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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the energy conservation and regularity of the weak solution u to the
Navier-Stokes equations in the endpoint case. We first construct a divergence-free field u(t, 2) which
satisfies lim_,7 /T — t||u(t)|| po < oo and limy_,7 /T — t]|u(t)||L= = o0 to demonstrate that the
Type II singularity is admissible in the endpoint case u € L?°°(BMO). Secondly, we prove that if
a suitable weak solution u(t, ) satisfying ||ul| 12.. ([0, 7], Bm0(0)) < 00 for arbitrary Q C R? then the
local energy equality is valid on [0, T'| x Q. As a corollary, we also prove ||ul| 2. (jo,7];BMO®R3)) < 00
implies the global energy equality on [0, T]. Thirdly, we show that as the solution u approaches a
finite blowup time T, the norm ||u(t)||saro must blow up at a rate faster than —7—= With some

absolute constant ¢ > 0. Furthermore, we prove that if ||us||z2. (o, 1);BMmO®3)) = M < oo then
there exists a small constant cj; depended on M such that if [|us||z2. (0, 7);BMO®R?)) < car then u
is regular on (0,7 x R3.
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1 Introduction

We consider the incompressible Navier-Stokes in the domain  C R3

O —Au+u-Vu+ VP =0,
V-u=0,

u(z,t)|sq =0,

u(0,x) = up(x)

(1.1)

where the unknowns u, P denote the velocity vector field, pressure respectively.

It is well-known that if ug is smooth enough, then problems (I.I]) have a unique solution on [0,7")
for some T > 0; see, for example, [II, [0 12, 13| 35] and the references therein. The concepts of weak
solutions of (1) and their regularity were already introduced in the fundamental paper of Leray [I].
Pioneering works of Leray [I] and Hopf [I1] showed the global existence of a weak solution called
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Leray-Hopf solution. In three dimensions, however, the question of regularity and uniqueness of weak
solutions is an outstanding open problem in mathematical fluid mechanics.

On the one hand, in Leray’s paper [I], he proved that if [0,7") is the maximal existence interval of
a smooth solution, then for p > 3, there exists ¢, > 0 such that

p
[u(t, e sy = =7
T —t| 2
This means that as the solution u approaches a finite blowup time 7', the norm ||u(t)||z» with 3 < p
must blow up at a rate —2— with some absolute constant cp > 0. In general, if u satisfies
|T—t| 2P

C

u(t, )|rr@sy) < ——==
Tt

the regularity of the solution at ¢ = T remains unknown. The well-known Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-
Serrin criteria [21], 26] 29]showed that if u € L"([0, 7], L*(R3)) for 2 +2 < 1,s > 3 then u is regular
on [0,T]. For the endpoint case p = 3, Escauriaza, Serengin and Sverak [6] proved that the L>°L3
solutions are smooth. This result was improved by Tao [33] showed that as the solution u approaches
a finite blowup time 7', the critical norm |[u(t)||s must blow up at a rate (logloglog =1)¢ with some
absolute constant ¢ > 0. The other endpoint case p = co was improved by Kozono and Taniuchi
[14] proved that u € L2([0,T]; BMO(R?)) implies the regularity of the solution u to (LI]). Since

the condition [|u(t)||rms) < — =5 only requires u € L?>°(LP) for % + % = 1,p > 3, it is natural

T—t| 2p

to generalize the classical Laliyz}‘lenskaya—Prodi—Serrin type criterion into Lorentz spaces. In [I5],
Kim and Kozono proved the local boundedness of a weak solution v under the assumption that
[[wll Lr.oo (0,77 1500 (m3)) 1s sufficiently small for some (r,s) with 24+3 =1and3 < s < oo The
limiting case of the regularity criteria derived by Kim and Kozono was proved by He and Wang
[10] i.e. any weak solution u to the Navier-Stokes equations is regular under the assumption that
[[wl[ £2.00 ([0,7]; 1.0 (r3)) is sufficiently small. This results were improved by Wang and Zhang [36] which
showed that |[us|[pr.eo(o,77;0500®3)) < M and [[up|re0 (jo,7);1500 (r3)) < cpr With 243 =land3<s<
oo imply the regularity of the suitable weak solution u to Navier-Stokes equations, where uj, = (u1,us),
u = (up,ug) and cps is a small constant depending on M. Collecting the results of [14] 10, [36], one
should notice that the regularity in the endpoint case v € L>*BMO is left open. It is worth pointing
out that although the spaces L»*°L> and L>*BMO are on the same scale under the scaling (L),
but we can construct a divergence free field u(t,xz) which satisfies lim_,7 /T — t||u(t)||Bpmo < oo
and lim;_,7 T — t||u(t)||Le = oo (see Proposition [[1]). It is surprising to some extent because the
conditions lim;_,7 VT — t||u(t)||Bmo < oo and lim_,7 /T — t||u(t)|| L~ = oo implies that some Type
II blow-up are admissible in the invariant space L>*BMO. Inspiring by the above observation, it is
of interest to investigate the blow-up rate for ||u(t)||paro as the solution u approaches a finite blow-up
time T'. This is one of our goals in this paper

On the other hand, it is well-known that the Leray-Hopf weak solutions are weak continuous in L?
space, but the strong continuity of u in L? space is still an open problem in the mathematic theory
of Navier-Stokes equations. A sufficient condition for strong continuity of u in L? space is the energy
equality, as should be expected from the physical point of view. The question of energy equality
has of course also been extensively studied for Leray-Hopf solutions of the 3-dimensional Navier-
Stokes equations. Lions [23] and Ladyzhenskaya [20] proved independently that such solutions satisfy



the (global) energy equality under the additional assumption v € L*L* Shinbrot in [30] proved
the energy equality under the extrapolated version of the Lions-Ladyzhénskaya condition, namely
% + % < 1 for s > 4. The endpoint case u € L?L>® was generalized to u € L2(BMO) by Kozono and
Taniuchi [14]. Kukavica [16] proved sufficiency of the weaker but dimensionally equivalent criterion
P € L2L?. Cheskidov, Friedlander and Shvydkoy [5] proved energy equality for u € L3D(A%) on a
bounded domain; an extension to exterior domains was proved in [§] by Farwig and Taniuchi. (Here
A denotes the Stokes operator.) Seregin and Sverdk [27] proved energy equality (regularity, in fact)
for suitable weak solutions whose associated pressure is bounded from below in some sense; this paper
makes use of the low-dimensionality of the singular set for suitable weak solutions that is guaranteed
by the celebrated Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg Theorem [3]. Leslie and Shvydkoy [17]; Shvydkoy [31]
proved energy equality under assumptions on the size and (or structure of the singularity set) in
addition to the integrability of the solution. Noticing the gap between the energy conservation criteria
1

% + % = 5 and the regularity criteria 2 4 % = 1, it is natural to consider the energy conservation

at blow-up time. Recently, Leslie and Shvydkoy [18] proved that any solution to the 3-dimensional

Navier-Stokes Equations in R® which is Type I (i.e. |[|u(t)||r~ < —%=) in time must satisfy the

= VT—t
energy equality at the first blowup time 7. This result was improve(i/; Cheskidov and Luo [24] by
showing ||u(t)|] 2. By ) <0 implies energy equality. Based the example constructed in Proposition
[LIl we thus consider the energy conservation at some potential Type IT blow-up time T satisfying
limsup;_,7— VI — t||u(t)||Bpo < oo and limsup,_,p- VT — t||u(t)||Le = oo.

The tool that we use to address the question of energy conservation is the energy measure which
was first introduced in [32]. The potential failure of energy equality for a solution u of (Il can
be quantified using a so-called energy measure &£, which was defined to be the weak-x limit of the
measures |u(t)|?dz as t approaches the first possible blowup time. Precisely, assume [0,7) is the
maximal existence interval of a smooth solution to (ILI)). It is clear that |u(t)|?dz is a bounded
sequence of Radon measures, so that when t; — T~ there exists a subsequence |u(t;)|*dz which
converges weak-x to some Radon measure £ which is called the energy measure at time 7.

We introduce the following two quantities, the lower local dimension d(z,€) of £ at z € 2, and
the concentration dimension D of £ in €2, defined respectively by

(1.2) d(z,€) = liminf M,
r—0+ Inr
(1.3) D = inf{dimy(S) : S C Q compact, and E(S) > 0},

with the convention that D = 3 if the collection over which the infimum is taken is empty. The
local dimension is a standard geometric measure theoretic quantity, see [25], while the concentration
dimension which assigns a numerical value to the concentration of the energy measure, namely the
smallest Hausdorff dimension of a set of positive £-measure, was first introduced in [32], together with
the energy measure itself.

It is worth pointing out that although the definitions of d(x,£) and D are local, the results in [I§]
require the solution v must be defined on whole space R3. Hence, the methods which are dependent
on a expanding iterative arguments developed in [I8] can not deal with the energy measure on the
domains with boundary. The methods developed in [24] have similar limitations. In order to consider
energy measure and the energy conservation in arbitrary domain  C R?, we establish a new iterative
method to deal with the energy measure and the local energy equality. Our methods are applicable to
other systems for divergence free fields, in particular, to the three-dimensional MHD equations [34].



1.1 Definitions and Notations

Before presenting the main results, we give some notations and definitions. We first recall the
definitions of weak and suitable weak solutions of (L.I]).

Definition 1.1. Let T' > 0. The function u is called a Leray-Hopf weak solution of (LII) in [0,T] x
if

1 € L°(0,T; L?(Q)) N L*(0,T; H(Q);

2.There ezists a distribution P such that (u, P) satisfies (L)) in the sense of distributions;

3. satisfies the energy inequality: for a.e. to € [0,t] including tg = 0,

t
(1.4) /|u(t,x)|2d:n—i—2/ /|Vu|2dxdt§/ lu(to, x)|*dz.
Q 0 JQ Q

Furthermore, the pair (u, P) is called a suitable weak solution to (L)) if u € L3([0,7T]; L3(2)), P €
([0, T] x ) and the following local energy inequality holds

3
2

L

t t
) 2 2 2 2 P X
(1.5) /Q]u(t,x)] ¢dm+2/0 /vau\ (bdmdtg/o /Q\uy (8 + AP + (Jul]? + 2P)u - Vpdadt

for every nonnegative ¢ € C§°((0,T] x Q).

We say a point zy = (tg,x0) € [0,T] x  is a regular point of solution u to (LI]) if there exists a
non-empty neighborhood O, C [0,T] x Q of zp such that u € L>(O,,). The complement of the set
of regular points will be called the singular set.

Let (u, P) be a solution of (I.T]). Introduce the scaling

(1.6) up(t, x) = Mu(N\’t, \x); Py(t,z) = N2P(\’t, \x),
for arbitrary A > 0. Then the family (u, P) is also a solution of (LII). Setting
B,(z0) = {x € R®: |z — 29| < r}, B, = B.(0), B =By,
Qr(20) = Br(z0) x (to — %, t0), Qr = Q,(0), Q = Q1.

We introduce the following invariant quantities, which are invariant under the natural scaling (L0):

1
A(u,r,z) = sup —/ \ul?dz; B(u,r,2) = // |Vul|?dzdt,

t—r2<s<t T

z)x{s}
C(u,r, z) // |v2dzdt; D(P,r,2) // ]P[2dxdt

For simplicity, we introduce the notations
A(u,r) = A(u,,0); Bu,r) =B(u,r,0); C(u,r) = C(u,r,0); D(P,r) = D(P,r,0).

Let Q@ C R™ and Q7 = [0,7] x Q. we use LYLP(Qr) to denote the space of measurable functions
with the following norm

llgiman = | 0o Unlftt)ldn)ans, 1<q < oo,
T €55 SUPye(o, 7] Hf(ta ')HLP(Q)’ =0



The Lorentz space L™*(Q2) is the space of measurable functions with the following norm:

1

Uil = § Uo70 e €9 15(@)| > o}Fdo), 1< s < oc,
sup,~gol{z € Q: |f(x)| > o}|r, s =o0.

We say that a local integrable function f is in BMO(R?) if it satisfies

1
sup

|Br(zo)| f(@) = [f]Bg(zo)ldr < oo.
R>0,z0€R3 ‘BR(-%'O)‘ BR($0)’ ( ) [ ]BR( 0)‘

A local integrable function f is in BMOy,.(R?) if f € BMO(Y) for any € cc R3. Moreover, f(t,z)
is in L2(0, T; BMO) if || (t, |0 € L*(0,T]).

Throughout this paper, C'is a positive constant and C'(A1l, A2, ...) is a positive constant depending
on Al, A2,---.

1.2 Main results

Before the statements of our main results, we show some examples to explain that some potential type
II singularity are admissible in the space L**°([0,T]; BMO(R?)).

Proposition 1.1. Let u(x,t) = IP’{\/%M/%PT_’?(—IM\/% )Sgb(\ﬁ%)}, 0<s<2. HereP is the

Leray projection and ¢ is a radial cut-off function which equals 1 in B1 and vanishes outside of Bs.
2 4
Then, it holds

)22 ~ VT —t, [|[Vu(t)||22 ~ ———

1
(@)L >

—— ||lu lleyvo < .
In particular, it is holding that

lim /T — tHu(t)H(BMO(R?’)) < oo and lim VT — tHu(t)HLoo = Q.
t—=T t—=T

Noticing that ||[u(t)||pmo < \/% implies u € L*»*(BMO), we choose naturally the space

L***(BMO) as the workspace. We now state our main results.

Theorem 1.1. Let (u, P) be a suitable weak solution to (L)) on [0, T]xQ and ||u| 2.0 jo,1);BM0O(Q)) =
M < oo. Then it is holding that

1 1
(1.7) sup —/ \u!de—i-—// \Vul|?dxdt
t—r2<s<t I JB,(x) r Qr(2)

1 1

+—2// |u|3dazdt—|——2// |P|%d:cdt
r (%) r Qr(2)

C(p, M),

<



where Qar(2) C Qp(z) C (0,T] x Q. In particular, fix z € (0,T] x Q, there exists a constant rg
depending on d, = dist(z,0([0,T] x Q)) such that if r < ro then it is holding that

1 1
(1.8) sup —/ |u|2dx+—// \Vu|?dxdt
t—r2<s<t T JB.(z) r Qr(2)

1 1
+—2// \uy3dxdt+—2// |P|2 dwdt
r r(2) r Qr(2)
<C(M).

Moreover, we have
(1.9) d(z,€) >1; D> 1.
As an application of Theorem [[LT] we first show that

Theorem 1.2. Assume Q C R3. Let (u, P) be a solution to the Navier-Stokes equations on [0,T) x
Q which is regular on the time interval [0,T). If u experiences singularity in time at t = T and
[ull 2.0 ([0, 77;BMOQ)) = M < 00 (or limsup,_,p- VT — t||u(t)||Bpo) < o), then it is holding

t
2 2
/QIU(t)I ¢d:c+2/0 /Q|Vu| pdzdt
t t
0 JQ 0 Ja

where ¢ € CF°((0,T] x ).
The second application of Theorem [I.1] is

Theorem 1.3. Assume (u, P) be a smooth solution of the Navier-Stokes equations (L) on [0,T) x R3
and u € L*>*([0,T); BMO(R?)) (or limsup,_,;— VT — tllu(t)|| proms) < o) then the energy equality
must hold on interval [0,T]

t
(1.10) (t,-)|2dx—|—2/ / |Vu|2dﬂ:dt:/ lup|?dz for t € [0,T].
0 JR3 R3

|u
R3

Thirdly, we show a necessary condition for a solution u of Navier-Stokes equations (L.1]) developing
a singularity at time T’

Theorem 1.4. Let (u, P) be a solution to the Navier-Stokes equations (LI)) on [0,T) x R3 which
is regular on the time interval [0,T). If u satisfies ||u(t)||p2. (0,1, BMO®S)) < ¢ for suitable small
constant ¢ then u can be continued to the reqular solution beyond t = T. Especially, if u satisfies

lim sup VT — t||u(t)| |BMo®?) < ¢

t—T—

then u can be continued to the regular solution beyond t =T.

Remark 1.1. Theorem [1.4] means that as the solution w of (LII) approaches a finite blow-up time T,

the norm |[u(t)||parows) must blow up at a rate —=—.
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Furthermore, we can allow the vertical part of the velocity u to be large.
Theorem 1.5. Let (u, P) be a suitable weak solution to (LI]) on [—1,0] x R®. Assume that u satisfies
(1.11) [usl] £2.00 (—1,0:BMO®S)) = M < 00.

Then there exists a suitable small constant €1 depending on M such that if ||up|| 2. (-1,01.BMO®S)) <
g1 then u is regular in [—1,0] x R3.

By using Theorem [I.3] we obtain some corollaries.

Corollary 1.1. Assume (u, P) be a Leray-Hopf weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equations (LI]) on
[0,T] x R3. If u experiences a finite number of singularities at {t;},1 <i < N in [0,T] and u satisfies
limsup,_,,, vti — t]|u(t)||prroms) < 00, then u must satisfy energy equality on [0,T].

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume tg € (0,7') and u experiences singularity at to and 7. It
is clear that u is regular in [0, ¢9) and (¢g,T"). By Theorem [[3, we have that the energy equality must
hold on [0,%] and [ty + €, T for € € (0, 2(T — to))

(1.12) / lu(s)| dx—i—/ / |Vu|dzdt = / lup|2dz for s € [0,tg],
(1.13) / 7)|?dx +/ / |Vu|?dxdt = / lu(to + €)|>dx for T € [to + ¢, T).
to+e JR3
To show the energy equality on [0, 77, it is sufficient to prove
(1.14) Jimlu(to + )[T2ms) = [[ulto)l|F2(gsy.
On the one hand, by the weak lower semicontinuity of the L? norm of u, we know that
(1.15) )] By < liminf fu(to + )| Bz

On the other hand, it is well-known that the Leray-Hopf weak solutions on R3 satisfy the following
strong energy inequality

t
(1.16) ||u(t)||%2(R3) +/ /3 \Vu(r, z)Pdedr < ||u(s)||%2(R3) for a.e. s €0,t].
s JR
Noticing that (I.I2]) implies lims%ta [lu(s )||LQ(R3 = ||u(t0)||%2(R3). This means by (LI6])

t
(1.17) (Ol + [ [ [Vutr)Pdedr < luo)l e for ¢ to.
to JR3

This implies that

(1.18) [luto)l|Z2@s) = lim sup [lu(to + €I 2 ge)-
e—
According to (ILI8) and (LIH), we conclude that (I.I4) is holding. O
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If u is a suitable weak solution, by using Theorem [[.J] and a similar argument as [I8], we can
obtain a stronger conclusion.

Corollary 1.2. Assume (u,P) be a suitable weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equations (LIl on
[0,T] x R? and u € L*>*([0,T], BMO(R?)), then u must satisfy the energy equality on [0, T).

Proof. From Theorem [[LT], we obtain that u € L>((0,T]; M?1), where M>! is the Morrey space with
integrability 2 and rate 1. Since the Morrey space M?! is invariant under shifts f — f(- — zo) and
the rescaling f(z) — Af(Az), we have by Cannone’s Theorem [4] that u € LB . Consequently,
interpolation with the enstrophy space L?H! = L2B%72 puts the solution u into the Onsager-critical
class L3((0, T]B31,73), from which we conclude that

t
/ \u(t,-)]Qdﬂc+2/ \Vu]dedt:/ lu(to, ) 2dz for a.e. to € (0, 1.
R3 0 R3 R3

By using the fact limy, 0 ||u(to)||r2 = ||uol|r2, we deduce the energy conservation

t
\u(t,-)]Qdﬂv—i-Q/ / ]Vu\zdxdt:/ lug|>dx for t € [0,T).
R3 0 JR3 R3
U

Remark 1.2. Proposition [ and Theorem [L.3 imply that though the solution u to (1)) experiences
some potential type II singularity at first blow up time T, the energy equality may still holds on [0,T].
Hence, Theorem and Corollary improve considerably the recent results in [18, [17)].
Theorem [IZHIA show a precise blow up rate for the BMO norm of the solution u to (LI and
improve considerably the results in [36, (10, [15)].

Remark 1.3. In recent work of Cheskidov-Luo [2]] showed that if u € L** ([0,T]; Bgom(Rg)), then
the weak solution uw of (IIl) equations satisfies energy equality. Where, we illustrate that BMO ¢
Bgo,oo- For example, let h(z) = In|x|. Obviously, h is in BMO(R3). We shall show that h is not in
BY, oo(R?). Indeed,

il = sup 14 el

where
Ajnfa| = F7 (927 g)gl) = 27 /R ¢ (2@ —y) Inyldy.

Let 27y = z, one has
Ajln|z| = / & (2jx —z)In (27jz) dz
Rd
= / % (2jm — z) (1n27j +lnz) dz
R4

:/ @(ij—z)hl?_de—i-/ @(2jx—z)lnzdz.
Rd Rd

Thus we have

Ajln(O):/ gb(—z)anjdz—}—/ @ (—z)Inzdz
R4 R4

:—jln2/ c,b(—z)dz—i—/ @ (—2z)Inzdz.
Rd Rd

8



Due to ¢ € S(R?), one has that
/ @ (—2)Inzdz < oo.
R4

We now choose [pq @ (—2)dz # 0, then

lim yjmz/ b (—2)dz| =
J—00 R4
Clearly,
1A I [2|]| oo ~
and thus

I eflipg, , = sup 14, Infall = = o

It turns out that our result on energy conservation is of independent interest compare to the result of
Cheskidov and Luo.

Our paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we establish some uniform bounds on invariant

quantities A(r), B(r), C(r) and D(r); in Section 3, we prove Theorem and Proposition [L.11

2 The uniform bounds on invariant quantities

Our goals in this section are to show some uniform bounds on invariant quantities under the
assumption u € L>*°([0,T]; BMO(RQ)).

Lemma 2.1. Let (u, P) be a suitable weak solution of (LI in [0,T] x Q satisfying

|l L2.co (jo,11:BMOQ) = M < 0.

Then it is holding

l\)\w

C<u,r,z>sc§c<u,p, 2) +O(E)2 M2 Al (u, . 2)

for 0 <r < pand Q,(z) C [0,T] x Q.

Proof. At almost every time we estimate
(2.1) / lu3dx < / lu — up3dx + C|B,|juy(x) > = I + I
BT(JB) Br(m)

1
where u, = 5~ pr(x) udy.
For I;, we have

(2.2) I :/ \u—up]%]u—up]%dx
()

<(f, iy [ et
>~ u—u 4 —Uu 4
B,(z) P \B ’ g g

3 3
<p2A(p,z)* Hu(t)Hngo(E@)'



For Iy, we have

1
2.3 I = |B,(x 7/ udy|?
(23) 2= B @iy [,
T

< C(—)3/ lu|3dz.
P Bp(x)

Summing up the estimates for I; and I, and integrating with respect to time from ¢ — r? to t, we
obtain

t

(24) Cu,r,2) = % // |ul3dzdt < CEC(u,p, 2) + (8)37"21/
" Qr(2) p r :

i

3 3
() 1 arods AT (usp, 2)

Using the assumption ||ul[z2.0(j0,17:Bm0®s)) = M, we deduce

[V

t 3
2
| Mo s

(2.5) re
3 1 > 1 2
=5 [ ot e = s lute o) > oHdo
3 _1 R 1 2
57 H [ s € = s, > oHdo
g
+ /R o (s € [t — 121 luls, )| saros) > o}ldo}
grfé(R%r2+3R7%M2)
3 3
:2(31)M§

where we choose R = v/3r~1 M. Substituting [2.3) into (24]), we complete the proof of this lemma. [
By using Lemma 2] we deduce some uniform bounds on invariant quantities:
Lemma 2.2. Let (u, P) be a suitable weak solution of (L1 in [0,T] x Q satisfying
[[ull 2,00 (0,77, BMOQ)) = M < 00.
Then it is holding

(2.6)
A(u,r,z) + B(u,r, 2) + C%(u,r, 2) + D%(P7 r,z) < C(dy, M) for Qar(z) C Qq.(z) C (0,T] x

where d, = dist(z,0((0,T] x Q)). In particular, fix z € (0,T] x Q, there exists a constant ro > 0
depending on d, such that if r < ro and Q.(z) C (0,T] x R? then it is holding

(2.7) A(u,r,z) + B(u,r, 2) + C%(u,r, z) + D%(P7 r,z) < C(M).

10



Proof. Without loss of generality, we set z =0 and p < d,. Let ¢(t,x) = x(t, )9 (t,x) where x is cut-

__l=?
off function which equals 1 in @1, and vanishes outside of Qs ,. Then let ¢ = (4m(r? — t))_%e 4r?-1)
2 4

Direct computations show that ¢ > 0 and
b+ D6 =01in Q,,,
|0v¢ + D¢l <Cp~° in Q,,
Clr3<op<crs; Vol <Cr~in Q,,
¢ < Cp~% [Ve| <Cp™in Q, — Qs

Using ¢ as a test function in the local energy inequality (LLI), we obtain

wno

(2.8) AO@T)+£%%T)SCK%YAUup)+CX$YCK%p)+CX$VC%0uml)CRP)

"
<O()PA(w,p) + C(0Clu p) + CEPPD(P, ).
For C(u, p), we have by using Lemma [2.7]
(2.9) C(u,r) < C%C(u,p)—l—(}’(g)%M%A%(u,p).

It remains to show some bounds on D(u,r). Let n(x) be a cut-off function which equals 1 in B3,
4
and vanishes outside of B,. Let Py satisfy —AP, = 0,,0x, (uju;n) and Py = P — P;. Then, it is clear
that AP, =0 in B3,. by using the Calderén-Zygmund inequality, we have
4

/ |P1|3dxg0(/ ul?dz).
B, B

P

By the properties of harmonic functions, we infer that for r < g,

/ |Py|2dz < O3 sup | Pa()]? < 0(5)3/ P52 d.
- rE€ B, P B,

It then follows that for 0 < r < £

/ |P|2da

gC(/ |u|3dx)+C(£)3/ P — Py[ida

P By

gC(/ yu\3dm)+0(£)3/ 1P|} da.

p B,

Integrating with respect to t from —r2 to 0, we obtain, using Holder inequality,

/\P\idxdtgc yu3\dmdt+0(f)3/ |P|3 dxdt.
. op P JQ,

11



This implies

(2.10) D(P,7) < CLD(P, p) + C(2)2C(u, p).
p r
According to (2.I0]), we have by using Young’s inequality
(2.11) D(P,r)7 <C(5)?D7 (P, p) + C(2) 7 C(u, p)*?
p r
"

8 8 T
<C(=)7D7(P,p)+ (-
(D) + :
Similar computations show by using (2.9])
(2.12) O 1) < C(L)ECH () + (2 Al p) + O MM,

By using Young’s inequality, we deduce from (2.8])
(213)  Afwr) + Blu,r) < CEPAw p) + (C)iCH u,p) +
Summing up the estimates ([2.I1]), (212) and (ZI3]), we obtain by defining G(r) = A(u,r) +
B(u,r) + C%(u,r) + D%(P,T)

oo

)TD7(P,p) + C((E)" + (£)).

r

~Jloo

(2.14) G(r) < C(

)1G(p) + (C+ MM)(E)1es

s

where we have used the fact % < 1.

Fix § = min{3, 2=} and set r = 6%p for k € N, @I4) yields
(2.15) G(6%p) < 0G(6%1p) + C(1 4 M*)p~18,
By a standard iterative argument, we deduce that

(2.16) G(r) < C%G(p) +C(1+ M%) forr<

RS

This means (2.6]).
In particular, by choosing rg satisfying C;—SG(dZ) < M, we obtain (27).
]

We conclude this section by giving a uniform bound on C(u, r, 2)+D(P,, z) when |[u|[ 2.0 (Bro(®3))
is suitable small.

Lemma 2.3. Let (u, P) be a suitable weak solution of (LI) in [0,T] x R3. Fiz e > 0, there exists
constant ¢ and r* such that if

|[ul[ 2,00 (0,77; BMO®RSY) < €5
then it is holding
(2.17) C(u,r,z) + D(P,r,z) <e, for 0<r <r",

where * is depending on d,.

12



Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume ¢ < 1. Firstly, from Lemma 22 we have that there
exists rg > 0 depending on d, such that if p < rg, then it is holding

(2.18) C(u, p,z) + D(P, p,z) + A(u, p, z) + B(u, p,z) < C.
Then we deduce by choosing p < rg in (Z9) and using (2I8])

Clu,r, 2)
sgcw,p, 2) + C(

l\.')\w
l\.')\w
|

)2c2 A

§£C’(u,p, z) + Ccﬁ(

(u, p; 2)

RERS)

)2

AR

for r < p. We now take r = 27%r and obtain by a standard iterative argument that
(2.19) Clu, 2 %rg, 2)

1
§§C’(u, 2 kg, 2) + 0(26)%

<27 C’uro, —i—ZQ ]CQC%

3
2

<27*C(u,rg, 2) + 0(20) .
Similarly, by using (210) and (ZI9), we get
(2.20) D(u 9 koky 2)
§§D(u, 2(ho (k=10 ) 4 C22k0 (2 R (k=D O (yy, 1o, 2) + C(2¢)?)
<27k D(u,270ry, z) + €22k (27RO (y, vy, 2) + C(20)?2)

where we choose kg satisfying C27%0 < %
Summing up (219) and (220]), we obtain by using (2I8]) that

C(u, 27 0y, 2) + D(P, 27 F*opg, 2)
<(27F 4 27FRY (O (u, g, 2) + D(P, 27 %01, 2)) + €22k (27 kkotko Oy g, 2) + (20)%)
<C(27F 4 27Fkoy y c2%ho(g-kkothor y (2¢)2).
We now choose K satisfying C(27K + 27Kk 4 2=Kkot3ko) < £ and r* = 27Kkop; then we take

c= %(m)% and conclude the Lemma 23] O

3 The proof of main theorems

We first recall two well-known results about the suitable weak solutions to (L.II).

13



Proposition 3.1. [29] Let (uF, P*) be a sequence of weak solutions of (L) in Qi such that
k k k
el o -v05220my) + 1PV g ) T IIVE 2@ < B

and (uF, P*) satisfies the local energy inequality (L5). Suppose that (u, P) is the weak limit of (u*, P¥);
then (u,P) is a suitable weak solution of (L)) on Q.

Proposition 3.2. [3, [22, [19] Let (u, P) be a suitable weak solution of (L)) in Q.(z). There exists
go > 0 such that if

1
—2/ (Jul® + | P|3)dwdt < <o,
.

Qr(2)

then w is regular in Qz(z).
We now begin to prove Theorem [I.11

Proof. The estimates (1.8)-(1.9) are direct conclusions of lemma
For any z = (z,T) € Q x {T'}, set d,, = dist(z,0). From (1.8) and the weak lower semicontinuity
of the L? norm of u, we get

E(B,(z)) < lim () Pdy < C(dy, M)r for r < %2
t—=T— B (z) 2

By the definitions of local dimension d(zx, ), it is clear that d(z,&) > 1.

We now prove D > 1. For any compact S C Q with dimy(S) = s* < 1, by the definition of
Hausdorff dimension, we have H*1(S) = 0 for s* < s; < 1. Then fixing 0 < § < dist(S,09), there
exists a collection of open balls {B,,(z;)}2; satisfying r; < ¢ such that S C U2, B,,(z;) C 2 and
S22, it < 1. From this facts, we deduce

i=1"1
E(S) <D EBr(:) <CM)Y ri < C(M)S'™ > 1t 5 0as 5 — 0.
=1 =1 i=1
This means D > 1. O

The proof of Theorem

Proof. Assume supp¢(T,x) = Qo C Q and d = dist(suppp, (2 x [0,T])). From the proof of Lemma
2.2 it is clear that

1
(3.1) sup —/ lu(t)|?dy < C(M,d) for 0 <r <
B, (z)

d
T—r2<t<T,zeQ T 2

By the weak lower semicontinuity of the L? norm of u, we see that to prove Theorem it is
enough to prove

(3.2) lim |u(t)|2dx:/ |u(T)|>dz.
t—T— Qo Q

14



Let 3 be the set of all singular points of u at time T'. By the well-known Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg
Theorem [3], we have

HY(Z)=0.
This fact implies that for each € > 0, there exists a countable family of sets of the form

Bf = Bye(z) x {t =T}

such that
€ d ® €
(3.3) rigi,Eﬂ(Qox{t:T} ) C UB;, Zr <e.
Fix € > 0 and let -
€ .
C(HUOHL27M7d)

Then, by (1) and 3], we have

(3.4) [, 0Pt = [P
<Z/ t)| dx—l—Z/ T)2da

§2C(||u0||L2’Ma d) Z’ri
7
<2C(||uol| 2, M, d)e
€
~4
for all ¢ € [T — (£)2,T), where we have used the fact Jope [w(D)Pdz < liminf, 7 [ g [u(t)[*dz due
to the weak lower semicontinuity of the L? norm of w. l l
Set
W= (Qox {t=T}) — UBS.
For each z € w€, there exists a non-empty neighborhood O, such that « is Holder continuous on

0.N([0,T] x Q). Since w¢ is compact, there exists a non-empty neighborhood Of, of the set w* such
that w is continuous in O N ([0, 7] x Q). Hence,

(3.5) [ Ju(t)Pde —/ [u(T)[*da| <
for |T' — t| small enough. Combining (3.4 and (B.5]), we obtain
(3.6) lim | lu(t)|?dx —/ |u(T)|>dz|
t—T— Qo Qo
<hmsup\/ u(t)2dz —/ (T dz| + limsup| | [u(t)2da —/ () 2dz|
t—T— w® w® t—T— UB¢ UB¢
<e.
This implies (B:2]) by taking ¢ — 0. O

15



We now begin to prove Theorem [1.3|

Proof. Since u € L?>*([0,T), BMO(R?)), we deduce that from Theorem

t
(3.7) /RS ]u(t)]2¢dx+2/0 /R3 |Vu|? pdxdt

t t
:/ yu0\2¢dx+/ / ]u\Z(atqﬁ—IrAqﬁ)dmdt—i—/ / (Ju?| + 2P)u - Vodzdt for all t € [0,T]
R3 0 JR3 0 JR3

where ¢ € C$°([0,T] x R?). Let ¢(t,z) = n(x) be a cut-off function which equals 1 in Bg and vanishes
outside of Byg for R > 0. Then we obtain that

¢
(3.8) / lu(t) Pda + 2 / / Vol pdadt
R3 0 Jr3
¢ t
:/ \u0]2ndx+/ / ]u\QAndxdt—i—/ / (Ju?| 4 2P)u - Vndxdt for all t € [0,T]
R3 0 JRr3 o Jr?

Noticing that

1
(3.9) | / / w2 Aqdadt] < CIT| sup |[ut)|2—5.
t€]0,T) R
1
2
100 | [ [ o2 Vndet < COluliqoasen Py 0%

Taking R — oo, we deduce that from (3.8)
(3.11) / () dw+2/ / Vul2dadt = / o 2.

We now prove Theorem [1.4k

Proof. Fix z € (0,T] x R3. From Lemma 23] there exists ¢ > 0 and 0 < 7* < d, such that if
||u||L2’°°([O,T];BMO(R3)) < ¢ then it holds

(3.12) C(u,r,2) + D(P,r,2) <eg for 0 <r <r*.
By Proposition B2 u is regular on [0, 7] x R3. This complete the proof of Theorem [l O

We now turn to the proof of Theorem [1.5], this proof is based on the uniform bounds
on invariant quantities established in Lemma and a standard blow-up argument.

Proof. If the conclusion of the theorem is false, then there exists a constant M and a sequence (u¥, P¥)
whose elements are suitable weak solutions of (L) in [~1,0] x R? and satisfy

U5 || 200 ((—1,05 BMO@®s) < M, k]| 200 (1,0 BMO®RS) < T
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Furthermore, we can assume u*

of {ry} satisfying

is singular at (0,0). According to Lemma 2.2] there exists a sequence

C(uf,r) + D(P*,r) < C(M) for 0 <r <7y,
Set v* = rpu(rt, rix) and IT¥ = r2P(r2t, ri), then it is clear that (v¥, II¥) are suitable weak solutions

to (LI) on @ and satisfy

7

V51| L2.oo (1,00 BMO(B)) < M, [|VE Il 200 (—1.0): BMO(B)) <
C(*, 1)+D(1%,1) < C(M).

El

By the local energy inequality (L3, we obtain

10601, 5 ([=1,01 H™(Ba)) + [[0" || oo (1,0 2(84)) + ||vvk||L2([fl,O];L2(B%)) < C(M).

NI

According to the well-known Aubin-Lions lemma and Proposition B.I], by passing to a subsequence if
necessary, we may deduce that there exists a suitable weak solution (v,II) to (ILI]) such that

9
oF = vin L3(Qs), v = v e Loo([—1—6,0];L2(B§
4 4

I I in L%(Q%), Vok = Vo in [2(Qs)

))?

as k — oo. In particular, we have by Fatou’s lemma
.. k -
th\!LZoo([q,o};BMo(B%)) < liminf "Uh"LQ’OO([fl,O};BMO(B%)) =0.
Therefore, we get vy, = b(t) with b(t) € L>[—+%,0]. Then by V-v = 0, we obtain d3v3 = 0. Thus, we
deduce that (v,II) satisfies

(3.13) { O = Av + VIL= —(b1(t), ba(#),0) - V(0,0,v3) in Q3,
V-v=0.

By the classical result concerning linear Stokes equations [20] and the fact b(t) € LOO[—%,O], we

have that |v| < C(M) in Q1. However, (0,0) is a singular point of v*, hence, it is holding by using
2
Proposition 3.2, (2.I0) and the fact v* — v in L3(Q3)

3
1
1
(3.14) o < liminf — / (Jo*)? + |Hk|%)dazdt
k—oo T -
T p2

k—o00
P’ r
= C(v,r) + EC(v,p) + ligninf —D(IT, p)

—0c0 P

for 0 < 2r < p < 3. From Lemma 2.2 and the fact |[v| < C(M) in Q1, we get D(II¥, p) < C(M) and
2

e <M+ 2+ D,
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By taking p = \/r, we infer

NI

gg < C (M )7“ .
which, for sufficiently small r, is a contradiction. O
Finally, we prove Proposition [I.1]

Proof. Firstly, a direct computation shows that

(3.15) @I~ VT=7, [Vl ~ —=—.
Secondly, we observe that [|[u(Az)|[r~ = |[u(z)||L~ and [[u(Az)||pmo = [|u(@)||Brmo- Tt is clear
that
Ol = (ol T (= I o)) 1.
(O30 =~ Bl T= (= In [ 62| aro-
Let v = —A—[a[¥T(~ In |e|)*é(z), it is clear that [Jul|~ = |[Bol = and |[ullsxro = [P savo.

VT—t
We first show |[v/T — tVo|[1s(gsy is bounded. Direct computations show that

/\\/T—thlgdx
R3
<0 / (T — )3 |oPVT3 (= nfa))® ¢ (x)da + / 2 PVT3( In )% 63 (2)da
R3 R3
4 [T ) V)
RS

3
<C(I1 + I + I3).

3 3 3
4 3 3 3
§C’—7T((T — t)% /4 3V Tftfl(— Inr)3dr + /4 3V Tﬁt*l(— Inr)3$=3dr + /4 3V Tﬁt+2(— Inr)3dr)
0 0 0

For I, it holds by setting n = —3v/1T — tInr that

3
(316) Il :(T _ t)% /4 T3VT_t_1(—th’)3SdT‘
0

wjw

—(T —1)

> —n Ui 3s dn
e ( )
3yT—tIn 4 3WVT —t° 3VT —t
0
§373571(T _ t) 3732871 / e*nnfﬁsdn
0

3—3s—1

=373 1T )" 2 T(3s+1).
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For I, we have that
p—
(3.17) Iy :/ pIVI==1 ()33
0

3
§/4 (= 1nr)33dr
0

1
<5— P (In4 — In3)32,
It is obviously that
%
(3.18) I3 = / pIVIH2(_nr)3sdr < C.
0

Combining with the estimates( B16])-(B.I8]), we obtain
(3.19) VT —tVo|]*de < C
R3

for 0 < s < %
Using the above estimate and the boundedness of P on L3, we get

IVT = tVu(t)|| s =||[VT — tPVo||zs < Co||[VT — Vo[ s < C.

We thus obtain by using the fact W'3(R3) < BMO(R®) that

C
T—1t

(3.20) @ Broms) <
We now consider the estimate of ||u(t)||r~. By the definition of Leray projection, we see that
(3.21) U; = (]P’U)i = UV; — RZ’R]'U]'

where R; is the Riesz transform. .
On the one hand, we deduce by choosing |z| =e vT-t

(3.22) lo()l]zee ~

(T—t)5
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On the other hand, by the definition of Riesz transform, we have

1 i - .
)= [ T )y (i

1 R 5
= . wiwjdw/o PVt Y—Inr) ¢j(r)dr

1
:7(7“_115)% /52 |wi|2dw/0 rvatfl(—lnr)squj(r)dr

(3.23) RZ‘RJ‘UJ‘(O

1
1 1
271/ |wi|2dw/2 PV ) sdr
(T —t)2 Js2 0
1 4 o
:714—2_%/ e Tridr
(T—-t)'"2 9 J/T=m2
2m 1

>—— 11 .
o T (1+s)

Collecting (3.21)-(3.23) implies

1
3.24 )| > —————.
(3.24) (@)L~ > T
Combining with (3.15), (3.20), (3.24) completes the proof of Proposition [L.1] O
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