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HIGHER INTEGRABILITY AND THE NUMBER OF SINGULAR POINTS FOR
THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS WITH A SCALE-INVARIANT BOUND

TOBIAS BARKER

Abstract First, we show that if the pressure p (associated to a weak Leray-Hopf solution v of
. _ . . 2 .
the Navier-Stokes equations) satisfies HpHL?o 0.T+:L3 = @) < M?#, then v possesses higher
integrability up to the first potential blow-up time 7. Our method is concise and is based
upon energy estimates applied to powers of |v| and the utilization of a ‘small exponent’.
As a consequence, we show that if a weak Leray-Hopf solution v first blows up at 7

and satisfies the Type I condition [|v[| g0 (0,7+;13.00(r3)) < M, then
Vo € LPHOGD(R? x (17%, 7).
This is the first result of its kind, improving the integrability exponent of Vv under the Type

I assumption in the three-dimensional setting.

Finally, we show that if v : R3 x [~1,0] — R3 is a weak Leray-Hopf solution to the
Navier-Stokes equations with s,, 17 0 such that

sup [[o(-; sn) | L300 3y < M
n

then v possesses at most O(M?°) singular points at ¢ = 0. Our method is direct and concise.
It is based upon known e-regularity, global bounds on a Navier-Stokes solution with initial
data in L3°°(R?) and rescaling arguments. We do not require arguments based on backward
uniqueness nor unique continuation results for parabolic operators.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the three-dimensional incompressible Navier-Stokes equations
(1) Ow—Av+v-Vo+Vp=0, V-v=0, v(-,0) =vg(z) in R® x (0,7T).

Here, T € (0,00]. It is well known that these equations are invariant with respect to the
rescaling
2)

(v)\(x, t),p)\(x, t)a UO)\(x)) = ()\v()\x, >‘2t)a )\2p()\$, )‘Qt)a )\’Uo(>\$)) with A € (0’ OO)

In the seminal paper [24], Leray showed that for any square-integrable solenodial® initial
data vg(z) there exists at least one associated global-in-time weak Leray-Hopf solution v.
Such a solution solves (1) in the distributional sense and satisfies the following energy
inequality for all ¢ > 0:
t
® ol +2 [ [ 1V0Pdads < oo
0 R3

It remains a long-standing open problem as to whether or not weak Leray-Hopf solutions,
with sufficiently smooth initial data, remain smooth for all time.
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Since Leray’s paper [24], a substantial number of authors have investigated conditional
regularity criteria for the Navier-Stokes equations (1). The vast majority of such results as-
sume a finite scale-invariant quantity F' (v, p), which is invariant with respect to the Navier-
Stokes rescaling (2). More specifically, F'(v, p) is a scale-invariant quantity if

“4) F(U)np)\) - F(Uap) VA e (0700)

In particular, regularity has been established assuming scale-invariant bounds such as v €
L%t [23] and v € L$°L3 [16]. Whilst it is impossible to exhaustively list such results, we
also briefly mention the recent results [33], [1] and [2].

Importantly many very natural blow-up ansitze for the Navier-Stokes equations involve
solutions with finite scale-invariant quantities. One such example is the class of backward
self-similar solutions suggested as a blow-up ansatze by Leray in [24]. Backward self-
similar solutions are invariant with respect to the Navier-Stokes rescaling (2) and take the
form

1 x
vt = t)V(\/a(T* —0
Here, a is a constant. Backward self-similar solutions were ruled out in two important
papers [26] and [37].

Another very natural (but more general) blow-up ansatze is that of backward discretely
self-similar solutions, whose existence remains a long-standing open problem. Here we
say that v : R? x (—o0,0) — R? is a backward discretely self-similar solution of the
Navier-Stokes equations if there exists A € (1, c0) such that

v(z,t) = w(\z, \2t) V(z,t) € R® x (—00,0).

) for (z,t) € R3 x (0,T).

In [11], Chae and Wolf showed that solutions satisfying the backward discretely self-similar
ansatze (with appropriate decay) must satisfy the scale-invariant bound

M

< G Y € B x (oo, 0\ {(0.0))

3) |v(x,t)
This implies that

(6) V1] Loo (—00,0;13.0 (R3)) < M,

where L3>°(R3) is defined in ‘2. Preliminaries’. The space L3°°(IR?3) is slightly larger than
L3(R?) and contains the function |z| .

In order to understand whether singularity formation can occur for the Navier-Stokes
equations satisfying (6) (or more general scale-invariant bounds) it is very natural to first
investigate the following questions.

(Q.1) Do singular weak Leray-Hopf solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations satis-
fying (6) possess additional properties other than belonging to L?Li’oo NL¥L2N
L?H or the corresponding spaces arising from maximal regularity??

(Q.2) For a solution v with a scale-invariant bound, which first loses smoothness at
T*, what is the structure of the set of singular points® at 77

In this paper we address the questions (Q.1)-(Q.2).

2By this, we mean estimates coming from the linear theory of the unsteady Stokes equations with forcing
f=v-Vu, divo=0 and v € LL3* NL®L2 N LI H..

3We say that (zo, T*) is a singular point of v if v ¢ L% (B(zo,7) x (T* — r?,T*)) for all sufficiently
small » > 0.
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1.1. Statement of Results. Our first Theorem addresses (Q.1) under a (more general)

scale-invariant assumption. In particular, we obtain higher integrability up to a potential

first blow-up time 7. Here is our first result.

Theorem 1. There exists a universal constant ngl)w € [1, 00) such that the following holds.
Let v be a weak Leray-Hopf solution to the Navier-Stokes equations on R3 x (0, 00) and

let p be the pressure associated to the solution v. Assume that v first blows up T, namely

) v e LR(0.7): L(RY) and Jim [0(-,1) (ss) = ox.

loc

Assume there exists an M sufficiently large* such that

(8) Ip| < M.

L (0,7 L3 (RY)) —
Then the above assumptions imply that we have higher integrability up to T*. Namely, for
all t; € (0,T*) we have

o (0)

> 5 ; Cuniv
© o2 | Loo ((t1,7%); L2 (R3)) T+ //|V(|v|g)|2d:cds < oo with q:=2+ N
t1 R3

As a corollary, we show that if v satisfies [|v|| 00 (o, p+;18.00(r3)) < M and first blows up

at T*, then Vv € L2+0(r) (R3 x (37, T*)). To the best of our knowledge, this is the first
result giving improved integrability of Vv under such a scale-invariant assumption.

Corollary 1. There exists a universal constant C&)w
holds.

Let v be a weak Leray-Hopf solution to the Navier-Stokes equations on R3 x (0, 00) and
let p be the pressure associated to the solution v. Assume that v first blows up at T, namely

(10) v e L0, L2 (R) and Jim (-, 1) 0 ) = 0.

€ (0,00) such that the following

Assume there exists an M sufficiently large such that

(11) [[v] oo ((0,7%); L300 (R3)) < M.

Then the above assumptions imply that we have higher integrability of Vv up to T*. Namely,
forall ty € (0,T*) we have
e

univ

(12) Vo e L¥T 0" (R x (ty, T%)).

Our final Theorem addresses (Q.2). Namely, it concerns an upper bound for the number
of singular points for a solution of the Navier-Stokes equations v : R3 x (—1,0) — R3,
which is uniformly bounded in L3°°(R?) along timeslices s,, 1 0.

Theorem 2. There exists a universal constant Cl(ti)w € [1, 00) such that the following holds.

Let v be a weak Leray-Hopf solution to the Navier-Stokes equations on R? x (—1,00).
Assume that v first blows-up at 0, namely

v € L1 0 L(RY) and L [o(-, 0l ) = ox.

4Throughout this paper, ‘M sufficiently large’ means M > M for a suitably chosen large universal constant
M;.
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Let M be sufficiently large and assume that there exists an increasing sequence s\ &
(—1,0) with s"™ 1 0 such that v satisfies

(13) sup H’U(',S(n))HLS,oo(RS) =M < oo.
Let
(14) o :={z:(x,0) is a singular point of v}.

Lo 2
Then the above assumptions imply that o has at most CI(HBZ-UM 20 elements.

1.2. Comparison with Previous Literature and Novelty of our Results.

1.2.1. Theorem 1 and Corollary 1. Recently in [8], the authors consider the linear Stokes
system with drift. In particular,

O +b-Vu—Av+Vp=0 in Q x (Ty,Ty) with Q C R? open,
(15) divo =divb =0
and ||b]| oo (1, 1m;BMO-1(Q)) < M.

The authors utilize a reverse Holder inequality for Vv derived in [32]. Specifically, for
1 € (£,2) and the parabolic cube’ Q(zo,2p) C Q x (11, Tb):

(16)
L 2 1 / 2 1 )
1Q(p)] |Vo|*dzds < C<MJ)(7|Q(2,0)| |Vl dacds) + C(M, Z)W Ip|2dzds.
Q(z0,p) Q(z0,2p) Q(z0,2p)

Using this and assuming that the pressure p is square integrable, the authors in [8] show that
(16) implies that the local maximal function of |Vv|? is integrable. By a classical result of
Stein [36], this then implies that |Vv|? is locally in L log L.

Traditionally, reverse Holder inequalities for PDEs are used to provide higher integrabil-
ity via Gehring’s Lemma (see [18] and especially a modified version derived by Giaquinta
and Modica in [19]). To apply Gehring’s lemma [19] to the reverse Holder inequality (16)
requires the pressure p to have space-time integrability greater than 2. However, even for
the Navier-Stokes equations (b = v) satisfying ||v|| Lo 8 < M, before this paper it was
only known apriori that the pressure is square integrable.

For the Navier-Stokes equations, one might hope it is possible to obtain a different ver-
sion of (16) with a lower power of the pressure, whilst still being amenable to Gehring’s
lemma. Such reverse Holder inequalities must scale correctly with respect to the Navier-
Stokes scaling symmetry (2). In fact, any reverse Holder inequality of the form (16) sat-
isfying both these constraints must involve the square integral of the pressure. Moreover
a similar issue occurs if one seeks a reverse Holder inequality with the pressure replaced
by a power of |v|. This represents an obstacle for using Gehring’s lemma to obtain higher
integrability of V|2, under the assumption that ||v|| Leorde < M.

Our strategy to prove the higher integrability of v in Theorem 1 is elementary and is not
based on Gehring’s Lemma nor reverse Holder inequalities. Instead it is based on taking
a ‘small exponent’, which we outline below. Following [17] and [5], for ¢ € (2,3] we

SQ(zO7 R) is defined in ‘Preliminaries’, see (21).
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perform an energy estimate on |v|2 on R3 x (¢1,T*). Here, T* is the first blow-up time.
This gives that for ¢ € (¢t1,7%):

(17)

/|v z, t)|? de+—= Aa = //|V|v| |2d:r3ds</|v x,t1)|9dx+2(q — 2) //|p||v| 2 |V(|v| )| dzds.
t1 R3 t1 R3

We then estimate the last term of (17) as in [6] and [10] to obtain

(18)

/|vxt|qdaz+ //|V|v|2|2dxds</|v:ct1 19 dr
t1 R3

+ Cyamio(q — 2) ]I / / IV ([o]3) 2 duds.

Loo (0,7 L3 (R3))
t1 R3
If ¢ = 3 and ||p|| is small enough, we can absorb the last term in the
Lo0(0,7%;L 3 (R3))
right-hand-side of (18) into the left-hand-side of (18) and one can then infer that v does not
blow-up at 7*. This was done in [10]. If ¢ = 3 and ||p|| < M? is large,
Lo0(0,7%:L3 % (R3))

then this does not work and regularity under this assumption remains unknown. In this case,
we instead compensate for M being large by choosing an exponent ¢ ~ 2 + O(%) such
that ¢ — 2 is small enough for the absorption to take place. This gives higher integrability
up to the first blow-up time.

Let us mention that exploiting a ‘small exponent’ has also been used for other equations
of hydrodynamical origin. Notably it was used to give an alternative proof of the regularity
of the critically dissipative SQG equation in [14]. On the other side of the coin, ‘small
exponents’ have also played a role in [15] for constructing singular C'1® solutions to the
three-dimensional Euler equation, with « > 0 being small.

1.2.2. Theorem 2. The investigation of the structure of the singular set for the Navier-
Stokes equations has a long history. Leray’s seminal work [24] implied that the set of
singular times for a weak Leray solution has Hausdorff dimension at most % The investiga-
tion of the space-time singular set S was initiated by Scheffer in [30]. Specifically, in [30] it
was shown that S has Hausdorff dimension at most 2. In the subsequent seminal work [9],
it was shown that the parabolic one-dimensional Hausdorff dimension of the singular set S
is zero. Since [9], there have been numerous investigations into the size of the singular set.
We (non-exhaustively) list [20], [12], [29], [27], [31] and [39].

Recently in [13], the authors consider a suitable finite energy solution v : R3 x [0, T*] —
IR3, which loses smoothness at 7* and satisfies the Type I bound

(19) loll o (0,7 280y < M.

Specifically, it was shown in [13] that the scale-invariant bound (19) implies that v has
a finite number of singular points at 7. Subsequently this result was extended in [35],
where it was shown that the same result holds for suitable weak solutions® and up to the flat
boundary (with v satisfying a Dirichlet condition on the flat part of the boundary). Whilst
these results are qualitative, a quantitative version was recently established by the author and
Prange in [4]. In [4] it is shown that if v satisfies (19) then v has at most exp(exp (M 1024))
singular points at 7*.

OThe class of suitable weak solutions are defined in 2. Preliminaries’.
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The results mentioned in the previous paragraph reply upon unique continuation and
backward uniqueness results for parabolic operators proven in [16]. Furthermore, the quan-
titative version in [4] hinges on quantitative Carleman inequalities proven by Tao [38]. The
application of such technology to the Navier-Stokes equations uses some specific structure
of the Navier-Stokes equations, in particular the vorticity equation.

In Theorem 2, we show that v has a finite number of singular points at a first blow-up
time under a much weaker assumption than (19). We only assume that v is uniformily
bounded on certain timeslices of [—1, 0] instead of the whole time interval. Moreover, the
quantitative bound we obtain for the number of singular bounds is substantially better than
in [4] (polynomial in M, rather than double exponential). Our strategy to prove Theorem
2 is elementary and substantially simpler than the aforementioned results. In particular,
we do not utilize backward uniqueness results, unique continuation results nor quantitative
Carleman inequalities. Our proof is based on three basic ingredients:

(i) Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg’s e-regularity criterion [9]

(i1) Global estimates for solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations, with initial data
HUOHLB,OO(R?)) < M [3]

(iii) A rescaling argument, exploiting that L>°°(IR?) is invariant with respect to the
Navier-Stokes rescaling for the initial data.

Previous approaches work solely with the L§°L§’°° norm of v, which causes technical com-
plications since the L norm is not countably additive’. By contrast, in Theorem 2 we use
ingredient (ii) above to transfer the background assumption on v (13) into global bounds on
v which are countably additive. By means of ingredients (iii) and (i), having such a control
on global countably additive quantities of v allows us to effectively bound the finite number
of singular points.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. General Notation. Throughout this paper we adopt the Einstein summation conven-
tion. For arbitrary vectors a = (a;), b = (b;) in R™ and for arbitrary matrices F =
(Fij), G = (Gj5) in M™ we put

a-b=aib;, la| = Va-a,
a®b=(a;b;) € M",
FG = (Fy.Gyj) e M", FT = (F;;) € M",
F:G=F;Gy and |F|=VF :F.
For zg € R" and R > 0, we define the ball

(20) B(zo, R) :=={z : |z — x| < R}.
For 2y = (z¢,tp) € R™ x R, we denote the parabolic cylinder by
(21) Q(ZO’R) = {(:Uat) : |$ - :U0| < Ra te (tO - Rz,t(])}‘

Let e'® v denote the heat kernel convoluted with .

n particular the L*°° quasi-norm of a function f : R® — R can have a comparable presence over a
countable number of disjoint scales. For example, for f(x) = ||~ we readily see that for every k € Z :

1
£l z.00 (2 <poj<zrrry = (FF)3-
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If X is a Banach space with norm || - || x, then L4(a,b; X), witha < band s € [1,00),
will denote the usual Banach space of strongly measurable X-valued functions f(t) on
(a,b) such that

b
1o o) = /Mﬂm&ﬁ < oo

The usual modification is made if s = co. Sometimes we will denote L?(0, T'; L) by L. L4
or LP(0,T; LY).

Let C([a, b]; X) denote the space of continuous X valued functions on [a, b] with usual
norm. In addition, let C\,([a,b]; X') denote the space of X valued functions, which are
continuous from [a, b] to the weak topology of X.

2.2. Lorentz spaces. Given a measurable subset {2 C R"”, let us define the Lorentz spaces.
For a measurable function f : 2 — R define:

(22) drole) = p({z € Q:[f(2)] > a}),

where 1 denotes the Lebesgue measure on R"™. The Lorentz space LP»4(£2), with p € [1, 00),
q € [1,00], is the set of all measurable functions g on €2 such that the quasinorm ||g|| 7».4(q)
is finite. Here:

o0

1
. g zdayy
e3) lollznaiey i= (b [ atdgt@)? )",
0
1
(24) 9]l 1poe () = Slil()) adgo(a)r.

Notice that if p € (1,00) and ¢ € [1, 00] there exists a norm, which is equivalent to the
quasinorm defined above, for which LP?((2) is a Banach space. For p € [1,00) and 1 <
q1 < g2 < 00, we have the following continuous embeddings

(25) LP(Q) — LP92(Q)

and the inclusion is known to be strict.

Let us recall a known proposition known as ‘O’Neil’s convolution inequality’ (Theorem
2.6 of O’Neil’s paper [28]).

Proposition 1. Suppose 1 < py,p2,7 < ocoand 1 < q1,q2,s < oo are such that

1 1 1
(26) Sl=—+—
r P P2
and
1 1 1
27) — = >
q 42 S
Suppose that
(28) f e LPr9(RY) and g € LP»92(RY).
Then
(29) f*ge L™ (RY) with

(30) || f * gHLT’S(Rd) < 3r“f“LP1’q1(Rd)HgHLP%‘D(Rd)-



8 T. BARKER

We will make extensive use of the following known interpolative inequality for Lorentz
spaces. For a proof, see (for example) Proposition 1.1.14 of [21].

Proposition 2. Suppose that 1 <p <r < g < ooandlet 0 < 6 < 1 be such that
1 60 1-90
r

p q
Then the assumption that f € LP°>°(Q2) N LY>°(Q) implies f € L™ () with the estimate

(31) 7o < (72 + = ") WA I

2.3. Solution classes of the Navier-Stokes equations. We say v is a finite-energy solution
or a Leray-Hopf solution to the Navier-Stokes equations on (0, T) if v € C,, ([0, T]; L2 (R?))N
L2(0,T; H'(R?)) and if it satisfies the global energy inequality
t
oD aqesy +2 [ [ 190/2drds < ot 0) g
0 R3

Let Q2 C R3. We say that (v, p) is a suitable weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equations
in Q x (11, T) if it fulfills the properties described in [34] (Definition 6.1 p.133 in [34]).

3. HIGHER INTEGRABILITY UP TO THE FIRST BLOW-UP TIME

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1. We fix a constant ¢ € (2,3) to be determined and take any
t1 € (0,7*) Note that the fact that v is a weak Leray-Hopf solution satisfying (7) implies
that v is sufficiently smooth on R? x (0, T*) and satisfies

v(-,t1) € LY(R3).

Hence all calculations performed below can be rigorously justified.

Following [5] and [17], we test the Navier-Stokes system with v|v|q_2. This yields the
following L9 energy balance

/\v x,t ]qu+//]V1)] lv|T™ 2dmds+ //]V\UMdeds

t1 R3 t1 R3

32 _ /,U oty \qu_//vp (|7 20 dads

t1 R3

= 6/|v(x’t1)|qu+lpress

forall t € [t1,T*). Here,
(33)
2g—2) | 20q-2) |
— —2 — —2
Ag—2) Pl T (ol ) dods < 22 [ f il T 9ol s

q v
t1 {z:R3:|v(z,s)|>0} t1 R3

Ipress =

Next, we see that

2
[V (ju]2)? < \W\QIUIH-
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Combining this with (32)-(33) yields

/|v x,t) |qu—|— //|V|v| 2|? dads

(34) RS

/yv (2, 01| dz + 2(q — 2) //ypuvy = V(0] )] dads
t1 R3
forall t € [tl,T*).

Now, we focus on estimating the last term in (34) under the assumption (8) on the pres-
sure p. We do so using similar arguments as in [6].

By the Sobolev embedding inequality, there exists a universal constant C'y i, > 1 such
that for s € (0,7):

7 g il
[0C )1 20 sy = 1012 (5 8)ll Lo msy < Cruninl[V([0]2)(; 8) [l 2(R3)-
Using that ¢ € (2,3) we get

2
G9) [0 )llzs0cz) < Camiel 01 9l Eaqay
Furthermore, for s € (0,7*)
(36)
q=2 2 1-2
el = (. S)| s, ) [0 )1 3 gy < c, ZWHV(!U! o)l o G5y < Cramio |V ([1012) (9l 2 sy
Applying (35)—(36) and Holder’s inequality to
t
a7 [ [ el 19 ol o
t1 R3
gives
(38)
q
//MM2WWIM®</M Iyt g 1% o9V, IV GIE) )l
t1 R3

q 2-2
gqmw/wuﬁhﬁm4wwﬁmep@ﬂ&
t

Now we apply Proposition 2 to ||p(-, s)|| 30, i Together with the assumption (8) and
LTt (R

€ (2, 3), this gives that for s € (0,7™):
(39)

Ip(:, 8l

Next, note that the associated pressure has the form p = R;R;(v;v;). Here, R = (Rq)a=1,..3
is the Riesz transform and we utilize the Einstein summation convention. Using this,
Calderén-Zygmund estimates, (35) and ¢ € (2,3), we see that there exists a universal
constant C2 4, (independent of ¢) such that

2q +2\ %5 L 1 . L
< 62M||p(- 2 .
st < (G2T) WGy I Ey <M Ty

2

1 q =
()25 oy < ConieI V5 o

R3)
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Combining this with (38)-(39) gives that there exists a positive universal constant C3 i,
such that

t t
—2
40) 2(q— 2)//\py\v\%yvquy%)y dads < Cly usn M(q — 2)// V0|42 dads.
t1 R3 t1 R3
Utilizing this and (34) now gives that for all ¢ € (¢1,T):

/\v x,t ]qdac—i- //\V!v[ 2 dxds

1) R
/]v z, )| dx + Cs ynin M (q — 2) //\V]v[ 2% dads.
t1 R3
Define Cl(m)w : C3 — and fix
a0
42 = 2 4wy,
(42) q i
Clearly we have
4(¢g —1
C3,uniUM(q - 2) S (qTq)

Thus, taking ¢ as defined in (42), we see that (41) gives that for all ¢ € (¢1,7)

/|v x,t) |qd:r3—|— //|V|v| 2|? dads

(43) f R

/!v (x,t1)|? dz.

From this we readily obtaln the desired conclusion (9).

3.2. Proof of Corollary 1. Let us take any ¢t € (0,7%). We then take ¢; € (0,¢2). The
associated pressure to v has the form p = R;R;(v;v;). Here, R = (Ry)a=1,..3 is the
Riesz transform and we utilize the Einstein summation convention. Using this, (11) and
known Calderén-Zygmund estimates for singular integrals of convolution type, we infer the
following. Namely there exists a positive universal constant Cy i, such that
a2

HpHLoo ((0,T%); L2 % (R3)) = C4,uva .
This allows us to apply Theorem 1. In particular, there exists a positive universal constant
C'5,univ such that for

C5 univ
44 — 9 Duniv
(44) g=2+—"27
the following holds true. Namely,
T*
g g
(45) ol o sy + [ [ 190l Pdsds < o
t1 R3

By the Sobolev embedding theorem, we infer that
| € L((t,T*); LS(R%)).
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This implies that

5 unzv

(46) ve L ((t, T%); Lo+ (R3)).
Define

305 univ
47 mi=4+ —"
( ) 6M + 3C5,univ
and

2
(48) 0= —.

m

With these definitions, we see that

1 0 1-06
49 — .
( ) m 6 + 305 univ + 3

Applying Proposition 2, we see that for ¢t € (t1,7*) and M sufficiently large:
1 1.9 2z
||U("t)||Lm(R3) S 104”'0( )||L3°°(R3 ||’U(,t)||€ 3C5,univ S 104M1 €||’U(,t)||m 3C5 univ :
L3 (R3) LSt —3r  (R3)
This, together with (46) implies that

305 univ

(50) o € L PG min (RS x (£, T%)).

For ¢ € (t1,00), it is known the v can be represented in the following way:

t—t1

v(-,t) = T2y 1) + / et =IAPY, (v (-, 8)v; (-, 8))ds
0
(51) s
= =By (1) + 0¢( / et =IAP(yy (- )v; (-, s))ds).
0

Here, we adopt the Einstein summation convention and [P is the Leray projector onto divergence-
free vector fields. Using maximal regularity for the heat equation (see Theorem 10.12 of
[7]), together with (50), we see that

t=h 2+ 305 univ
(52) V( / e(tfnfs)APai(vi(,’s)vj( ))ds) clL 12M+GC5 wniv (R3 % (tl,T*)).

0

Since v is a weak Leray-Hopf solution, we have that v(-,#;) € L?*(R?). Noting that ¢ €
(t1,T%), it is clear that

3C5,univ

ve(titl)AU(‘,tl) e L2+m(R3 X (tQ,T*))

Combining this with (52) gives the desired conclusion.

4. QUANTIFIED FINITE NUMBER OF SINGULAR POINTS

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem 2. First we state a known e-regularity
criteria for the Navier-Stokes equations.



12 T. BARKER

Proposition 3 ([9] and [25, Theorem 30.1]). There exists absolute constants ¢ > 0 and
Coxn € (0,00) such that if (v,p) is a suitable weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equa-
tions on (0, 1) and for some ey < €,

(53) / v + |p|2dadt < &
Q(0,1)
then one concludes that v € L>(Q(0, 1)).

Before proving Theorem 2, we also need to state and prove a lemma below.

Lemma 1. There exists a positive universal constants Cl(m)w Cl(i)w such that the following
holds true for every M > 1.

Letv : R3 x (0,1) — R3 be a weak Leray-Hopf solution to the Navier-Stokes equations,
with initial data vy and associated pressure p : R3 x (0,1) — R.

Suppose that

(54) v € L=([0,1); L= (R?))
and

(35) l[voll £3.00 3y < M.
Define

u(-t) == (-, t) — ePuy.

Then the above assumptions imply that

(56) el (0,1 223y / / Vul?dads < C), M™?,
0 R3
4
(57) o1l 18 o e 0.1y < Comin M
and
(58) 1215 g 017y < Comin ™M™

Proof. Utilizing Lemma 3.4 of [3] we see that for all N > 0 we have
(59)

1
T — / / Vuldeds
0 R3

_ 2 8
< CG,univ(N 1||UOH%S7°°(]R3) + N5 HUO||L53,OO(R3))

9 33 199
+ CG,uniU eXp(CG,uniUN% HUOHES,oo(RS))(N_% ”UOHI?&OO(RC%) + N1_90 ”UO“£QW(R3))
_ 2 18 1.9 1 199
< Counio N7'M3 4 NS M5 ) + Co unio xD(Counio N2 M2)(N“2 M8 4 N10 M 0').
Choosing N = M~ then immediately gives (56).
Next we prove (57). Using Lebesgue interpolation and the Sobolev inequality, we have
that for t € (0,1)

10 4 4
2 3 2 3
[Ju(, )H ° ¥ (m3) < ||u(',t)HL6(R3)||u(‘,t)sz(]RS) < C?,um'vnvu("t)HLQ(RS)Hu("t)Hz2(R3)-
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Using (56), we have
1 1

10 4
(60) //|u|3dxd5 < C’?,um’v//|Vu|2dxd5Hu||zoo(0,1;L2(R3)) < Ot univM™
0 R3 0 R3

Using (55) and O’Neil’s convolution inequality gives that for any s € (0, 00) :

e upl, g gy < o
S$320
Thus,
1
(61) // |eSAu0|1_30dxd5 < C’gmm-le_so.
0 R3

Combining this with (60) gives the desired conclusion (57) for M > 1.

Finally, since the associated pressure p to v is a Calderén-Zygmund operator acting on
v ® v, we see that (57) implies (58). U

4.1. Proof of Theorem 2. Let {x1,x5...21} C 0. Where o is defined as in (14). In what
follows, we will show that necessarily,

(62) L<c® 20

univ
This is sufficient to infer the conclusion of Theorem 2.
Regarding {z1,xs,... 21} C o, since s, 1 0, there exists n = n(x1,...2r) > 0 such
that

(63) s — 2] > 2(—sp)2.

min
{G@)e{1,2,...Ly?:i#5}
Now we perform the Navier-Stokes rescaling
64)  ((z,t), bz, 1) = Owhz, A2), \2p(Az, A2t)) with X = (—s,)2 < L.

Here, 0 : R? x (£,00) = R* and p : R x (-, 00) — R,
By (13), we see that

(65) 190, =1) || 3,00 (m3y < M.
Hence, using Lemma 1 we see that
0

SO T R 1 20

(66) 0|3 + |p|3dzds < Chrouniv M.
—1 R3
Next define
67) yi = —— for i€ {1,...L}.
(=sn)?

Then,
(68) {(yi,0) :i=1... L} are singular points of 0.

Using (63), we have that
(69) B(y;,,1) N B(y;,1) =0 Vi#je{l,...L}.



14 T. BARKER

Utilizing Proposition 3, together with (68), we see that there exists a positive universal
constant £ such that

0
(70) / / 5|8 + [p|sdads > e}, Vie {1,...,L}.
—1B(y;,1)

Summing this over ¢ = 1... L, together with the use of (66) and (69), gives

goLl < Z/ / |D] Ege |p|3d:6ds = / / |o|'s s |p|3dxds < Cro,univM

—1B(yi,1) —Lul, B(yi.1)

Thus,
20
ClO,univM

*
€0

L<

as required.

Remark 1. The observant reader will notice that, under the assumptions of Theorem 2, M 20
is not an optimal bound for the number of singular points of v at ¢ = 0. In the above proof
of Theorem 2, it suffices to estimate global bounds for the L ; space-time norm of v for

any s € (3, 13—0] Using Lemma 1 to estimate this quantity then implies that the number of
singular points at ¢ = 0 can be bounded by

(71) C,M% for any s € (3,%].
If instead of (13), we assume the stronger assumption that
(72) [Vl Lo (—1,0;L3.00m3Y) < M

then the power of M in (71) can be further improved. Following the energy estimates of
[38] and [4], we can show that under the assumption (72), the number of singular points of
v at t = 0 is at most

CsM?* for any s € (3,42].
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