/L__t) , (1.1)

For such solution we have \v(Az, \*t) = v(x,t) for all A € R and for all (z,t) €
R3 x (—00,0), The nonexistence of nontrivial solution given by (L) was shown by
Necas-Razicka-Sverdk([15]), and Tsai([20])(see also [14]). It can also be deduced from
the result of [8]. These results are generalized by introduction of the more general
notion of the asymptotically self-similar blow-up solutions, and their exclusion in
[2], which was motivated by earlier study of asymptotically self-similar solutions for
the nonlinear heat equation by Giga and Kohn[9, [10](see also [12]). A different
direction of generalization of the notion can be done by considering the discretely
(backward) self-similar blow-up at (z,t) = (0,0) for a solution of (NS) is a solution
v(z,t), which means that there exists A\ # 1 such that \v(Az, \*t) = v(z,t) for all
(z,t) € R® x (—00,0). We note that the notion of forward discretely self-similar
solutions to (NS) was studied earlier by Tsai in [19](see also [7]). If we make a
self-similar transform, (v,p) — (V, P) € [C*(R3*1)]? by the formula,

vat) = <=V () plet) =~ Pl.s). (12

where y = x/v/—t and s = —log(—t), then, (V| P) satisfies

1 1
Vs+§V+§(y-V)V+(V-V)V:—VP+AV,
divV =0,

(1.3)

which has the periodicity in time, V(y,s) = V(y,s + Sp) for all (y,s) € R*™ with
So = —2log A\. We first prove the nonexistence of discretely self-similar blow-up for
the L3(R?) solution to (NS), which is an easy consequence of [18], as is shown in the
next section.

Theorem 1.1. If v € C(—o00,0; L3(R?)) a solution to (NS), which blows up att = 0,
then t = 0 is not a time for discretely self-similar blow up.

Next we consider more general possibility of locally asymptotically discretely self-
similar blow-up. Let ¢ € [1,00), and v € C(—o0,0; L (R?)) be a solution of (NS),
which blows up at t = 0. We say that (z,t) = (0,0) is a space-time point of locally
asymptotically discretely self-similar blow-up in the sense of L7 if there exist R > 0

and a solenoidal vector field V(y, s) € C(R; LY(R?)) with V(y,s) = V(y,s + Sp) for
some Sy # 0 and for all (y, s) € R® x R such that

1 — .
v(-,T) — V ( ,—1og(—7')) =0. (1.4)
voToAVTT La(B(0,Rv~1)
Note that this is much more general notion than the discrete self-similarity, which
corresponds to the equality inside of the norm in (I4]) for all R > 0. The following
is a generalization of Theorem 1.2 of [2] and Theorem 1.1 above.

q—3
lim(—t)2s sup
tTO( ) t<7<0
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Theorem 1.2. Let v € C(—0o0,0; L} (R?)) be a solution to (NS), which blows up at

loc
t =0, then it is not a time for locally asymptotically discretely self-similar blow-up in

the sense of LY(R3) if q € [2,00], and the blow-up profile satisfies V € C(R; L3(R?) N
C?(R?)).

Remark 1.1 Although we considered possible blow-up at (x,¢) = (0,0) in the above,
the result holds also for any (z,t) by translation.

1.2 The Euler equations

The question of the finite time blow-up for the 3D Euler equations is also one of
the most outstanding problem in the mathematical fluid mechanics(see [13] for the
physical and mathematical backgrounds on the problem and [1l [6] for well-known
partial results in this direction). Here we study the possibility of existence of self-
similar type blow-up for a solution to the 3D Euler equations.

o +v-Vu=—Vp,
(E) ( dive =0,
v(z,0) = vo(x)

We say a solution v is a self-similar blowing up solution at ¢ = 0 if there exists (V, P)
such that

1 T 1 x
v(x,t) = —V - , x,t) = —P - . .
RS ((—waﬂ) S ((—t)w) )

For physical motivation on this type scenarios we refer [16]. For such (v, p) we have the
following scaling invariance v(x,t) = A0 (A Az, \*1t) and p(z,t) = \>*v( Az, \>H1t) for
all A > 0, « € R, and for all (z,t) € R?x (—00,0). The nonexistence of nontrivial self-
similar blowing up solution under suitable assumption on the blow-up profile V' was
obtained in [4]. A discretely self-similar solution v is a solenoidal vector field, for which
there exist A > 0, > —1 such that v(z,t) = \v(Az, \*") V(z,t) € R® x (—00,0).
If we represent (v, p) by

1
U([L’,t) = o V(ya S)a p(l’,t) = jp(?ﬁ S), (16)
(—t)a (—t)a+
where y = z/ (—t)ozL+1 and s = —log(—t). then the discrete self-similarity of the

solution (v, p) is equivalent to that (V, P) is a solution to

«Q 1
V. 174 V)WV +(V-V)V =-VP,
+a+1 +a+1(y V)V +(V-V) \V4

divV =0,

(1.7)

which satisfies V(y,s) = V(y,s + Sp) for all (y,s) € R¥* with Sy = —(a + 1) log \.
The following result on the nonexistence of nontrivial discretely self-similar blow-up
for the 3D Euler equations is proved in [5].
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Theorem 1.3. Let V(y, s) € C*(R3!) be a time periodic solution of (L7T) with period
S(] > 0.

(i) Let V' satisfies either one of the following conditions:
(a) V(y.s) € CECHES), and

Q:=curlV € U509 Nocger LY(R? x [0, So])-

(b) hmm_)C>O SUPgcses, [VV(y,8)| = 0, and Q € LY(R? x [0, Sy]) for some q €
(Oa 1+—a)
Then, Q = 0. If we further assume limy, o V(y,s) = 0Vs € [0,5), then
V =0.

(ii) Let —1 < a < 3/p or 3/2 < a < o0, and V € LP(R? x ([0,Sy]) for some
3 < p < oo. We also assume that the pressure is gwen by —A,P(-,s) =
Zi,j 828j(‘/;‘/](, S)) Then, V =0.

In the next section we will prove following theorem, which is an extension of the
part (i)(b) of the above theorem.

Theorem 1.4. Let V(y, s) € C*(R3!) be a time periodic solution of (L) with period
So > 0 satisfying

lim sup |VV(y,s)| =0, (1.8)
lyl—00 0<s< Sy
and
So
| [ 1o yrys < o (19)
0o Jrs
where q¢ € (0, i’j:") with o > —1,n > —3. Then, Q = 0. Therefore if we further

assume limyy V(y,s) =0Vs € [0,Sp), then V = 0.

Note that case of n = 0 of the above theorem corresponds to the part (i)(b) of
Theorem 1.3. We now introduce more general notion of the asymptotically discretely
self-similar blow-up for the 3D incompressible Euler equations. Let v € C!'(R3*!)
be a solution to (E), which blows up at ¢ = 0. We say that ¢ = 0 is a time for
asymptotically discretely self-similar blow-up if there exist & > —1 and a solenoidal
vector field V' € C1(R3**1), which is a time periodic solution to (7)), and satisfies the
following convergence conditions:

1 .
lim(—t) ||Vu(-,t) + =VV | ———, —log(—t) =0, (1.10)
10 t (—t)a+t Lo
and there exists g > 0 such that
3—a 1 — :
sup (—t)o+1 ||v(-,t) — —V —, —log(—t) < o0. (1.11)
—£0<t<0 (=t)o+1 (—t)a+T o

The following is a generalization of the corresponding results in [2] 3].
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Theorem 1.5. Let T > 0 and v € C([-T,0); H™(R?)), m > 5/2, be a classical
solution to (E), which blows up att = 0. Then, t = 0 is not a time for asymptotically
discretely self-similar blow-up if the blow-up profile V€ C*(R3*Y) satisfies either the
conditions (i) (a) or (i)(b) of Theorem 1.3, or the conditions (1.8)-(1.9) of Theorem
1.4, together with the condition limyy_, sup,cg |V (v, s)| = 0.

2 Proof of the main theorems
Proof of Theorem 1.1 We recall the main result in [18], saying that ¢t = 0 is the
blow-up time for the solution v € C'(—o0,0; L*(R?)) only if

lim [ (-, )| 2 = oo. (2.1)

By the discrete self-similarity there exists 0 < A # 1 such that
Nev(Nex, \2Ft) = v(z,t) Yk € Z.
Hence,
lo(-, A*8) || s = |lv(-,t)||s ¥t € (—00,0). (2.2)

Passing k — oo if A € (0,1), while passing k& — —oo if A\ € (1,00), one has for
t, = A\Ft,
o Blls = Tim ol t)lle = 00 ¥t € (—5,0),
tr—0

which is contradiction to the fact that v € C'(—o0,0; L3(R?)). O

For the proof of Theorem 1.2 we shall use the following result, which is Theorem
1.1 of [11].

Lemma 2.1. Let q € [3/2,00]. Suppose v is a suitable weak solution of (NS) in a
cylinder, say Q = B(0,71) X (—r},0) for some ry > 0. Then, there exists a constant
n=n(q) > 0 such that if

-3

lim sup {TQ‘IGSS sup ’|U('7t>’|Lq(B(O,T’))} <, (2.3)
rl0 —r2<t<0

then v is Holder continuous both in space and time variables near (0,0) € R3*1.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 We use the self-similar variables y = z/v/—t, s =
—log(—t), and transform (v,p) — (V, P) as previously,

o, t) = \/L__tv (\/i__t _ log(—t)) plat) = —%P (\/L__t _ log(—t)) C(24)

Then, substituting (v, p) into (NS), we find that (V, P) satisfies (L3]). We observe
that the condition (L4)) for some R € (0, 00) is equivalent to

o0 7=Y (55

5

q—3
lim(—t) 2¢ sup
fTO( ) t<T<0

=0 (2.5)
L4(B(0,Ry/—1))

= log(—T))




for all R € (0,00)(see e.g. the argument in the proof of Theorem 1.5, pp. 446, [2]),
which implies, in terms of V', that

lim [V(-5) = V(. 8)l|apm) =0 (2.6

for all R € (0,00). We now show that this implies that V € C}C?(R3*1) is a solution
to (L3). Let & € C}(0,Sy) and ¢ = (@1, ¢a, ¢3) € CZ(R3) with div ¢ = 0. We multiply
the first equations of (L3) by &(s — Son)é(y), and integrate it over R® X [n,n + Sp),
and then we integrate by parts to obtain:

So

_ / [ 66)0) - Vs + Son)dyds - / E()V (s 5 + Son) - () dyds

R3

So
__/ ng )V (y, s+ Son) - (y - V)o(y)dyds
So
/ Rsf V(y,s+ Son) - (V(y,s+ Son) - V)o(y)] dyds

So
= /0 . £(s)V(y, s + Son) - Ap(y)dyds (2.7)

Similarly we multiply the second equations of (L3) by &(s — Son)¥(y) with ¢ €
C}(R?), and integrate it over R x [n,n + Sy|, we have

So
/0 /RS V(s + Son) - Vi(y)&(s)dyds = 0. (2.8)

Passing to the limit n — oo in ([2.17)-(2.8), and observing that V (-, s + Son) — V(-,s)
in L (R*) — L (R?) for q € [2,00], we find that V € C;CZ(R*t")) satisfies (27)

loc loc

and (2.8). Integrating by part in (Z7) and (2.8) for V respectively, we obtain

/Rs /OSO {Vs + V45 O+ (V-9 = AT | - o(p)é(s)dyds =0 (2.9)

for all vector test function ¢ € CZ(R?) with div ¢ = 0, and £ € C3(0, Sp), and also
for all 1 € C*(R?) we have

/0 B /R [ VI ()€ s)dyds = 0. (2.10)
Therefore there exists P € C1(R? x [0, Sp)) such that
Vot sVt Ll VIV + (V- V)V~ AV = VP, divV =0
Since V is a C(R?; L3(R*)NC?(IR?)) solution of (IL3) satisfying the periodic condition,

V(y,s) = V(y,s+Sp), we find that VV = 0 by Theorem 1.1. Therefore, the assumption
(L4) is reduced to

. a=3
hm{<—t> 2 sup ||v<-m>||Lq(B(3,R¢_—t»} 0 (2.11)

10 t<T<0



for all R € (0,00). We set R =1 and v/—t = r in (2.11]), then we obtain
q—3
lim<r7a su V(7)1 4 =0. 2.12
i {5 s (ol .12
Applying Lemma 2.1, we find that the space-time point (0, 0) is not a blow-up space-

time point. [

In order to prove Theorem 1.3 we recall the following blow-up criterion for the Euler
equations, which corresponds to Lemma 2.1 for the Navier-Stokes equations.

Lemma 2.2. Let m > 5/2, ¢ >0 and v € C((—¢,0); H™(R?)) be a classical solution
to (E). Suppose the following inequality holds

lim sup(—t)||Vo(t)[| = < 1, (2.13)
10

then there exists no blow-up at t = 0.
For the proof see the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [3](see also [12] for similar result

with different approach).

Proof of Theorem 1.5 We transform the solution (v, p) — (V, P) as in (L.G)). Then,
(V, P) satisfies ([I.7)). The convergence conditions (LI0)-(TII]) can be written in the
self-similar form as

lim [VV(-,5) = TV (-, 8)||s =0, (2.14)
and B
sup  [[V(+,8) = V(- 8)[[ < o0 (2.15)
—log(g0)<s<oo

respectively. From (2.I4]) and (2.13]), using the interpolation for the LP spaces, we
have that B
lim ||V (-,s) =V (-, 8)|lz28p) =0 VR >0, (2.16)
5—00

and repeating the argument of the proof of Theorem 1.2 word by word, we find that
V is C1(R? x (0, Sp)) solution of (7)), satisfying the time periodicity and one of the
conditions (i) (a) or (i)(b) of Theorem 1.3, or the conditions (L.8)-(L.9) of Theorem
1.4, together with the condition limjy| o sup,cr |V (y, s)| = 0. Therefore V' = 0, and
the condition (LI0) reduces to

lim(—t)[|Vo(, )|z = 0.

Thanks Lemma 2.2 we can conclude that ¢ = 0 is not a blow-up time. [
Proof of Theorem 1.4 We consider the vorticity equation of (L),

1
divV =0, curlV =.

(2.17)



We introduce a cut-off function o € C§°(RY) such that

1 if Je] < 1,
_ 9.18
o(lz)) {o if 2] > 2, (2.18)

and 0 < o(x) <1 for 1 < |z| < 2. For each R > 0, we define og(x) := 0o <|—R|> Given

p > 0, we also define a function ¢ = ¢,(y) as follows.

1, if |yl>p+mn
1. T 1 .

Y,(y) = §sn(|y|—p—§>+§, if p<lyl<p+m
0, if |yl <p.

We take L?(R®x [0, Sp]) inner product the first equations of (2.17) by Q|Q|72|y|",0r,
and integration by parts to obtain

3+ So - So
0=(1-——" \Q\ |y] Ypordyds — —— \Q\ ly|"(y - V),0rdyds

g(a+1)

So SO
= / O01y/"5, (3 - V)ondyds — / / - Ly vy ondyds

a+1

SO So
__/ / Q1 y|"(V - V)0 pdyds — —/ / Q| y|"p,(V - V)ordyds
qJo R3 qJo R3

So
B / / (- V)V - QIO 2y ", 0ndyds
0 R3
= [1+"'+I7, (219)

where the periodicity of V(y,s) and Q(y, s) in s was used. We first observe that for

allnp e R
S() SO
[ [aerdnas < [ [ jepa yrdids <o (220)
0 R3 0 R3

Therefore, we can apply the dominated convergence theorem in the following.

||VU||L°<> %
15| < |2yl lyldyds
R(a+1) {R<|y|<2R} ’

2 w [0
< “V"“L / / Q0] |7, dyds
(a+1) {R<|y|<2R}

— 0 (2.21)



as R — oo, and

VO' oo So
L < Vol ”L / / ]yl V| dyds
{R<|y|<2R}

IIVUIILOO V(y,s)l
sup  sup

So
Vol / / Q1] ly|dyds
qR R<|y|<2R s€[0,50] |y {R<|y|<2R}

2|V o | oo V( So
< M sup  sup V(y s |/ / 1|y | " dyds
q R<|y|<2R s€[0,S0] Y| {R<|y|<2R}

=0 (2.22)

<

as R — oco. Here we used the following simple observation: Let 0 # y; € R3. Then,
1 d 1
V(5ss) = Vions)+ [ TV (=r)ndr = Vins)+ | 59V (ry+(-r)n)dr,
0 0
and therefore,
V(. s) _ [V(us)
[ —

which follows from the hypothesis (IL8]). Therefore, passing R — oo, and applying
the dominated convergence theorem to the other terms of (Z19), we find that

3+n So P So
0=(1-——"x . 1219y Ypdyds — —— \Q\ ly|"(y - V),dyds
0 R

ga+1)

n [ y 1[5
1 / / Qv - Lyt dyds — - / / QU "(V - V), dyds
q Jo R3 |?/| qJo R3

So
_/ /Ra(Q'V>V'Q|Q|q_2‘y‘nwpdyds

Under our hypothesis we have J; < 0. Since 9,(y) is radially non-decreasing, we also
have J, < 0, and

+ sup |VV(ry+ (1 —7)y1,s)| =0 as |yl = oo,
|y| 0<r<1

1 So
Jy = — Qg " ) dyds. 2.94
= / ol (2.24)
We have
" $)| [
< / / QP lyydyds < LA (2.25)
4 |y|>p,s€[0,S0] |y|

for sufficiently large p. We compute

1 [0
g < / / 1y |7V ] dyds
q Jo R3

1 V( So
< ooy DI 90y " dyds
q ly>pse0,50] 1Yl {p<Iyl<ptr)
1
< §|Jg\ (2.26)



for sufficiently large p. For J; we obtain
So
< [ eviierredyds
0o Jr3

So
< sup \VV(y,s)|/ / 1y ", dyds
|y\2p,s€[0,50} 0 R3
1
< Ml (2.27)

for sufficiently large p. Taking into account the estimates ([2.28)-(227) in ([223), we
find that there exists py > 0 such that

1( 3+ /S/
> (204 Q||y[™p,dyd
1 S0
P A—— QN y|"(y - V), dyd 2.28
s L L 9dys (228)

for all p > py. Hence, Q(y, s) = 0 for all (y, s) € {y € R*||y| > po} x [0, So]. Applying
Theorem 1.3 (i)(a), we conclude Q = 0. O
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