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ON UNIQUENESS OF WEAK SOLUTIONS OF THE
INCOMPRESSIBLE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS IN
3-DIMENSIONAL CASE

KAMAL N. SOLTANOV

ABSTRACT. In this article we study the uniqueness of the weak solution of
the incompressible Navier-Stokes Equation in the 3-dimensional case with use
of different approach. Here the uniqueness of the obtained by Leray of the
weak solution is proved in the case, when datums from spaces that are densely
contained into spaces of datums for which was proved the existence of the weak
solution. Moreover we investigate the solvability and uniqueness of the weak
solutions of problems associated with investigation of the main problem.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this article we investigate Navier-Stokes equation in the incompressible case,
i.e. we consider the following system of equations:

(1.1) Oui —VAu-—I—iu-aui + p =fi, i=1,d

. af 7 o JBCEJ ai[]l_ (2] - 5
d Ou;

(1.2) divu = 8Z=0, zreQCcRLE>0
Xq

=1
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(1.3) w(0,2) =ug(z), € u|(rxee =0

where Q C R?is a bounded domain with sufficiently smooth boundary 9Q, T' > 0 is
a positive number. As it is well known Navier-Stokes equation describe the motion
of a fluid in R? (d = 2 or 3). These equations are to be solved for an unknown
velocity vector u(z,t) = {ui(:v,t)}il € R? and pressure p(z,t) € R, defined for
position z € R? and time t > 0, f;(z,t) are the components of a given, externally
applied force (e.g. gravity), v is a positive coefficient (the viscosity), uo (z) € R? is
a sufficiently smooth vector function (vector field).

As is well-known of [I] is shown (see, also, [2], [3], [], [5], [7]) that the Navier—
Stokes equations (1)), (I.2), (L3) in three dimensions have a weak solution (u,p)
with suitable properties. But the uniqueness of weak solutions of the Navier—Stokes
equation is not known in three space dimensions case. Uniqueness of weak solution
in two space dimensions case were proved ([8], [7], see also [9]), and under comple-
mentary conditions on smoothnes of the solution three dimensions case was also
studied (see, for example, [7], [28], [13], etc.). For the Euler equation, uniqueness
of weak solutions is strikingly false (see, [10], [11]).

It is needed to note that the regularity of solutions in three dimensions case were
investigated and partial regularity of the suitable weak solutions of the Navier—
Stokes equation were obtained (see, [12], [14], [15], [7], [2]). There exist many
works which study different properties of solutions of the Navier—Stokes equation
(see, for example, [7], [2], [15], [B], [I7], [18], [19], [20], [22], [24], [25], [26], [27], [28]),
etc.) and also different modifications of Navier—Stokes equation (see, for example,
121, [7, [31], etc.).

It should be noted that under various complementary conditions of the type
of certain smoothness of the weak solutions different results on the uniqueness
of solution of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation in 3D case earlier were
obtained (see, e. g. [9], [7], [28], etc.). Here we would like to note the result of article
[13] that possesses of some proximity to the result of this article. In this article
the system of equations (1.1') - (1.3), which is obtained from the incompressible
Navier—Stokes system by using of the Hopf-Leray approach is examined (that below
will be explained, e.g. as in [28]) in the following form

Nu=1u+vAu+ B(u) = f, ~ou = uo,

3
where B(u) = Y u; g;? and vou = u (0). In which the author shows that (N, ~,) :
=t 7

Z — L?(0,T: H-Y2(Q)) x HY?(Q) is the continuous operator under the con-
dition that  C R3 is a bounded region whose boundary 052 is a closed manifold of
class C°°, where

Z:{ueL2 (O,T:H3/2(Q))‘ SeL? (o,T;H—1/2(Q))}.

Moreover, here the following result is proved: if to denote by F, the image:
N (Zy,) = F,, for ug € HY? () then for each f € F, there exists only one
solution w € Z such that Nu = f and yyu = o, here Z,, = {u € Z| yyu = uo}.
In this article also the density in L2 (0,7 : H~'/2(Q)) of the defined above set F
in the topology of LP (O,T cH! (Q)) is shown under certain conditions on p,I.
Here other interesting results for the operator N relatively of the dependence of
the image of N from the selected domain of definition N are obtained. The proof
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given in [I3] is similar to the proof of [7] and [28], but the result not follows from
their results.

In this article we begin with the explanation why for the study of the posed
question one must investigate the problem (1.1!') - (1.3). For this we use the
approach Hopf-Leray (with taking into account of the result of de Rham) for study
the existence of the weak solution of the considered problem as usually all of the
above mentioned authors.

Unlike above results here we study the question on the uniqueness in the case
when the weak solution u of the problem (1.1') - (1.3) is contained of V (Q™'), and,
as is well-known, the following condition is sufficiently for this: the functions wug
and f satisfy conditions

up € H(Q), feL?(0,T;V*(Q)).

Notation 1. The result obtained for the problem (1.1') - (1.3) allows us to respond
to the posed question, namely to prove the uniqueness of the vector velocity w.

So, in this article an investigation of the question on uniqueness of the weak
solutions u in the sense of Hopf-Leray of the mixed problem with Dirichlet boundary
condition for the incompressible Navier-Stokes system in the 3D case is given. For
investigation we use an approach that is different from usual methods which are
used for investigation of the question on the uniqueness of solution. The approach
used here allows us to receive more general result on the posed question. More
precisely with use of this approach more general uniqueness theorem of the weak
solutions (of the vector velocity u) of the problem obtained from mixed problem for
the incompressible Navier—Stokes equation, by using of the Hopf-Leray approach
is proved. Moreover in order to carry out the proof of the main result in the
beginning we study the auxiliary problems, more exactly we prove the existence
and uniqueness of the weak solutions of auxiliary problems.

For study of the uniqueness of solution of the problem we use the variational
formulation of the problem according to J. Leray [I] and E. Hopf [23] as above
mentioned authors. As is well-known, on the existence of solution of problem (1.11)
- (1.3) exist many results (see, [7], [28] and [6]). We will formulate here one of these
general results from the book of [2§]

Theorem 1. ([28]) Let Q be a Lipschitz open bounded set in R?, d < 4. Let there
be given f and uy which

satisfy f € L2(0,T;V*(Q)) and uop € H (). Then there exists at least one
function uw which

satisfies u € L* (0, T;V (Q)), 4 € L' (0,T;V* (Q)), u(0) = ug and the equation

d
(1.4) & w0} — {vu,v) + <Zu§—“> = (f,0)
=1 /

for any v € V (Q). Moreover, w € L* (0,T; H (Q)) and u (t) is weakly continuous
from [0,T] into H(Q) (i. e. Yv € H(Q), t — (u(t),v) is a continuous scalar
function, and consequently, (u (0),v) = (ug,v)).

”Moreover, in the case when d = 3 a weak solution u satisfy

ou

e L:(0,T;V*(Q
5 € L0 0.3V (@),

uGV(QT), u =
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and also is almost everywhere equal to some continuous function from [0, 7] into
H, so that (L3]) is meaningful. with use of the obtained properties that any weak
solution belong to the bounded subset of

v(QT) =V (QT) nWwh3 (0,T;V*(Q))

and satisfies the equation (IL4]).”

In what follows we will base on the mentioned existence theorem of the solution
of problem (1.1!) - (1.3) and the added notation as principal result, since we as
well investigate of the weak solution of the problem that is mentioned in Theorem
1, but by other way.

Then we can formulate the main result of this article in the following form.

Theorem 2. Let Q C R? be a domain of Lipiee (will be defined below; see, Section
H), T > 0 be a number. If given functions ug, f satisfy of conditions ug € H'/? (Q),
feL?(0,T;HY?(Q)) then the weak solution u € V (QT) of the problem (1.1*) -
(1.3) given by the above mentioned theorem is unique.

This article is organized as follow. In Section 2 we adduce some known results
and the explanation of the relation between problems (1.1) - (1.3) and (1.1%) -
(1.3). This section contains some necessary technical lemmas appropriate for the
study of problem (1.1') - (1.3). In Section 3 we prove one result on uniqueness
of solution of problem (1.1%) - (1.3) on some restriction on solution by use of the
several modification of the well-known approach. In Section 4 we by use of the new
approach transform problem (1.1%) - (1.3) to auxiliary problems. In Section 5 we
investigate the existence of the solution and, in Section 6 the uniqueness of solution
of the auxiliary problem. In Section 7 we prove of the main result, i.e. Theorem

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this section, we briefly recall the background material, definitions of the ap-
propriate spaces of Sobolev space type, deduce the necessary auxiliary results and
introduce some of the notation that is needed for the results presented later in
sections. Moreover, we recall the basic setup and results regarding of the weak
solutions of the Navier—Stokes equations used throughout this paper. As is well
known (see, e. g. [7], [28] and references therein) problem (II) - (3] possesses
weak solution in the space V (QT) x L? (QT), 1% (QT) will be defined later on, for
any ug; (z), fi(z,t) (i = 1,3) which are contained in the suitable spaces (in the
case d = 3, that we will investigate here, essentially).

Definition 1. Let Q C R? be a bounded Lipschitz open set and QT = (0,T) x Q,
T >0 be a number. Let V (QT) be the space determined as

V(QT) = L2(0, 75V () n L= (0.3 (H (2))"),

of
{e]pe @) dve=0}

the dual V (Q) determined as V* () and (H ()" is the closure in (L? (1))
{e] ¢ e @@, aive=o}.

Moreover we set also the space V (QT) =V (QT) nW14/3 (0, T; V* (Q)).

where V () is the closure in (Hg (Q))d

d

of



ON UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS OF NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS 5

Here as is well-known L? (Q2) is the Lebesgue space and H! (Q) is the Sobolev
space, that are the Hilbert spaces and

H&(Q)E{v’veHl(Q),v|agz:()}.

In this case as is well-known (see, e.g. [28]) H (Q2) and V () are the Hilbert spaces,
also.
We assume that given functions ug and f satisfy

up € (H ()", feL?(0,T;V" ()

where V* (Q) is the dual space of V (Q).

In order to adduce of the definition of the weak solution of the problem (1.11)
- (I3) we would like to note that we will investigate of the weak solutions of
problem (L)) - (L3) in the sense of J. Leray [I] by use of his approach (see, also [7],
[28]). This approach shows that for study of the posed problem it is sufficient to
investigate of same question for the following problem by virtue of de Rham result
(see, books [7], [28], etc. where sufficiently clearly explained this property of the
posed problem):

d
Ou; Ou; .
(1.1Y) 5 vAu; + EZluj o7, =f(tz),, i=1,d, v>0
d O d
. o (A o d
(1.2) divu = 1221 92, ;ZlDlul =0, z€QCR t>0,
(1.3) u(0,) =wuo(z), € u| omrxon =0.

In order to explain that the investigation of the posed question for problem (1.11)
- ([@3) is sufficient for our goal we represent here some results of the book [28] which
have the immediate relation to this problem.

Proposition 1. ([28]) Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz open set in R? and f =
(fiyesfn), fi € D(Q), 1 < i < d. A necessary and sufficient condition that
f =gradp for some p in D' (), is that (f,v) =0 Vv € V (Q).

Proposition 2. ([28]) Let Q be a bounded Lipschitz open set in R%.
(i) If a distribution p has all its first-order derivatives D;p, 1 <i < d in L?(Q),
then p € L% (Q) and

16l < () llgrad pll 2y

(ii) If a distribution p has all its first derivatives D;p, 1 < i < d in H~1(Q),
then p € L% (Q) and

||p||L2(Q)/R <ce(Q) ngadeHfl(Q) :
In both cases, if Q is any open set in R, then p € L% . (Q).

Combining these results, one can note that if f € H=1(Q) (or f € L?(Q)) and
(f,v) =0, then f = gradp with p € L? (Q) (or p € H* (Q)) if Q is a Lipschitz open
bounded set.
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Theorem 3. ([28]) Let Q be a Lipschitz open bounded set in RY. Then
={uel?Q):u=gradp, pec H' (Q)};
H={uelL?(Q):divu=0, ulpn =0}.

Lemma 1. ([28]) Let V, H,V* be three Hilbert spaces, each space included in the
following one V.C H = H* C V*, V* being the dual of V and all the injections are
continuous. If a function u belongs to L?(0,T;V) and its derivative ul belongs to
L2(0,T;V*), then u is almost everywhere equal to a function continuous from [0, T
into H and we have the following equality, which holds in the scalar distribution
sense on (0,T):

d

= 2 {ur, ).
Consequently, if one will seek of weak solution of the problem (1) - (L3) by
acording Hopf-Leray then one can get the following equation

(2.1) @t 0) — w2, v) + <Zuga >—<f,v>—<Vp,v>,

where v € V() is arbitrary. Here if we consider of the last adding in the right side
then at illumination of above results (Il (2 and B]) using integration by parts and
taking into account that v € V(Q), i.e. that dive =0 and v } 0,1)xo0 = 0 we get
the equation

(2.2) (Vp,v) = /Vp ‘v dx = /pdivv dz =0, YveV(Q)
Q Q

by virtue of de Rham result. Consequently taking into account (22)) in 1)) we
obtain equation (L4) that shows why for study of the posed question is enough to

study problem (1.11) - ([L3).
So we can continue our investigation of problem (1.1') - (3] in the case when

d=3.
Let Q C R? be a bounded domain with the boundary 9 of the Lipschitz class.
We will denote by H'/2 (Q2) the vector space defined by

HY2 () = {w‘ w; € HY2(Q), i = 1,2,3},

where H'/? () is the Sobolev-Slobodeckij space W1/22(Q) (see, [29], etc.). As is
well-known (see, e.g. [29], [30] and references therein) the trace for the function of
the space H'/?(Q) is defined, which is necessary for application of our approach
to the considered problem. We will prove the main theorem under this additional
condition that is the sufficient condition for present investigation.

Definition 2. A u €V (Q") is called a solution of problem (1.1') - (I3) if u (t,z)
satisfies the following equation

d
pn (u,v) — (VAu,v) <ZUJD u v> = (f,v)

a. e. on (0,T) for any v € V() and u is weakly continuous from [0,T] into H, i.
e. u(0,2) =wug (z) holds.
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Consequently, in what follows we will use this definition together with the stan-
dard notation that is used usually. It should be noted that in the case when d = 3

3
was proved, that the term > u;D;u = B (u) belong to L*/3 (0, T;V* (Q)) (see, e.
j=1

g. the books [7], [28]).

Let the posed problem have two different solutions u,v € V (QT), then within the
known approach we get the following problem for the function w(t,z) = u(t,x) —
v(t,x)

(2.3) L2 o4 oivuli+ 3 (L) -0

' 20t "2 2 dr; )T
Jik=1

(2.4) w(0,2) =wo () =0, € w| orxen =0,

3
where (g,h) = 3 [gihidzx for any g,h € (H (Q))%, or g € V(Q) and h € V* (),
i=1
respectively. So, fo? the proof of the uniqueness of solution it is necessary to show
that w = 0 in some sense. In the next section we will study the uniqueness by
use of some modification of the above well-known approach, which gives we only
the conditional result. But in sections 4-7 for study of the posed question we will
pursue the basic approach of this paper, therefore further in this section we consider
questions that are necessary for employing of this approach.

As our purpose is the investigation of the uniqueness of solution of problem
(1.11) - (C3) therefore we will go over to the discussion of this question. Beginning
with mentioned explanations we will do some remarks about properties of solutions
of problem (1.1') - ([L3). As is known ([I], [2], [7]), problem (1.11) - (L3) is
solvable and possesses weak solution that is contained in the space V (QT) denoted
in Definition [l Therefore we will conduct our study under the condition that
problem (1.1') - (I3) have weak solutions and they belong to V (Q7). For the
study of the uniqueness of the posed problem in the three dimensional case we will
use the ordinary approach by assuming that problem (1.1') - (I.3) has, at least,
two different solutions u,v € V (QT) but by employing a different procedure we
will demonstrate that this is not possible.

Consequently, if we assume that problem (1.1!) - (I3) have two different solu-
tions then they need to be different at least on some subdomain Q7 of Q7. In other
words there exist a subdomain ; of Q and an interval (¢1,¢2) C (0,7 such that

Q1 C (t1,t2) x 0 C QT
with mesy (QF{) > 0 for which the following is true
(2.5)  mesa ({(t,2) € QT | u(t,x) —v(t,z)| > 0}) =mess (Q) >0

here we denote the measure of QT in R* as mesy (Qf) (Four dimensional Lebesgue
measure). Whence follows, that for the subdomain §2; takes place the inequation:
mess(21) > 0.

Even though we prove the following lemmas for d > 1, we will use them mostly
for the case d = 4.

In the beginning we prove the following lemmas that we will use later on.

Lemma 2. Let G C R? be Lebesgue measurable subset then the following statements
are equivalent:
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1) 0o > mesq (G) > 0;
2) there exist a subset I C R*, mesy (I) > 0 and Gp C Lg,q—1, mesq—1 (Gg) >0
such that G = ﬁUIGB U N, where N is a set with mesq—1 (N) =0, and Lg g1 is
€

the hyperplane of R, with codimg Lgq—1 =1, for any B € I, which is generated
by single vector yo € R* and defined in the following form

Lga={ye R (yo,y) =B}, VYBelLl

Proof. Let mesq (G) > 0 and consider the class of hyperplanes L. 41 for which
GNL,q-1# @ and~ €I, here I; C R! be some subset. It is clear that

G= U {reGNLyg|yvel}.
yel

Then there exists a subclass of hyperplanes {L, q—1 | v € I1 } for which the inequal-
ity mesq—1 (G N Ly qg—1) > 0 is satisfied. The number of such type hyperplanes can-
not be less than countable or equal it because mesq (G) > 0, moreover this subclass
of I; must possess the R! measure greater than 0 since mesq (G) > 0. Indeed, let
I 0 be this subclass and mes; (I1,9) = 0. If we consider the set

{(v,y) € o x GNLyg-1|v€ho,y€GNLyg1}CR?
where mesq—1 (G N Lyqg—1) > 0 for all v € I1 o, but mes; (I1,0) =0, then
mesq ({(7,y) € 1o X GNLyqg-1|v€io})=0.
On the other hand we have
0=mesq({(7,y) €1 x GNLyq-1|v€})=mesq(G)

as mesq—1 (GN L’y,dfl) =0 for all v € I} — I . But this contradicts the condition
mesq (G) > 0. Consequently, the statement 2 holds.

Let the statement 2 holds. It is clear that the class of hyperplanes Lg 41
defined by such way are paralell and also we can define the class of subsets of
G as its cross-section with hyperplanes, i.e. in the form: Gg = G N Lgq_1,
B € I. Then Gy # @ and we can write Gg = G N Lgq—1, B € I, moreover
G= U {xeGnNLgg-1|B €1} UN. Whence we get

pel

GE{(ﬂ,:E) EIXGQL57d71|ﬂEI,IGGﬁLﬁﬁdfl}UN.

Consequently mesq (G) > 0 by virtue of conditions mes; (I) > 0 and
mesq—1 (Gg) > 0 for any g € I. O

From Lemmal[2it follows that for the study of the measure of some subset 2 C R
it is enough to study its foliations by a class of suitable hyperplanes.

Lemma 3. Let problem (1.1') - (I.3) has, at least, two different solutions u,v that
are contained in YV (QT) and assume that QT C QT is one of a subdomain of QT
where u and v are different. Then there exists, at least, one class of parallel and
different hyperplanes Ly, o € I C (a1, 9) C R' (g > 1) with codimpgs L, = 1
such, thatu # v on Qf = [(0,T) x (2N La)]NQT, and vice versa, here mes (I) >
0 and L, are hyperplanes which are defined as follows: there is vector xo € Sf?/s (0)
such that

Lo={z€R?| (x0,2) =a, Yael}.
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Proof. Let problem (1.1') - (I3) have two different solutions u,v € V (Q") then
there exist a subdomain of QT on which these solutions are different. Then there
are t1,t2 > 0 such, that for any ¢ € J C [t1,t2] C [0,T) the following holds

(2.6) mesgs ({x € Q] |u(t,z) —v (t,z)] >0}) >0
where mesy (J) > 0 by the virtue of the codition
mesy ({(t,z) € Q" | |u(t,z) —v(t,z)| >0}) >0

and of Lemma Hence follows, that there exist, at least, one class of parallel
hyperplanes L, a € I C (a1, a2) C R! with codimpgs L, = 1 such that

(2.7) mesgz {x € QN Ly | Ju(t,z) —v(t,z)] >0} >0, Va e T

for Vt € J, where the subset I is such that I C (a1, as) C R! with mes; (I) > 0,
mesy (J) > 0 and ([27) holds, by virtue of ([26). This proves the ”if’ part of
Lemma.

Now consider the converse assertion. Let there exist a class of hyperplanes L,
a €l C(ar,as) C R with codimpgs L, = 1 that fulfills the condition of Lemma
and I satisfies the same condition I. Then there exist, at least, one subset J; of
[0,T) such, that mes; (J1) > 0 and the inequality u (¢, z) # v (¢, z) on QI with
mesy (Q2T) > 0 defined as QI = J; x Uy, takes place, where

(2.8) Up = U{erﬁLa|u(t,x);év(t,:v)}CQ,tEJl
acly

for which the inequality mesgs (Ur) > 0 is satisfied by the condition and of Lemma

So we get
u(t,z) #v(t,z) on QF =Jy xUp, mess(Q3) >0.
Thus the fact that u (, ) and v (¢, z) are different functions in V (QT) follows. O

It is not difficult to see that result of Lemma [ is indepandent of assumption:
QT C QT or QT = QT.

May be one can prove more general lemmas of such type with the use of regularity
properties of weak solutions of this problem (see, [10], [I4], [15], etc.).

3. ONE CONDITIONAL UNIQUENESS THEOREM FOR PROBLEM (1.1%) - (1.3)

In the beginning we would like to show a what result one can receive relatively of
the uniqueness of solution of the problem without of the complementary conditions.
In other words we will show a what result one can obtain if to apply well-known
approach for the investigation of the uniqueness of solution of problem (1.1%) - ([.3)).

Let the posed problem have two different solutions u,v € V (QT), then within
the known approach we get the following problem for the vector function w(t, z) =
u(t, ) — v(t, )

(3.1) 13||w||2+u|\w|\2+23j OV e ) = 0

' 20t 12 2 dz; ") T
7,k=1

(3.2) w(0,2) =wo () =0, € w| orxen =0,

Here we will show a result when the solution of problem BI))-(32)) only is zero, with
use some approach that is based on the nature of the nonlinearity of this problem.
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Consequently, for examination of the problem BI))-(B.2]) in the beginning we need
to study the following quadratic form ([21])

d d
a’Uk
Z <%jwkwj> (t,x) = F (t,z) = Z ajrwiw;) (t, ) =
Jik=1 j.k=1
d
F(t,x) = Z (a;w3) (t,x), aj(t,x) =G (Dyvi, ..., D1vg, ..., Dava)
j=1
9 .
here Dvy = avk, i,k=1,d
T

i.e. the behavior of the surface generated by the quadratic polynomial function
F (t,x), at the varabale wy, k = 1,d, depende of the accelerations of the flow on
the different directions.

Assume d = 3 then we have

D Dovq)? det || D;vg f _
01 = Dyvs; a3 = Davg — P12t Dova)” - detIDivell oy,
day det ||DiUk||i,k:1
therefore,
3 3
(3.3) )= Z (ajrwrpw;) (t,z) = Zaj (t,x)-w; (t,x) =
Jk=1 j=1

for any (t,z) € QT = (0,T) x €, here

5 D1v1 % (D11}2 + DQ’Ul) % (Dl’Ug + ngl)
HDiUk”i,k:l = % (D1va + Davy) . Doy 5 (D2U3 + D3vs)
5 (D1vs 4+ D3v1) 5 (Davs 4 D3vy) Dsvs
and
Divy 1 (D1v2 + Davy)
Di 2 4= 2 .
I Dsvk i o1 ‘ 1 (Dyv2 + Dyvy) Dovs

Thus we have

F (f, ,T) = o [2D1v1w1 + (Dl’l}g =+ Dg’Ul) wo + (Dl’Ug + D3’U1) ’LU3]2 +
1 2
m (4D1'UlD2’02 - (Dﬂ)g + DQ'UI) ) X
101

|:(4D1’L)1D21}2 — (Dl'U2 + D2U1)2) wz +
(2D1v1 (Davs + Davs) — (D1vz + Davy) (Dyvs + Davy)) ws]” +
1
4 [4D1v1 Dova D3v3 + (Dyvg + Davy) (Dyvs + Davi) (Davz + D3vg) —

Doy (D2U3 + D3’U2)2 — Dovg (D1U3 + D3Ul)2 — D3vs3 (D1U2 + D2U1)2 wg.
Hence, if one take account (3] in the equation (BI) then we get

10

ot ||w||2 tv ||Vw||2 + Z (a;w;,w;) =0,

j=1



ON UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS OF NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS 11

and consequently,

3

2 .
lwl3 = —v [IVwlls = > (a;m;,m;) . [woll, = 0.
j=1

10

(3.4) 35t

3
This shows that if the quadratic form function F (t,z,w;, w;) = > a; (t,z) -
j=1

wf (t,z) for a.e. (t,x) € QT is the quadratic polynomial that describe an ellipsoid
in R? at the variables (w;,w;), i.e. a;(t,z) > 0, then the posed problem have
unique solution. It is needed to note that images of functions a; (¢, z) are contained
a.e. in the bounded subset of same space where are contained images of functions
D;vg. So is remains to investigate the cases when the above condition not is fulfilled.
Here the following variants are possible:
1. Let F (t,z,w;,w;) describe some other surface in R*, but

3 3
Z <6ijj,wj> = Z/angd:r Z 0.
=1 i=1%

In this case we can conclude that problem have unique solution (and a solution
is stable).

3 3
2. Let Y [a;w3dz < 0 then we will study F (t,2) = Y. (Djvgwiwy) (t, z).
Jj=1Q Jik=1

In this case the problem (B4) is possible to investigate by following way. For
the multilinear form in the equation it is necessary to derive suitable estimations.
Thus

2
lwlly = —v [ Vely +| Y (Divgw, wy)| <

N
Q’)|Q_;

3
(3.5) —Z/ v |V, (t,z)|* dz + Z/ (Djvswrwj) (¢, x)| de

J,k= 1Q

as in this case the second adding in the right part is negative. So, in order that to
continue the inequation (3.5]), we will use of the corresponding estimations. Here
using Holder inequality to multilinear term we obtain the estimation

[(Divjwi, wi)| < [ Divjlly lwill,, lwill,,

where pfl + pgl = 271 for us sufficiently to choose, p; = p» = 4. Consequently,
for F'(t,z, w;, w;) takes place the estimation

/ Folde< 3 D5l sl sl

1,5=1

1t is known that (2, [1) |{ux Divy,w))| < llugl, 1Divjlly lwill,,, n > 3;

1 1
villy < C (mes Q) [|Dvj |13 [lvjll3, n=2
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Here we will use the known Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequation, that can
be formulated as follows (see, for example, [30])

o 1—0
(36) ||u||p0 s = C(p07p17p275 m) Z ||D U’le ’ ||U||p2 ’

|a]=m

inequation holds if 1 < p1,p2,po < 00, 0 < s < m, where C (po,p1,p2,s,m) > 0 is

constant,
d
i—s=o<——m)+(1—0) d,

S
—<0o<1
p2 m

with the following exclusions:
a)if s=0,s< Z%,pg = oo then (30) holds under complementary condition: or

lim u(z) =0, or u € L? for some g > 0;
Tr—>00

b)if 1<p1 < oo,m—s—pﬂ1 =0, po = oo then (34) not holds in the case o = 1.
Hence use G-N-S inequation we get

3
lwslly < cllwslly™" [Vaylly, o= "
here ¢ = C (4,2,2,0,1) for this case, or
" 2 < 2w ld (Vo3
lw;lly < ellwsliz [Vw;ll3 = llw;lly < e llw;ll3 [Vwsll3 -
Thus

/|F (t,z)|dz < c? Z 1 Djvill, ||w1||2 ||le||2 ||w]||2 ”ij||2
Q 3,7=1

if one take into account the above estimation in ([B.6]) then

3
10 9 1 3
39 lw @l < —> vV, ()] + ¢ Z [1Djvi (8)ly [lwi ()13 [Vews ()13
, pyrnt
3 3 i, 1
<= IV )2 |7 IVw; ()] ¢ Z 1 Dsv; ()5 llw; ()13
j=1

1 1
25 —CQZ 1D ( IIQ] [Jw; @3 -

- 3
Z [Vw; ()3

1 3
From here is easy follows, that if vA] > 23 [[D;v; (t)|, then the considered
i=1

problem (1.11')-(L3)) has only unique solution (and a solution is stable). Thus is
proved

Theorem 4. Let Q € R® be a bounded domain of Lipschitz class and (ug, f) €

(H (Q))® x L2(0,T; V* () then as is well-known weak solution u (t,z) of problem

(1.1*)-(L3) exists and v € V (QT). Then if [ |F (t,z)|dx >0, or [ |F (t,z)|dz <0
Q Q

3
and V)\li > Y || Diuj (t)||, are fulfilled then weak solution u (¢, ) is unique.
i=1
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4. RESTRICTION OF PROBLEM (1.1%) - (1.3)

From Lemma [3 it follows that for the investigation of the posed question it is
enough to investigate this problem on the suitable cross-sections of the domain
QT = (0,T) x Q. We introduce the following concept.

Definition 3. A bounded domain Q2 C R3 with the boundary OS2 is class Lipjoc iff
0N is a locally Lipschitz hypersurface. This means that in a neighbourhood of any
point x € O , N admits a representation as a hypersurface ys = ¥ (y1,y2) where
W is a Lipschitz function, and (y1,y2,y3) are rectangular coordinates in R3 in a
basis that may be different from the canonical basis (e1,e1,es3).

According to [28] one can draw the conclusion: It is useful for the sequel of this
section to note that a set Q satisfying (1.4) is "locally star-shaped”. This means
that each point z; € 99, has an open neighbourhood U; such that U; = QN Uj is
star-shaped with respect to one of its points. According to €2 is a locally Lipschitz
we may, moreover, suppose that the boundary UJ’-, j € J is Lipschitz, or 992 €
Lipoe. If 09 is bounded, it can be covered by a finite family of such sets U]f,
j € J. Consequently for every cross-section Q;, = QN L # & of Q with arbitrary
hyperplain L exists, at least, one coordinate subspace ((xj,x))) which possesses
a domain P, (or union of domains) whit the Lipschitz class boundary since
00, = 0QNL # @ and isomorphically defining of €27, with the affine representation,
in addition 9 <= 8leQL

Thus, with use of the representation P,, L of the hyperplane L we get that €1,
can be written in the form P, ), therefore an integral on €27, also will defined by
the respective representation, i. e. as the integral on P,,Q)r.

It should be noted that {21, can consist of many parts then P, will be such as
Q. Consequently in this case 17, will be as the union of domains and the following
relation

m m
Qp = Ulﬂz — PMQLZ Ul‘PIiQEv co>m 2> 1,
r= r=

will holds by virtue of the definitionBl Therefore, each of P,, €} will be the domain
and one can investigate these separately, because Q7 C Q and 02} C 02 takes
place.

So, we will define subdomains of QT = (0,T) x Q as follows QT = (0,T) x
(Q@N L), where L is arbitrary fixed hyperplane of the dimension two and Q N L #
&. Therefore, we will study the problem on the subdomain defined by use of
the cross-section of €2 by arbitrary fixed hyperplane dimension two L, i.e. by the
codimgs L =1 (2N L, namely on Q% = (0,7) x (2N L)).

Consequently, we will investigate uniqueness of the problem (1.1') - (L3)) on the
”cross-section” Q7 defined by the cross-section of 2, where 2 C R3. This cross-
section we understand in the following sense: Let L be a hyperplane in R?, i.e. with
codimps L = 1, that is equivalent to R?. We denote by €7, the cross-section of the
form Qp, = QN L # &, mesg: (21) > 0, in the particular case L = (z1, 22, 0).
In other words, if L is the hyperplane in R? then we can determine it as L =
{x € R®| a171 + agx2 + azws = b}, where coefficients a;,b € R (i = 1,2,3) are
the arbitrary fixed constants. Whence follows, that azzs = b—a1x1 — aszs or T3 =
a%, (b — a1x1 — agxe) if we assume a; # 0 (i = 1,2,3), or if we take substitutions:
a% = b, Z—; = a; and Z—z = ay we derive x3 = ¥ (£1,22) = b — a121 — azx2 in
the new coefficients.
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Thus, we have

8331 8ZE2 -1 -1
4.1 D3=—=—Di+ —=Dy=—a;'Dy —a;' Dy &
(4.1) 3 O3 1+8x3 2 a, D1 —ay Do
9
(4.2) D2 =a;’D? +ay°D3 +2a7 a3 'D1Dy, Dy = 5o =123
Xq

For the application of our approach we need to assume that functions ug and f
posseses some smoothness.

Now we take account the following conditions of Theorem Bl ug € H/? (),
f e L? (O,T;?—[l/2 (Q)) hold, consequently their restrictions on [0,T) x €, are
defined.

Let L be arbitrary hyperplane such that Qp # @ and u € V (QT) be a solution
of the problem (1.1%) - ([L3). It is need to note the restriction of problem (1.11)
- [@3) to [0,T) x Qr mean the restriction on [0,7") x Q, of a solution w that is
defined on [0, 7) x Q. As function u belong to V (Q”') therefore the restriction u on
[0,T) x Q, is well defined. Then by making the restriction we obtain the following
problem on [0,T) x Q,, by virtue of the above conditions of the main theorem, here
T > 0 some number,

ou >
T vAu + Zuiju =

0
Sk —v (D4 D3 + DY) ust

j=1
0
—utL —v [D% + D% + a1_2Df +

—272 -1 -1 —1
Qo D2+2a1 Ay Dng] uL+uL1D1uL+uL2D2uL—uL3a1 Dyup—

ur1Diug +upoDour, +upzDiuy, =

8uL
ot
(4.3) 2uaf1a;1D1D2uL + (uLl — aflum) Dyur, + (uLz — a;lum) Douyp = f1,

on (0,T) x Qp, by virtue of [@I]) and ([@2). We get

(44) divur = Dy (uL—afluLg)—l—Dg (’UJL—agl’U,Lg) =0, {EEQL, t>0

uzsay Dyur = —= — v [(1+a7?) DY + (1 +a3”) D3] ur—

(4.5) ug, (0,2) = uro (x), (t,2) €[0,T] x Qs ur| (0,r)xa0, =0

by using of same way.

Consequently, we restricted the problem (1.1') - (I3) to problem (&3] - ([&.5)
the study of which give we possibility to define properties of solutions u of problem
(1.1%) - [C3) on each cross-section [0,7) x Qr, = QL.

In the beginning it is necessary to investigate the existence of the solution of
problem (@3) - @3 and determine the space where the existing solutions are
contained. Consequently, for ending the proof of the uniqueness theorem for main
problem it is enough to prove the existence theorem and the uniqueness theorem
for the derived problem (L3 - (LX), in this case. So now we will investigate of
problem (@3]) - (£3).

We would like to note: Let L C R3 is the hyperplane for which QN L # & then
there is, at least, one 2-dimensional subspace in the given coordinat system that
one can determine as (x;,z;), consequently, P, L = R?, (i,j,k = 1,2,3) i.e.

L={ze Rz = (vi,zj,¢p (v:, 7)), (vi,2;) € R*}
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and
ONL={z e z=(z,z;,¥ (xi,x;)), (xi,x;) € Py, (AN L)}
hold, where v} is the affine function such as the mentioned above function and it

is the bijection.
Thereby, in this case by applying of the mentioned restriction to functions

u(t7$15I25I3)5 f(t,Il,IQ,.Ig), uO(I15I27‘I3)

we obtain the following representations

u(t, xi, j, (@i, 25)) = ot @i, 25), f(E v, 25,0 (i, 25) = é(wi, 2;5)
and
wo(mi, xj, ¥ (x5, 25)) = volzi,x;) on (0,T) x Py, Q,
respectively.

So, each of the functions obtained by the previous transformation depends only
on the indepandent variables: ¢, z; and x;.

4.1. On Dirichlet to Neumann map. As is known ([35], [36], [39], [37], [38]
etc.) the Dirichlet to Neumann map is single-value maping if the homogeneous
Dirichlet problem for elliptic equation has only trivial solution, i. e. zero not is
eigenvalue of this problem. Consequently, we need to show that the homogeneous
Dirichlet problem for elliptic equation appropriate to considered problem satisfies
of this property. So, we will show that the obtained here problem satisfies of the
corresponding condition of results of such type from mentioned articles.

Proposition 3. The homogeneous Dirichlet. problem for elliptic part of problem
(3.8) - (8.5) has only trivial solution.

Proof. If consider the elliptic part of problem (3.3) - (3.5) then we get the problem
—Auy, + Bup = —v [(1 + al_z) D% + (1 + a;z) D% + 2al_la2_1D1D2] Ur;+

(ur1 — ay 'urs) Diug + (up2 — a3 ups) Doup =0, © € Qp,  ur| a0, =0,
where Q7 = QN L.

We assume this problem has a nontrivial solution and we will show that it is
unpossible. Let uy, € V (1) be nontrivial solution of this problem then we get the
following equation

0= (—AuL + Buy, uL)PmQL

hence
: 2 2 1 1 2
= —V.Zl < {(D1 + D3) + (a7 ' D1 + a; ' Ds) } ULi;ULi>PngL
i :
3
Z / [ur1Diursur; + upoDourur+
i:1PmSQL

ur3 (—alel — a;ng) uLiuLi} dl‘ldl'g =

3
_ _ 2
VZ / {(DluLi)2 + (Dauri)? + [(a7 ' Dy + a3 ' D2) uri] }dfCldﬂcz—f—
=1 p o,
x*3
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3
1
52 / |:UL1D1 (uLi)Q + uraDy (uLi)2 +

=lp, ar

urs (—alel — a;ng) (uLi)2:| dIldIQ Z

3
VZ / {|D1UL1'|2 + |D2ULi|2} dzridxe+
=l p o,

3
1 _ _
—52 / [DluLl + Doupo + (—(Ll 1D1 — Gy 1D2) uLg] |uLi|2 dridrey =
i:1PmSQL
by @.4)
3 1 3
I/,Z / [|D1uLi|2 =+ |D2’U,Li|2} dridry — 52 / |uLi|2divude1dx2 =
=1 p,.aL =lpoy

3
VZ / |:|D1’UJL1'|2 + |D2’UJL1'|2:| dIldiEQ > 0.
=1 p’a,
Thus the obtained contradiction shows that function uy need be zero, i.e. uyp =0

holds.
Consequently, the Dirichlet to Neumann map is single-value operator. (I

It is well-known that operator —A : H} (Qp) — H~1(Q) generates of the
Co semigroup on H (£21) and since the inclusion H} () € H~'(Qyz) is com-
pact therefore (—A)™" is the compact operator in H~! (). Moreover, —A :
HY?(0Q) — H~Y2(99;) and the operator B : HY/? (09) — H~'/2(99Q)
also possess appropriate properties of such types.

5. EXISTENCE OF SOLUTION OF PROBLEM (3.3) - (3.5)

So, assume conditons of Theorem [2 fulfilled, i. e.
up € HV2(Q), fe L2 (o,T;H1/2 (Q)) ,

then restrictions of these functions on Qr, Q. respectively, are correctly de-
fined and belong in H (Qg), L?(0,T;V*(Qyr)), respectively. Consequently, it is
enough to study the restricted problem under conditions uo;, € H () and f, €
L?(0,T;V* (1)), as independent problem.

To carry out the known argument started by Leray ([I], see, also [7], [28]) we
can determine the following spaces

3
V(Qr) = {’U| v e (W01’2 (QL)> = (H; (QL))B, dive = O} ,
where div is regarded in the sense (£4) and
V(QF) = L2 0,73V (1)) N L= (0,73 (H (21))°)
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More exactly we will adduce definitions of these spaces such way as in Definition
@, i e. V(Qg) is the closure in (H} (QL))3 of

{e]we @ @)’ dve=o}

the dual V (Q1) is determined as V* (1) and (H (€21))* is the closure in (L% ()
of

3

{90‘ p e (C5° (), dive = 0}-

Here Q C R? is bounded domain of Lipy,. and Q C R? is subdomain defined
in Section M therefore, 7, is Lipschitz, Q¥ = (0,T) x Q.

Consequently, a solution of this problem will be understood as follows: Let
fr € L2(0,T;V*(Q)) and uor, € (H (21))°.

So, we can call the solution of this problem: a function u; € V (Q:LF) is called
a solution of the problem (3] - (@A) if ur (¢, 2') satisfy the equation and initial
condition

d 3
(5.1) o7 (ur,v)q, — (VAur,v)q, + <ZuLijuL,v> =(fr,v)q,
j=1

Qp

(ur (t),v) lt=0 = (uoL,v)
for any v € V (Qr) a. e. on (0,T) in the sense of H, here (o,0)q, is the dual form
for the pair of spaces (V (), V* (1)) and Qp, is Lipschitz, where 2’ = (21, z2)
and
V(QL) ={w|weV(QL), w € L*(0,T;V* () }.
We will lead of the proof of this problem in five-steps as indepandent problem.

5.1. A priori estamations. For this we assume in (51 u, instead of v then we
get

3
d
(52) E <uL,uL>QL — <VAUL,UL>QL + <ZuLijuL,uL> = <fL7uL>QL .
Q

Jj=1 L

Thence, by making the known calculations and taking into account of the condition

on Q, and of calculations [@I]) and next (4] that carried out in previous Section,
we obtain

| =

urllEer ey () + v (14 ar?) [1Dyurl|E oy () +

N =
S

t
(5.3)
v (14 a5°) | Daurll{pray e (8) + 2var 'ay ' (Drur, Daur)g, (£) = (fr,uL)q, »

3
where (g,h)q, = >, [ gihidzidzy for any g, h € (H Q)% or g € (H! (QL))3
i=1P,, 0y

and h € (H™* (QL))B, respectively. We will show the correctness of (53], and to
this end we shall prove the correctness of each term of this sum, separately.

So, using (3] we get
—v{Aug (t),ur (t)g, =
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3

—u‘; ([(1+a7?) DY+ (1+a3) D} + 207"y ' Di Do) uriyuri)p, o, =

3
vy / [(1+a7?) (Drusa)® + (1+ 052) (Daure)” +
i=1 PryQr
2af1a;1D1uLiD2uLi] dIldIQ Z

thus is obtained the sum reducible in (E.3); if we estimate of the last adding in the
above mentioned sum then we get

(5.4) v [ID1uLli a0 (8) + D2l a0 ()]

Now consider the trilinear form from (G.2])

3
E up;Djur,ur =
Q

j=1 L

due to (@3] we get
3

E / [ur1Diursur; + upoDourur+
Z:1]33:3QL

ur3 (—al_lDl - a;ng) uLiuLi} d:Eld:EQ =

3
1
52 / [uLlDl (’uLi)2 + uraDy (uLi)2 +

=lp ar

urs (—al_lDl — az_lDz) (uLi)z} d,’EldCEQ =

3
1 _ _
—52 / [DluLl + Doupo + (—a1 1D1 — Qg 1D2) uLg] (ULi)2 dridre =
1:1PwSQL
hence by (@4

3
1
(5.5) - EZ / (uLi)Q divurdzridze = 0.
=1 ng QL
Consequently, the correctness of equation (5.3)) follows from (54)-(EH]), that give
we the following inequation

1d )
CPT lurll(mq,ye () +

3
(56) VZ / [(DluLi)2 =+ (DQULi)2 d.Ild{EQ S / |(fL . UL)| dIldIQ
=lp o, PuyQr

Namely, from here we obtain the following a priori estimations

(5.7) ||UL||(15((QL))3 (t) < C(fr,uro, mess),

(5.8) ID1urll gy + 1P2uLll iq,)s < € (fr,uro, mes),
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where C (fr,,uro, mesQ2) > 0 is the constant that is independent of uy. Conse-
quently, any possible solution of this problem belong to a bounded subset of the
space V (Q:LF)

So, if we will obtain the estimation for u} as well then we will have of the
necessary a priori estimations, which are sufficient for the proof of the existence
theorem

5.2. Boundedness of the trilinear form. Now we must study the trilinear form
of (5I)) that one can also call as by, (ur,ur,v).

Proposition 4. Letur, € V (Qf), v €V (Qr) and B is the operator defined by

3
(B (ur) 7U>QL =bg (ur,ur,v) = <ZULijUL7U>
j=1

QL
then B (ur) belong to L? (0,T;V* (QL)).

Proof. At first we will show boundedness of the operator B from V (1) to V* (Qr)
for a. e. t € (0,T). We have

<B (uL QL = <ZuLJD ur,v > =

Qr
due of (4) and of the definition

3
-1 —1

g / [up1Drurivi + upeDaupiv; + ups (—ay "Dy — a3 ' Da) upv;] deydas =
l:1Pz3QL

3

-1 -1

- E / [ur1uriD1v; + upour;Davi + upsur; (—ay "D1 — a3 "' Ds) vi] dayday =
=lp, ar

3
(59) - Z / Ur,; [(uLl - al_l’U,Lg) Div; + (’uLg - a2_1’U,L3) D2’U7::| dxidxs.
=lp,.ar

Hence follows

(B |<Z [ sl (Dred + |Dovi) o <
P QL
(5.10) cllurlfao,) 10l n = 1B @)y < cllucl}

due of V (2) € L*(Qg). This also shows that operator B : V (Qr) — V*(Qy)
is continuous for a. e. t > 0.

21t should be noted that if the represantation of Q7 by coordinate system (x1,z2) not is best
for the definition of the appropriate integral, then we will select other coordinate system: either
(z1,x3) or (z2,x3) instead of (x1,z2) that is best for our goal, that must exist by virtue of the
definition of .
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Finally, we obtain needed result using above mentioned inequality and the well-

known inequality (see, [2], [7], [28]), which is correct for the space with two dimen-
sion

T T T

2 4 2 2
J 1B G )1t < [ s @ de < e [ un (013 o} de <
0 0 0

T
2 2
et Nz [ el dt =
0
(5.11) | B (UL)”L?(O,T;V*) <a ||uL||L°°(O,T;H) ||UL||L2(0,T;V) .
What was to be proved. (I

5.3. Boundedness of u’. Sketch of the proof of the inclusion: u’ belong to bounded
subset of L2 (0,T;V*(Q)). It is possible to draw the following conclusion based
on receiving of a priori estimates, on proposition Ml and on reflexivity of all used
spaces: If we were used of the Faedo-Galerkin’s method for investigation we could
obtain estimations for the approximate solutions the same as [(.7] and B.171
Since V' (£21,) is a separable there exists a sequence of linearly independent elements
{w;};=; C V (Qr), which is total in V (1). For each m we define an approximate
solution ur,., of (@3] or (5 as follows:

(5.12) ULm = 3 Upy (B wi, m=1,2, ..
=1

where u%, (t), i = 1,m be unknown functions that will be determined as solu-
tions of following system of the differential equations that is received according to
equation (B.1I)

d

<auLm,wj> = <I/AuLm,wj>QL + b1 (ULm, ULm, wj) +
Qr

(5.13) (frowp)g, » t€(0,T], j=Tm,

Urm (0) = UoLm

where {uorm}on_y C H (L) is some sequence such that uor, — uor in H (Qr)
as m —» oo. (Since V (1) is everywhere dense in H (21) we can determine uorm
by using the total system {w;};o ;).

With use (£.12) in (5I3) we have

d .
> (wjwi)g, 77 8m (1) = vy (Awj,wi)g, ul, (E)+

m m
Jj=1 j=1

m

> b (wyy we, wi) wl, (8 uf,, () = (fo (t) ,wi)q, , i=T,m
jk=1
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and taking into account the nonsingularity of matrix (w;,w;) =1,m we get

‘ Qr
to system of differential equations for v’ (¢),i=1,...m

du’ m e m )
L = ZCZ j j>QL - Vzdw'uJLm (t)+
J=1 J=1
(514) Z hz]kuLm U‘Lm (t) )
7,k=1

i i C_ _
Upm (0) =g, t=1,...,m, m=1

here uf; . is i* th component of ugy, of the representation ugy, = E uOmek

The Cauchy problem for the nonlinear differential system (Imb has solution,
which is defined on the whole interval (0, 7] by virtue of uniformity of estimations
received in subsections [5.1] and Consequently, the approximate solution up,,
belong to a bounded subset of W12 (0,T;V* (1)) for every m = 1, 2,... since
the right side of (5.14) belong to the bounded subset of L% (0,T;V* (Q)) as were
proved in subsections (.1l and [(£.2], by virtue of the lemma that is adduced below.

Lemma 4. ([28]) Let X be a given Banach space with dual X* and let u and g
be two functions belonging to L* (a,b; X). Then, the following three conditions are
equivalent

(i) u is a. e. equal to a primitive function of g,

t

u(t):§+/g(s)ds, e X, ae te]a,b

(i1) For each test function ¢ € D ((a,b)),

b
r_dy
/U(t /g v=

(i) For eachn € X*,
d
5 (wn) = (g,m)

in the scalar distribution sense, on (a,b). If (i) - (iii) are satisfied u, in particular,
is a. e. equal to a continuous function from [a,b] into X.

It not is difficult to see that if passing to limit at m — oo in equation (EI3)
(maybe by a subsequence {urm, };~, as is known such subsequence exists) and to
take Vv € V () instead of wy, then we get

d
<d_uL7 > :<fL+VAuL_va>QL7
t QL

as {w;};=, is total in V (Q), where x belong to L? (0, T’; V* (1)) and is determined

i (B (uzm) v, = (v the,
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So, according to above a priori estimations and Proposition @ we obtain that the

right side belong to L? (0,T) then the left side also belongs to L? (0,T), i. e.
d
% € L2(0,T;V* (1)) .

Consequently, the function uy belong to a bounded subset of the space V (Q:LF),
where

(5.15) V(Q1) =V (QL) NWh2(0,T;V* (1)),

by virtue of the above mentioned lemma and abstract form of Riesz-Fischer theo-
rem.
Thus for the proof that u; is the solution of equation (@3] or (B remains to
prove that x = B (ur) or (x,v)q, = bz (ur,ur,v) for Vv € V (Qr).

5.4. Weakly compactness of operator B.

Proposition 5. Operator B : V (Qf) — L2(0,T;V*(Qyr)) is weakly compact
operator, i. e. any weakly convergent sequence {u’L”}To cV (Q%) possesses a subse-
quence {u"*}7° C {u}]° such that {B (u]"*)}]° weakly converge in L* (0, T; V* ().

Proof. Let a sequence {uf'}{° C V (Qf) be weakly converge to u? in V (Qf) Then
there exists a subsequence {u]"}7° C {u7*}7" such that u"* — w9 in L?(0,T; H)
according to known embedding theorems, i. e. since the inclusion

L?(0,T;V (1)) "W (0,T5V* (Qr)) € L* (0,T; H)
is compact (see, e. g. [7], [28]). Indeed, for us it is enough to show that the operator

3
generated by > ur;Djur is weakly compact from V (Q%) to L2(0,T;V* (Q1)).
j=1
From a priori estimations and Proposition (] follows that operator B : V (Q:LF) —
L?(0,T;V* (Qy)) is bounded, consequently B ({u}"*}]°) belongs to bounded subset
of the space L? (0,T;V* (Q1)). This lead the weak convergence

(5.16) B(uf™) —x in L*(0,T;V*(Qyz))

according by reflexivity of this space (at least, there exists such subsequence that
this occurs).
Introduce the vector space

' (Qr) ={v|vieC'([0,T];C5 (1)), i=1,2,3}

and consider the trilinear form

T T T ;4
/ (B (uf'),v)g, dt = /b (uft uph, o) dt = <ZuTiju’L”,v> dt =
0 0 o V=l Qr
where v € C? (@L), then according to (B3] we get
3 T
—Z [(uﬁu’[‘l — al_luﬁ-u%) Dyv; + (uﬁu’L”Q — a;luﬁ-u%) ngi} dxidxadt.

=% p,,0p
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If in this sum separately we take arbitrary therm then it is not difficult to see
that the following convergence is true

T
/ / uﬁu?lDlvidxldedt — / / uLiuLlDlvidxldedt

OPz3QL OPz3QL

because u}* — ur,; in L?(0,T; H) and w7} — ug; in L2 (0,T; H) (at least) since
u" belong, at least, to a bounded subset of V (Q7) and (5.I6) holds for each therm.
Thus we obtain

x=B(uy) = Bu}*) = B(ur) inL*(0,T;V*(Qyz))
by using the density of C! (@L) inV (Q:LF) ]

Consequently, we proved the existence of the function uy, € V (Q:LF) that satisfies
equation (B]) by applying to this problem of the Faedo-Galerkin method by virtue
of the above mentioned results.

5.5. Realisation of the initial condition. The proof of the realisation of initial
condition we can lead according to same way as in [28] (see, also [2], [7]), we will
act in just the same way.

Let ¢ be a continuously differentiable function on [0, 7] with ¢(T) = 0. We
multiply (5I3) by ¢(¢), and then integrate the first term by parts. This leads to
the equation

oSY~—N

T
d
<uLm; %¢( > / VAULm, ¢ wj>QL dt+
0

o\'ﬂ

T
b (W L, Bty dt + / For$(Ew5) g, dt + (WoLm, GO)w;) o,
0

We can pass to the limit with respect to subsequence {u Lmz}?; of the sequence
{urm} e_; in all of terms by virtue of results which are proved in above subsections.
Then we find the equation

T T
_/ <UL;%¢( > / VAUL,gf) wj>QL dt+
0 0

T T
(5.17) / b(up, ur, 6(t)w;) dt + / fo, 6(0)w3)g, dt + (o, O)w;)g
0 0

that holds for each wj, j =1,2,.... Consequently, this equation holds for any finite
linear combination of the w; and moreover because of a continuity (5.17) remains
true for any v € V (Qr).

Whence, one can draw conclusion that function uy, satisfies equation (G.1J) in the
distribution sense.
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Now if we multiply (5I)) by ¢(¢), and integrate with respect to ¢ after integrating
the first term by parts, we get

T J T
— <uL,v— > (vAur, ¢(t) Q dt+
Jlusgo, o]
T 3 T
/ <ZULijUL7 ¢(t)v> dt = /<fL7 ¢(t)v>szL dt + (ur, (0) =¢(O)U>QL .
o \i=1 Qr 0

If we will compare this with (GI7) after replacing w; with any v € V' (Qr,) then
we obtain

¢(0) (ur, (0) — uor,v)q, = 0.
Hence, we get the realisation of the initial condition by virtue of arbitrariness of

v €V (Qr) and ¢, as one can choose ¢(0) # 0.
Consequently, the following result is proved.

Theorem 5. Under above mentioned conditions for any
wor € (H(Q))*, fo € (0,15 V" ()
problem ([-3) - (4-3) has weak solution ur, (t,x) that belongs to V (Qf)

Remark 1. From the obtained a priori estimations and Propositions[4] and [ fol-
lows of the fulfilment of all conditions of the general theorem of the compactness
method (see, e. g. [31], [32], and for complementary informations see, [34], [33]).
We would like to note also that the general theorems also were proved by using of
the Faedo-Galerkin method and e—regularization.

Here we would like to note we could prove the existence of problem {{-3) - (4.9
by other way with using of the following general existence theorem (see, [31], [32])
if in the adduced below theorem the pn-space to replace onto V ().

Let X andY be Banach spaces with duals X* and Y™ respectively, Y be a reflexive
Banach space, My C X be a weakly complete "reflexive” pn—space (see, Appendix
A B2] or [31]), Xo € Mo NY be a separable vector topological space such that

TOMO = Mo, X, =Y. Consider the following problem:

(5.18) Cé—f—l—f(t,x(t)):y(t), ye LP (0, T;Y); x(0)=0

Let the following conditions be fulfilled:
i) f: ](?)’171707171 (0,T; Mo, Y) — LP (0,T;Y) is a weakly compact operator, where

Py o (0,15 Mo, Y) = L (0, T3 Mo) "W (0, T3Y) n{a () | 2 (0) =0},

1 < max{pi,p} < po < 00, Py = ;255
(i) there is a linear continuous operator L : WPz (0,T; Xo) — W*=P2(0,T;Y™),
s > 0, po > 1 such that L commutes with % and the conjugate operator L* has
ker(L*) = {0};

(iit) there ezist a continuous function ¢ : RL U {0} — R' and numbers 7o > 0
and 71 > 0 such that (1) is nondecreasing for T > 7o, ¢ (71) > 0 and operators f
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and L satisfy the following inequality for any x € LP° (0,T; Xo)

(f(t.x (1), La ()dt > ¢ ([2]ro(Mmo)) [2]2r0 (Mo

o\’ﬂ

(iv) there exist a linear bounded operator Ly : Xo — Y and constants Cy > 0,
C1,Cy >0, v > 1 such that the inequalities

(€(t), LE®)dt > CollLo&llze o,r:v) — Cos

—

<3—i,Lx (T))dr

Y

(o5 ||L0{E||)V/ (t) —Csy, a.e. te (0, T]

O\w =]

hold for any x € W1Po (0,T; Xo) and & € LP° (0,T; Xo).

Theorem 6. Assume that conditions (i) - (w) are fulfilled. Then the Cauchy
problem ([518) is solvable in :F0’17p07p1 (0, T;Mo,Y) in the following sense

/ T
4<Ccll_f + 1tz ),y" (t)>dt _{

foranyye G CLP (0,T;Y), where G= U G,:

(y(),y" (®)dt, Vy"eL™(0,T:Y"),

T T
Gr=qyel”(0,T;Y) /I(y (t), Lz (1)) dt < /<f(t,l’(t))7Ll‘ (t))dt —c,
0 0

Ve LP(0,T; Xo), [‘T]LPO(O,T;MD) = r} , Co < ¢ < oo.
The next proposition follows immediately from the theorem

Corollary 1. Under assumptions of Theorem [@ the problem (518) is solvable in
lgl,po,pl (0, T; Mo, Y) for any y € LP (0,T;Y) satisfying the condition: there is

r > 0 such that the inequality

Hy”Lm(o,Ty) <o ([x]LPO (O,T;Mo))
holds for any x € LP° (0,T; Xo) with [x]reo(pmy) > 7. Furthermore, if ¢ (1) 7 00
as T ' oo then the problem ([518) is solvable in 1(?)’17170,,,1 (0, T; My,Y) for any
y € LPr (0, T,Y) satisfying the inequality

1

supy —————
(2] Lro (0,7:Mo0)

T
/(y (t),Lx(t)) dt | x € L*° (0,T;Xo) p < 0.
0
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6. UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTION OF PROBLEM (3.3) - (3.5)

For the study of the uniqueness of the solution as usually: we will assume that
the posed problem have two different solutions v = (u1,u2,us), v = (v1,v2,v3)
and we will investigate its difference: w = u — v. (Here for brevity we won’t specify
indexes for functions, which shows that we investigate problem ({3)) - (3X) on QT.)
Then for w we obtain the following problem

%—f —v[(1+a?) DY + (1+a3*) D3] w — 2vay 'ay ' D1 Dyw+

(u1 — al_lug) Diu — (vl — al_lv3) Dyv+ (ug — a2_1U3) Dou—
(1)2 — a;lvg) Dov =0,

divw = Dy [(u — a1_1U3) — (v — al_lv3)] + Do [(u — a2_1U3) —
(61) (’U—a;lvgﬂ = Diw+ Doyw — (al_lDl —|—a2_1D2) wsg =0,
(6.2) w(0,2) =0, z€QNL; w| omrxon, =0.

Hence, we derive

—— ||w||§ +v [(1 + afz) ||D1w||§ + (1 + a;z) ||D2w||§} +
2ua1_1a2_1 (D1w, D2w>QL + <(u1 — a1_1U3) Diu — (v1 - al_lvg) Dlv,w> +

=0
L

Qr
<(u2 — a;liw) Dou — (1}2 — a;lvg) ng,w>Q
or

1d
2dt

2a1_1a2_1 (Dyw, D2w>QJ + (u1D1u — v1D1v,w) g+ (ugDau — v2 Dov,w) g, —

2 2 2 — 2 — 2
lwlly +v (D1l + 1D2wl3) +v [ [ Dywll; + a5 [ Dawll3 +

(6.3) al_l (usD1u — v3Dyv, w>QL — a2_1 (usDau — v3Dav,w), = 0.

If we consider the last 4 added elements of left part (6.3]), separately, and if we
simplify these by calculations then we get

(w1 D1u,w)g, + (1 D1w,w) g, + (w2Dau, w)g  + (vaDow,w)q, —

afl <w3D1u,w>QL — afl <v3D1w,w>QL — agl (w3 Dau, W), — agl (v3Daw, W), =

1 1
(w1 Dyu, w)g, + 3 <vl,D1w2>QL + (weDau,w)g + 3 (va, D2w2>QL -
_ 1 _ _
aj ! <w3D1u,w>QL ~ 5% ! <’U3, D1w2>QL — as 1 <w3D2u,w>QL —

1 1 1
—a;l <v3, D2w2> = 3 <v1 — aflvg, D1w2>QL + = <vz — a;lvg, D2w2> +

D) 2
(w1 = ay'ws) w, D1“>QL + (w2 = ay 'ws) w, Dou)q, =

Qr,

<(w1 — al_lwg) w, D1u>QL + <(w2 — aglwg) w, D2u>QL .

In the last equality we use the equation dive = 0 (see, (@4])) and the condition

©2)

If we take into account this equality in equation ([G3]) then we get the equation

1d 2 2 2 _ 2
5 I0ll3 + v (IDrwl} + 1D2wl3) +v [ar? [ Dywl§ +
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-2 2 1 -1 -1
ay “ || Daw||5 + 2ay "ay” (Diw, D2w>QL} + <(w1 —a w3) w, D1U>QL +

(6.4) (w2 — ay 'ws) w,D2u>QL =0, (t,z)e (0,T)x QL

Consequently, we derive the Cauchy problem for the equation (6.4]) with the
initial condition
(6.5) [[wl[ (0) = 0.

Hence giving rise to the differential inequality we get the following Cauchy prob-
lem for the differential inequality

ld 2 2 2
s w3 +v (1Dl + 1 Dawl3) <
(6.6) ‘<(w1 - aflwg) w, D1u>QL’ + ‘<(w2 — a;lwg) w, D2u>QL‘ ,
with the initial condition ([G.3]).
We have the following estimate for the right side of (G.6])
‘<(w1 - al_lwg) w, D1U>QL‘ + ‘<(w2 — a2_1’lU3) w, D2u>QL‘ S
(Ifwr = a3 Pl 4wz = ag Pws|] ) olly [92ll, <
whence with the use of Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality ([30]) we have
_ _ 2
(1+ max {[a7" a5 [}) lwll2 [V ully < cllwll, IVwly [Vl
It need to note that
(wl — al_lwg,) w, (wg — (12_1’(1}3) we L2(0,T;V*(Qr)),
by virtue of (BIH).

Now taking this into account in (G.6]) one can arrive the following Cauchy problem
for differential inequality

1d
5 g 121 () + v [IVwll3 () < e wlly () [Vl (@) 1 Vull, (1) <

C (e, ) IVull3 (&) [wll3 () + v [Vwll; (), [Jwl]l; (0) =0
since w € L™ (0, T;(H (QL))3>, and consequently, ||w|, [|[Vw|, € L*(0,T) by the

virtue of the above existence theorem w € V (Qf), here C (¢,v) > 0 is constant.
Thus we obtain the problem

d
= w3 (1) <2C (e, ) [Vully () w3 (1), Jlwll, (0) =0,
if we denote ||w||§ (t) =y (¢) then

Z0(0) 220 () IVl 0y (@), 5(0) =0,

Consequently, we obtain ||w||§ (t) =y (t) =0, i.e. the following result is proved:
Theorem 7. Under above mentioned conditions for any
(f.u0) € L2 (0,T; V* (Qp)) x (H (Q))°
problem (£.3) - (-0 has a unique weak solution u (t,x) that is contained in V (Q:LF)
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7. PROOF OF THEOREM

Proof. (of Theorem [)). As is known ([1], [23], [9], [7]), problem (1.1') - ([L3J) is
solvable and possesses weak solution that is contained in the space V (QT) So,
assume problem (1.1%) - ([T3) has, at least, two different solutions under conditions
of Theorem

It is clear that if the problem have more than one solution then there is, at
least, some subdomain of Q7 = (0,7) x €, on which this problem has, at least,
two solutions such, that each from the other are different. Consequently, starting
from the above Lemma [3] we need to investigate the existence and uniqueness of
the posed problem on arbitrary fixed subdomain on which it is possibl that our
problem can possess more than one solution, more exactly in the case when the
subdomain is generated by an arbitrary fixed hyperplane by the virtue of Lemma
It is clear that, for us it is enough to prove that no such subdomain generated by
a hyperplane on which more than single solutions of problem (1.1') - (3] exists,
again by virtue of Lemma In other words, for us it remains to use the above
results (i.e. Theorems Bl and [7) in order to end the proof.

From the proved theorems above we obtain that there does not exist a subdo-
main, defined in the previous section, on which problem (1.1!) - ([3) reduced on
this subdomain might possesses more than one weak solution. Consequently, tak-
ing Lemma [3] into account we obtain that the problem (1.1') - (L3) (i.e.) under
conditions of Theorem [2] possesses only one weak solution. O

So, under conditions of Theorem 2] the uniqueness of the weak solution u(z,t)
(of velocity vector) of the problem obtained from the mixed problem for the in-
compressible Navier-Stokes equation by using approach of the Hopf-Leray in three
dimension case is proved as noted in Notation 1.

Hence one can make the following conclusion

8. CONCLUSION

Let us
feL?0,T;V:(Q), u € (H(Q))?.

It is well-known that the following inclusions are dense

L2 (o,T;H1/2 (Q)) C L2 (QT); HY2(Q) C (H(Q)® &

L? (O,T;HW’ (Q)) cL? (O,T; (H! (Q))?’)
consequently, there exist sequences

fuom ey © HY2 () { by © 12 (0,732 (@)

such that wom — up in (H (2))* and womll () < lwoll(giayys: fm — fin

. 3
L2 (OvT? (H™ () ) and ”fm”L?(O,T;(H*l(Q))S) < ||f||L2(O,T;(H*1(Q))3)'

Consequently, for any & > 0 there exist m (¢) > 1 such that under m > m (g) for
the corresponding elements wug,,, fm of the above sequences

HUO - uOmH(H(Q))3 <g Hf - fm”[ﬂ(o)T;(H*l(Q))?’) <e

hold, and also the claim of Theorem 2]is valid for problem (1.11) - (L3)) with these
datums.
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One can note that the space that is everywhere dense subset of the necessary
space possesses the minimal smoothness with respect to the needed space and also
is sufficient for the application of our approach. So, we establish:

Theorem 8. Let Q be a Lipschitz open bounded set in R>. Then the existing
by Theorem 1 weak solution u € V (Q) of the system (1.1*) - (I.3) is unique,
if the given functions f and ug satisfy of conditions f € L? (O,T;H1/2 (Q)) and
ug € HY?(Q), where a solution be understood in the sense of Definition 3, as is
well-known, spaces L (0, T HY/2 (Q)) and HY2(Q) are everywhere dense in spaces
L2(0,T;V* () and (H (Q))°, respectively.

Acknowledgement 1. The author express the gratitude to russian mathematicians
of Moscow for their giving useful suggestions and comments, which have helped to
correct and sufficiently much to improve this paper.
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