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ABSTRACT. An important open problem in the theory of the Navier-Stokes equations is the unique-
ness of the Leray-Hopf weak solutions with L? initial data. In this paper we give sufficient conditions
for non-uniqueness in terms of spectral properties of a natural linear operator associated to scale-
invariant solutions recently constructed in [3]. If the spectral conditions are satisfied, non-uniqueness
and ill-posedness can appear for quite benign compactly supported data, just at the borderline of
applicability of the classical perturbation theory. The verification of the spectral conditions seems
to be approachable by relatively straightforward numerical simulations which involve only smooth
functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the classical Cauchy problem for the 3d Navier-Stokes equations (NSE) in R3 x
(0, 00),

Ou —Au+u-Vu+Vp =0,
divu =0, (1.1)
u(-,0) =ug.

Let us recall the scaling symmetry

u(z,t) — wup(z,t) := Az, At),
ug(z) —  ugx() = Aug(Az),
p(z,t) — pa(z,t) := N2p(Ax, \2t).

defined for A > 0. If u, p, ug satisfy the equations, so do wuy, px,ugx. A solution w is scale invariant
if u = uy for all A > 0. The initial condition ug is scale invariant if ug = ugy for all A > 0. In [3], it
was proved that for each scale invariant initial data ug € C%(R3\{0}) there exists at least one scale
invariant solution u € C*(R3 x (0,00)) NC*(R3 x [0,00)\{(0,0)}). See also [7] for a generalization
to discretely self-similar solutions.

It has been conjectured in [213] that for many large scale-invariant initial data the scale invariant
solutions are not unique, and possible implications for the non-uniqueness of the Leray-Hopf weak
solutions were suggested. In this paper we investigate these topics further.

Let us consider a scale-invariant initial condition ug which is smooth away from the origin. For

g (=

o >0, at first taken sufficiently small so that we have uniqueness, let u,(z,t) = \/EUU( \/Z) be the
scale invariant solution to NSE with the initial data oug. The field U, satisfies

1
AUU—I—g-VUU+§U0—U0'VUU+VP=0 (1.2)
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in R3, with |Uy(2) — oug(z)| = 0(|71|) as ¢ — 00. By the results in [3] we know |U,(z) — ug(z)| =
O(ﬁ) as || — oo. We consider Navier-Stokes solutions u(z,t) which are close to uy(x,t) and

u(x,t):%Uo <%>—I—%¢<%,t>. (1.3)

write them as

The equation for ¢ is
1
wt:A¢+g-v¢+§¢—Ua.v¢—¢-vm—¢-v¢+w, (1.4)

for a suitable function 7 (related to the pressure).
The linearization of this equation will be written as

tor =Ly, (1.5)
where 1
£U¢;:A¢+§-v¢+§¢—U0-v¢—¢-VUU+VP, (1.6)

and the function P is chosen so that L,¢ is divergence-free. Also, P is assumed to have a suitable
decay at oo (so that it is uniquely determined, perhaps up to a constant). We expect that for ¢
which is small in suitable Banach spaces the behavior of the solutions (3] is determined by the
linearized equation (LE]), which in turn should be governed by the spectral properties of £,. At a
heuristic level, if ® is an eigenvector of £, with an eigenvalue A which has a strictly positive real
part and ®(z) = o(|z|™!) for |z| — oo, then (L) t* ® is a solution of (LH) with initial value 0
indicating non-uniqueness and ill-posedness.

In what follows we will often replace the time ¢ in (L4]) with the non-dimensionalised time log %
for some reference time tg, or simply log ¢, with slight abuse of the usual rules for handling quantities
which are not dimensionless. With the new time ¢ equation (LI becomes

th = £0¢7 le (_0070) . (17)

As we work in the whole space, we can expect continuous spectra and the dependence of spectral
properties of £, on the Banach spaces in which the problem is considered.

The choice of the spaces is dictated by the “boundary conditions” of ¢ near x ~ oco. The
conditions for U, are (see [3])

1
Ug(l’) = Juo(x) + O <W> s ’IIZ" — 00. (18)

When studying possible non-uniqueness of the solution of the steady equation (L2)) we should
impose on the perturbations a condition consistent with

6(x) = O (ﬁ) L e = 0. (1.9)

For the more general time-dependent perturbations ¢(x,t) the most general condition which still
gives non-uniqueness of the initial-value problem is

1
o(z,t) =0 <m> , |z| — 0. (1.10)
In this paper we will work with the space
X :={pcL*nLYR?: div ¢ =0}, (1.11)

with the natural norm
9llx = l|@llL2(rsy + 1]l La(rs)- (1.12)



This accommodates condition (L9) although not quite the condition (LI0). However, it is not
hard to see that our arguments work, mutatis mutandis, if we replace X by L37° N L3%9 (together
with the divergence free condition) for 6 > 0. The case § = 0 might require additional effort.

Recalling the definition of £, in (LL6]), we let £ = L. We define the domain of £, as

D= {qb € X: 8]'(;5, awqb € X, andx-V¢ € X} (1.13)

We will show below that the spectrum of £ is contained in the set
1
Y={ eC: Re)\g—z} (1.14)

and K,¢ :=U, - Vo + ¢ - VU, + VP is relatively compact with respect to £. Thus the spectrum
of L, = L — K(0) is the union of one part contained in ¥ and some isolated eigenvalues in the set

1
{)\GC:—Z<Re)\}.

When o is small, one can solve equation (2] by perturbation argument (and the solution is
unique). Moreover, still for small o, the set of eigenvalues of £, can be shown to remain away from
the imaginary axis, with Re < 0. It is not hard to show that as long as 0 is not an eigenvalue of
L,, we can use perturbation arguments to continue the solution curve U, as a regular function of
o. If we increase o further, some eigenvalues of £, might cross the imaginary axis. We consider
the following scenarios for the crossing (which cover the “generic case”):

(A) For o < o, the eigenvalues of L, C {A € C: ReA < —0 < 0} U{Ai(0), Ai(0)} for some

d >0 and Re )\ (o) < 0 for 0 < gg. A1(0), A1(0) are simple eigenvalues. Moreover, Re A\1(og) = 0,
Im A1 (09) > 0 and -, Re A > 0.

or

(B) For o < 09, the eigenvalues of L, C{A € C: ReA < —§ <0} U{Ai(0)} for some § > 0 and
A(o) <0 for o < gg. A\i(0) is a simple eigenvalue. Moreover, Ai(og) = 0.

Under assumption (A) we show that we can continue the solution U, as a regular curve to some
o1 > 0. In addition, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose (A) holds. Let o1 > oo be sufficiently close to oy. Then for o1 > o > og
and any small e > 0, there exists an ancient solution ¢ = ¢(x,t,0) to

{ 0 =D+ 5Vt § -0 VU, ~Us-Vo—6-Vo-VP im0 (1.15)

divg =0
with
l¢(t,0)llx + Vol t,0)|x <e, for t € (—00,0). (1.16)
Moreover,
1
inf e 16"||g(-,t : 1.1
te(l_lloqo)e 65| (st 0) || arsy > 0 (1.17)

Once we have such solutions, we define
1
i710gt70-) + _UO'(

1
NN Vi
The field u satisfies NSE with initial data oug and

u(x,t) = ), for z € R®, t > 0. (1.18)

<

1
liminf ||u(-, t) i

.. _1
im in — U s 2 Bmint 7 [[6C log )]l 2 s = +oo. (1.19)



Under assumption (B) and some additional generic non-degeneracy conditions (see Section 4 for
details), we show there is a “saddle-node” bifurcation at o = o0(, which gives another self similar

T

solution %UU( \/E)’ for o < o sufficiently close to oy.
In summary, under the spectral assumption (A) or (B) we have two solutions to Navier Stokes

equation with initial data oug when o is close to op and o > og (in the case of (A)), or o < ¢ (in
the case of (B)).

The solutions obtained above have infinite energy, due to the slow decay at co. Our next goal
is to localize them to obtain non-uniqueness for Leray-Hopf solutions. The reason why this is not
straightforward is that the equations for the perturbations contain critically singular lower order
terms which cannot be assumed to be small. The following model problem illustrates the difficulty
which has to be overcome. We consider the linear heat equation with a potential

up— Au—V(z,t)u=0. (1.20)

The classical parabolic techniques show that the equation can be considered as a perturbation
of the case V' = 0 under the assumption
n+2
VerL,; . (1.21)
In this case equation ([[22]) is well-posed for initial data in LP for any p € (1,00), by usual pertur-
bation arguments. We note that the scaling

V(x,t) = N2V (A, \%t) (1.22)

n+2
preserves the norm in L, 2 . Let us now assume that V is of the form

Viz,t) = %A (%) (1.23)
for some smooth function A on R"™ with suitable decay at co. Then V is invariant under the
scaling ([L23]) and “just misses” the critical space L:?z . The well-posedness (in LP, say) is then not
clear from the general parabolic theory. One can hope to replace L:?Q with some slightly weaker

critical space Z which contains ([23]), and this may indeed work if ||V'||z is sufficiently small. Such
results are in fact essentially optimal, as (I.20) with V given by ([.23]) may in general be ill-posed
in LP. We can seek the solutions of (L20]) in the form

1 T
u(ac,t) = t_% (25 <%,t> N (124)
which gives
tqﬁt—%quﬁ—%gb—Agb—Aqﬁ:O. (1.25)

Heuristically we expect that a necessary condition for well-posedness of this equation is that the
the spectrum of the operator

1
¢—>A¢+§x-v¢+A¢+%¢ (1.26)
be strictly contained in the left half-plane
{z, Rz < 0}. (1.27)



This is the same as the spectrum of

1
¢ — A+ ingb + A (1.28)
being contained in
{z, Rz < —%}. (1.29)
We note that )
o — n :tg_L_% ny 130
56 (<2 ) i) = 5~ 1l (130

and therefore an eigenvalue —§ (with suitable decay of the eigenfunction at x ~ oo) suggests the
local ill-posedness of the Cauchy problem in LP(R") with p < Z. On the other hand if the spectrum
is contained in ([L29), we can expect the local well-posedness in LP(R") for p > Z. We see that
there is an interplay between the spectrum of ([28]) and the spaces in which equation (L20) is
well-posed.

We will apply these ideas in the context of equation (ILH]). Under the spectral assumption (A)
or (B) this program can be carried out.

We introduce the space

Y :={a € L*°(R?)| div a = 0, and esssup <(1 + |x|)1+‘°‘||Vo‘a(:ﬂ)|> < oo, for |a| =0,1,2.}.
(1.31)
equipped with the natural norm
lally == esssup ((1 + \xy)lﬂalyvaa(x)\) . (1.32)
z€R3,|a|=0,1,2
For a € Y, define operator
K(a)p :=a-Vo+¢-Va+ Vp, for any ¢ € D. (1.33)

Theorem 1.2. Let a € Y be such that + > B := s(L — K(a)) which is the mazimum of real part of

any eigenvalue of L — K(a). Denote a(x,t) = %a(%) Let

X

bz,t) := %b(%,log t), for x € R®, t € (0,1). (1.34)
Suppose
= o Sup)(llb(-,S)HX +IVb(-, 8)|lx) (1.35)
s€(—o00,0

is sufficiently small depending on [lally, B. Let T = T(||ally, B, [[uollL4(rs)) > O be sufficiently small.
Then there exists a unique solution w € Zp to the generalized Navier Stokes system with singular

lower order terms
ou—Au+a-Vu+u-Va+b-Vu+u-Vb+u-Vu+Vp 0
divu =0

} in R? x (0,7), (1.36)

with initial data u(-,0) = ug € LY(R3) in the sense that
tl_i)I(I)l_i_ [u(-,t) — uollLa(rsy = 0. (1.37)
In the abowve,
Zr = {u € LPIAR® x (0,7)) - esssup 3|Vl 1) agrey < oo, lim 8 [Vu( 1) agas) = O}

te(0,T)
(1.38)



equipped with the natural norm

1
ez = ess sup (Jlu(-, )| ags) + 2 [Vl Dl ) - (1.39)
te(0,T)
Moreover, u satisfies
1
lullazerscroxiomy + sup EHIVuC,Hlzgins < COB. al gy (1.40)
S ’

Using this theorem we can truncate the scale-invariant solutions with initial data oug, and obtain
the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose (A ), or (B) together with non-degeneracy conditions in Theorem[].3 holds.
Then there exist two different Leray-Hopf weak solutions uy and ug to NSE with compactly supported

initial data vy which is smooth in R3\{0} and near origin |vo(z)| = O(|71|)

The question of uniqueness of the Leray-Hopf solutions has a long history. E. Hopf’s comment
on this issue in his 1951 paper [I], p. 217, is: “It is hard to believe that the initial value problem
for the viscous fluid in dimension n = 3 could have more than one solution, and more work should
be devoted to the study of the uniqueness question.”El

O. A. Ladyzhenskaya wrote in 1969 on the issue of uniqueness, see [0], p. 229: “As regards
the class of weak Hopf solutions for the general three-dimensional case, it has always seemed to
me that it is too broad, i. e. , that there is missing in it a basic property of of the initial-value
problem, viz. its determinacy (a uniqueness theorem)... But I had available only indirect reasons
in support of this assertion... which had no formal demonstrative power. At this time I am able
to rigorously prove the validity of my opinions.” She then proceeds to construct an example of
non-uniqueness in a non-standard time-dependent domain which degenerates to one point at time
t = 0. The boundary conditions are also non-standard. As our constructions here, Ladyzhenskaya’s
construction is based on the study of certain scale-invariant solutions. The setup is different from
ours and produces two distinct solutions with the same boundary conditions and the same non-zero
right-hand-side. The solutions are considered in the class of axi-symmetric velocity fields with no
swirl. The time-dependent domain corresponds to the image of a fixed space-time domain in the
self-similarity variables. A comment on p. 233 reads: “We note that a certain ‘exoticness’ of the
domain @7 in which our example has been constructed does not imply the loss of the uniqueness
theorems just mentioned (they are usually proved for the case of a domain €; which does not
alter with time E]...The example described here can provoke ‘displeasure’ for only one reason.
It has been constructed for boundary conditions (18), but not for adhesion conditions...” If the
spectral conditions we assume in the present paper are satisfied, then all the undesirable features
of Ladyzhenskaya’s example can be removed and one will have a more or less optimal example of
the local-in-time ill-posedness in the energy space. The example will be at the borderline of the
class in which uniqueness can be proved via the Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin criteria.

2. PROPERTIES OF L
In this section we study the spectral properties of operator £ and the semigroup it generates.

Firstly we prove the following lemma.

L“Eg ist schwer zu glauben, dass die Anfangswertaufgabe zéher Flussigkeiten fiir n = 3 mehr als eine Lésung haben
konnte, und der Erledigung der Eindeutigkeitsfrage sollte mehr Aufmerksamkeit geschenkt werden.”
2The uniqueness theorems mentioned here refer to the Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin type uniqueness results.



Lemma 2.1. Let X, L and D C X be defined as above. Then L is a densely defined, closed operator.
Moreover the resolvent set

p(L) D {AeC:ReA> —i}. (2.1)
Proof. Let ¢ € D with Lo — A¢ = f, that is

A+ 5 Vot 16— Ao=],
where A\ = 3 +iv and 5 > —i. Introduce

X

Vit

h(z,t) =t~ 2 BT (),

Since 1
1B (s ) p2rey = £11P)| )l 2(rey — 0, as t — 0,

it is easy to check h satisfies

_ 4Bty @
Oh — Ah === () L B3 (0, 00).
u(-,0) =0

Note that , . ,
2P F (A2 ey < 71N flix

Vit

is integrable in t locally. Thus we can write

t
h(-. t) = — A(t—s) _§+B+i’*f _d

and consequently
1 : -348
luCs S z2ms) < C/O 5T PN Fll Lz (reyds < CB)| fll L2 (rs)- (2.2)

Now for ¢t > % write u as

t
) = AED by [ At —dsi
u(-,t) =e 2u(,2) /16 572 f(\/g)ds. (2.3)

Note that in the above formula the nonhomogeneous term is no longer singular in s. We obtain

3 1
lul Plix = Cllut, Hlzzrs) + CO fllx

2

< COIfx-
Then it is not difficult to deduce from the general theory of heat equation that
100l + [Vull 2, gz 1y < COFIx. (2.4)
Now note the relation between u and ¢, we see
T . 1
lollx + IVellx + IVZ6llx + 115 - Vo —ivéllx < C(B)|fllx for > . (2.5)
Conversely, for any f € X, we can use the above method to construct ¢ € D such that
A¢+§+;v¢—m:f. (2.6)



Thus we conclude £ : D — X is a densely defined, closed operator with resolvent set
1
p(L) D {A:ReX > _Z}

Remarks. The above method using the relation between £ and heat equation also provides a
simple proof that Schwartz class divergence free vector fields are dense in D, if we equip D with
the natural norm

6llp = ILollx, & €D. (2.7)

To prove the claim, take any ¢ € D and let f = L¢ € X. It is clear that we can take f, € S(R?)
with div f,, = 0 such that f, — f in X as n — oo. Let ¢, € D with L¢, = f,,. From the heat
equation formulation, it is not hard to verify that ¢, € S(R?). Since ¢, — ¢ in D as n — oo, the
claim is proved.

We next show that I(a) is compact relative to L.

Lemma 2.2. Let K(a) and L be defined as above. Then K(a) is compact relative to L in the
following sense. Let ¢,, € D with

I£onllx < M, for some M > 0. (2.8)
Then the sequence K(a)¢y, is compact in X.

Proof. By the estimates in equation (Z3), we see ¢, Ve, and V2¢, are uniformly bounded in
X. Note also that a decays at spatial infinity. From these, it’s standard to show compactness.

Now we turn to the semigroup generated by £ and its compact perturbations. We will consider
the semigroup generated by £ — K(a). Instead of using the various generation theorems for semi-
groups, we take the approach of directly solving the following initial value problem to get a solution
operator Sy (t), and show the generator is £ — K(a):

o =0p+2-Vo+$—a-Vo—¢-Va+ Vp
divg =0 in R? x (0,00), (2.9)
(b(?O) :¢0
where ¢g € X.

Lemma 2.3. For any ¢ € X, there exists a unique function ¢(z,t) € L>=(0,T; X), with
sup (HIV26(, 1) [x + |96 — = - Vo (-, t)llx ) < o0, for any T >0, (2.10)
te(0,T) 2
such that ¢ satisfies equation (Z4) in the sense of distributions with appropriate distribution p in
R3 x (0,00), and

Jim {lo(-,) = dollx = 0. (2.11)

Moreover, we have the following estimate

sup. (1660l + V60Dl + #1046 = 5 - Vo(-0)llx) < Cllaly, Dol for 7>

t€[0,T
(2.12)
In addition, the solution semigroup is generated by L — K(a).



Proof. We first prove existence. Again we use the relation with heat equation, and set
1
Vit g

It is easy to check h satisfies
Oth —Ah+a-Vh+h-Va+Vp =0

h(z,t) log (t + 1)), fort >0, z € R>. (2.13)

X
Vit 1’

divh =0 in R* x (0,00), (2.14)
h('v 0) = ¢o
where a(z,t) := ﬁa(ﬁ) It is clear we can solve this equation with

1
1R, B)llx + VA, B)lxtZ + 41 V2h(, ) x + 0RO x < C(T, |lally)llgolx for t € 0,T). (2.15)
Moreover, h(-,t) is continuous in ¢ with values in X. Using the relation
d(y,s) = e2h(ery,e® —1), fory e R, s> 0. (2.16)

we obtain a solution ¢ with

[6C,9)llx + V(- 8)llxs2 + 506 = 5 - VoL, 8)[x + 5[ V(- ) [x < C(T, lally)lgollx, (217)

for s € [0, 7). The uniqueness follows from the corresponding result for Stokes system.
Denote the solution semigroup as

Sa(8)po = &(-, 5). (2.18)

Suppose
Sa(s) = e, (2.19)
i.e, Sy(s) is generated by closed operator A with domain D(A). It is easy to see D(A) contains
the set of Schwartz class divergence free vector fields, and A¢ = (£ — K(a))¢ for such ¢. To show

A =L — K(a), it suffices to show D C D(A). Take A > 0 sufficiently large, then A € p(A). Take
any ¢ € D, and take a sequence of Schwartz class divergence free ¢,, such that

|L(¢dn — @)|[x — 0, as n — oo. (2.20)

This implies ¢, — ¢ as n — oo in X by the invertibility of £. Thus (A — \)¢,, converges in X.
Since ¢,, converges in X, by the closedness of A, we see ¢ € D(A) and the proof is complete.

We have the following estimate for the semigroup.
AR | 4¢3 Tl e @O | 4 )| 2eE=KD| 4 1) (5, - g V)l ET MO < (T Jlally), (2.21)

for t € [0,T), where the norm is operator norm from X to X. Of particular importance is the case
a =0. Then for t > 1,

3
[ACs )2 (rey + 3R (S ) Lacrsy < Cllgoll2(rs) < Clldollx- (2.22)
Thus

l6(-, 5)llx < Ce™||dol|x- (2.23)

In summary, we conclude the semigroup e*

¢ is exponentially decreasing with exponent %.

For later applications, it is essential to know the long time behavior of the semigroup e(L=K(a)t
To study such behavior we need to recall some results from the general theory of semigroups from
Page 248-Page 259 of [4]. We begin by the following definition.
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Definition 2.1. Let A be a densely defined, closed operator on X, and denote o(A) the spectrum
of A. Suppose A generates a strongly continuous semigroup e“*. Define

s(A) :=sup{ReA: A e€co(A)}; (2.24)
define the growth bound for e4t:
wo :=inf {w € R : there exists M,, > 1 such that || < M,et for all t > 0}; (2.25)
for a bounded linear operator T : X — X, define
|T||ess == inf {||T — K|| : K is compact from X to X}; (2.26)
define the essential growth bound for e?? as
Wess = inf % log [|e]css- (2.27)
Let
Oess(A) :={A € C: A— A is not Fredholm}, (2.28)
and
Tess(T) i = sup{|\| : X\ € oess(T)}. (2.29)

We recall the following lemmas from [4] (Proposition 2.2 in Page 251, Proposition 2.10 and Corollary
2.11 in page 258).
Lemma 2.4. ) . .
3 - At — 1 - At —— Atg
wo = inf —log [le™]| = lim = log |e”™| 7 log r(e”), (2.30)
for each to > 0, where r(T) is the spectral radius of T

Lemma 2.5.

o1 1
Wess = lim —log HeAtHess = —log Tess(eAtO) < wp < o0, (2.31)
t—oo t to
for each ty > 0.

Lemma 2.6. Let et be a strongly continous semigroup on the Banach space X with generator A.
Then

wo = max{wess, s(A)}. (2.32)
Moreover, for everyw > wess the set o, := o(A)N{A € C: Re\ > w} is finite and the corresponding
spectral projection has finite rank.

Note that wess is stable under compact perturbations, and s(A) is usually easy to understand,
thus the above lemma provides us with a powerful tool to control the growth bound. Now we are
ready to estimate the growth bound for semigroup e(£—<(@)t,

Lemma 2.7. Let £ and K(a) be defined as above. Then

Wess (eETAONY = ¢ (e5) < wo(eft) < —i. (2.33)
Thus
wo (e ERY) < max {—i, s(L— lC(a))} . (2.34)

Moreover, for any w > —1, the set {\ € o(L —K(a)) : ReX >w} is finite.
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Proof. By the results in Lemma to show
(E—IC(a))t)

)

Lt)

wess(e - Wess(e

we only need to show
ress(e(ﬁ—lC(a))t) _ Tess(eﬁt)'

Recall the following formula relating e(+<(@)t and £t
1
eF Mg Ly = —/ LU= (a)eERDs pds. for ¢ € X. (2.35)
0

The above formula can be obtained by differentiating e£(!1=%)e(£=K(a))s4 in s and integrate from

0 to 1, in the case ¢ € D. The general case then follows from approximation. Since the essential
spectral radius is invariant with respect to compact perturbation, we only need to verify the right
hand side of equation ([Z35]) is a compact operator from X to X. Take ¢, € X with ||¢n|x < M
and ¢, — ¢ € X. By the estimates of the semigroup and the decay estimates, we see for s > 0,

I (@)= M@, — )| x — 0.
Moreover, we have
I (@)el e s (g, — ¢)|[x < C(llally)Ms™2. (2.36)
Thus

|| / LO-9K (a)eEK@S (g, — B)ds]|x

<c / IKCa)e e (5, — ) s = 0, s o,
0

by dominated convergence theorem. Therefore the compactness is proved. The other claims in the
lemma now follows directly from Lemma
We shall need the following simple continuity result for the semigroup e(£—*(@)t,

Lemma 2.8. For any M > 0, let By;(0) C Y be the ball with radius M centered at origin in Y .
Then for any t > 0 and € > 0, there exists § = 0(M,t,e) > 0 such that if a, b € By (0) and

la = bllor (s < 6, (2.37)

then
[|e(ERM@Dt _ (LRG| < ¢ (2.38)

where the norm is operator norm from X to X.

Proof. We have the following formula relating the semigroups e(c=*@)t and (LK),

t
LK@t _ (LK)t / LK) E=9) ko — g)elEK@)s . (2.39)
0

Thus for any ¢ € X:
||e(£—IC(a))t¢ L K(b)) @H

< C(M.1) / @ — Bllon (ko) mac{s™%, 1} ] xds
0
< (M. t)]a - bller sy 6]l x.
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The lemma follows from the above inequality easily.

Lemma 27l gives an estimate of the exponent of exponential growth for the semigroup e(£—*(a)t,
For any 8 > wy, there exists C' > 0 such that

K@ v, x < Cet. (2.40)

However it is not clear what the value of C' depends on. In this regard, we give the following simple
lemma.

Lemma 2.9. For M > 0, ws € R, let a € Y, wg be defined as above with |la|ly < M, wy < wy.
Then for any 5 > max{ws, —%}, there exists a constant C = C'(M, B,wy) such that

[|eE M@t L < CePt, (2.41)

Proof. The proof is a standard application of compactness argument and the continuous depen-
dence of the semigroup e(4~%@)t on ¢ in a weaker space (C''(R?)) in which Y is compact. Suppose

the lemma is not true. Then there exists a, € Y with |la,|ly < M and wy(elc=F@)t) < ., such
that
supe || eER@)t| v > n, for each integer n > 0. (2.42)
>0

We can pass to a subsequence (and still denoting the new sequence as a,) such that a, — a in
CY(R3), for some a € Y. Take 8 > 1 > max{ws, —%}, by Lemma 2.7 we know

E=K@)ty C B g, U { finitely many eigenvalues with || > 1} (2.43)

(L=K(a))t

o (el

Since e(£=K(a@n))t converges to e as n — oo by Lemmal[Z8| and e(£—X(@n))t hag no eigenvalues
in {\ € C| |A| > e’} we conclude e(*~X(@)! has no eigenvalues in {\ € C| |A| > %1} as well.

Thus

o <e(ﬁ_lc(“))t) C B_st. (2.44)
Thus wo(e!£=*@)) < 5. Therefore by Lemma 4] we have
1 —K(a
- log el | < 5, (2.45)
for some t( sufficiently large. Thus
[elE=K@lto)| < eBlo, (2.46)

By Lemma 2.8 we see for n > ng (ng sufficiently large):

||e(E—Rlan)to|| < gBto, (2.47)
Denote
(M, to) :=sup sup |leEE@t | < o0, (2.48)
n te(0,to)
we easily obtain
|| eE )| < (M, t0)C (to, B)e*, for n > ng, t > 0. (2.49)

This is a contradiction. The lemma is proved.
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3. GENERALIZED STOKES SYSTEM WITH SINGULAR LOWER ORDER TERMS

In order to localize the forward self similar solutions (which have infinite energy), we need to
consider perturbation of these solutions in regular spaces. The following lemma is important in
such considerations.

Lemma 3.1. Let a € Y be such that 8 := s(L — K(a)) < &. Denote a(z,t) = %a(%) Let f be
such that

M := esssup (Hf('7t)HL4(R3)t +t5 Hf('7t)HL2(R3)) < 00, and (3.1)
te(0,1)
. 5
Jim (1Ot + £ Bl2rs) ) = 0. (3.2)

Then there exists a unique solution u € L{°LA(R3 x (0,1)) to the Stokes system with singular lower
order terms

at“_A“Jr“'V“*“’V“;VVZ zg}inRi”x(o,l), (3.3)
with divergence free initial data u(-,0) = ug € L*(R3) in the sense that
Jm {lu(, ) = wollpacre) = 0. (3.4)
Moreover, u satisfies
1
[ull e £ (R3 x (0,1)) +tszépl)t2 IVu(-, t)llzarsy < Cllally, B) (lluollLarsy + M), (3.5)
€(0,
and
.1
Jim 22 IVu(- )|l zarsy = 0. (3.6)

Proof. We first consider the case ug € C2°(R?) and f € C°(R* x (0,1)) with [Jugl|pa(gs) + M = 1.
To construct a solution, we write

u(z,t) := (b(%,logt) + eBlyg, for (z,t) € R x (0,1), (3.7)
and .
flat) = zg(%,logt), (z,t) € B3 x (0,1). (3.8)

Denote e*ug(z) = b(Z,logt) for (z,t) € R3 x (0,1). Since u must satisfy equation (3.3)), we
obtain the following equation for ¢

{ ds¢ = (L—K(a)—3)¢p—(a-Vb+b-Va)+g+ Vp for
dive =0

We can explicitly write down a solution as

(y,8) € R? x (—00,0).  (3.9)

(-, 8) = —/ e(ﬁ_’q“)_%)(s_T)P(a -Vb+b-Va—g)(-,7)dr, (3.10)

where P is Helmholtz projection to divergence free vector fields. To justify the formula, we must
obtain appropriate estimates. Firstly, note that (denoting h(z,t) = e®tug(z))

b(y,s) = h(e2y,e®). (3.11)
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Thus by scale-invariance of heat equation, we see b(y, s) is the solution to heat equation at time 1
with initial data ug(e2-). Therefore we obtain the following estimates for b
_3s
16C, )l Lanrge(ra) + [IVO( $) | Lanpee(rey < Ce™ 5. (3.12)
Thus from the assumptions on a, we get

3s

|IP(a-Vb+b-Va)(,s)|x < C(ally)e” 5. (3.13)
Note
g(y,s) = e*f(ezy,e?), for (y,5) € R® x (—0,0), (3.14)
thus by the assumption on f, we obtain
llg(-,8)||x < Ce %, aes € (—00,0). (3.15)
By Lemma 2.7
wo (eEMaty < max{B, —i} < % (3.16)

Take max{B3,—1} < B < %, by the definition of wy and Lemma 23, there exists constant
C(|lally,B) > 0 such that

[etEK@D |y < C(llally. B)e™" for amy ¢ > 0. (3.17)

Combining this decay estimate with the local regularity property of the semigroup, we see also

Ve EK@H| < C(llally, 8) max{%, 1}ef. (3.18)
Thus we get
160 8)l1x < / Cllally. 8P D65 dr < Clally. Be=%. (3.19)

where we used the condition 1 < %. Similarly

3s

V(- s)lx < Clally,B)e™ s (3.20)
Consequently, we have
3
Szépl) Ju(-, ) — eXugl|pa(ry < t5]|(-,log t)| parey < C(llally, B), (3.21)
te(0,
and
1
sup 13 V(- 0)|agas) < C(lally B). (3.22)
te(0,1)

Note that these estimates do not depend on the assumption that ug € C°(R3) and f € C°(R? x
(0,1)). Now with this condition, one can check

3
IP(a-Vb+b-Va)(-,s)|x +lg(,s)||lx < C(ug)e™® for some & € (0, g), (3.23)

and consequently

l6(-,9)lx +IVe(, 8)lx < Clllally, uo, Be*. (3.24)
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In this case, we can show by direct differentiation that ¢ satisfies equation (B.9]), and using the
relation u(z,t) = (b(%, logt) + e®tuy, it is straightforward to verify that u satisfies equation (332
with

A 1

u(-, t) — e ugll pacry + 2 Vu(-, t) || Lars)
3 1
< ts (llo(-,Jog )|l za(rs) + IVO(-, log t)|| papsy) + t2 HVGNUOHM(RB)
3_ 1
< t57°C (ug, ||ally, B) + t2 |]V6Atu0HL4(R3) — 0,

as t — 04. This completes the proof when the initial data ug € C2°, the general case then follows
from approximation.
To prove uniqueness, suppose u is a distributional solution with ug =0 and f = 0, then

t
u(-t) = — / eAIPdiv (@ @ u+ u @ a)(-, s)ds. (3.25)
0
From this we can obtain
) 22y < . (3.26)
Write u(z,t) = ¢(it, logt). Since for ¢ positive u(x,t) is regular, ¢ is given by the semigroup
o(-,8) = e ETHDEHD (), (3.27)
Note
3
lp(-, —M)|x < Ces™, (3.28)

by the estimates on u and the relation between u and ¢. Thus by the decay property of the
semigroup, we get

16 5)llx < C(llally, B)ePr=)CFMM < C(Jlally, 8, 5)eP~8IM 0, as M — 0o+ (3.29)
Thus ¢ = 0 and consequently u = 0.

Now we are ready to prove the first main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 3.1. Let a € Y be such that % > [ = s(L—K(a)) which is the mazimum of real part of
any eigenvalue of L — K(a). Denote a(z,t) = L-a(Z). Let

ViVt
bz, t) == %b(%,log t), for x € R®, t € (0,1). (3.30)
Suppose
e = esssup ([|b(,s)[|x + [|[Vb(-,5)[[x) (3.31)

s€(—00,0)

is sufficiently small depending on ||a|ly, 8. Let T = T(||ally, B, uol|za(rs)) > 0 be sufficiently small.

Then there exists a unique solution uw € Zp to the generalized Navier Stokes system with singular
lower order terms

ou—Au+a-Vu+u-Va+b-Vu+u-Vb+u-Vu+Vp =

0 . 3
div u 0 } in R x (0,7), (3.32)

with initial data u(-,0) = ug € L*(R3) in the sense that

Jim [u(.,1) = uollogany = 0. (3.33)
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In the abowve,

Zp = {u € LPLY(R? x (0,T)) : esssupt%HVU(',t)HLz;(Rg) < 00, tli%1+t%|]Vu(',t)HL4(R3) =0},
—

te(0,T)
(3.34)
equipped with the natural norm
1
lullzy += esssup (J[u(,H)lla s + £ [V, ) o)) - (3.35)
te(0,T)
Moreover, u satisfies
1
[ull oo (3 x (0,7)) + ) S(%PT) t2||Vul, )| zarsy < C(B, llally)lluoll s (rs)- (3.36)
S )

Proof. Denote T'(t)ug + B(f)(t) as the solution to equation (B3] (we suppress the dependence on
a). Then by Lemma B.], we have

1T () uollzr < C(llally, B)lluollra(rs), (3.37)
1Bz < Clllally, B esssup (IF ¢ )l gt + 131582y - (3:38)
te(0,T)

To prove the theorem, we write
u(-,t) = T(t)ug — B(b- Vu +u - Vb +u - Vu)(t), (3.39)

and use the contraction mapping theorem in Zr to prove existence and uniqueness once T is
sufficiently small. The method is standard, and we only sketch some of the details below. By the
definition of b and the estimate B.31] of b, we obtain for ¢ € (0, 1)

16(, Ol parey <t 3e, (3.40)
IV, )y <t R (3.41)
By the following interpolation inequality:
1 3
HfHLOO(R3) < C”f”iél(RB)vaHf/i(RB)v (3-42)
we obtain B )
5, 8) ey < Ct e (3.43)

Thus for t < T,
to- Vul )llpsrsy < CHDC B o (m)[Vul )| agrsy < Cellul 2,
ts)lb- Vul, t)ll2ms < OG0l paas) [Vl )l gy < Cellullzy.
By similar calculations and Lemma [3.I] we can verify:
1B(X - Vu)lze < Cllally, B)ellull 2,
[1B(u- Vb)|zr < Cllally, B)ellullzr,
1
[1B(u-Vo)lzy + |1B(v-Vu)lzy < Clllally, B)Ts|ull 2. [0l 27 -
Denote M := ||T(t)ugl|z,. Now take € = €(||ally,5) > 0 and T' > 0 sufficiently small, such that

1
C(HCLHY7B)€ < 1_67

C(llally, 8)MTs < <.

o | =
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Under these conditions, it is simple to verify the right hand side of equation ([3.39)) is a contraction
mapping from Bops C Zp to itself, thus the theorem is proved.

4. PROOF OF BIFURCATIONS

Firstly, under the spectral condition (A) we prove that we can continue the solution curve U,
as a regular curve of 0. The possibility of the continuation of the solution curve U, is a simple
application of Implicit function theorem or a direct contraction mapping argument. More precisely
we have the following result.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose the spectral assumption (A) holds. Then for o1 > oq sufficiently close to og
and o € (0g,01), there exists Uy € C®(R3) satisfying

1
AUC,+§-VU0+§UC,—UC,-VU0+VP:0, in RS (4.1)
and
VU, — oePug)|| < _Clas0yu0) for any multi — index « (4.2)
’ = Wt JaliT ‘ '

Remark. Since we fix u from the beginning, in the texts below we omit the dependence of various
constants on wuyg.

Proof. Denote U = e®ug. To prove the theorem, we seck solution U, in the form
Uy =Uyy + (0 — 00)U + ¢, with ¢ € X. (4.3)
Then ¢ satisfies F'(¢,0) = 0, where
F(¢,0) =0+ 2 -Vo+ 5 —Usy Vo~ ¢ VUy — (0 —00)U-Vé— (0 —09)p- VU
—(0 —00)U - VUyy — (0 — 00)Upyy - VU — (0 — 00)?U - VU — ¢ -V + VP.

It is easy to verify that F': D X (09 — €,00 + €) — X is smooth, where € > 0 is a small number.
Note

0pF(0,00)¢ = Lsy¢, for any ¢ € D. (4.4)

By assumption (A) L,, is invertible. Thus,
F(0,00) =0 (4.5)
0sF (0, 00) is invertible . (4.6)

Therefore we can apply Implicit function theorem (see for example Theorem I1.1.1 in [5]) and con-
clude that there exists unique ¢(-, o) continuously differentiable with respect to o (with value in
D) in a small neighborhood of (0,0¢p). Then we can verify that with U, given by equation (4.3]),

%Ug(%) is a forward self similar solution to Navier Stokes equation with initial data cug. The

estimates (£2)) follow from Theorem 4.1 of [3]. The Lemma is proved.

Now let us consider the operator

¢
2
as defined in the introduction for o € (0p,01). By Proposition 1.7.2 in [5], the eigenvalue A;(o)
is differentiable in o. By the spectral assumption (A), for o > o and sufficiently close to oy,
Re A1 (o) € (0, 3—12) We construct the following ancient solution.

£U¢=A¢+;v¢+ U, Vé—¢-VU, +VP (4.7)
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Theorem 4.1. Suppose the spectral assumption (A) holds. Let L, be defined as above. Then there
exists o1 > og sufficiently close to oy such that for o € (0¢,01) we have

— 1
o(Lo) C {AECT: ReA < —25} U {Ai(0), M(@), with Re (o) € (0, 55)} (4.8)
Denoting B = Re (o), then for any € > 0 we can find ¢ = ¢(-,t,0) with o € (09, 01) such that
0o =Lydp—¢-Vop+V
{ divtz —0 $=0-Vo P for (z,t) € R x (—00,0), (4.9)
with
esssup ([lo(-,¢,0)[x + V(- 1)[|x) <e, (4.10)
te(—o00,0)
and
inf e_Bthb(',t,U)HLz;(RS) > 0. (4.11)
te(—o0,0)

Proof. Since \(o) is differentiable and %b:ooRe A1(o) > 0, we see if we choose o1 > o¢ suffi-
ciently close to g, 8 := Re Ai(0) € (0, 3—12) By the spectral assumption (A), results in Section 2
and spectral mapping theorem (see Section 3.7 page 277 of [4]) we have

o(elo0) C B, s U {eM(00) Mo}, (4.12)

Lo

Thus by the continuity of the semigroup e~ in o, we obtain

(") C B g5 U {eM (@) M)} (4.13)
if 0 € (0¢,01) and oy is sufficiently close to og. Thus
— 1
o(Lo) C{AEC: Re < —25} U{A(0), M), with Rei(0) € (0,2)) (414)

Now let us prove the existence of ancient solutions to The method is a simple application of
the usual techniques of constructing unstable manifold. Our task is easier since we only need to
construct one trajectory on the unstable manifold. Let us introduce

W= {(-,t) € X, t € (=00,0)| esssup e (o, t)l[x + [Vo(-,t)|x) < oo}, (4.15)

te(—o0,0)

equipped with the natural norm

[8llw = esssup e " ([|(-, )] x + [Vo(-,t)]Ix)- (4.16)
te(—00,0)

Let us decompose X = X,, @ X, the unstable and stable subspaces. Here X,, is two dimensional.
Denote A, = L;|x,, As = Ls|x.; P, and Ps denotes the projections to the stable and unstable
subspaces respectively. We have the following estimates

e fllx < e fllx < e fllx for f € Xy, t € (—00,0) and some 0 < ¢; < ¢,(4.17)
le™*"fllx < Clo)ex™||f|1x for f € Xe, t € (—00,0). (4.18)

To find solution to equation ([@3)), for ¢,9 € X, small, we write the following integral formulation
for t € (—00,0)

u(-11) = e o — / AT PR - V) () (4.19)
0
ds(- ) = —/t AT PP(¢ - V) (-, 7)dr, for t € (—o0,0). (4.20)
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For € > 0 sufficiently small, we will use a contraction mapping argument in B.(0) C W to construct
a solution. Firstly, let us assume ¢, is sufficiently small (note that it’s not important to specify
the norm, since X, is two dimensional) such that

lleA ool < % (4.21)
For ¢, v € W let
16,000 = [ A=) pB(g - V), ), (4.22)
0
T(¢7¢)s('vt) = /t eAs(t_T)PsP(¢ : VTP)(‘vT)dT, for ¢ S (—OO, 0) (423)

By the regularity and growth bound of the semigroup, we obtain
1T(d,0)u( Dl x + IV (%) ( llx

< C/ A=) max{1, Yy T dr|ollw ¢ llw

CBY* o llw 1l -
IIT(¢,¢)S(',t)HX +IVT(¢,9)s (-, 1)l x

t
<c / e~ 350=7) max{1, VT = 71287 dr |||l |l w

< C6, ) llw llllw-

m

Thus we conclude

1T(0, ) llw < C(6, Bl Sllw ]l (4.24)

Now it’s routine to check if we choose € sufficiently small, we can use contraction mapping argument
in B C W to obtain a solution ¢(-,t,0) € B C W. We only need to verify equation (£II). We
can make ||¢y0l|x = e for some small positive v. Note

6u(-1t) = e duollx + [V(u(,1) — e u) | x < C(B)e™e,

65l x + IV (-, )| x < C(B,8)e™ e, for t € (=00, 0).
Thus

oGl a(rsy = 1ouls )l La(rsy — 1Ps ()l La(ro)

> |’6AUt¢UOHL4(R3) - 0(575)eﬁt62 2 C(a757 fY)eeﬁt7 fort € (_007 0)7

if we choose € sufficiently small. Thus the theorem is proved.

Now let us consider the situation that the spectral assumption (B) holds. In this case, we have
the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose the spectral assumption (B) holds. Let L, Uy, and U be defined as above.
Denote v € D as a unit eigenfunction for Ly, corresponding to eigenvalue 0. In addition, assume
the following generic non-degeneracy conditions
P(Uy, - VU + U - VU,,) ¢ Range (Ls,), (4.25)
P(v - Vv) ¢ Range (L,)- (4.26)
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Then there exists a solution curve (U, (s),0(s)) to equations ({({.1)[{.2), for s € (—¢,¢€) with some € >
0. Moreover, o(0) = oy, %0(0) =0 and o(s) is twice continuously differentiable with j—;a(O) < 0.
Thus for o < og sufficiently close to og we have two forward self similar solutions to Navier Stokes
equation with initial data oug.

Remark. Since Range (L,,) is closed with co-dimension 1, the assumptions in the theorem are
generic.

Proof. Again to prove the theorem, we seek solution U, in the form
Us =Usy + (60— 00)U + ¢, with ¢ € X. (4.27)
Then ¢ satisfies F'(¢,0) = 0, where
F($,0) = D¢+ L -Vo+ 8 —Uysy-Vo— VU — (0 — 00)U - Vo — (0 — a0)p - VU
—(0—00)U - VUy, — (60 — 00)Us, - VU — (00 — 00)*U - VU — ¢- Vo + VP.

It is easy to verify that F': D X (g — €,00 + €) — X is smooth, where € > 0 is a small number. In
addition we can verify

0sF(0,00) ¢ Range (045F'(0,00)), (4.28)
8;¢F(0, 00)[v,v] ¢ Range (04F (0, 09)). (4.29)

Thus we can apply the saddle-node bifurcation theorem (see Theorem 1.4.1 page 12 from [5]) and
finish the proof.

The above two cases with spectral assumptions (A) or (B) are generic if we indeed have eigenval-
ues of L, crossing the imaginary lines when we increase o. There is an important non-generic case
when the initial data wug is axi-symmetric in addition to being —1 homogeneous. We will not give
the full details, but just sketch some of the ideas. Suppose when we increase o to oy the spectrum of
L, splits into two parts, one strictly to the left of imaginary axis, the other consists of an eigenvalue
crossing 0. Now suppose for o = 0 the eigenfunctions corresponding to 0 eigenvalue of L, are not
symmetric (note the solution U, for o < o is axi-symmetric). Then since the restriction of £, to
axi-symmetric vector fields is invertible, we can continue the axi-symmetric solution curve U, in a
regular way. In addition, we can expect a “pitchfork” bifurcation, which gives additional solutions.
Thus we have non-uniqueness of forward self similar solutions with initial data o > o( sufficiently
close to o( in this case as well.

5. LOCALIZE SOLUTIONS WITH —1 HOMOGENEOUS INITIAL DATA

In this section we will localize the different solutions to Navier Stokes equation with —1 homoge-
neous initial data oug, which appear through bifurcations under spectral assumption (A), or (B)
together with the non-degeneracy conditions in Theorem We will only give proof in the case
of spectral assumption (A) below, as the other case is identical. Under the spectral condition (A),
we see for o0y < o < o1 there are at least two solutions to NSE with scale-invariant initial data
oug € C®(R3\{0}), one scale invariant and is given by

1
Vit
The other solution is not self similar and is given by

T 1

1 T
uz(z,t) = %UG(_t) + %QS(WJO% t), (5.2)

ui(z,t) = —=Uy(—=). (5.1)

Vi
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where ¢(-,s) is an ancient solution to equation (A9) and satisfies equations (LIOQATIT). If we
take o sufficiently close to oo, we can assume s(£ — K(U,)) < z5. Moreover, we can assume
SUPse(—o00,0) (16( 8) [ x + V(- 8)||x) is sufficiently small so that we can apply Theorem B.I] with

a = U, and b = ¢ again by making ¢ sufficiently close to og. Now fix such a . Let us decompose
u = vy + Wwo, (5.3)
where vy is compactly supported, divergence free and vo| g, 0) = tolpy(0)- We can make |[wol|z4(rsy <

C(oo, uo)R_%. Now apply Theorem B.]lfirst with initial data —wg, a = U, and b = 0. By taking R
sufficiently large, we obtain a solution i (x, ) to equation (3:32) in R3x (0,1). One can easily check
uq + @7 is a solution to Navier Stokes equation with initial data vg. Similarly, apply Theorem [B.1]
with initial data —wg, @ = U, and b = ¢, we obtain a solution iy to equation ([B32) in R® x (0,1)
(taking R appropriately in the first step). Thus ug + s is a solution to Navier Stokes equation
with initial data vg. In fact by the estimates on wq, 1, ue, %o and the regularity theory of NSE,
we can easily deduce that uy + i, ug + iz € C(R3 x (0,1)). Using vg € L?(R?), it’s not hard
to obtain that the two solutions are uniformly bounded in L?(R3) in time. Lastly we shall show
uy + @y is not identically equal to ug + @z. Since @ (-,t) and @iz(-, ) are bounded in L*(R3). We see

_ _ 1
[(ur + @1 —ug — t2) ()| La(rsy = (w1 — u2) ()| pamsy — C = ¢73|@(-,log )| parsy — C (5.4)
is unbounded as ¢ — 0+ by (&II]). Thus we have proved the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Assume the spectral condition (A) holds. Then there exist two different Leray-

Hopf weak solutions which are smooth in R3 x (0,1) with the same initial data vo € C(R3\{0}).

vo(x) = O(|71|) near origin.

Similarly, we can obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 5.2. Assume the spectral condition (B) and the non-degeneracy conditions (4.29[4-26])
hold. Then there exists compactly supported divergence free vy € C®°(R3\{0}) with vo(z) = O()

[
near origin, such that there are two Leray-Hopf weak solutions with initial data vo. Moreover the
two Leray-Hopf solutions are smooth in R? x (0, 00).
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