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A Pressure Associated with a Weak Solution to the
Navier-Stokes Equations with Navier’s Boundary
Conditions
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Abstract

We show that if u is a weak solution to the Navier-Stokes initial-boundary value problem
with Navier’s slip boundary conditions in Q7 :=  x (0,7), where Q is a domain in R3,
then an associated pressure p exists as a distribution with a certain structure. Furthermore, we
also show that if €2 is a “smooth” domain in R? then the pressure is represented by a function
in Q7 with a certain rate of integrability. Finally, we study the regularity of the pressure in

sub-domains of ()7, where u satisfies Serrin’s integrability conditions.
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1 Introduction
1.1. The Navier—Stokes initial-boundary value problem with Navier’s boundary
Let T > 0 and 2 be a locally Lipschitz domain in R, satisfying the condition

(1) there exists a sequence of bounded Lipschitz domains 1 C Qo C ... such that Q)
and (09, N Q) C {x € R3; |x| > n} foralln € N.

conditions.

= UZO:1 Qn

Note that condition (i) is automatically satisfied e.g. if = R? or 2 is a half-space in R? or 2 is a
bounded or exterior Lipschitz domain in R?. Put Q7 := Q x (0,T) and 'y := 99 x (0,T). We

deal with the Navier—Stokes system

ou+u-Vu+Vp = vAu+f in Qr,
divua = 0 in Qr

with the slip boundary conditions
a) u-n=0, b) [T4(u)-n}J,+~yu=0 onI'p

and the initial condition
u | 1=0 = up-.
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Equations (LI, describe the motion of a viscous incompressible fluid in domain 2 in the
time interval (0,7"). The unknowns are u (the velocity) and p (the pressure). Factor v in equation
(L.I) denotes the kinematic coefficient of viscosity (it is supposed to be a positive constant) and f
denotes an external body force. The outer normal vector field on €2 is denoted by n, T4(u) denotes
the dynamic stress tensor, —T4(u) - n is the force with which the fluid acts on the boundary of 2
(we put the minus sign in front of Tq(u) - n because n is the outer normal vector and we express
the force acting on ) from the interior of {2), subscript 7 denotes the tangential component and
~ (which is supposed to be a nonnegative constant) is the coefficient of friction between the fluid
and the boundary of 2. The density of the fluid is supposed to be constant and equal to one. In an
incompressible Newtonian fluid, the dynamic stress tensor satisfies Tq(u) = 2vD(u), where the
rate of deformation tensor D(u) equals (Vu)s (the symmetric part of Vu).

Equations (LI)), (I.2) are mostly studied together with the no—slip boundary condition
u=20 (1.5)

on I'r. However, an increasing attention in recent years has also been given to boundary conditions
(L.3), which have a good physical sense. While condition (I.3h) expresses the impermeability of
09, condition (L4b) expresses the requirement that the tangential component of the force with
which the fluid acts on the boundary be proportional to the tangential velocity. Conditions (1.3))
are mostly called Navier’s boundary conditions, because they were proposed by H. Navier in the
first half of the 19th century.

1.2. Briefly on the qualitative theory of the problem (LI)-(1.4). As to the qualitative theory
for the problem (LI)—(L.4), it is necessary to note that it is not at the moment so elaborated as in
the case of the no-slip boundary condition (I.3)). Nevertheless, the readers can find the definition
of a weak solution to the problem (L.I)-(L4) and the proof of the global in time existence of a
weak solution e.g. in the papers [6] (with f = 0), [20] (in a time-varying domain £2) and [25]] (in
a half-space). We repeat the definition in section 3l Theorems on the local in time existence of
a strong solution are proven e.g. in [6] (for f = 0) and [15] (in a smooth bounded domain 2).
Steady problems are studied in [2]] and [3].

1.3. On the contents and results of this paper. We shall see in section [3] that the definition of a
weak solution to the problem (LI)—(I.4) does not explicitly contain the pressure. (This situation is
well known from the theory of the Navier—Stokes equations with the no—slip boundary condition
(L.3).) This is also why we usually understand, under a “weak solution”, only the velocity u and
not the pair (u, p). There arises a question whether one can naturally assign some pressure p to
a weak solution u. It is known from the theory of the Navier-Stokes equations with the no—slip
boundary condition (L.3)) that the pressure, associated with a weak solution, generally exists only
as a distribution in Q7. (See [16], [34], [29], [111], [32], [35] and [22]].) The distribution is regular
(i.e. it can be identified with a function with some rate of integrability in ()7) if domain € is
“smooth”, see [31]], [13]] and [22]]. In section [ of this paper, we show that one can naturally assign
a pressure, as a distribution, to a weak solution to the Navier—Stokes equations with Navier’s
boundary conditions (I.3)), too. Moreover, we show in section [l that the associated pressure is not
just a distribution, satisfying together with the weak solution u equations (I.I)), (I.2)) in the sense of
distributions in Q7 (where the distributions are applied to test functions from C3°(Q)7)), but that
it is a distribution with a certain structure, which can be applied to functions from C*>(Qr) with
a compact support in £ x (0,7") and with the normal component equal to zero on I'7.. In section
[5l we show that if domain €2 is smooth and bounded then the associated pressure is a function with



a certain rate of integrability in Q7. Finally, in section [6] we study the regularity of the associated
pressure in a sub-domain ' x (t1,t2) of Qp, where u satisfies Serrin’s integrability conditions.
We shall see that the regularity depends on boundary conditions, satisfied by the velocity on I'7.

2

Notation and auxiliary results

2.1. Notation. We use this notation of functions, function spaces, dual spaces, etc.:

o

o

o

Qo CC Q means that Qg is a bounded domain in R? such that Qg C €.
Vector functions and spaces of vector functions are denoted by boldface letters.

CS?U(Q) denotes the linear space of infinitely differentiable divergence-free vector functions in
), with a compact support in §2.

Let 1 < ¢ < oo. We denote by L ;(f2) the closure of C§, () in L9(Q). The subscript 7
means that functions from L , () have the normal component on IS equal to zero in a certain
weak sense of traces and they are therefore tangential on 0€). The subscript o expresses the
fact that functions from L{ ,(2) are divergence—free in 2 in the sense of distributions. (See
e.g. [10] for more information.)

Put G,(Q) :={Vy e LI(Q); ¢ € I/Vlicq(Q)} G, () is a closed subspace of L7((2), see [10]
Exercise I11.1.2].

WH(Q) := {VEWL‘]( ) v-n = 0ae.ondN},

WEH(Q) = {peW: +49((2), supp ¢ is a compact set in R3},

W25 () == WH(Q )ﬂL?,a(Q) = Wr(Q) NLL, ().

W2l o(Q) = WrE(Q) nWrL(Q).

The norms in L9(Q2) and in L9(f2) are denoted by ||.||,- The norms in W*4(Q) and in
WH4(Q) (for k € N) are denoted by ||. |4 If the considered domain differs from €2 then

we use e.g. the notation || . ||, or || . |4 c» etc. The scalar products in L?($2) and in L?(Q2)
are denoted by (., .)2 and the scalar products in W12(Q) and in W12(Q) are denoted by

(., .)1,2.

The conjugate exponent is denoted by prime, so thate.g. ¢ = q/(¢ — 1). W 1"1,(9) denotes
the dual space to W+4(€2) and W5 57 (Q) denotes the dual space to W% (£2). The norm in
W17 (Q), respectively Wi 57 (), is denoted by || . | =147, respectively by || . ||—1,4; o

The duality between elements of W Ld () and WE%(Q) is denoted by (. , . ), and the duality
between elements of W 5% () and WE%(Q) is denoted by (., . )r..

WL (Q)L denotes the space of annihilators of WEZ () in W17 (Q). i.e. the space {g e
Wb (Q); Ve € Wi (Q) : (g, ¢)r = 0}

2.2. LY(Q) and L%, (Q) as subspaces of W57 (Q) and W, 57 (Q), respectively. The
Lebesgue space L? (Q) can be identified with a subspace of W ¢ (2) so that if g € L7 (Q)
then

(8, p)r = /Qg-sodx (2.1)



for all ¢ € WE?(Q). Similarly, LZ,(€) can be identified with a subspace of W2 (Q) so that
if g € LY, (Q) then

(8 P)ro = /Qf g dx (2.2)

for all ¢ € WE2(Q). Thus, if g € L, () and ¢ € WLL(Q) then the dualities (g, ), and
(8, ®)r.o coincide.

Note that if g € LY (€2) then the integral on the right hand side of (2.1)) also defines a bounded
linear functional on W14 (). This, however, does not mean that L?' (€2) can be identified with

a subspace of W, L (Q). The reason is, for instance, that the spaces L (€2) and W, L (Q) do
not have the same zero element. (If ¢ is a non-constant function in C3°(£2) then V1) is a non-zero

element of LY (Q), but it induces the zero element of W, Ld (Q).)
2.3. Definition and some properties of operator 7. Wr%(Q) is a closed subspace of

WLh(Q). If g € W77 (Q) (i.e. f is a bounded linear functional on W()) then we denote
by P, f the element of W, 29 (), defined by the equation

(Pyg.@)ro = (8, @)  forallp € WHE(Q).

Obviously, Py is a linear operator from W, 7(Q) to Wr 57 (), whose domain is the whole
space W5 17 (Q).

— ! .
Lemma 2.1. The operator Py is bounded, its range is WT,},—’q (Q) and Py is not one-to-one.

Proof. The boundedness of operator P, directly follows from the definition of the norms in the
spaces W5 17 (), W7 L9 (Q) and the definition of Py

Letg € W, },’ql(Q). There exists (by the Hahn-Banach theorem) an extension of g from
WL (Q) to WE9(Q), which we denote by . The extension is an element of W 7 (), satis-
fying [|g]l-1,¢ = ll&l|-1.¢;0 and

(& ®)r = (&)

forall ¢ € Wi%(Q) This shows that g = P, g. Consequently, the range of P, is the whole
space W&Clr’q/ (Q).

Finally, considering g = V) for ¢y € C§°(£2), we get

Py @)ro = (& @)y = /Q Vi pdx = 0

forall p € Wi%(Q) This shows that the operator Py is not one-to-one. g

2.4. The relation between operator P, and the Helmholtz projection. If each function g €

L7 () can be uniquely expressed in the form g = v 4+ V1 for some v € ngo(Q) and V¢ €
G (2), which is equivalent to the validity of the decomposition

!

L7(Q) = LL,(Q) ® Gg(Q), (2.3)

then we write v = Pyg. Decomposition is called the Helmholtz decomposition and the
operator P is called the Helmholtz projection. The existence of the Helmholtz decomposition



depends on exponent ¢’ and the shape of domain Q. If ¢ = 2 then the Helmholtz decomposition
exists on an arbitrary domain  and P, respectively I — P, is an orthogonal projection of L(£2)
onto LiU(Q), respectively onto G2 (). (See e.g. [10].) If ¢’ # 2 then various sufficient conditions
for the existence of the Helmholtz decomposition can be found e.g. in [7], [9], [10], [12], [14] and
[28]].

Further on in this paragraph, we assume that the Helmholtz decomposition of Lq/(Q) exists.

Letg € Lq/(Q). Treating g as an element of W 1’q/(Q) in the sense of paragraph 2.2, we have
(Pyg,¢)ro = (8 @), forall p € WEZ (). Writing g = Pyg+ (I — Py)g, we also have

(&, ¢)r = (Pyg+ (I - Pplg,p), = (Pyg,e).
for all p € Wiz‘f,—(Q), because (I — Py)g € Gy (). Furthermore,
(Prg.e), = (Prg, ).

because Py g € L?:U(Q), p € Wi%(Q) and the formulas (2.1)) and (2.2)) show that the dualities
(Pyg,¥)r and (Pyg,¢) . are expressed by the same integrals. Hence (P, g, ¢)-, coincides

with (Pyg, @) - forall ¢ € Wig(Q) Consequently, P, g and P, g represent the same element
of W, i,’q/(Q). As Pyg € ngo(Q), P, g can also be considered to be an element of L?:U(Q),
which induces a functional in W, },—’q(Q) in the sense of paragraph 2.2. Thus, the Helmholtz
projection Py coincides with the restriction of Py to Lq/(Q).

2.5. More on the space W14 (Q)L. Identifying G, () with a subspace of W L7(Q) in
the sense of paragraph 2.2, we denote by ~G () the linear space {cp € Wiq(Q) Vg €
Gy () : (g,¢)r = 0}. Using [10, Lemma II1.2.1], we deduce that Wrl(Q) = LG, ().
Hence Wiz‘é—(Q)l = (1 G4(2))* and applying Theorem 4.7 in [24], we observe that VV%’%(Q)l
is a closure of G (£2) in the weak- topology of W 1’ql(Q). The next lemma tells us more on
elements of WE%(Q)~.

Lemma 2.2. Let F € VV;"Z,(Q)l and Qg CC Q be a nonempty sub-domain of ). Then there
exists a unique p € LY (Q) such that p € LY (Qg) for all R > 0, fQO pdx =0 and

loc

[pllg;0r < c(R)[|F|-1,4 forall R > 0, (2.4)

(F,¢) = —/pdiV'l,b dx for all 1 GW#%(Q) (2.5)
Q

Proof. Let {Q,} be the sequence of domains from condition (i). We can assume without the
loss of generality that Qg C Q4. Let n € N. Denote by LI _ (€, the space of all functions
from L9(f2,), whose mean value in €2, is zero. There exists a bounded linear operator B :
LT () — W9(Q,,), such that

div®B(g) = g

forall g € LI _(€,). Operator B is often called the Bogovskij or Bogovskij—Pileckas operator.
More information on operator ‘B, including its construction, can be found e.g. in [[10, Sec. I11.3]
or in [3]].

Denote by WE7(Q),, respectively W4 (€2),,, the space of all functions from WE%(Q), re-

spectively from WL (€2), that have a support in €,,. Let ¢p € W+%(Q),,. Then the restriction




of div 1 to €2, (which we again denote by div ¢/ in order to keep a simple notation) belongs to
L% () and B(divep,) € Wy(Q,). Identifying B(div ¢) with a function from W9(Q2)

mv=0
that equals zero in §2 . €2,,, we have

P = B(divey) + w,
where w is an element of Wiz‘f,—(Q), satisfying w = @ = 0in 2 \ ,,. Hence
(F, ) = (F,B(divy) . (2.6)

As F is a bounded linear functional on Wi’q(Q), vanishing on the subspace W%’%(Q), its restric-
tion to W9(Q),, is an element of W5 7 (Q),,, vanishing on WX%(€),.. Furthermore, identi-
fying functions from Wi’q(Q)n with their restrictions to €2,,, we can also consider F to be an
element of W, 1"1/(9”), vanishing on W(l)g(Qn) Thus, due to Lemma 1.4 in [22], there exists

¢(n) > 0 and a unique function p,, € L7 (2,,) such that fQO pn, dx = 0 and

Ionllgon < e() [Fllorgo, < ) [[F]-1q, 2.7)

<F,C>Qn = —/ pp div ¢ dx (2.8)

n

forall ¢ € W(l)’q(Qn). Using identity (2.8) with ¢ = B(div 1), we obtain

(F,B(divey)), = (F,B(divy)), = —/ pp divB(dive) dx = —/ pp divap dx.

n n

As the same identities also hold for n + 1 instead of n, we deduce that p,, 11 = p,, in {2,,. Hence
we may define function p in €2 by the formula p := p,, in 2,, and we have

(F,B(divy)) = —/pdivz/; dx. (2.9)
Q

If ¢ € Wr4(Q) then ¢p € WE9(Q), for sufficiently large n and (2.9) holds as well. Inequality
2.4) now follows from (2.7). Identities 2.6) and 2.9) imply 2.3). O

Note that if €2 is a bounded Lipschitz domain then the choice 25 = (2 is also possible in Lemma

3 Three equivalent weak formulations of the Navier-Stokes initial-
boundary value problem (1L.I)—(1.4)

Recall that € is supposed to be a locally Lipschitz domain in R3.

3.1. The 1st weak formulation of the Navier-Stokes IBVP (LI)-(L.4). Given uy € L2 ,(Q)
and f € L*(0,T; W5 "*(Q)). A function u € L=(0,T; L2 (Q)) N L*(0, T; W12 (Q)) is said
to be a weak solution to the problem (L1)—(L4) if the trace of u on Tt is in L*(0,T; L2(95))
and u satisfies

T
/ /[—8t¢-u+u'Vu-¢+2y(Vu)5:(Vq’))s} dxdt
0o Jo
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Q

for all vector—functions ¢ € C§°([0,T); Wi%c(Q))

Equation 3.1 follows from (I.I), (I.2) if one formally multiplies equation (I.I) by the test
function ¢ € C§°([0,7); Wi%c(Q)), applies the integration by parts and uses the boundary
conditions (L.3) and the initial condition (L4). As the integral of Vp - ¢ vanishes, the pressure p
does not explicitly appear in (3.1)).

On the other hand, if f € L?(Qr) and u is a weak solution with the additional properties
opu € L2(Qr) and u € L2(0,T; W22(Q)) then, considering the test functions ¢ in of
the form ¢(x,t) = @(x)¥(t) where o € Wia () and ¥ € C°((0,T)), and applying the
backward integration by parts, one obtains the equation

/(@u—ku-Vu—uAu—f)-cpdx =0
Q

fora.a. t € (0,7). As Wizgc(Q) is dense in L2 (), this equation shows that P>[0;u + u -
Vu — vAu — f] = 0 at a.a. time instants ¢ € (0,7). Consequently, to a.a. t € (0,7"), there exists
p € Wlif(Q) such that Vp = (I — P»)[0yu + u - Vu — vAu — f] and the functions u and p
satisfy equation (as an equation in L2(Q)) at a.a. time instants ¢ € (0,7). It follows from
the boundedness of projection P, in L2(§2) and the assumed properties of functions u and f that
Vp € L?(Qr). Considering afterwards the test functions ¢ as in (3.I), and integrating by parts in

B.1), we get

/OT/Q(atu—Fu.Vu—VAu—f).¢dx+/0T/aQ([Td(u).n]+,yu)_¢d5dt — 0

The first integral is equal to zero, because the expression in the parentheses equals —Vp a.e. in
Q7 and the integral Vp - ¢ in 2 equals zero for a.a. t € (0,7"). In the second integral, since both
u(.,t) and ¢( ., t) are tangent on 952, we can replace [Tq(u) - n] + yu by [T4(u) - n], + yu and
we thus obtain

/T/ ([Ta(u) -n]; +~yu) - ¢ dSdt = 0.
0o Joo

As this equation holds for all test functions ¢ € C§°([0,7); Wi%C(Q)), we deduce that u
satisfies the boundary condition (I.3b). Recall that this procedure works only under additional
assumptions on smoothness of the weak solution u and function f. On a general level, however, it
is not known whether the existing weak solution is smooth. Nevertheless, we show in subsection
4.4 that there exists a certain pressure, which can be naturally associated with the weak solution
to (L.I)-(1.4). The pressure generally exists only as a distribution, see Theorem [4.2]

3.2. The 2nd weak formulation of the Navier-Stokes IBVP (L.I)-(1.4). We define the operators
A:WE(Q) - W (Q) and B [Wiz(Q)]2 — W;1%(Q) by the equations

(Av,p) = / 2v(Vv)s : (Ve)s dx +/ w-pdS  forv,e € WH(Q),
Q [2}9]

<B(V7W)7¢>T = /QVVWQOdX fOI’V,W,QOGW}_’Z(Q).



By Korn’s inequality (see e.g. [33, Lemma 4]) and inequality [10, (IL.4.5), p. 63], we have
(Av,v) = / v|(Vv)s]? dx +/ yv[FdS > v ||Vv3. (3.2)
Q [2/9]

Furthermore, using the boundedness of the operator of traces from W+?(Q) to L2(dQ), we can
also deduce that there exists co > 0 such that

[AV][-12 < c2|[VV]2 (3.3)

for all v. € Wr?(Q). Thus, A is a bounded one—to—one operator, mapping W+?(Q) into
W;53(Q). If k > 0 then the range of A + kI is the whole space W "*(2) (by the Lax—
Milgram theorem) and (A + k)~ is a bounded operator from W ?() onto Wx2(Q). If Q2 is
bounded then the same statements also hold for £ = 0. The bilinear operator B satisfies

B Wil ap = s LBV
PEW2(Q), 70 lellr.2
1/2 1/2

v-Vw, @) v v Vw||2 [|ells

N o I HHG Hu Iz [l
PEWE(Q), 70 P2 PEWHA(Q), 90 ®liL2
1/2 1/2

< clvly? IVvly? [Vl (3.4)

(We have used the imbedding inequality ||v|j¢ < c||v||12. Here and further on, ¢ denotes the
generic constant.)

Let u be a weak solution of the IBVP (LI)—(L4) in the sense of paragraph 3.1. It follows from
the estimates (3.3]) and (3.4)) that

Au e L2(0,7; W7 H2(Q)) and B(u,u) € L*3(0,T; W;12(Q)). (3.5)

Considering ¢ in (3I) in the form ¢(x,t) = @(x)I(t), where @ € WE2% .(Q) and ¥ €
C§°((0,T)), we deduce that u satisfies the equation

% (u,0)2 + (Au, ) _+ (B(u,u),¢) = (f,¢), (3.6)

a.e.in (0,7"), where the derivative of (u, ¢ )2 means the derivative in the sense of distributions. As
the space Wi%c(Q) is dense in Wi%(Q), (3.6) holds for all ¢ € Wi%(Q) It follows from (3.3))
that (Au, @), € L*(0,T) and (B(u,u), ), € L¥3(0,T). Since (f, p), € L?(0,T), we obtain
from (3.6) that the distributional derivative of (u, ) with respect to t is in L*/3(0,7T"). Hence
(u, )2 is a.e. in [0,7T") equal to a continuous function and the weak solution u is (after a possible
redefinition on a set of measure zero) a weakly continuous function from [0, 7)) to L2 , (£2). Now,
one can easily deduce from (3.1)) that u satisfies the initial condition (I.4) in the sense that

(W, 9)2],_o = (10, 9)2 (3.7)

for all ¢ € Wi%(Q) Thus, we come to the 2nd weak formulation of the IBVP (L.I)—(1.4):
Given ug € L2 ,(Q) and f € L*(0,T; W; "*(Q)). Findu € L>(0,T; L2 ,(Q)) N L*(0,T;

WLE2(Q)) (called the weak solution) such that u satisfies equation (3.6) a.e. in (0,T) and the
initial condition (32) for all ¢ € Wr3(S).



We have shown that if u is a weak solution of the IBVP (I.I)—(L.4)) in the sense of the 1st def-
inition (see paragraph 3.1) then it also satisfies the 2nd definition. Applying standard arguments,
one can also show the opposite, i.e. if u satisfies the 2nd definition then it also satisfies the 1st
definition.

3.3. The 3rd weak formulation of the Navier-Stokes IBVP (I.1)-(1.4). Equation (3.6) can also
be written in the equivalent form

d
a4 (0, 0)2 + (P2 Aw, )+ (P2B(u,u), ) = (Paf,0) . (3.8)

Let us denote by (u’),, the distributional derivative with respect to ¢ of u, as a function from (0, 7")
to W, },—2(9) (We explain later why we use the notation (u’), and not just u’.) Equation (3.8)
can also be written in the form

(W) + P2 Au+ PyB(u,u) = Pof, (3.9)

which is an equation in W, &2(€2), satisfied a.e. in the time interval (0, 7). (This can be deduced
by means of Lemma IIL1.1 in [34].) Due to 33) and B.6), (v'), € L*3(0,T; W7 57*(Q)).
Hence u coincides a.e. in (0,7") with a continuous function from [0,7") to W, &2(€) and it is
therefore meaningful to prescribe an initial condition for u at time ¢ = 0. Thus, we obtain the 3rd
equivalent definition of a weak solution to the IBVP (LI)—(L.4):

Given ug € L2 (Q) and £ € L*(0,T; W;3(Q)). Function u € L>(0,T; L2 (Q)) N

L2(0,T; Wr2(Q)) is called a weak solution to the IBVP (IT)~(I3) if u satisfies equation (3.9)
a.e. in the interval (0,T) and the initial condition (L.4).

We have explained that if u is a weak solution in the sense of the 2nd definition then it satisfies
the 3rd definition. The validity of the opposite implication can be again verified by means of
Lemma III.1.1 in [34].

3.4. Remark. Recall that (u’), is the distributional derivative with respect to ¢ of u, as a function
from (0,7) to W, (1,2(9) It is not the same as the distributional derivative with respect to ¢ of u,
as a function from (0,7") to W ?(2), which can be naturally denoted by u’. As it is important
to distinguish between these two derivatives, we use the different notation. We can formally write
(u,)g = PQH,.

Since (u'), € L*3(0,T; W, +2(€2)), u coincides a.e. in (0,T’) with a continuous function
from [0, T") to W;.5%(Q). According to what is said in the first part of this remark, this, however,
does not imply that u coincides a.e. in (0,T") with a continuous function from [0, T') to W5 2(€2).

4 An associated pressure, its uniqueness and existence

4.1. An associated pressure. Ler u be a weak solution to the IBVP (L1)-(L4). A distribution p
in Qr is called an associated pressure if the pair (u,p) satisfies the equations (L), (L.2) in the
sense of distributions in Q.

4.2. On uniqueness of the associated pressure. Let u be a weak solution to the IBVP (LI)-(1.4)
and p be an associated pressure.

If G is a distribution in (0,7") and ¢ € C§°(Q7) then we define a distribution g in Q7 by the
formula

(a9, = <G7 /QllﬁdX>(0’T), @.1)
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where (., . )@, respectively (., .)(,r), denotes the action of a distribution in Q7 on a function
from C§°(Qr) or C(Qr), respectively the action of a distribution in (0,7) on a function from
C§°((0,T)). Obviously, if ¢ € C5°((0,T); Wr(Q)) then

(Va.8)g, = ~(andive)y, = ~(6. [aveax) =0 @2

because [, div(.,t) dx = 0forall t € (0,7). Thus, p + g is a pressure, associated with the
weak solution u to the IBVP (LI)—(T.4), too.
For h € C§°((0,T)), define

(G, h>(o,T) = (g, ¢>>QT’ (4.3)

where ¢ € C§°(Qr) is chosen so that h(t) = [ (x,t) dx forall t € (0,7). The definition
of the distribution G is independent of the concrete choice of function ¢ due to these reasons: let
11 and 1y be two functions from C§°(Qr) such that h(t) = [ ¥1(x,t) dx = [ a(x,t) dx
for t € (0,T). Denote by Gy, respectively G, the distribution, defined by formula with

¥ = 9y, respectively ¥ = 1),. Since supp (¥1 — 12 is a compact subset of Q7 and [, [¥1(.,t) —
(. ,t)] dx = 0 for all ¢ € (0,T), there exists a function ¢ € C§°(Qr) such that dive¢ =

1 — o in Qp. (See e.g. [[10} Sec. I11.3] or [S]] for the construction of function ¢.) Then

(G- G27h>(O,T) = (9,91 _1/}2>>QT = ((g.div ¢>>QT7

which is equal to zero due to @.2). Formula (#.3) and the identity h(t) = [, 1 (x,t) dx show that
the distribution g has the form .

We have proven the theorem:

Theorem 4.1. The pressure, associated with a weak solution to the IBVP (L1)—~(L4), is unique up
to an additive distribution of the form (4.1).

4.3. Projections Ei’z and F, L2 1In this subsection, we introduce orthogonal projections Ei’z
and By "% in WP(Q) and W, 1’2(9), respectively, which further play an important role in the
proof of the existence of an associated pressure.

WE2(€) is a Hilbert space with the scalar product (., . Ji2={((Ao+1).,. >T, where A is
the operator A from paragraph 3.2, corresponding to ¥ = 1 and v = 0. Similarly, W 1’2(9) isa
Hilbert space with the scalar product

(gh)-12 = (& (Ao +1)"h) = ((Ao+1)"'g (Ao +1)"'h) ,. (4.4)

Denote by EM? the orthogonal projection in Wiz(Q) that vanishes just on Wii(Q), which
means that
ker E}? = W12 (Q). (4.5)

Denote by E; "2 the adjoint projection in W 1’2(9). Applying (.3), one can verify that the
range of B2 s VV%,(Q)l

Letg € W, 1’2((2) and ¢ € Wiz(Q) Then, due to (4.4) and the orthogonality of B2 we
have

(8 Er*y) = (Ao +1)7'g, E%),, = (EP* (Ao + 1) '8, 9),

10



However, the duality on the left hand side can also be expressed in another way: using again
and the fact that £ L2 4s adjoint to Ei’z, we get

(g, EF*) = (B;Yg,9), = ((Ao+ D)7 'E g ), .

Thus, we obtain the important identity
EXM(Ag+ 1) = (Ag+ D) TESH2 (4.6)

Applying ([@6), we can now show that the projection E; 2 is orthogonal in W 1’2(9). Indeed,
if g, h € W;"%(Q) then

(E‘r_l’2g7 h)_172 = ((-AO + I)_lE‘r_ng? (-AO + I)_lh)LQ
= (Ei’2 (Ao + I)_lg, (Ao + I)_lh)L2 = ((.Ao + I)_lg, E,%’2(.Ao + I)_lh)L2

= ((Ao+D7'g, (A + D) 'E; ), = (2B, °h)_ .

This verifies the orthogonality of projection 12
Finally, we will show that if ¢ € C§°(2) then

EMV¢ = Vo  forall ¢ € C(Q). (4.7)

Thus, let ¢ € C5°(Q). Then Vo € WE(Q) and (Ag + )V = V(—A + I)¢p € Wrz(Q)L.
Hence

E-Y Ao+ D)V = (Ag+ 1)V
Applying (@.6), we also get
E;Y Ao+ DVe = (Ao + 1)EFVe.

Since Ag + I is a one-to-one operator from W32(€) to W5 %(Q), the last two identities show
that (4.7)) holds.

4.4. Existence of an associated pressure. In this paragraph, we show that to every weak solution
of the IBVP (L.ID)—(1.4), an associated pressure exists and has a certain structure.

Let u be a weak solution to the IBVP (LI)-(L.4). Due to [34, Lemma III.1.1], equation (3.9)
is equivalent to

u(t)—u(0)+/0t772[Au+B(u,u)—f} dr =0

fora.a.t € (0,7). (As usually, we identify u( ., ¢) and u(t).) Since u(t) and u(0) are in L2 (12),
they coincide with Pou(t) and Pou(0), respectively. (See paragraph 2.4.) Hence

t
Ps <u(t) —u(0) +/ [.Au + B(u,u) — f] d7-> - 0.
0
Define F(t) € W5 () by the formula

F(t) := u(t) — u(0) + /0 t [Au + B(u,u) — f] dr. (4.8)
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Since (F(t),¢),; = (P2F(t),¢);» = 0 forall ¢p € WLEZ(Q), F(t) belongs to Wi (Q)L.
Hence By "?F(t) = F(t) and (I — E;x "*)F(t) = 0. Thus,

(- E7%)u(t) - (1 - B7%2)u(0)

_|_/t(I—ET_1’2)[.Au+B(u,u)—f] dr =0
0

holds as an equation in W, 1’2(9). Applying Lemma III.1.1 from [34], we deduce that
(1 — E-Y) ] + (I - E;Y?) [Au+ B(u,u) — f] = 0.
This yields
u + Au+ B(u,u) = f
+ E; 92 + Au+ B(u,u) — f]. (4.9)

(Here, [(I—E7 *)u]’ and u’ are the distributional derivatives with respect to ¢ of (I — E; *?)u and
u, respectively, as functions from (0,7) to W5 "%(Q).) Let Q9 CC € be a non-empty domain.
By Lemma[2.2] there exist unique p1(t), pai1(t), paz(t), p23(t) in L () such that

(Bt 9), = - [ pilt) dive dx,
0
(~B72Au(t)4), = - [ pult) dive dx,
« (4.10)
(BBt u(0).%), = = [ palt) dive dx
(~E7H(0.8), = ~ [ pult) dive dx
0
fora.a. t € (0,7) and all 1y € W12(€2) and the inequalities
120, < e(R)[E7 u(t)] 12 < o(R) lu(®)]-1,2,
o1 (D20, < e(R) B2 Au(t)]| 10 < o(R) [[Au(t)[-12, @1
a2 (D)ll2: 0, < e(R) B Bu(t),u(t)| 12 < c(R)[|B(u(t), u(t))]|-12,
Ipas()lla;0n < c(R) BV E(8)] 1,2 < c(R)[[£(8)][ 1,2

hold for all R > 0 and a.a. t € (0,T). Moreover, [, pi(t) dx = [ p2i(t) dx =0 (i =1,2,3)
fora.a. t € (0,7). Using the inequality ||u(t)||—1,2 < [Ju(t)||2 and estimates (3.3), we get

P1 € LOO(07Ta L2(QR))7 D21 € L2(07Ta L2(QR))7 (4 12)
pa € LY3(0,T; L2(QR)),  pas € L2(0,T; L*(QR)) '

for all R > 0.

For a.a. t € (0,7), the functions p;(t) and po; () are harmonic in §2. This follows from the
identities

/Q pi(t)Ag dx = —(Vpi(t), Vo) = (B u(t), Vo), = (u(t), B1?*Ve)
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= <u(t),V¢>T = /u(t)-qu dx = 0 (forall ¢ € C§°(Q)).
Q

(We have used (4.7).) Hence, by Weyl’s lemma, p;(¢) is a harmonic function in 2. The fact that
p21(t) is harmonic can be proved similarly.

Equation is an equation in W, 1’2(9). Applying successively each term in to the
function of the type o (x)n(t), where ¢ € W_ () and n € C§°(0,T), using formulas @.10),
and denoting pa := p21 + P22 + P23, we obtain

T T
/ /[—u-cpn’(t)+1/Vu:chn(t)+u-Vu-<p77(t)] dxdt—l—/ /7u-cp77(t) dSdt
0 Q 0 Q
T T T
= / (f,o)rn(t) dt—/ /p1 dive n/(t) dxdt+/ /pg div ¢ n(t) dxdt
0 0o Jo o Jo

for all functions ¢ € W2(Q) and n € C§°((0,T7)). Since the set of all finite linear combina-
tions of functions of the type ¢(x) n(t), where ¢ € Wi%(Q) and € C§°((0,T)), is dense in
C§e((0,7); Wi%(Q)) in the norm of W01’2(0, T; W2(Q)), we also obtain the equation

/OT/Q[—u-atqﬁ%-VVu:V¢+u.Vu.¢] dxdt+/0T/Qyu.¢det

T T T
= / (£, $)- dt—/ /p1 div 8y dxdt+/ /p2 div ¢ dx dt (4.13)
0 0 Q 0 Q

for all ¢ € C§°((0,T); Wi%(Q)) Choosing particularly ¢ € C5°(Q7) and putting

p = Oip1 +p2 = Oyp1 + P21 + P22 + P23 (4.14)

(where 0;p; is the derivative in the sense of distributions), we observe that (u, p) is a distributional

solution of the system (LI}, (I.2) in Q7.
The next theorem summarizes the results of this subsection:

Theorem 4.2. Let T > 0 and ) be a locally Lipschitz domain in R3, satisfying condition (i)
from subsection 1.1. Let u be a weak solution to the Navier-Stokes IBVP (L1)—~(L.4). Then there

exists an associated pressure p in the form ({.14), where p1, pa1, pao, po3 satisfy ({10)—(4.12).
Moreover,

1) if Qo CC Q then the functions p1(t), pa1(t), p22(t), pse(t) can be chosen so that they satisfy
the additional conditions

/Qopl(t) dx = /Qopzl(t) dx = /Qong(t) dx = /QOPQ?’(t) dx = 0,

2) the functions p1(t) and pa1(t) are harmonic in ) for a.a. t € (0,T),

3) the functions u, p1 and pa = pa1 + pao + pos satisfy the integral equation H.13) for all test
functions ¢ € C§°((0, T Wi%(Q))

Note that if 2 is a bounded Lipschitz domain then the choice €2y = € is also permitted in statement
1) of Theorem 4.2
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5 The case of a smooth bounded domain (?

5.1. Some results from paper [1]. In this section, we assume that {2 is a bounded domain in
R? with the boundary of the class C2. We denote by A, (for 1 < g < co) the linear operator in
L1 ,(£2) with the domain defined by the equation

Agv == —Vv P Av
for v e D(A,), where
D(4y) == {veW>(Q)n W;’Z,(QL [Ta(v) - n]; + v, =0 o0n 9Q}

is the domain of operator A,. Recall that Tq(v) = 2vD(v) is the dynamic stress tensor, induced
by the vector field v, and F, is the Helmholtz projection in L4(€2). Operator A, is usually called
the Stokes operator in L ;(Q). Particularly, if ¢ = 2 then Ay coincides with the restriction of
operator A, defined in subsection 3.2, to D(As). It is shown in the paper [1] by Ch. Amrouche,
M. Escobedo and A. Ghosh that (—A,) generates a bounded analytic semigroup e Aat in LI, ().
The next lemma also comes from [1], see [1, Theorem 1.3]. It concerns the solution of the inho-
mogeneous non-steady Stokes problem, given by the equations

ou+Vr = vAu+g 5.1

and (in Q7), by the boundary conditions and by the initial condition (L4). The initial
velocity ug is supposed to be from the space E#(2), which is defined to be the real interpolation
space [D(Ag), LT 5(Q2)]1/r,. The problem (G.1), (L2)—(L3) can also be equivalently written in

the form
du
X + Au = g, u(0) = ug, (5.2)

which is the initial-value problem in L% ,(€2). Although the pressure 7 does not explicitly appear
in (5.2), it can be always reconstructed in the way described in sectiondl) The lemma says:

Lemma 5.1. Let r,q € (1,00), T > 0, g € L"(0,T; LL,(Q)) and vy € EX(Q). Then the
Stokes problem (5.1), (L2), (L3), (L4) has a unique solution (u,w) in [W17(0,T; L1, () N
L7(0,T; W24(Q))] x L"(0,T; W1(2) /R). The solution satisfies the estimate

T T T T
[ vl e [l e [l o< 0 ([ sl ool ) 6

The proof is based on a more general theorem from the paper [13] by Y. Giga and H. Sohr.

5.2. Application of Lemma 5.1l If u is a weak solution to the problem (L.I)—(1.4) then, since
ue L>(0,T; L%U(Q)) NL2(0,T; WE2%(Q)), one can verify that u- Vu € L"(0,T; L4(Q)) for
alll <r<2,1<qg< 3 satisfying 2/r+3/q = 4. In order to be consistent with the assumptions
of Lemma [5.1] regarding ¢ and r, assume that 1 < ¢ < %, 1 <r<2and2/r+3/qg =4
Furthermore, assume that ug € Ef(Q)NL2 ,(2) and function f on the right hand side of equation
(@ is in L"(0,T; LY(Q)) N L2(0,T; W5 (Q)). Put g := P,f — P,(u- Vu). Then, due
to the boundedness of projection P, in LY(Q2), g € L"(0,T; L ,(Q)). Assume, moreover, that
ug € E}(Q). Now, we are in a position that we can apply Lemma 5.1] and deduce that the
linear Stokes problem (3.1)), (L2)—(L4) has a unique solution (U, ) € [W'7(0,T; LL,(2)) N
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L7(0,T; W24(Q))] x L™(0,T; WH(Q)/R), satisfying estimate (3.3) with U instead of u. In
order to show that the weak solution u of the nonlinear Navier—Stokes problem (LI)—(L4) satisfies
the same estimate, too, we need to identify u with U.

5.3. The identification of U and u. It is not obvious at the first sight that U = u, because
while U is a unique solution of the problem (5.1)), (T2)-(T.4) in the class W7 (0, T; L »(2)) N
L7(0,T; W%1(9)), u is only known to be in L>(0,T; L2 ,(2)) N L(0, T; WE2(1)). Never-
theless, applying the so called Yosida approximation of the identity operator in L ,(£2), defined
by the formula Jék) = I+ l<:_1Aq)_1 (for £ € N), in the same spirit as in [13] or [31], the
equality U = u can be established. We explain the main steps of the procedure in greater detail in
the rest of this subsection.

At first, one can deduce from [1} Section 3] that the spectrum of A, is a subset of the interval
(0, 00) on the real axis, which implies that Jék) is a bounded operator on L ,(§2) with values in
D(A,). Obviously, Jék) commutes with A, and with Jém) (for k,m € N, k £ m) and Jék) = s(k)
on L7 ,(Q) N L ,(Q) (for 1 < s < o0). If ¢ = 2 then Ay is a positive selfadjoint operator in

L2 _, see [4]. Consequently, J2(k) is a selfadjoint operator in Li »(€2), too. Finally, it is proven in

T,0°

(36, p. 246] that Jék)v — v strongly in L ,(Q) for all v € LI ,(Q) and k£ — cc.
Consider 3.I) with ¢(x,t) = [Jék)w] (x)9(t), where k € N, w € C§,(Q2) and ¥ €
Cg°([0,T)). In this case, yields

T
/0 /Q[—u . Jék)w ¥ + (u-Vu) - Jék)wﬁ +2v(Vu)y : (VJék)w)s] Y dxdt

T
+/ / yu- JP w9 dS dt
0 o0N

T
= / / £ JF w9 dxdt + / ug - J{Pw 9(0) dx. (5.4)
0 Q Q
The integral of (u - Vu) - Jék)w in {2 can be rewritten as follows:
/(u -Vu) - Jék)w dx = / P,(u-Vu)- Jék)w dx = / P,(u-Vu)- 2(k)w dx
Q Q Q

= lim [ JPu-Vu)- JPwdx= lim [ JPIP (- V) - wdx

= Jm | I Py(u - V) - w dx = lim i I J# Py(u - Vu) - w dx

= /QJék)Pq(u -Vu) - w dx.

This shows, except others, that the integrals of v; - Jék)VQ and Jék)vl - vo in () are equal for
vi, vo € L1,(Q). The integrals of 2v(Vu); : (VJ,;IC)W)S and yu - Jék)w over ) and 02,
respectively, can be modified by means of the identities:

/Mv“)s (VW) dx+/ yu- JMw ds
@ a9

= / 20V (VP w), dx + / yu- J®w s
Q o0
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N / 2vu- [(VJw)s ) dS—/”“'AJék)W dX+/ yu- JMw ds
oN Q oN

= —/ Vu-AJék)w dx = /u'AqJék)w dx = /Aqu'Jék)w dx
Q 0 Q
= —/ J(k)Aqu-wdx = —/AqJ(k)u-wdx.
Q Q
Thus, we obtain from (3.4):

T
/0 /Q[_Jék)u wid + ISP Py (u- V) - wi — vAJPu - w] 9 dxdt

T
= / /Qjé’f)f-wf} dxdt—i—/QJék)uo-wﬁ(O)dx.
0

As w and ¢ are arbitrary functions from C§°,(€2) and C§° ( [0, T)), respectively, this shows that

Jék)u is a solution of the initial-value problem

(JPu) + AgJFa = JPg, TP, 0) = JFug (5.5)

(which is a problem in L ,(9)) in the class W17 (0,T; LL,(Q)) N L"(0,T; W24(Q)). Since
Jék)U solves the same problem and belongs to the same class, we obtain the identity Jék)U(t) =
Jék)u(t) fora.a.t € (0,7"). Consequently, U(t) = u(t) fora.a. t € (0,7).

5.4. The estimate of u and an associated pressure p. Since g = P,f — P;(u- Vu), we can also
write equation (5.1)) in the form

ou+u-Vu = —Vr+vAu+f+ (I — P)(—f +u-Vu)
= —V(r+() +vAu+f,
where V( = (I — FP;)(u-Vu—f). (The fact that (I — P,)(u- Vu—f) can be expressed in the form

V( follows e.g. from [[10} section III.1].) We observe that p := 7+ ( is a pressure, associated with
the weak solution u. Since the pair (U, ) satisfies (3.3), u and p satisfy the analogous estimate

T T T
/0 ol dt + /0 lull, d + /0 Ipllf, dt

T
<c /0 (I + 12, (a- T ) e+ C [ s . (5.6)

We have proven the theorem:

Theorem 5.1. Let ) be a bounded domain in R? with the boundary of the class C? and T > 0.
Let1<q<31<r<22/r+3/g=4u€EN(Q)NL2, (Q)and f € L"(0,T; LI(Q)) N
L%(0,T; L2(Q)). Let u be a weak solution to the Navier-Stokes IBVP (L1)~(L.4) and p be an
associated pressure. Then u € L"(0,T; W24(Q)) N WL (0,T; LI(Q)) and p can be identified
with a function from L"(0,T; L3Y/G=9(Q)). The functions w, p satisfy equations (1), (L.2)
a.e. in Q1 and the boundary conditions (L.3) a.e. in I'r. Moreover; they also satisfy estimate (3.6).
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6 An interior regularity of the associated pressure

6.1. On previous results on the interior regularity of velocity and pressure. The next lemma
recalls the well known Serrin’s result on the interior regularity of weak solutions to the system
(LI, [@.2). (See e.g. [23], [27] or [11]].) It concerns weak solutions in €1 X (t1,t2), where € is
a sub-domain of {2, independently of boundary conditions on

Gammar.

Lemma 6.1. Let 1 be a sub-domain of ), 0 < t1 < to < T and let u be a weak solution to the
system (L1), (L2) with f = 0in Q1 x (t1,t2). Let u € L"(t1,t2; L*(Q1)), where r € [2,00),
s € (3,00] and 2/r + 3/s = 1. Then, if Qo CC Qy and 0 < 2¢ < to — t1, solution u has all
spatial derivatives (of all orders) bounded in Qo X (t1 + €,ty — €).

Note that Lemma uses no assumptions on boundary conditions, satisfied by u on 92 x
(0, 7). The assumption that u is a weak solution to the system (LI, in Q; X (t1,%2) means
that u € L (t1,te; L®(1)) N L2(t1,t2; WH2(€21)), divu = 0 holds in the sense of distri-
butions in €y x (t1,t2) and u satisfies for all infinitely differentiable divergence—free test
functions ¢ that have a compact support in €; x (¢1,t2). (Then the last integral on the left
hand side and both integrals on the right hand side are equal to zero.) Also note that applying
the results of [26]], one can add to the conclusions of Lemma that u is Holder—continuous in
Qo X (t1 + €,t3 — €). Lemma provides no information on the associated pressure p or the
time derivative d;u in Qo X (t; + €,t2 — €). The known results on the regularity of u and 9; in
Qg X (t1 + €, ta — €), under the assumptions that u is a weak solution of (LI), (L2 in 2 x (¢1,t2)
satisfying the conditions formulated in Lemmal6.1]in Q; x (¢1,t2), say:

a) If Q = R3 then p, O;u and all their spatial derivatives (of all orders) are in L>(Qy x (t; +
€,ty — €), see [18], [22] [30].

b) If Q is a bounded or exterior domain R? with the boundary of the class C2+(") for some h > 0
and u satisfies the no—slip boundary condition u = 0 on 02 x (0,7T") then p and J;u have all
spatial derivatives (of all orders) in L9(t1 + €,ty — €; L°°(£23)) for any ¢ € (1,2), see [19],
[L8]], [22] or [30]].

¢) If Q is a bounded domain R? with the boundary of the class C2*(") for some h > 0 and u
satisfies the Navier—type boundary conditions

u-n=0, curluxn=0 on IQ x (t1,t2)
then p and 0;u have the same regularity in Q9 X (t; + €,t2 — €) as stated in item a), see [21].

In the proofs, it is always sufficient to show that the aforementioned statements hold for p. The
same statements on O;u follow from the fact that Vp and O;u are interconnected through the
Navier—Stokes equation (L.I).

6.2. An interior regularity of p in case of Navier’s boundary conditions. We further assume
that 2 and T are as in Theorem 5. 1land f = 0. The main result of this section says:

Theorem 6.1. Let Q and T be as in Theorem[3. Iland £ = 0. Let u be a weak solution to the prob-
lem (LI)—(L4). Let Q4 be a sub-domain of Q, 0 < t; < to < T and letu € L"(t1,t2; L°(1)),
wherer € [2,00), s € (3,00 and 2/r+3/s = 1. Finally, let Q3 CC Q1 and 0 < € < to—ty. Then
p can be chosen so that all its spatial derivatives (of all orders) are in L*(t, + ¢, t3 —€; L(Q3)).
Similarly, Oyu and all its spatial derivatives (of all orders) are in L*(t1 + ¢, ty — ¢; L>®(£23)).
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Proof. There exists t, € (0,¢1) such that u(.,t,) € Wr2(Q) c E4(Q) for all r and ¢,
considered in Theorem 5.1} Hence u € L"(t,, T; W24(Q)) N W17 (t,,T; L4(£2)) and p can be
chosen so that p € L' (t., T; L?%/G~9(Q)). Let e and Q5 be the number and domain, respectively,
given by Lemmal6.1l We may assume that 25 and €23 are chosen so that () # Q3 CC Qy CC Q.

Applying the operator of divergence to equation (L), we obtain the equation
Ap = —Vu: (Vu)T, (6.1)

which holds in the sense of of distributions in Q)7. Taking into account that p is at least locally
integrable in 0y x (¢1,t3), we obtain from (6.1)) that

t2
/ 9(75)/ [pAp(x) + Vu: (Vu)? p(x)] dxdt = 0
t o
for all 0 € C§°((t1,t2)) and ¢ € C§°(£21). From this, we deduce that equation (6.1) holds in
; in the sense of distributions at a.a. fixed time instants ¢t € (t; + €,t3 — €). Let further ¢ be
one of these time instants and let ¢ be also chosen so that u(.,t) € W29(Q), dyu(.,t) € LI(Q)
and p(.,t) € L3/G-9(Q). Asp(.,t) € L},.(Q1) and the right hand side of (6.1) (at the fixed
time ?) is infinitely differentiable in the spatial variable in (29, the function p( ., ) is also infinitely
differentiable in {29, see e.g. [8]].
Let xo € Q3 and 0 < p; < pg be so small that B,,(x¢) C 2. Define an infinitely differen-
tiable non-increasing cut—off function 7 in [0, co) by the formula

=1 for 0 < o < py,
n(e) § €(0,1) forpr <o < p2,
=0 for pp < 0.

Let x € B,, (x0) and e be a constant unit vector in R3. Then
pr(X, t) e = U(‘X - XOD pr(X, t) e

1 1
=~ T un /]1@3 H Ay [77(|y - X0|) Vyp(y,t) -e] dy.

Particularly, this also holds for x = xg:

1 1
Vip(x,t) el =~ Ty g 2 [1(ly = xol) Vyp(y,t) - €] dy
1 1
-~ /RS o Ay[n(lyl) Vyp(xo +y.t) -e] dy
= — 1 [P x0) + 2P (x0) + PO (x0)], 62
T

where
1
PW(xg) = / — Ayn(ly]) [Vyp(xo +y.t) - €] dy,
Byy(0) 1]

1
PO (xy) = / L Tn(y]) - Yy [Vep(xo + y.0) - €] dy,
B, (0) lyl
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P®)(xq) = / —= Ay [Vyp(xo +y,1) - €] dy.
By, (0)

The estimate of P\®) (x(). The estimate of the last term is easy:

/ n(lyl)

[P (x0)] = (Vy v e) Ayp(xo +y,t) dy
) M
/ <Vy (|Y|) e) [Vyu(xo +y,t): (Vyu(xo —l—y,t))T] dy
By, (0)

P (0
y|

c/ ‘Vyn Y
By, (0)

The estimate of P\?) (xq). We can write

IN

) .e( dy < ¢ (6.3)

ﬁ Vyn(lyl) = Y F(lyl),

where F (s — [0 (0)/o do for s > 0. We observe that F is constant on [0, p1], equal to
zero on [pg, ) nd F'(s) = n/(s)/s for s > 0. Thus, we have

‘P@) (XO)‘ —

/ Y F(lyl) - Vy [Vyp(xo +y,t) - €] dy'
Bp2(0>

/ Ay]:(|y|) e-Vyp(xo +y,t) dy'. (6.4)
By, (0)
The vector function A, F (\y]) e can be written in the form

AyF(lyl)e = Vyely) + w(y), (6.5)

where o(y) :Vyf(|y|) ‘e, w(y)=A f(|y|) [V f(|Y|) }

The functions ¢ and w are infinitely differentiable in R® and ¢ = 0, w = 0 in R®\ B,,(0). Since
divw = VyAyF(ly|) e — Ay [Vy F(lyl) - €] = 0,

(6.3 in fact represents the Helmholtz decomposition of Ay F (|y|) e in By, (0). Substituting from
(6.3) to (6.4), we obtain

POa)] = | [ o [T W) Tl 3.0 dy'
-1/ o) TP Sora .0 dy'

= / o(y) Ayp(xo +y,t) dy‘
By, (0)

= / o(y) [Vyu(xo +y,1) : (Vyuxo +y.1)" ] dy'
By (0)
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<[ ol < 66)
Bpy (0)
The estimate of PY) (x¢). Finally, we have

1
PO (xy) = / 1 V() - Sy [yplxa +3.0) - €] dy
By (0) 1Y

—/B o [% Vyn(Iyl)] [Vyp(xo + 1) - €] dy. (6.7)

The first integral coincides with the integral in the formula for P(*)(x,) and it can be therefore
treated in the same way. The second integral on the right hand side of (6.7) - let us denote it by
P2(1) (xp) - represents the main obstacle, which finally causes that p and all its spatial derivatives
are only in L*(t; + €,ta — ; L°(Q3)) and not in L>(t; + €, t3 — €; L>(£23)), as in the cases
from items a) and c) in subsection 6.1. The integral can be written in the form

n (ly
Pél)(xo) = / (‘ D e-Vyp(xo+y,t)dy
By, (0)

ly[?

7' (ly — xol)
= [ DT e vy p(y, ) dy. 6.8
/Q Ee—— yp(y,t) dy (6.8)

Now, we use the Helmholtz decomposition

7' (ly — %ol)
— e = V. +z(y), 6.9
in the whole domain €2, where
(' (ly — o) 7" (ly —xol) 7' (ly — xol)
A =div|——5~e] = — —Xg)-e fory €,
) =div (o) = (T op s~y St ) 0 ) e fory
g_ﬁ(y) =0 fory € 0f.

As z is divergence—free and its normal component on 0f2 is zero, and the integral of Vi) - Jyu is
zero, we get

P (xg) = / Yy (y) +2(y)] - Vyply. 1) dy = /Q Yy h(y) - Vyply. ) dy

Q
= Vy(y) - [&gu +u-Vu-— VAu] (y,t) dy

Q
= /va¢(y) . [u -Vu — yAu] (y,t) dy (6.10)
We have
'/Vyzb-(u'Vu) dy‘ = '/ V§¢ (u®u) dy‘ < c/ luf?dy < e (6.11)
Q Q Q

‘/qu/}-uAu dy‘ = ‘/ Vyt - div Tg(u) dy‘
Q Q
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0+ o) n) a5 - [ W20 Tafw) dy'

= ' / Vy -yu dS — /V2 dy‘

< c/ lul dS + ‘/ Vi vVu dy‘ = c/ lu| dS + ‘/(@aﬂ/})l/(ajui) dy
o Q [2}9] Q

= o [ jlas+| [ @y @) ay
= o [ las| [ @0y - @ ay]

= / \u[dS—H// ) (0m) wi dy

1/2
/a Julds < ( [l ds) ¢ (Iallz -+l )l 2)

/2

IN

< c+cllully; (6.12)

The right hand side is in L*(t1 + ¢, — €). We have used the estimate

Vel < CKnH('y_XO') B 77'(|y—x0|)> (Y—Xo)’e‘ < ¢,

ly — %o/ ly — xo|* 0+(h)

where |. |11 (s) and | .[o4(n) are the norms in the Holder spaces CH*M)(Q) and CO+(M)(Q), re-
spectively, see [17]. The integral of |u|? on 92 has been estimated by means of [10, Theorem
I1.4.1].

We have shown that the norm of Vyp(X, t)|x=x, € in L*(t1+¢,to—¢) is finite and independent
of vector e and a concrete position of point X in domain Q3. Hence Vp € L*(0,T; L>(3)).
From this, one can deduce that p can be chosen so that p € L*(0,T; L°°(£23)). Similarly, dealing
with D$¢p(x,t), where « = (a1, g, o) is an arbitrary multi-index, instead of p(x, ¢), we show
that Dp € L*(0,T; L>(Q3), too. The proof is completed O
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