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On the spatial asymptotic decay of a suitable weak

solution to the Navier-Stokes Cauchy problem

F. CRISPO AND P. MAREMONTI *

Abstract - We prove space-time decay estimates of suitable weak solutions to the Navier-
Stokes Cauchy problem, corresponding to a given asymptotic behavior of the initial data of
the same order of decay. We use two main tools. The first is a result obtained in [4] on the
behavior of the solution in a neighborhood of ¢ = 0 in the Lj5.-norm, which enables us to furnish
a representation formula for a suitable weak solution. The second is the asymptotic behavior
of |u(t)|r2ms\5,) for R — oco. Following a Leray’s point of view, roughly speaking our result
proves that a possible space-time turbulence does not perturb the asymptotic spatial behavior

of the initial data of a suitable weak solution.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the initial value problem:

v +v-Vo+Vr, =Av, V-v =0, in (0,7) x R3, (1.1)
v(0,2) = vo(z) on {0} x R3. '
In system ([LT)) v is the kinetic field, , is the pressure field, v; := %’U and v-Vv:=wvy a%kv.
For brevity, we assume zero body force. We set J9(R?) :=completion of %,(R3) with
respect to the L9-norm, g € (1,00). The symbol %5(R3) denotes the subset of C§°(R?)
whose elements are divergence free. By P, (the index ¢ is omitted when there is no
danger of confusion) we mean the projector from L? into J9. For properties and details
on these spaces see for instance [6]. Moreover, we set J19(R3) :=completion of €, (R?)
with respect to the W!%-norm. For a nonnegative integer m, if X is a Banach space, the
symbols C™(a, b; X) and LP(a,b; X) mean the spaces of functions defined in (a,b) C R
with value in the Banach space X, that are m-times continuous differentiable in [a, b]
and LP-integrable on (a, ), respectively.
We use the same symbol to denote vector or scalar functions and function spaces. We

set (u,g) = [u-gdx.
R3

Definition 1.1 A pair (v, ,), such that v : (0,T) x R® — R? and 7, : (0,7) x R® — R,
is said a weak solution to problem (L)) if
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i) for all T > 0, v € L2(0,T; J“2(R3)) and m, € L3((0,T) x R?),

¢
lo(®)|3 + 2/ [Vo(r)|3dr < |v(s)|3, Vt > s, for s =0 and a.e. in s >0,

i) lim [Jv(t) — voll2 = 0,
t—0
iii) for all t,s € (0,T), the pair (v, m,) satisfies the equation:
t

[ [0 = (V0.9 + (0 F0) + (10, 7 9] dr + (006, 905)) = (w(2) 010,

for all p € C}([0,T) x R3).

As it is known, the regularity and uniqueness of a weak solution are still open problems.
However, in order to improve the results of regularity, in the fundamental paper [I],
Calffarelli, Kohn and Nirenberg introduce the notion of suitable weak solution:

Definition 1.2 A pair (v,7,) is said a suitable weak solution if it is a weak solution in
the sense of the Definition[I 1] and, moreover,

[ 1v@Pos +2 / [19ePodsir < [ lo(s)Po(s)is
R3 s R3 R3

(1.2)
t t
—|—//|v|2(¢T + Ag)dxdr + //(|v|2 + 27, )v - Vodadr,

s R? s RS
for allt > s, for s = 0 and a.e. in s > 0, and for all nonnegative ¢ € C§°(R x R3).
In [I] and [I3] the following existence result is proved:

Theorem 1.1 For all v, € J?(2) there exists a suitable weak solution.

Further in the same paper [1] it is proved that in the set of suitable weak solutions
a partial regularity result holds. Among others things, in [I] the authors prove that
under the further assumption Vv, € L?(R3 \ Bg,) a suitable weak solution is regular
in a neighborhood of “infinity”, that is for |x| > MyRy, My > 1. Roughly speaking,
this result is the analogous of the one related to the structure theorem by Leray, with
the difference that Leray’s result is on regularity of a weak solution in neighborhood of
t = +oo. Still in the light of the analogy, roughly speaking, following Leray, we say that
the possible turbulence of a weak solution not only appears in a finite time but also in a
bounded region of the space, whose parabolic one-dimensional Hausdorff measure is null
(this last is true as soon as a suitable weak solution exists). Actually, the smallness of
the data for large |z|, although given by means of integrability conditions outside a ball,
preserves the regularity of the weak solution (as for “small data”).

In the wake of the previous results, in [4] we have proved a result concerning the

behavior in time of the L

. norm of the solution in a neighborhood of ¢ = 0 for suitable

weak solutions, corresponding to a suitably small data (see Theorem 2] below).



The aim of this note goes in the direction of the last claims. We prove that, not
only the possible turbulence does not perturb the regularity of a weak solution in a
neighborhood of ¢ = 400, but, if an asymptotic spatial behavior of the initial data v, is
given, then the same behavior holds for a suitable weak solution for all ¢t > 0. As far as
we know, such a property to date was ensured only for small data (cf. [3], [7]).

The theorem we are going to state is the main result of the paper:

Theorem 1.2 Let v, € J2(R?) and, for some « € [1,3) and Ry > 0, let be |vs(z)| <
Volz|~%, for |x| > Ry. Let (v, m,) be a suitable weak solution to the Navier-Stokes Cauchy
problem. Then, there exists a constant M > 1 such that

lo(t, z)| < c(vo)|z|™%, for all (t,x) € (0,00) x R*\ Barg,, (1.3)
where M is independent of v, and ¢(vg) depends on Vo and |vs||z2.
Corollary 1.1 For a solution of Theorem[I.Z, for all 5 € [0, «], we get:
[v(t, x)| < c(vo)|x|7°‘+ﬁt7§, for all (t,x) € (0,00) x R*\ Barr,; (1.4)

and
lv(t, z)| < c(vo)|x|7o‘+5t7§, for all (t,z) € (Tp,00) x R, (1.5)

where Ty < c||vo 3.

Here we state Theorem[L.2] for solutions to the Navier-Stokes Cauchy problem just for
the sake of brevity. The result of Theorem[l.2] can be seen as a continuous dependence
of the null solution. In this sense the theorem is a continuation of the one proved in [4],
that we employ here for regularity, see Theorem[2.1] below.

In a forthcoming paper, the same result will be proved for a three dimensional exterior
domain  and for weak solutions with initial data in J3(£2), hence not necessarily with
finite energy! This assumption seems to be more coherent with the assumption |vo(x)| <
Volz|~%, a €1, 3).

As far as we know, the technique employed to prove Theorem[I.2] is original in the
framework of the ones employed to prove a spatial asymptotic behavior of a solution
v(t,x), more in general, to a parabolic equation. Indeed, it essentially follows from
two properties. The former, well known, concerns the spatial behavior of the solution
w(t,z) to the heat equation. The latter is connected with the asymptotic behavior of
the functional:

Ju(t,y)Pdy < c(t)]a] ", (1.6)
lul>ele]

where u = v —w, which we think to be an original tool for the spatial behavior. Estimate
(CH) comes from estimate (2] for a suitable ¢(x), written for the difference u. For the
special ¢, we like to call the above functional as Leray’s generalized energy inequality. It
was used by Leray in [9] for a compactness property.

We conclude the introduction by quoting paper [5], where a similar result is given.
More precisely, for the Navier-Stokes initial boundary value problem in an exterior do-
main  C R? it is proved:



Assume that the initial data vy € J2(Q) N J3(Q) with |vo(z)| < Volz|~®, for some
42
a € [%,3) and |z| > Ry > 0. Assume that, ¥ € (0, 1], vy € D(A;Jr'y) NJE(Q) . Then,
there are suitable constants ¢y and Ry such that

13

lu(t, )| < colx| ™™ FY ) for all (t, ) € (0,00) x R®\ By, .

Here, Ay := P»A is the Stokes operator, and D(A3) is the domain of definition of the
fractional power s of As.

We point out that key ideas, the technique and the proofs in [5] and in the present
paper are completely different.

The plan of the paper is the following. In order to perform pointwise estimates, in
sec.2 we establish results of partial regularity based on the results of [4]. In sec.3 we
recall classical results concerning the solutions to the Stokes Cauchy problem. In sec. 4 we
prove estimate (L6) which is strategic for our aims. In sec. 5 we give the representation
formula of the solutions to the Navier-Stokes Cauchy problem that we employ in sec.6
and sec. 7 to prove our results.

2 Preliminary results on partial regularity of a suitable weak
solution

Throughout the paper, where it is appropriate, we give an explicit dependence of the
constants from the L?-norm of the data. In the other cases, the dependence will be
referred to simply by ¢(vs).

Lemma 2.1 In the hypotheses of Theorem[I.2

wW@? e Ry
for all > 0, /|x—y| dy < loelB+ oy Velole, 1>, (a1
RS

elz| || 2

with ¢ independent of x and ve

Proof. We start by proving 2.1 for o = 1. Then, a fortiori, it holds for o € (1, 3).
Given ¢ > 0 and = € R3, by virtue of our assumption, we easily deduce that

|vo]? / |vo|? / |vo|
dy < dy + Vs S L
/Ix—yl lz —yl |z —yl(1 + [y])
R3 lyl<(1—e)|z| (1—e)|z|<|yl

v L+y)=2 13

< lueke / ULWD = 4y *Veloole.
|z — y

(1—¢)|z|<|y|

(2.2)

which implies the thesis.

Let zo € R? and Ry > 0. Let v, € J%(R3). We set

5 o Ry o o [P
0($07 0) ‘= €sssup ”vo ”w(m) = ”( — y) ”L“’(B(aco,Ro))'
B Io,Ro 3 |‘T yl



Theorem 2.1 Let (v,7,) be a suitable weak solution corresponding to v, € J*(R3?).
There exist absolute constants €1, C; and Cy such that, if

Cléao(xo,Ro) < 1 and Cz(éaog + 6@0%) <eq, (2.3)

then

[N

ot 2)| < o83 + &) ek, (2.4)
provided that (t,x) is a Lebesgue point with ||v, |, () < o0 and = € B(xo, Ro).
Proof. See [4], Theorem1.1. .

We complete the results concerning a suitable weak solution with the following lemma
on the regularity and the asymptotic behavior of the solutions:

Lemma 2.2 If v, € J3(R3) N JP(R?),p € (1,2], then there exists a Ty < c|vo|3 such
that
o(1 ifp=2,
ol =1 Y oy o
clvo)t™2\p72) £ >0 ifpe(1,2). (2.5)
[o(®)lloo < clvollat ™%, ¢ > To.

Proof. Estimates (Z3)); 2 can be found in [I0], instead (253 is well known (see Leray
190)-

Lemma 2.3 In the hypotheses of Theorem[I.2 there exists a constant My > 1 such that
5
lo(t,z)| < (& + E2)5t72, ae. int >0 and |z| > MRy, (2.6)
provided that (t,z) is a Lebesgue point.

Proof. It is enough to verify that the hypotheses of Theorem[2.1] are satisfied. To this
end, we employ Lemma[Z.1] which ensures the existence of R(C},Ca,e;1) such that, for
_ 2 _
lz| >R, [[ Lro(@)] dy]? satisfies (Z3). Setting R := MyRy, we have proved the 1emma.D
R3

lz—yl

As a consequence of the above lemmas on the L°°-norm of a suitable weak solution
we can claim

Corollary 2.1 In the hypotheses of Theorem[l.2, we get
_3
||'U(t)||Loo(‘z‘>M0R0) < C(’Uo, To)t 1. t>0. (2.7)

Lemma 2.4 If (v,7,) is a suitable weak solution, then, the pressure field admits the
representation formula:

To(t,x) = =Dy, Dy, [ E(x — )t (y)v? (y)dy =: E[v,v](t, z), (2.8)
R3

a.e. in (t,z) € (0,00) x R3.

Proof. See [4], Lemmad4.1.



3 Some lemmas on the Stokes Cauchy problem

We consider the Stokes Cauchy problem
wy — Aw = =V, V-w=0in (0,T) x R* w(0,z) = vo(x) on {0} x R®. (3.1)

We denote by
Bl

Hij (S, Z) = 6in(S, Z) = 61']‘(47TS)7%67 4s (32)

the general component of the heat kernel tensor, and set

Hw(s)](t — s,x) := /H(t —s,x —y)w(s,y)dy .
Rg

Then, for the solution of Bl we have w(t,z) := Hvo|(t, ). Moreover, we recall the
estimate (k nonnegative integer and 8 multi-index):

IDEDSH (s, 2)| < cf|2] + 5%) 37211 (3.3)
We are interested in the following result:
Lemma 3.1 In the hypotheses of Theorem[l.2 on v.,
for all T > 0,w € C(0,T; L*(R3)),

for all n >0,k >0, || > 0, DfDiw € C(n, T; C,(R*)) N C(n, T; L*(R?)),
(3.4)

t
Jw(®)| + 2/ ||Vw(T)||2dT = ||w(s)||27 forallt > s > 0.

Moreover, there holds

1 1
w(t,2)] < eminfo o, Vo) min {

Z afst 0, 2Ro,1}. (3.5
T e > 0 el > mad2Ro 13- (39)

Proof. Properties (3.4]) are well known. To prove ([3.0), we employ the representation
formula and (B3), so that

w(ta)| < [Hlt,z = plos)ldy = [ Hltsz = plos)ldy-+Vo[He.o = )0+l dy
R3 B(Ro) R3\ B(Ry)
< e(Bo)lvoll2(a] + £2) 7 + Vo min{(144) ", (L+]a]) "},

provided that |z| > max{2R, 1}, which proves the lemma. -

We also approach problem (B)) in a form weaker than the usual one for the initial
value problem for the Stokes equations. This weak formulation, introduced in [I1], allows
to consider initial data in the Lebesgue spaces LP, p € [1, 00|, and not in the space of the
hydrodynamics JP, p € (1,00). Its interest is connected with the possibility of deducing
estimates in L"-spaces with r € (1, 00] by means of duality arguments. Of course, for an
initial data in J? we come back to the classical Stokes solutions.

We have the following special result, for a general formulation see [I1] (such a solution
is denoted by (0, 7p)):



Lemma 3.2 Let 6y € Co(R?). Then, to the data 6 there corresponds a unique smooth
solution (0,cy) to the Cauchy problem (Bl such that 6 € QlC(O,T; J1(R3)), 0 €
q

Qqu(n,T;WQ’q(R3)) and 0; € Qqu(n,T;Lq(R3)), n > 0. Moreover, for g € (1, 0],
q q

0l < clbolit™, p=3501-73),t>0
IVO@)llq < ellbolit™, =3 +n (3.6)

[6:()llg < clfollit™"2,  po=1+p, t>0;

with ¢ independent of 0y. Finally, %in(l)(@(t) — 0o,) = 0 holds for any ¢ € C*(R3) N
—
JL9 (R3).

Proof. See [I1], Lemma3.2. -

Corollary 3.1 In the hypotheses of Lemmal3.2, for all \ € (0, 1], the following estimates
hold:

10(t) = 0(s)]lg < €33 |t — 5]X |01, (3.7)
V() — VO(s) [y < e~ 220Dt — 5001,

t,s > 0, where £ := min{s,t}.

Proof. Let & := min{s,t}. From B8], H@(%)Hq < ¢||fo|[1€#. On the other hand,
from the representation formula, one has 0(¢,z) = H[G(%)](t - %,x) Hence, using the
L1-Holder’s properties of 6, for all A € (0,1], we get

106 — 0(s)ly < €t = 58S, < e 00— sl

Similar arguments lead to estimate ([B.7)s.

4 A space time behavior of the Leray’s generalized energy in-
equality

We start by proving the following interpolation inequality, of the same kind of the one
by Gagliardo and Nirenberg. It is a particular case of a more general result for exterior
domains, obtained in [2]. The difference with respect to the usual result is that the
function u does not belong to a completion space of C§°(R?).

Lemma 4.1 Let u € WH2(R3 \ Bg). Then there exists a constant ¢ independent of u
and R such that, for any p € [2, 6],

3(p—2) '

= (4.1)

bz qorzr) < VUG (oo mlulrasn > @ =

Proof. Let 2 € R?\ By be the vertex of an infinite cone C, C R3\ Bg, of fixed
aperture independent of x. Let (r,0) be spherical polar coordinates with origin at x,
assume that the cone C;, is given by 7 € (0,00) and 6 € O, and let 72w(#)drdf the volume



element. Let {h,(r)} be a sequence of smooth cut-off functions such that h,(r) € [0,1],
hp(r) =1 for r < p, h,(r) = 0 for r > 2p, and |h/(r)| < cp~'. Then

lu(z)] = |u(0,0)| = | —/O E(U(T’ O)h(r))dr| S/o [Vu(r,0)h(r)|dr + ;/0 |u(r, 8)|dr.

Multiplying by w(#) and integrating over © we get

srfu(z)] < / Vu@l y, 4 / Luw)l g / Vu®l € / ) g,
¢, lr =yl pJe, lx =yl \y\ZR|$_y| P |y|zR|fL’—y|

We let p tend to infinity and then apply the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev theorem, and we
find

llullszi>r) < cllVullL2(jz/>R) , (4.2)

with ¢ independent of R. Using the interpolation between Lebesgue spaces

3(p—2)
||u||LP(|:c|>R) < CHU’HLG (|z|>R) ||u||L2 (z|>R)y ¢ = T,
and then estimate ([@2)), we arrive at ({ZI]). .
We set
u:=v—w and T, = T, (4.3)

where (v, m,) is a suitable weak solution to the Navier-Stokes Cauchy problem and w is
the solution to the Stokes Cauchy problem. Both the solutions assume the initial data
vo. We define the symbol | - | 1k, r) :== | - ||Lp(|y|>k¢+lR), for all k& > 0.

Lemma 4.2 In the hypotheses of Theorem[l.2) for all k > 2 and for R > 4Ry, there
exists a c¢(k) such that

2

Vo
||7T’U||L2(k R) > < C”u”LQ(k 1,R) ”vu”L2 k—1 R)+ ”u”L (k—1 R)+c R2a7§ E% ”’U0”37 (44)

almost everywhere in t > 0.

Proof. From (43]) and the representation formula (28] of the pressure field we get

4

T =Ev®v) =Eu®u)+Euew) +Eweu)+Ewew) = r. (4.5)
i=1
For ¢ = 1,---,4 and |z| > kLHR7 we get, with obvious meaning of the symbols, the
estimate

; allb ) .
f@l<e [ it Dnn [ S o] =+,

lyl<E2R lyl>52 R

By the assumption on z there holds

lz —yl > |z| - Iyl> , for all [y] < &R,



and we get

i c(k) c(k) ,
[T (2)] < T / |ul[w]dy < Wllﬂllzllwll% =23,

lyl<®R

which implies

(k)

Imileem) < —5 =7 [ul2lvell2, i =2,3.

For the term 7%, by applying the Calderén-Zigmund theorem and then Lemmal3.dl we
get
|73l L2k, ry < cllullwllrek—1,7) < C—||U||L2 k—1,R), t = 2,3.

Repeating the above arguments for the term 74

c(k)

i ()] < Wllvollza

, we get

hence (k)
|72,y < T lvoll3-
Since @ > 1 and R > 4Ry, from Lemmal[3.2] we easily deduce

— 3
732, m) < clw?|r2(e-1,m) < VZR2%F2,

Finally, we estimate m!. For 7] we obtain the same estimate, that is

)l < Sl < Sl

Hence, we get
It lzagem < Sl
Applying the Calderén-Zigmund theorem for singular integrals and estimate ([@T), we
get
1 2 3 3
(e ||L2(k,R) < C||u”L4(k—1,R) < C||U||f2(k_17R) ||VU||22(;€_1,R)-

The above estimate and formula (L) give (4. .

Lemma 4.3 In the hypotheses of Theorem[l.2, for all k > 2 and for R > 2MyRy, there
exists a constant c¢ such that

Imollz2ge,ry < c(l0l3 + Mol s -1,m)) (4.6)
almost everywhere in t > 0.

Proof. Estimate ([@0]) is obtained by the same arguments used in the proof of Lemmal[L.2]
provided that we consider E[v,v] and not its decomposition by means of u,w. The
constant ¢ depends on k£ and R, however it is bounded with respect either to k and R.D
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Lemma 4.4 Assume that (v, m,) is a suitable weak solution. Then it satisfies the fol-
lowing inequality

/|v 2t dw+2//|Vu |¢dwd7</|v )20 (s)

s R3

" / [ + Avydadr + / [0 + 210 Vudar,

s R3 s R3

(4.7)

for all t > s, for s = 0 and a.e. in s > 0, and for all nonnegative 1) € C§°(R; CZ(R?)).

Proof. Taking into account the integrability properties of a suitable weak solution, all
the terms in (L7 make sense. Let us define a sequence of smooth cut-off functions
{hy(z)} with h,(z) € [0,1], h,(x) = 1 for |z| < p, h,(z) = 0 for |x| > 2p. Then for
any 7 > 0 and p > 0 the function ¢ (t,z) := Jp(h,(x)¥(t,x)), where J, is a Friedrichs
mollifier, belongs to C§°(R x R?). Hence, from ([2) written with ¢ replaced by ¢,
passing to the limit as 7 — 0 and, subsequently, as p — oo, by the integrability properties
of (v, m,) and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we obtain the result.

Lemma 4.5 In the hypotheses of Theorem[l.2, for all t > 0 and for all nonnegative
function ¢ € CE(R3?), such that ¢ = 0 for |z| < max{2Ry, 1}, the following inequality
holds

/|u |2g0dy—|—//|Vu| pdydr < = //|u| Agﬁdydr—!—//u Vo, dydr

0 R3

1
—|—§// {|u|2u~Vga+|u|2w-V<p}dydT (4.8)
0 Re

+ // [u-Vu-wgo +u-Vou-w+ w-Vu-we + w-Vgou-w} dydr.
0 RS
Proof. The proof is an easy consequence of the Leray-Serrin technique. Indeed, from
Lemmal44] we can consider the generalized energy inequality (7)) for a weak solution
v with (7, 2) := h(1)p(z), with ¢ € CZ(R?®) nonnegative, such that ¢ = 0 for |z| <
max{2Ry, 1}, and h € [0,1] smooth cut-off function such that h(r) = 1 for 7 € [s,1],
t > s> 2¢e, h(r) =0 for 7 < £ and in a neighborhood of T'. Then the following inequality

holds:
/|v )| <pda:—|—2//|Vv| <pda:d7'</|v ()2 pdx

s RR3

// |v]? Apdxdr —I—//(|v|2 + 27y )v - Vdzdr.

s R3 s R3

(4.9)
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Reasoning in analogous way for w, but recalling the regularity of w and the linear char-
acter of the equations, we deduce

t t

/|w(t)|2<pd:b+2//|Vw|230dxd7'=/|w(s)|230dx+//|w|2Ag0dxdT. (4.10)
R3 R3

s R3 s R3

In the weak formulation of (v, m,) we can replace the test function ¢(7, x) by the function
(1, z)h,(x)w(r, ) = h(T)p(x)h,(z)w(T,x), with {h,(z)} C [0, 1] sequence of smooth
cut-off functions, h,(xz) =1 for |z| < p, h,(x) = 0 for |z| > 2p. Then for any p > 0 the
function (7, z)h,(z)w(r, z) belongs to C}([0,T) x R?). Hence, we get

(v(t),w(t)ph,) + //Vv - Vwph,dydr = (v(s), w(s)ph,)
s R3

—|—/ {(v,w7<php) — (Vu,V(ph,) @ w) + (v- V(ph,),v - w)

S

+(v - Vw, ph,v) + (my,w - V(phy,)) | dT.

Recalling that w, = Aw, and observing that, by interpolation, estimate (2.6)) and the
energy inequality imply v € L*(0,T; L*(R3 \ Basyg,)), we have

t

(v(t), w(t)ph,) + 2//VU - Vwph,dydr = (v(s), w(s)ph,)

s R3
t

+/ {(U,wA(cphp)) + (v-V(phy),v-w)+ (v-Vw, ph,v) + (Ty,w - V(cphp))} dr.

S

By using the integrability properties of v and w, passing to the limit as p tends to infinity
we find

t

(v(t), w(t)p) + 2//VU - Vwpdydr = (v(s), w(s)y)
s R3

—|—/[(v,wAga)—l—(U~Vg0,v~w)—|—(v-Vw,gav)—|—(ﬂ'v,w'V<p) dr.

S

Multiplying this last relation by —2 and summing to the inequalities (£9)-(ZI0),
recalling also that ¢ is null for |z| < max{2Rg, 1} ensures that w(t,z) satisfies estimate
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B3), we deduce

/|u )| gady+//|Vu| pdydr < = /|u |2gady—|— //|u| Apdydr

1
—|—//u-V<p7rudydT—|—§// [|u|2u-V<p—|—|u|2w-V@}dydT (4.11)

s RR3 s R3

+ // [u-Vu-wgo +u-Vou-w+ w-Vu-we + w-Vgou-w} dydr.
s R3
Thanks to the integrability properties of u and the regularity of w for |z| > 2Ry, given

in Lemmal3] we can pass to the limit as s > 2¢ tends to 0 and we get ([4.38)). 5

This lemma is a relevant tool for proving LemmalL.6] on the asymptotic behavior in
R of the L?-norm of u = v — w outside the ball Bg, uniformly in o. Actually, if we start
from the energy inequality, we could get an asymptotic behavior in R only for o > %
Assume that ¢ € CZ(R?) is defined as follows

1 if [z] > -2 R,
m>2, ¢:=pgr(m):=< €[0,1] 1f |x| € [m m-1p R,
’ ’m+1

[Vor(m)| + R|Apr(m)| < c(m)R™.
We define ¢r(m)(r,z) = k(1) pr(m)(z) with k(1) € [0,1] smooth cut-off function
such that k() = 1 for |7| < t and k(r) = 0 for |r| > 2¢. Since ¢r(m) belongs to
Cs°(R; CZ(R?)), by LemmalLdl we can use ¢r(m) as test function in (L2)), and we get
the following generalized energy inequality ([EI3]), that we will call generalized Leray’s
energy inequality:

/|’U 2or(m d:v+2//|Vv|2ch Ydxdr </|’U 2pp(m)dx

s R3

(4.13)
+// [v|2Apg(m)dedr —I—//(|v|2 + 27, )v - Vor(m)dzdr,
s R3 s R3
for allt > s, for s =0 and a.e. in s > 0.
Lemma 4.6 The following estimate holds
lu(t)| 260 < cR™2t2C(vs), R > 4Rg,t >0, (4.14)

with C?(vo) := Vi' + VEZ[vs[3 + ViZ|lvoll2 + Vo [lve[3 + vl + [vo]3-

Proof. We consider the sequence of function (@I2)). In ([3J) we replace ¢ by ¢%(k). By
obvious meaning of the symbols on the right-hand side, we obtain

%M( k)3 + //WW @M<ZH@M
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We estimate each I;(¢,k),i = 1,...,8. Recalling the definition of pr(k), we get

t
o [I1] < C(k)R_z/||U||%2(k71,3)d75
0

e by virtue of estimate ({4 applying Holder’s inequality, we get

t t
2] < BB [Iimalallososmdr < OB [l mluloge-s.mdr
0 0

t
_ 1 3 Vo
L I Y | T Y s
0

2
1
torany + T lvel3|lul a1, mydr

e by virtue of estimate [@.1l), we get
t t
3 3
[I3] < C(k)Ril/”unig'(k—l,R)dT < C(k)R71/||“”z2(k_1,R) IVull 72,1, 7 d73
0 0
e by virtue of (B3], we have

t
L+ Is| < (k)R / leulZ2 o1, m
0

e by virtue of [B3), applying first the Holder inequality and then the Cauchy in-
equality, we get

t t
e 1
5l < cr2V2 [ fupn(0lfdr + 1 [ lor()Tuliar
0 0
t 1 t
<R V2 [ Julfr mydr +; [ lor(t)Tulfir
0 0

e by virtue of B3], applying the Holder inequality and then the Cauchy inequality,
we get

t t
1
o] < e [ JwpnOlidr + 7 [ lor()Vulidr
0 0

t
1
< VAR ety 4 Z/”QOR(]{:)VU’”%CZT;
0
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e by virtue of (33]), applying the Holder inequality, we get

Is] < clk / [yl mydr < e(R) R+ V2 / P

The above estimates allow to deduce the following one:

Slu®en() + / [ 19 hwydyar

0 (4.15)

3 3
< c(k)R_l[Co(vo)t +/||’u||z2(k727R)||Vu||zz(k72ﬁR)dT},
0

with Co(vo) := V2 4+ V2|vo |3 + V2 |voll2 + Vollvo|3 + [[vo]3. Writing estimate (ZI5) with
k = 2 gives

2 lu(t)on(2 ||2+—/ /|w|2 2)dydr < ()R (Colvo)Huo |2t} for t € (0,1), (4.16)

0 R3
and
1 _
Sluer)IE + / [ IVl @)dydr < c@R Colon) + fuels for e> 1, (417)
0 R3

which proves (£I4) for ¢ > 1. Taking into account estimate (LI6), we evaluate (£13)
for k=4 and t € (0,1), and we get

1 5
lu(or(Olf + / [ IVuP e @dydr < (R (Colwe) + sl for t € (0.1),
0 R3
(4.18)

Taking into account ({I8) and evaluating (£15) for £k =6 and ¢ € (0,1), we get

Slu®er©)13 + / [ 1VuPe©)dydr < @R (Cotw)e + [unlfe), for t € (0,1),

0 R3

which gives [@I4) for ¢ € (0,1). This last estimate and (LI7) complete the proof.

95 Pointwise representation of the weak solution for (t,z) € (0,T) x
(R®\ B2r,)

The following result is similar to Lemma 3.5 in [I2], but we are replacing a J?-continuity
assumption with a J%-weak continuity one.
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Lemma 5.1 Letv(t) be a J2(R?)-weakly continuous function on [0,T), 1 € C(0,T;.J?(R?)),
and 1y € L*(R®) such that lim;_0(¢(t),p) = (Yo, ) for all p € JH2(R3). Then, for all
t € (0,T), the following limit property holds

lim (v(t = 9),9(9)) = (v(t), %0) -

Proof. From the limit assumption on t(¢) as t — 0 and from the J?(R?®)-strong conti-
nuity of ¥(t), we can infer that 1(0) = P(¢)). Since for any t € [0,T), v(t) € J*(R3),
for any § > 0 we have

[(v(t = 6),9(0)) = (v(t); o) = [(v(t = 8) = v(t), o) + (v(t = 6),9(5) — o)
< |[(v(t = 8) = v(t), $(0))] + [lv(t = §)[[[4(8) — ¥ (0)]] -

Using the J2-weak continuity for the first term on the right-hand side, and the J2-strong

continuity of ¥(9) for second one, we get the result. .

We premise the following regularity result of the weak solution v(¢, z):
Lemma 5.2 In the hypotheses of Theorem[L.2 we get v(t, z) € C(0,T; L>(R3*\ Basyr,))-

Proof. Let {h,} C [0,1] be a sequence of smooth cut-off functions with h,(t — 7) =1
for t —7 > 2n, hy(t —7) = 0 for t — 7 < 1. Let us consider the Navier-Stokes weak
formulation corresponding to a solution (v, 7,) written on the interval (0,¢ — 2n), with
hy(t — 7)pr(4)0' (T, 2) as test function. The function pg(4) is defined in (ZI12), and we
set R :=2MyRy, while 0* := 0(t — 7, z), for 7 € (0,¢), with (o, x) solution to the Stokes
Cauchy problem (B) given in Lemmal3.2l It is known that 6' is a backward in time
solution to the Stokes Cauchy problem on (0,t) x R3. In the following, since there is no
danger confusion, we denote ¢r(4) simply by ¢.
Hence, after substituting, we get

t—2n t—2n
(v(t = 20).00(20) = (v 20(0) +2 [ 0.V V07 + [ (0.6'Ap)dr
0 0
t—2n t—2n

- /(v-Vv,gp@t)dT—F /(ﬂ'v,Vgp-Ot)dT.
0 0

The same relation written on the interval (0,s — 27) and with the test function h, (s —
T)pr(4)0° (7, z) furnishes

s—2n s—2n

(v(s —2n),©0(21)) = (vo, PO(s)) + 2 / (v,V - V0% )dr + / (v,0°Ap)dr
0

[}

s—2n s—2n

- /(U~Vv,<p95)d7'—|— /(ﬂ'v,Vga-Hs)dT.

(=)
[}

From Lemmal5.1] one has

lim (u(t — 2), 6(2n)) = (v(¢), 60), and lim(v(s — 2n),6(2n)) = (v(s), bo).

n—0
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Passing to the limit as n tends to 0 on the right-hand side of (&) and (B2]), we can
use the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, observing that the integrals on (0, ),
such as the integrals on (0, s), are finite thanks to the estimates (3.6) with ¢ < 2. Hence,

we get

(v(t), pbo) = (vo, B(t) —|—2/ v,V - Vo dT—I—/ v, 0" Ap)d

¢ ¢
—/(U~Vv,<p9t dT—F/ﬂ'v,V(p o)
0 0

and

(v(s), b)) = (vo, pO(s) +2/ v, Vo - V%) dT+/ v,0°Ap)d
0 0

S S

- /(v -V, o0%)dr + /(wv, V- 0%)dr
0 0
Then, we deduce
t t
(0(0) = v(5), $80) = (v, 6(6(8) ~ () +2 [ (0, - Vs + [ (0,0°A0)ar
t t
- /(v -V, 0")dr + /(wv, V- 0"dr
5 Sit1 Sit1 (53)
2 / (v, Vo - (V8" — V6°))dr + / (v, (6" — 6%)Ap)dr
i=1

Sit1 Si41

— / (v- Vv, (0" —0%))dr + / (7, Vo - (" — 95))d7'} ,

with s1 = 0,82 =¢,s3 = s — ¢ and s4 = s. We limit ourselves to estimate the first term,
all the integrals involving the nonlinear term v - Vv and the pressure field, as the others

are of simpler discussion.

i) Applying Holder’s inequality and the semigroup properties ([B7) of the solution 6,
we get

(v, 9(8(t) = 6())] < [voll26(t) = 6(s)ll2 < cloc|26™ 5 (¢ = 5)|00]1;

ii) applying Holder’s inequality and the semigroup properties (3.0)), recalling estimate
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@3) for the weak solution v, for p = 6, we get
t t
| [ vooar] < [ IPIVeletl + ool veta]ar
(TP PR s o M P

2 2
[||U||Lpz(4,R) ||U||£oo(4,R)(”9t”p’ + ”Vet”p/ﬂ dr

t
</
t

3 5 _5 3 1 )

< o3 e(vo) 3578 [(t — 5)T + (t —5)7] |61 ;

iii) applying Holder’s inequality, the semigroup properties [B.6) of 6 and taking into
account that t — 7 > s — 7, we obtain

So S2
‘ /(v -V, (0" — 95))d7" < /||v Vbt + v - Vb | dr

S1 S1

< /||v||2||Vv||2||9t||oo+||v||2||Vv||2||9S||oodT

S1

1 (2s—¢)

o 1601

< ot f1s - %] / Ivoliar] 1ol < it &=L
0

iv) applying Holder’s inequality and the semigroup properties (3.7)) of 6, recalling es-
timate (2.6) for v and that s — 7 <t — 7, for p = 6, we get

| /(v Veo,v- (6'— 6%))dr| + | /(v V(0" = 6°),vp)dr|

S3

< [ IV @ =0l + Pl 1e* - 6°Lr]

S2

—&__3_ i 3
2 5 27 2p 1—%
< vl c(vo) 7 6] (t—s / L dr
£
5 _ 19 _ 13
< cluolfe(s) i [e# + e~ H] (¢t — 9)60]1:

v) applying Holder’s inequality and the semigroup properties ([B.0)), recalling estimate
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23) for the weak solution v and that s — 7 <t — 7, for p = 6, we get

| /(v Veo,v- (6'— 6°))dr| + | /(v V(0" = 0°), vp)dr|
S3 S3

S4
< /||v||%2p<4> IV O = 0% + 01 Z20 0y 16" — 6%l

53

VOl + VO I + 16" + [16°

2 2 ||p’
< cllvs |3 e(we) 7 | : dr]
TP
S—¢€
1 5% “+ 5%
1 5
< cfelF eve) F =" |0
S —¢€)6

Finally, we estimate the terms with the pressure field m,. To this end, taking into account
that, by definition, Vi is nonnull on Big \ Bz g, we can use estimate ({d.0) for k = 3:

Imolz2,m) < e(l0l3 + 101742,m)) s 8- € int >0.
By using (2.6 and the energy relation, we get
Il 2ga,m) < e([vs]3 + oo l2c(ve)t™%). (5.4)
We start with the estimate on (s,t):

j) applying Holder’s inequality, the semigroup properties [B.6) for § and estimate
E4), we deduce

t t
\/(mvwﬁt)dﬂ < /||7Tv||L2(3,R)”9t”2d7' < (loll3 + [vollac(ve)s ™% ) (t = 5) 7o 1

S

jj) by the same arguments as before and taking into account that s — 7 < t — 7, we get

| [V @ = 0dr] < [ Imlizm (16 + 16°12)dr
S1 0

€

< sl (ol + Polactvo)~ e
0
C 9 1 N
< s (Jvol3e® + vo l2c(v)) ¥ 6ol

(s —¢)
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jjj) by the same arguments and employing estimate ([B.71), we get

83 S—¢€
y/(wv,w-(et—eS))dT\ gc/ ITolleo.m 6 — 0°ladr

< ool + oo )e / Jo* — 6l

c(lvol3 + oo lzc(vo)e™2)e ™4 (t = 5) |00l

jv) finally,

S4 s
| /(m,w (8~ 6%))dr| < ¢ / 1ol oo |6° — 0% adr

Ss—¢€

< c(Jlvoll3 + vol2c(wo) (s — ) ’%) (16°]12 + 16°]12) dr

N

_1
< c(lvsll3 + lvoll2c(vo)(s — €)% )& o] .-

Considering estimates i)-v) and j)-jv), and the corresponding estimates for the linear
terms of relation (B.3]), we deduce

[(v(t) — v(s), p00)| < F(e,s,t,v5)|00]1, for arbitrary y € Co(R?),
with clear meaning of function F', hence
I(w(t) —v(s))ploc < Fle,5,t,v0).

Since we can assume t — s < ¢, for fixed s > 0 and v, the above estimates ensure

lim F(e, s,t,v,) = 0, the lemma is proved.
e—0 d

In the following lemma we give the representation formula for the weak solution (v, 7, )
provided that |z| > 2MyRy. To this end, we recall that the representation formula is
given by means of the fundamental heat kernel H (for its definition and properties see

B2)-B3)) and the Oseen tensor T (see [1]):
Tyt —mo—y) = —A(t— 7|z —y))dy + Di, ot — 7]z —yl)
= Hij(t_TaI_ )+D§Zm]¢(t_7-7|x_y|)v

/2%
o(t,r) = ; L1 / e dp.
0
We denote by T;(t—7, —y) the j-th column of the matrix T;;. The pair (T} (t—7,x—y),p),
with p =0, for t — 7 > 0 is a solution in the (¢, x) variables of the Stokes system, and in
the (7,y) variables of its adjoint system:
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The following estimate holds:
|DEDST (5, 2)| < e(|2] + s2) 3~ 2k~181, (5.5)
Finally, we recall that from the definition of T we get
(T;(t,x),¢) = (Hj(t,x),¢), for all p € JP(R?), p> 1.

We set
t

Tlv @ v](s,t,z) = /(U -VTi(t,z),v)dr .

S

If s = 0, we simply write T[v ® v](¢, z).

Lemma 5.3 Let (v,m,) be a suitable weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equations.
Then, for allt > 0 and s > 0, and almost a.e. in x € R3\ Bang Ry,

v(t,x) = Hlv(s)](t — s,z) + T[v @ v](s, t, x) . (5.6)
Moreover, for t > Ty and for x € R3,
v(t,z) = H[v(Tp)](t — To, x) + Tlv @ v](To, t, x) . (5.7)

Proof. Let us consider the weak formulation with a divergence free test function:

¢ t
(0 9(0) = (). 96)) ~ [ 0.0+ Ap)dr + [0 Tpowhdr. 68)
We set, for all i =1,2,3, and t — e > s,
1 ifr<t-—e,
o(1,y) == h* (1) JL[Ti(t — 7,2)](y), with h®(7) := €0,1] ifreft—et—2%],
0 ifr>t—3,

where J,, is a Friedrichs mollifier. Hence, inserting such a ¢ in (G.8]) with ¢ replaced by
t—e, and recalling that T; is a solution backward in time with respect to (7,y) € (0,¢)xR3,
we obtain

(vi(t —€), Ju[H (e, x)]) = (vi(s), Ju[H(t — s,7)]) + /(U VI, [Ti(t — 1, 2)],v)dr. (5.9)

S

We perform the limit as € — 0. To this end, we deal separately with the terms of the
last integral equation.
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i) The first term can be written as:
(vi(t—¢), Ju[H (e, ©)]) = Jnlvi(1)] ()

= /vi(t_g, y)/Jn(y—z)H(s, x—2z)dzdy —/Jn(x—y)vi(t, y)dy

R3 R3 R
— [ -2 [ o= ut -y~ [ - puttgag]d:
R? R? R?
= [ Hea-2)] / Tl = 2Jolt = )y = [ Jula = pyetp)ag]dz
|lx—z|>n R3
/ H(e,x — 2 /Jn(y—z)[vi(t—a,y)—vi(t,y)]dydz
|lz—z|<n
+ / H(e,x — z)/ [Jn(y — 2) = Jn(z — y)]vi(t, y)dydz = g:lli(a, 7).
|lz—z|<n R3

Thanks to the energy inequality, the L2-norm of v is finite for all £ > 0. Hence, for all

n €N, [/Jn(y —z)vi(t —e,y)dy — / In(x —y)u(t, y)dy} belongs to L>°(R?), uniformly

R3 R3
with respect to . Therefore it is easy to deduce that, for all z € R? and > 0,

lim I (e,n) = 0.
e—0
For the term Iy, for nn > 0 sufficiently small and n sufficienty large, we get
[2(e;m)| < [H(e, @)|Lr (B 1nlvi(t — &) = vi(t)]]
< [H(e, 2) L1 (@m) lvilt — &) = vi() | Lo 1y > 200 Ro)»
and, by the continuity proved in Lemmal5.2] we deduce, for all |z| > 2MyRy and n > 0,
lim I5(e,7n) = 0.
e—0
Finally, there holds
[s(e,m)| < [H(e, z)|Lr (B 1Inlvi®)](2) = Jnloi®)](@)] ¢,
< | nvi(®)](2) = Tnlvi()](@)lc(B(z,m)), for all € > 0.

Since, for all n € N, J,, [v;(¢)](#) is a continuous function of z, we deduce that

| Yim Y T (e, )| < i | Jnfvi (0] (2) = Jn[v:(0)](2)l 0B 2m)) = 0-

n—0e—

Hence, for all n € N, we have proved that
lir%(vi(t—a), JnlH (g, 2)]) = Jnfvi(®)](2). (5.10)
E—r

ii) Trivially, the second term admits limit for ¢ — 0.



22

iii) For the last term it is enough to note that, for all n € N, VJ,[T;(t — 7,z)] €
LY(0,t; L>°(R3)) and v € L>°(0,T; L?*(R?)), then, applying the Lebesgue dominated con-
vergence theorem, we deduce the limit property

t—e t
lim [ (v-VJ,[Ti(t — 7, 2)],v)dr = /(v VI [Ti(t — 7,2)],v)dr . (5.11)

e—0
S S

So that from (5.9), via (5I0)-(E11]), we have proved

Jnfvi(O)](x) = H[Jp[vi(s)]](t — s, 2) + /(v VI [Ti(t — 7, 2)],v)dT,

S

for (t,:E) S (O,T) X (RB \ BQMORO).

(5.12)

Now, we perform the limit as n — oo. We begin by remarking that, for all ¢ and
s, {Jnlv(®)]} and {J,[v(s)]} converge in L?(R?). So that there exists a subsequence,
labeled again by n, converging almost everywhere in (¢,z) to v(t,x), and to v(s,z) in
L?(R3). Therefore, recalling that, for all t —s > 0, H(t — s,z — y) € L?(R3), almost
everywhere in # € R®\ Baj, g, the following limit properties hold:

lim J vy (8)] (x) = vi(t, @) and lim H[J [oi ()] (¢ — 5, 2) = Hlvi(s)](t — 5,2) . (5.13)
Since for |z| > 2MyRy
lim J,[VTi(t = 7,2)](y) = VTi(t = 7,2 —y) and  |[VTi(t — 7,2 — y)| < C(a),
for all (7,y) € (0,t) x Bansyro,

and v € L>(0,T; L%(R?)), the following limit holds for all |z| > 2MgRy:

117?1/ / U(Tv y) I [VTZ (LL', t— T)](y) ’ U(Tv y)dydT
s (5.14)

¢
= / / v(t,y) - VTi(x —y,t — ) - v(r,y)dydr.
s |y|<2MoRo

Since VT'(s,z) € L'(0,T; L' (R?)), then J,[VT;(t —7,2)](y) converges to VT;(t— 7,z —y)
in L1(0,T; L*(R3)). Moreover, since by (Z.6)

_1
() Loe (jy1>2010 Ro) < (Vo) 2,

then the following limit holds for all |z| > 2My Ry:

lim / / o(r,9) - J[VTi(t — 7,2)](y) - v(7, y)dydr
5 y|>2MoRo (5.15)

_j / o(ry) - VTt — 7,2 — ) - v(r, y)dydr.

s |y|>2MoRo
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So that passing to the limit in (B12), thanks (GI3)-EIH), we get

v; (¢, z) = Hlvi (s)](t — s, 2) —|—/ v - VT;(t,x),v)dr, (5.16)

for (t,JJ) € (O,T) X (RB \ BQMORO).

This proves (&.6)) for s > 0. Let us show its validity for s = 0. Since for ¢ > 0 a solution to
the heat equation is a continuous function, and since the weak solution v is a continuous
function in s = 0 in the L?-norm, we easily get

lir% Hlv;(s)](t — s,z) = lir% Hlvo](t — s, ) + lir% Hv;(s) — vos)(t — s, 2)
s— s— 5— (5.17)
= H(vo;|(t, ), a.e. in z € R3.

For the integral term we have to verify that the integral is well posed on (0,t) x R3.
Noting that

|z| > 2MoRy = |VTi(t — 7,2 — y)| < ¢(x), for all (1,y) € (0,t) X Banyry,
we deduce
lv - VTi(t,z) - v|dy < c(z)|v]3 < c|vo|3, for all T € (0,¢).
ly|<2MoRo

Moreover, by virtue of ([2:6]) we have

2

2 5752 3-2¢ 2575 [
PO e < OB O sy < el et e,

Therefore, applying Hoder’s inequality, we deduce

3—4e

[0~ VTi(t, ) -oldy < [VTi(t2)]s_[o]? o < c(t—r) FEr e

Lo (ly|>2MoRo)
|y|>2A40Iﬁ

The above estimates and the limit property (5.17) allow to make the limit as s — 0 in
(EI6), and complete the proof of estimate (5.6I).
Finally, since the solution is regular for t > Ty (see [9]), we could repeat the above

argument lines with obvious simplifications, starting from ([B.9)), and get (G7). -

6 Spatial behavior of the weak solution: proof of Theorem[1.2]

For all a, b < 1, we set
1
A= /T*“(l - T)fbdr.
0
Hence, we get

t
/Tfa(t —7)bdr = A1 for all t > 0. (6.1)
0
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To prove Theorem[[:2] as a first step, we only prove estimate ([3)) on the interval (0,1)
and |z| > Ry := Y MyR,.
Our starting point is the representation formula (56, that we write as follows

v(t,x) = w(t,x) + Tlu @ul(t, z) + Tlu @ w](t, z) + Tw ® u|(t, z) + Tjw @ w](t,x), (6.2)

where w is the solution of the Stokes problem whose properties are established in Lemma[3.T],
and u = v — w. Recall that, thanks to LemmalLGl u satisfies estimate (£14]). We intro-
duce the following decomposition:

Tla ® b)(t,z) := TV[a @ b](t,z) + TP [a @ b](t, z), (6.3)

where

o~

TW[a @ b](t, z) := / / a(t,y) @b(1,y) - VI (t — 7,2 — y)dydr,

T® [a ®bl(t,x) = / / a(t,y) @b(1,y) - VT (t — 1,2 — y)dydr .

0 Jy|>2 x|

We estimate the terms on the right-hand side of ([@2]). Our task is to prove that all the
terms satisfy the bound given in (I3).

i) For the solution w estimate (L3)) follows from Lemmal[3l

ii) Since |y| < S|a|, if a and b € L>(0,T; L*(R?)), employing estimate (5.5), we casily
deduce

Since u and w € L*>(0,T; L*(R?)) and « € [1,3), the above estimate ensures that
ITO[u @ ]| + [TW [ @ w](t, 2)] + [TV [w @ u)(t, 2)| + [TV [w @ w](t,2)|

< c(ve)(1+ |z)7%, (t,z) € (0,1) x R3\ Bp, .

iii) First of all, we note that

t
T [ wl(t, 2) + T fw @ ul(t, 2)]| < 2 / / (2 =yl + (¢ — 7)2)*ulfwldydr
0 |y|>E|z|

Also, since |y| > S|z > 4MoRy, then (Z6) and (BF) imply in particular

u(t,y)| < c(ve)t™ 2. (6.4)
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Hence, from the above integral inequality and again using (B3 for w, recalling
(61D, it follows that

IT® [u @ wl(t, )| + | TP [w @ u)(t, z)| + [T [w @ w|(t, )|

SM%m+mr7 /w%ﬂ+uﬂﬁr%%@m:mwaﬂwﬂ
0 |y|>8|x|

(t,z) € (0,T) x R*\ Bp, .

iv) In this step, we give a first estimate for T [u, u](t,z) of the kind ([3). Subse-
quently, employing all together estimates i)-iv), we prove ([3) for T® [u, u)(t, x),
completing the proof of the theorem for ¢ € (0, 1).

First of all, using the interpolation between L?-spaces, estimate (14 and estimate
@) give

1 142e

2
|u ”L1 25 6 la]) = < u ”Lz(g ) ||u||z;f(€61‘z‘)< c(vo)t™ 23 2€|33| ER= = ,t >0, (6.5)

where, here and in the following, ¢ € (0, %) Applying Holder’s inequality, then

estimates ([G.3) and (G.1)), we get

T [, ul(t, 2)] < C/IIVT (t )yl o 32 quis 1o

t

< c(vo) /(t - 7)”

0

gigiq— éJrgs dr < c(vo)t 3—2¢ 25 |x| 2§ .

Now, from formula (6.2)) and estimates i)-iv) we get
lu(t, )| < c(ve)t™ 577 || 572, (t,2) € (0,1) x R®\ Bp,.
On the other hand, taking into account (B3] and that u = v — w, then

Jult, z)| < c(vo)t” T |2| 7372 (t,x) € (0,1) x R®\ Bp, . (6.6)
Employing estimate (@.I4]) and (6.86]), we modify ([G.5]) as follows
2
3—2¢ 3—2¢
el s gy ) < T ”L?(s e 1=y a1y 67
1-2¢ 2 _1-2e_ _2-4e '
< (v )tT Goz? g T G297t e (0,1).
We evaluate T [u, u](t, £z) via ([6.1):
|T® [u, )| <c/||VT )]s dr
(\ |>x])
i / 12 (6.8)
smmm3%<ww/h_re%w%<mww
0

4—

< e(wa)t” @R ] ETEEE (t0) € (0.1) X R\ B,
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Now, from formula (62)), estimates i)-iii) and estimate (@8], via B3], we modify (6.0)
as follows:

1426 _1-2c  _4-8e
lu(t, Zz)| < c(ve)t™ G297 |z 3725 G297 (t,z) € (0,1) x R®\ Bg, . (6.9)

Employing estimate ([@.I4) and ([6.9), we modify (6.7) as follows:

3—2¢ 3—2¢ 25
” ”L1 25(|y|> 2 = ”u”Lz(gﬁ‘x ” ”Loo (ly|>Z|2]) (6 10)
1-2c 244 _1-2¢ (2—4e) _ 8—16e '
< C( )tG e (3— 25)3 |$L'| 6—4c = (3-2¢)2 (3725)3, te (0’1)_
By the same arguments we evaluate T [u, u](t, 22 36T)as
T < c/ T(t s _||ul?
[T u, o) <e [ )y —clull o= 2 (ol Z1e)
S 16—32¢ 3_4c 1l—2c_ _448e (611)
< c(vo)lz| ® E=oL 3—%ﬁ/t T) 3273 o207 dr
< c(vo)t)z]?, (t,z) € (0,1) x R®\ Bg,,
with ¢ := % and v := — é:gz — (34_*28;) — (136*2382)53 Exponent ois nonnegative for
all e € (0,5 —/5]. We choose ¢ € (0,5 —/5) such that v = —3. If @ < 3, then estimate
i)-iii) and estimate ([G.IT)) give
w(t, 32x)| < c(vo)|z|™®, for all (t,x) € (0,1) x R*\ Bp, .
Therefore, for Ry := %Rl and « € [1, %],
lo(t, z)| < c(vo)|x|™ for all (t,x) € (0,1) x R*\ Bg, . (6.12)

If a > %, then, taking into account estimate ([G12)),
lo(t, )] < |w(t, 2)| +[T[v,v](t, )| < [w(t, )] + [T, v](t, )| + [T [v,0](t, )],

t
TO v, v](t, z) == / / VT (t — 7,2 — y)||v(r,y)|*dydr,
0

|y<\\

'I['(2 [v,0](t,x) := / / VT (¢ 7',33—2/)||U(7'73/)|2dyd7'a
0

ly|> 1zl

for all (t,2) € (0,1) x R\ Bap, .
The term T™M[v, v] admits the estimate:

T v, 0] (¢, )| < c|vo|2]x| 72, for all t € (0,1).
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Since |z| > 2Ry, thanks to (I for v = —3, the term T [v, v](¢, z) admits the estimate:

t

t
(2 _ -3 3
[T v, v](¢, ) / IVT(t — 7, z)|1|v(r )||L°°(|y|>%>R2)dT < e(vo)|z| /(t T) 2dr
0 0

< c(vo)|x| 73, for all t € (0,1].
Since « < 3, the above estimates and ([6.12)), for « € [1,3), prove
lo(t, )| < c(vo)|z|™, for all (t,z) € (0,1) x R*\ Bag, . (6.13)

We complete the proof of Theorem[[.2 for ¢ > 1.

We consider representation formula (B.6) for s = 1. Since the previous arguments
ensure that |v(s,z)| < c(vo)|x|™*, for all z € R?\ Bpg,, then, thanks to Lemma[31] we
easily deduce that

[H[v;(1)](t — 1,2)| < e(vo)|z|™%, for all t > 1 and 2 € R*\ Bag,. (6.14)
So that we evaluate T[v, v](¢, z), whose decomposition is
Tlo,v)(t, ) :=TW[o,v)(t, ) + TP (v, 0](t, 2)

with

T(l)[v, v|(t, x) = / / VT (t — 7,2 —y)||v(r,y)|*dydr

lyl<lg

t
T@HuvKux):i/ /ﬁvqmt—T;p—ynw@;dewhymrau(ax)e(LjvxE@\Bmﬁ.

My > 15

We initially consider a € [1,2]. Taking into account (5.3), the term TV [v, v] admits the
estimate:

t
TV [0, 0](t,2)| < c/(|:1:|2 +t = 7) " Jo|3dr < e(vo)|a| 72t > 1
1

If a € (2,3), then, in particular we get v, € J2 (R?), Hence, by the results of LemmalZ2)

Jo(t)]2 < e(ve)t™3,t > 0. (6.15)
So that, employing (5.5) and (B.15), we are able to estimate T() [v, v](¢, z) in the following
way:

IO, elt0)] < [ 1970 = 70y i o) B

t
< clz|™? /(t — 1) I dr = cfvo)|z| 3t > 1.
1



28

Therefore, we have proved that

for all a € [1,3), |TW[v,v](t, 2)| < e(vo)|z|~%, ¢ > 0. (6.16)
We consider again the decomposition:
T [v,0](t, ) = T, u](t, z) + T [u @ w](t, z) + T [w @ u](t, ) + T [w @ w](t, z).
Moreover, we recall that the estimate of item iii) holds uniformly with respect to t. Hence

TP [u @ w)(t,z)| + | TP [w @ u](t, z)| + |T®[w @ w](t, z)| < c(vo)|x|~,

(6.17)
for a € [1,3), t > 1 and = € R®\ Bap,.

We consider the T [u ® u](t, ), for which we argue as in item iv). Taking into account
that |z| > 2Rq, estimate ([LI4) and estimate (6.4]), employing the interpolation between
Li-spaces, give

1 1+42e

2
3—2¢
< |u ||L2(2 1)) ||u||Lm(|y|>%‘m‘)§ c(vo)t™ 2322 ||~ 33-ae 25 t>0. (6.18)

Ll 25“>H

By using estimate (58] for T'(s, z) and estimate (18] for u, applying Holder’s inequality,
we get

t
0w u(t-ra)l <c [IVIE-raly dlu@P ey
2 L1- 2E(I [>3)

t
1+2e 1—2¢

SC(UO)|$|7% /(t_T) 37327' 3— 2€dT<C(’UO)t 3—2¢ 25 |I’| 3-2¢ EE
1
t>1and z € R®\ Bag,.

The last estimate, together with estimates (G.I0) and (GI7), furnishes
lu(t, )| < c(vo)|z| 5% ,¢ > 1,2 € R®\ Bap,.

Now, for the term T [v ® v], we employ a bootstrap argument to realize the exponent
a of spatial decay. The last estimate and estimate (271) give

—2¢ 2 —2e
lw(t, z)[2 < c(ve)|z| 7352 |u(t)| & < c(vo)|z|"F5-2¢73,t > 0,2 € R®\ Bap,. (6.19)

Hence, recalling that |VT(t — ,2)|; < ¢(t —7)~2 and (@.1), we get

IT® [p@0]| < c(vo)|x|—%%/||w(t_¢, 217" 2dr < c(vo)|z|FF2, t > 1, 2 € R®\ Bog,.

The last estimate, together with estimates (GI6),([G.I7), furnishes

Jo(t, )| < e(vo)|z|"#55 t > 1,2 € R\ Bag,.
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Thanks to the last estimate, we modify (G.I9) as

1-2 21

o(t, 2)[2 < c(ve) |z~ GV 55 Ju(t)|% < eve)|z|~(8) 55473t > 0,2 € R®\ Bag,. (6.20)

If we compare (6.19) and (G20), then, we find that the exponent of spatial decay is
increased of a factor %. Since this can be made in sequence, after a finite number of steps
we arrive to an exponent greater or equal than «, proving the final estimate (IL3]). The

theorem is completely proved. -

7 Asymptotic time behavior: proof of Corollary[1.7]

Thanks to estimate (IL3)), to achieve the proof of Corollary[lLTl we can limit ourselves
to prove estimate ([Hl). Further, it is enough to prove (LAl for 8 = «. The instant
To < c|vo|3, given in Corollary[[d] is the same of Lemmal2.2] and it is due to Leray in
[9]. Moreover, thanks to estimate (Z3), we can prove (LH) for a € (£,3). To this end
we start from formula (5.7)) written for ¢ > 2T}:

vi(t, x) = Hlv; (To)](t — To, x) + /(v -VT;(t,x),v)dr, for (t,z) € (0,T) xR (7.1)
To

From Theorem[I.2] and LemmalZ.2 we get
[v(To, z)| < c(vo)(1 4+ |z])~, for all 2 € R3, (7.2)

Then, thanks to the proprieties of the solutions to the Stokes Cauchy problem (see e.g.
[7]), we have [H[v(Ty)](t — To, )| < c(vo)t~2. Thus, to achieve the result we only need
to estimate the nonlinear term in (ZI)). We set

¢ 3 ¢
/(v VT (t,x),v)dr = /(v -VTi(t,x),v)dr + /(v -VTi(t,x),v)dr = I + Is.
To To L

By virtue of (55) and (Z2), for all a € (2,3), we easily deduce the estimate:

I < C(vo)//(|:z; —yl - T)%)%(l +|y) 2 ¥dy < c(vo)t™ 2.

To R3

Instead, for the term I, we achieve the result in two steps. For a € (%, 2], recalling that
[23) holds, we get

t
|I2] < C(Uo)//(Ix —yl+(t— 7')%)74(1 + |y|)(72+%a)°‘77%dyd7'
5 R?

< cfuo)t™2 / 2 — 5721 + ly))Edy < cfvo)t %
R3
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Hence, by the first step for Is and the result for I; and for the linear part, we conclude

For

lo(t, z)| < c(ve)t™ 2, for all a € [1,2].

a € (2,3), we invoke this last estimate. Hence, the estimate for I becomes:

t
2] < e(vo) / (J& =yl + (¢t = 7)) 41+ |y)) 2 DerFdydr
t R3

t
2

< el ¥ [ o=yl lyl) Fdy < o)t E.
R3

Therefore, the proof is completed.
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