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Abstract

In the paper, a new slightly supercritical condition, providing lo-

cal regularity of axially symmetric solutions to the non-stationary 3D

Navier-Stokes equations, is discussed. It generalises almost all known

results in the local regularity theory of weak axisymmetric solutions.
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1 Introduction

In the submitted note, we study potential singularities of axially symmetric
flows of viscous incompressible fluids. It has been shown in the paper [17] that
an axisymmetric solution to the three-dimensional non-stationary Navier-
Stokes equations with a bounded scale-invariant energy quantity is actually
smooth, i.e., axially symmetric solutions do no exhibit Type I blowups (see
the paper [17] for more definitions and explanations).

Let us consider the 3D non-stationary Navier-Stokes system

∂tv + v · ∇v −∆v = −∇q, div v = 0 (1.1)

in the space-time parabolic cylinder Q = C×] − 1, 0[, where C = {x =
(x1, x2, x3) : x

2
1 + x22 < 1, −1 < x3 < 1} is a usual right circle cylinder in R3.

In what follows, it is supposed that the pair v and q is the so-called suitable
weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equations in Q. We recall a definition of
such solutions.

Definition 1.1. Let ω ⊂ R3 and T2 > T1. The pair w and r is a suitable
weak solution to the Navier-Stokes system in Q∗ = ω×]T1, T2[ if:

1. w ∈ L2,∞(Q∗), ∇w ∈ L2(Q∗), r ∈ L 3
2
(Q∗);

2. w and r satisfy the Navier-Stokes equations in Q∗ in the sense of
distributions;

3. for a.a. t ∈ [T1, T2], the local energy inequality

∫

ω

ϕ(x, t)|w(x, t)|2dx+ 2

t
∫

T1

∫

ω

ϕ|∇w|2dxdt′ ≤
t

∫

T1

∫

ω

[|w|2(∂tϕ+∆ϕ)+

+w · ∇ϕ(|w|2 + 2r)]dxdt′

holds for all non-negative ϕ ∈ C1
0(ω×]T1, T2 + (T2 − T1)/2[).

Our standing assumption is that a suitable weak solution v and q to
the Navier-Stokes equations in Q = C×] − 1, 0[ is axially symmetric with
respect to x3-axis. It means the following: if we introduce the corresponding
cylindrical coordinates (r, θ, x3) and use the corresponding representation
v = vrer + vθeθ + v3e3, then vr,θ = vθ,θ = v3,θ = q,θ = 0. Here, the comma in
lower indices means the partial derivative in the indicated spatial direction.
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With the regards to the state of arts in the regularity theory of axially
symmetric solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations, we could refer to the pre-
vious papers [17] and [18] of the author and especially to references therein.
For example, one could mention the following very interesting papers: [6],
[23], [10], [14], [16], [2], [21], [4], [19], [8], [15],[9], [3], [22], and [25].

In a sense, our note is a continuation of author’s paper [18], which, in turn,
has been inspired by paper [15] of X. Pan, where the regularity of solutions
has been proved under a slightly supercritical assumption. The aims of the
present paper are to consider a local setting and a different supercritical
assumption.

In order to describe our supercritical assumption, additional notation is
needed. Given x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ R3, denote x′ = (x1, x2, 0). Next, different
types of spatial cylinders will be denoted as C(r) = {x : |x′| < r, |x3| <
r}, C(x0, r) = C(r) + x0, Q

λ,µ(r) = C(λr)×] − µr2, 0[, Q1,1(r) = Q(r),
Qλ,µ(z0, r) = C(x0, λr)×]t0 − µr2, t0[. And, finally, let

f(R) :=
1√
R

(

0
∫

−R2

(

∫

C(R)

|v|3dx
)

4
3

dt
)

3
4

and

M(R) :=
1√
R

(

∫

Q(R)

|v| 103 dz
)

3
10

for any 0 < R ≤ 1, with v = vrer + v3e3, and assume that:

f(R) +M(R) ≤ g(R) := c∗ ln
α ln

1
2 (1/R) (1.2)

for all 0 < R ≤ 2/3, where c∗ and α are positive constants and α obeys the
condition:

0 < α ≤ 1

224
. (1.3)

In the paper [18], the following completely local result has been stated.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that a pair v and q is an axially symmetric suitable
weak solution to the Navier-Stokes equations in Q and let conditions (1.2)
and (1.3) hold. Then the origin z = 0 is a regular point of v.

Unfortunately, the above theorem has not been proven in [18]. Instead, a
global version of it has been stated and demonstrated there. However, a big
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step toward a proof of Theorem 1.2 has been made in that paper [18]. It is
a careful analysis of the scalar equation

∂tσ +
(

v + 2
x′

|x′|2
)

· ∇σ −∆σ = 0, (1.4)

being held in domain Q \ ({x′ = 0}×]− 1, 0[). Here, σ := ̺vϕ = v2x1 − v1x2.
Let us recall known differentiability properties of σ. Most of them follow

from the partial regularity theory developed by Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg in
their famous paper [1]. As to further discussions and improvements, see also
papers [12] and [7] and of course references therein.

Indeed, since v and q are an axially symmetric suitable weak solution
in Q, there exists a closed subset Sσ of Q, whose 1D-parabolic measure in
R3 × R is equal to zero and x′ = 0 for any z = (x, t) ∈ Sσ, such that any
spatial derivative of v with respect to Cartesian coordinates (and thus of σ)
is Hölder continuous in Q \ Sσ in space-time.

Next,
σ ∈ W 2,1

p (P (δ, R;R)×]− R2, 0[)

for any 0 < δ < R < 1 and for any finite exponent p ≥ 2.
One can show also that σ ∈ L∞(Q(R)) for any 0 < R < 1, see, for

example, papers [19] and [17].
What actually has been proved in paper [18], see also the last section of

the present paper, is as follows:

Proposition 1.3. Assume that all assumptions of Theorem 1.2 hold. Let
σ = ̺vϕ, then

oscz∈Q(r) ≤ e
−c

[

ln
1
4 (1/(2r))−ln

1
4 (1/(2R))

]

oscz∈Q(2R)σ(z) (1.5)

for all 0 < r < R ≤ R∗(c∗, α) ≤ 1/6, where c is a positive absolute constant.
Here, oscz∈Q(r)σ(z) =Mr −mr and

Mr = sup
z∈Q(r)

σ(z), mr = inf
z∈Q(r)

σ(z).

Now, the main task of the note is to deduce Theorem 1.2 from Proposition
1.3.

Let us describe briefly the most important counter-parts of our arguments.
The first one is a choice of a cut-off function that takes into account the well
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known partial regularity of axisymmetric flows. The second important point
is a local regularity properties of solution v̂ to the following elliptic system:

div v = 0, curl v = ωθeθ (1.6)

in C, where ωθ = vr,3 − v3,r is the corresponding component of the vorticity
field ω = curl v, see Lemma 2.3 of Section 2. It should be mentioned that
Lemma 2.3 of the present note is a local version of the corresponding global
statement, see [13], Proposition 2.5 therein, or [3], Lemma 2.3 therein.

In Section 3, we show how Pan type results on supercritical regularity,
see Pan’s paper [15], can be deduced from Theorem 1.2 of the present note.
To be a bit more precise, let us replace the main supercritical condition (1.2)
with the other one, where, for simplicity, it is assumed that:

|v(r, x3, t)| ≤
c

r
lnα ln

1

r
(1.7)

in Q, with a positive number α.

Theorem 1.4. Assume that v and q are suitable weak solution to the Navier-
Stokes equations in Q and condition (1.7) is satisfied with 0 < α < 4/7.
Then, condition (1.2) holds as well but with new exponent 35α/6 and a new
constant c, depending on α, and some energy quantities of v and q.

As it follows from Theorem 1.2, supercritical condition (1.7) implies reg-
ularity of the velocity field v at the origin z = 0 for sufficiently small α.

At the end of the section, we would like to comment our notation. All
absolute constants are denoted by c, other constants are denoted by C with
indication of variables of which those constants may depend on. The norms of
the Lebesgue space Lp(ω) are denoted by ‖ · ‖p,ω and of the mixed Lebesgue
space Lp,q(QT ) = Lq(0, T ;Lp(ω)) are denoted by ‖ · ‖p,q,QT

, where QT =
ω×]0, T [.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Step 1. Construction of a cut-off function. The partial regularity the-
ory for the Navier-Stokes equations implies that if singular points of an ax-
isymmetric velocity field v exist, they must belong to the axis of symmetry,
which is x3-axis in our case. Since the 1D parabolic Hausdorff measure of
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the set of singular points is equal to zero, there exist at least two regu-
lar points z1 = (x′, x3, t) = (0, h1, 0) and z2 = (0,−h2, 0) of v such that
0 < h1, h2 < 1. According to the properties of regular points, there are
cylinders Q1 = Q(z1, δ) and Q2 = Q(z2, δ) with radius δ > 0 such that
v ∈ C([−δ2, 0];C3(C((0, h1), δ))) ∩ C([−δ2, 0];C3(C((0,−h2), δ))) at least.
Moreover, one can find t0 ∈] − δ2, 0[ such that there is no singular point
in the set C(r0)× [t0, t0+ δ20] ⊂]− t0, 0[ with 0 < r0 < 1 and δ0 > 0. It is also
possible to pick up r0 close to one so that r0 ≥ max{h1 − δ, h2 − δ}.

Without loss of generality (just for simplicity of calculations), we may
assume that h1 = h2 = 3/4, δ = 1/8, and t0 = −1/32, t0 + δ0 = −1/64,
r0 = 4/5. Then we are going to use a smooth cut-off function η(r, x3, t) =
ϕ(r)ψ(x3)ξ(t), where ϕ, ψ, and ξ are smooth functions having the following
properties:

• all of them take the values in [0, 1];

• ϕ(r) = 1 if 0 ≤ r < 1/2; ϕ(r) = 0 if r ≥ 5/6;

• ψ(x3) = 1 if 0 ≤ x3 < 1/2; ψ(x3) = 0 if x3 ≥ 5/6;

• ξ(t) = 1 if t ≥ −1/64; ξ(t) = 0 if t ≤ −1/32.

Without loss of generality, we may assume also that

|σ(r, x3, t)| = r|vθ(r, x3, t)| ≤ C1e
−c ln

1
4 (1/r) (2.1)

in C. It is easy to see that (2.1) implies

|σ(r, x3, t)| = r|vθ(r, x3, t)| ≤
cC1

ln3(e/r)
(2.2)

for the same x and t.

Step 2. Auxiliary Lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let v = vrer + v3e3, where v is our suitable weak solution, and
let Γ = ωθ/r. Then, for all t ∈]− 1, 0[, the following estimates are valid:

‖∇(η3vr/r)(·, t)‖2,C ≤ c‖η3Γ(·, t)‖2,C + C(v, η)

and
‖∇2

(η3vr/r)(·, t)‖2,C ≤ c‖η3Γ,3(·, t)‖2,C + C(v, η).

Here, |∇2
g|2 = |g,rr|2 + 2|g,r3|2 + |g,33|2.
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Proof. In order to prove the lemma, let us make use of elliptic system (1.6),
where time t ∈] − 1, 0[ is considered as a parameter. Introducing ζ = η3,
derive from (1.6) the non-homogeneous system:

div (ζv) = v · ∇ζ, curl (ζv) = ζωθeθ +∇ζ × v

in R3. In turn, from the above system, it follows that:

−∆(ζv) = curl(ζωθeθ)−∇(v · ∇ζ) + curl(∇ζ × v). (2.3)

Next, as a result of simple transformations, the following equation for vr
can be deduced from (2.3):

−∆(ζvrer) = −((ζωθ),3 + g)er − ((v · ∇ζ),1, (v · ∇ζ),2, 0),

where g = (ζ,3vr − ζ,rv3),3. The latter equation can be solved in the whole
space R

3 so that

vr
r

= −1

r
er ·∆−1((ζωθ),3er) +

1

r
er ·∆−1(G,1, G,2, 0)−

−1

r
er ·∆−1((v · ∇ζ),1, (v · ∇ζ),2, 0),

where

G(r, x3, t) =

∞
∫

r

g(̺, x3, t)d̺

and the operator ∆−1 is defined by Newton potential, i.e.,

∆−1h(x) =
1

4π0

∫

R3

1

|x− y|h(y)dy

for smooth compactly supported functions h. Here, π0 = 3, 14...
So,

vr
r

=W + Z,

where

W = −1

r
er ·∆−1((ζωθ),3er), Z =

1

r
Z0,r, Z0 = ∆−1(G− v · ∇ζ).
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Function f = G−v ·∇ζ is axisymmetric, so does function Z0 = ∆−1f . Hence,
according to Proposition 2.9 of paper [5], the following identity is valid:

Z = sin2 θZ0,11 − 2 cos θ sin θZ0,12 + cos2 θZ0,22.

Next, exploiting the properties of singular integrals, one can derive two esti-
mates:

‖∇Z‖2,R3 ≤ c‖∇x′f‖2,R3

and
‖∇2

Z‖2,R3 ≤ c‖∇2
x′f‖2,R3.

Again, it is important to notice that f(r, x3, t) 6= 0 only if |∇η(r, x3, t)| > 0.
In the set supp |∇η| , functions v, ∇v, and ∇2v are bounded in space-time.
The most dangerous term on the right hand side of the latter inequalities are
those where cut-off function η does not contain derivatives in r. These terms
contain v3, vr,3, v3,r, v3,rr, v3,r/r, vr,3r, and vr,3/r. All of them are bounded

by either |v|, or |∇v|, or |∇2v|. So, |∇Z0(·, t)|+ |∇2
Z0(·, t)| ≤ C(v, η).

As to the function W , the global estimates have been already established
in [3]. Here, they are:

‖∇W‖2,R3 ≤ c‖ζΓ‖2,R3, ‖∇2
W‖2,R3 ≤ c‖(ζΓ),3‖2,R3 .

This completes the proof of the lemma.

Step 3. Local estimates of solutions. In this section, our goal is to make
arguments of papers [24] and [3] completely local.

It is easy to verify that functions Φ = ωr/r = −vθ,3/r and Γ = ωθ/r =
(vr,3 − v3,r)/r satisfy the following equations:

∂tΦ+
(

v − 2x′

|x′|2
)

· ∇Φ−∆Φ+ ω · ∇
(vr
r

)

= 0,

∂tΓ +
(

v − 2x′

|x′|2
)

· ∇Γ−∆Γ + 2
vθ
r
Φ = 0.

Let us multiply the first equation by Φη6 and the second equation by Γη6.
After integration by parts, we find:

1

2
∂t

∫

C

(Φη3)2dx+

∫

C

(η3|∇Φ|)2dx+ π0

∫ 1

−1

(η3Φ)2|x′=0dx3 =

8



=
1

2

∫

C

Φ2(∂tη
6 +∆η6) +

∫

C

(

v − 2x′

|x′|2
)

· ∇η6Φ2dx+

+

∫

C

(

vθ

(vr
r

)

,3
(Φη6),r − vθ

(vr
r

)

,r
(Φη6),3

)

dx = A1 + A2 + A3

and
1

2
∂t

∫

C

(Γη3)2dx+

∫

C

(η3|∇Γ|)2dx+ π0

∫ 1

−1

(η3Γ)2|x′=0dx3 =

=
1

2

∫

C

Γ2(∂tη
6 +∆η6) +

∫

C

(

v − 2x′

|x′|2
)

· ∇η6Γ2dx−

−2

∫

C

vθ
r
Φη6Γdx = B1 +B2 +B3.

Now, we wish to evaluate quantities Ai and Bi, starting with A1 and
B1 and letting Ψ = ∂tη

6 + ∆η6 to simplify our notation. Indeed, by the
construction of our cut-off function η, the solution v is smooth in the domain
where |Ψ| > 0. Now, it remains to use inequality |Γ|2 + |Φ|2 ≤ |∇ω|2 and
boundedness of |∇ω| in the corresponding space-time domain. So, we have

A1 +B1 =

∫

C

(|Φ|2 + |Γ|2)Ψdx ≤
∫

C

|∇ω|2|Ψ|dx ≤ C(v, η).

In order to estimate A2 and B2, boundedness of v and its spatial deriva-
tives over the support of ∇η and the obvious identity

x′

|x′|2 · ∇η =
1

|x′|(η),r ≤ C(η)

are used. So, we have

A2 +B2 ≤ C(v, η)

∫

1
2
<|x′|<1

η5(|Γ|2 + |Φ|2)dx.

Since |Γ|2+|Φ|2 ≤ |∇ω|2 and |∇ω| is bounded in {1
2
< |x′| < 1}, the estimate

A2 +B2 ≤ C(v, η)

9



is easily derived.
Our next goal is to find bounds for A3 and B3. To this end, let us fix a

number 0 < r1 < 1/4 and introduce domain S1 = {x ∈ C : |x′| < r1}. Then,

B3 = −2

∫

S1

vθ
r
(η3Φ)(η3Γ) +

1

r1
C(v, η) ≤

≤ cC1

ln(e/r1)

(

∫

C

1

r2 ln2(e/r)
|η3Γ|2dx

)
1
2
(

∫

C

1

r2 ln2(e/r)
|η3Φ|2dx

)
1
2
+

+
1

r1
C(v, η).

In order to estimate the right hand side of the latter inequality, we are going
to use a Leray type inequality in dimension two. For the reader convenience,
let us state it for our particular case. The proof can be done with the help
of integration by parts.

Lemma 2.2. For any function f ∈ C1
0(C), the following inequality is valid:

∫

C

|f |2
|x′|2 ln2(e/|x′|)

dx ≤ 4

∫

C

|∇x′f |2dx.

Applying Lemma 2.2, we find

B3 ≤
cC1

ln(e/r1)
‖∇x′(η3Γ)‖2,C‖∇x′(η3Φ)‖2,C +

1

r1
C(v, η) ≤

≤ cC1

ln(e/r1)
(‖η3∇x′Γ‖2,C + ‖Γ∇x′η3‖2,C)(‖η3∇x′Φ‖2,C + ‖Φ∇x′η3‖2,C)+

+
1

r1
C(v, η).

Now, let us exploit one more time the fact that our solution v has bounded
spatial derivatives of any order in the support of ∇η and inequality |Γ|2 +
|Φ|2 = (|ωr|2 + |ωθ|2)/r2 ≤ |∇ω|2. So,

B3 ≤
cC1

ln(e/r1)
‖η3∇x′Γ‖2,C‖η3∇x′Φ‖2,C+

+C(v, η, r1)(‖η3∇x′Γ‖2,C + ‖η3∇x′Φ‖2,C) + C(v, η, r1).
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As to the last quantity A3, we find

A3 =

∫

C

(

vθ

(vr
r

)

,3
η3(η3Φ),r − vθ

(vr
r

)

,r
η3(η3Φ),3

)

dx+

+

∫

C

(

vθ

(vr
r

)

,3
η3Φ(η3),r − vθ

(vr
r

)

,r
η3Φ(η3),3

)

dx = A31 + A32.

The first term on the right hand side can be transformed so that:

A31 =

∫

C

(

vθ

(η3vr
r

)

,3
(η3Φ),r − vθ

(η3vr
r

)

,r
(η3Φ),3

)

dx−

−
∫

C

(

vθ

(vr
r

)

(η3),3(η
3Φ),r − vθ

(vr
r

)

(η3),r(η
3Φ),3

)

dx = A0 + A′
31.

Since |vr/r| ≤ |∇v| and since the second integral is taken over support of
∇η, we find

A′
31 ≤ C(v, η)‖∇(η3Φ)‖2,C ≤ C(v, η)(‖η3∇Φ)‖2,C + 1).

To evaluate A0, we may use Hölder inequality and the same trick as above.
It gives us to the bound:

A0 ≤ cC2
1

(

∫

C

1

r2 ln6(e/|x′|)
(
∣

∣

∣

(η3vr
r

)

,3

∣

∣

∣

2

+
∣

∣

∣

(η3vr
r

)

,r

∣

∣

∣

2)

dx
)

1
2‖∇(η3φ)‖2,C ≤

≤ cC2
1

ln4(e/|r1|)
(

∫

C

1

r2 ln2(e/|x′|)
(
∣

∣

∣

(η3vr
r

)

,3

∣

∣

∣

2

+

+
∣

∣

∣

(η3vr
r

)

,r

∣

∣

∣

2)

dx
)

1
2‖∇(η3φ)‖2,C + C(v, η, r1).

Here, it has been used boundedness of ∇2v and ∇2ω in domain {r > r1}×]−
1, 0[

Now, we again apply Lemma 2.2 and find another bound:

A0 ≤
cC2

1

ln4(e/|r1|)
(‖∇x′

(η3vr
r

)

,3
‖22,C + ‖∇x′

(η3vr
r

)

,r
‖22,C)

1
2‖∇(η3φ)‖2,C+

11



+C(v, η, r1).

It remains to take into account the statement of Lemma 2.1 and conclude

A0 ≤
cC2

1

ln4(e/|r1|)
(‖η3Γ,3‖2,C + C(v, η))(‖η3∇Φ‖2,C + C(v, η)) + C(v, η, r1) ≤

≤ cC2
1

ln4(e/|r1|)
‖η3∇Γ‖2,C‖η3∇Φ‖2,C+

+C(v, η, r1)(‖η3∇Γ‖2,C + ‖η3∇Φ‖2,C) + C(v, η, r1).

Our next aim is a bound for A32. Obviously, we have

A32 =

∫

C

(

vθ

(η3vr
r

)

,3
Φ(η3),r − vθ

(ηvr
r

)

,r
Φ(η3),3

)

dx.

Here, we would like to use again that v, ∇v, and ∇2v are bounded over the
support of ∇η. In addition, we know that |vθ| ≤ |v|, |Φ| ≤ ∇ω, |(vr/r),3| ≤
|∇2v|, and |(vr/r),3| ≤ |∇2v|. Therefore, we find

A32 ≤ C(v, η).

So, finally,

A3 ≤
cC2

1

ln4(e/|r1|)
‖η3∇Γ‖2,C‖η3∇Φ‖2,C+

+C(v, η, r1)(‖η3∇Γ‖2,C + ‖η3∇Φ‖2,C) + C(v, η, r1).

Combing all the estimates made on this step, we shall have:

1

2
∂t

∫

C

(Φη3)2 + (Γη3)2dx+

∫

C

(η3|∇Φ|)2 + η3|∇Γ|)2dx ≤

≤
( cC1

ln(e/r1)
+

cC2
1

ln4(e/|r1|)
)

‖η3∇Γ‖2,C‖η3∇Φ‖2,C+

+C(v, η, r1)(‖η3∇Γ‖2,C + ‖η3∇Φ‖2,C) + C(v, η, r1).

Here, it is assumed that a number r1 ∈]0, 1/4[ so small as

cC1

ln(e/r1)
+

cC2
1

ln4(e/|r1|)
< 2.

12



So, if the latter condition holds, the key estimate can be derived by more or
less standard arguments. It is as follows:

sup
−1<t<0

∫

C

η6(|Γ|2 + |Φ|2)dx+
∫

Q

(η3|∇Φ|)2 + (η3|∇Γ|)2dxdt ≤ C(v, η, r1).

Step 4. Final Conclusion. Now, let us show that the origin z = 0 is a
regular point of v. To this end, we are going to use the estimate proved at
the previous step. It can be re-written to the form:

|η3Φ|22,Q + |η3Γ|22,Q <∞, (2.4)

where as usual |f |22,Q = sup
−1<t<0

‖f(·, t)‖22,C + ‖∇f‖22,Q. Since ωθ = rΓ, one can

state that |η3ωθ|2,Q <∞ as well. It will be used to make various estimates of
the solution to equation (2.3). Indeed, the elliptic theory implies two classical
bounds:

‖∇(η3v)‖2,C ≤ c‖ωθη
3‖2,C + c‖|∇η3||v|‖2,C

and

‖∇2(η3v)‖2,C ≤ c‖|∇η3||∇v|‖2,C + c‖|∇2η3||v|‖2,C + c‖curl(ωθη
3eθ)‖2,C.

Let us notice that

curl(ωθη
3eθ) = −(ωθη

3),3er + ((ωθη
3),r + Γη3)e3

and
|∇v| ≤ |∇v|.

Then, our previous arguments can be exploited to describe properties of the
solution v in the support of ∇η and conclude that the quantity |∇(η3v)|2,Q
is bounded that in turn yields boundedness of two norms: ‖∇(η3v)‖ 10

3
,Q and

‖∇(η3v)‖∞, 10
3
,Q. So, for all sufficiently small R, we find

1

R2

∫

Q(R)

|v|3dz ≤ cR
11
5 ‖η3v‖3

∞, 10
3
,Q

→ 0 (2.5)

as R→ 0.

13



It remains to understand what happens with vθ. Indeed, we have

η3vθ(r, x3, t) =

x3
∫

−1

(η3vθ),3(r, y, t)dy

and thus

sup
−1|<x3<1

|η3vθ(r, x3, t)| ≤ c
(

1
∫

−1

|(η3vθ),3|(r, y, t)|
10
3 dy

)
3
10
.

The latter inequality can be re-written so that

sup
−1|<x3<1

1

r
|η3vθ(r, x3, t)| ≤ c

(

1
∫

−1

(|Φη3|+ |(η3),3|vθ|/r)
10
3 (r, y, t)dy

)
3
10

.

Taking into account the inequality |vθ|/r ≤ |∇v| and boundedness of |∇v| in
the support of ∇η, after integration by parts, we get:

0
∫

−1

1
∫

0

(

sup
−1|<x3<1

1

r
|η3vθ(r, x3, t)|

)
10
3

rdrdt ≤ c‖Φη3‖
10
3
10
3
,Q

+ C(v, η) <∞.

So, for sufficiently small R > 0, we have

1

R2

∫

Q(R)

|vθ|3dz ≤ c
1

R
3
2

[

∫

Q(R)

|vθ|
10
3 dz

]
9
10 ≤

≤ c
1

R
3
2

[

0
∫

−R2

R
∫

0

(

R
10
3

R
∫

−R

|vθ/r|
10
3 dx3

)

rdrdt
]

9
10 ≤

≤ c
R( 10

3
+1) 9

10

R
3
2

[

0
∫

−1

1
∫

0

sup
−1<x3<1

∣

∣

∣

vθη
3(r, x3, t)

r

∣

∣

∣

10
3
rdrdt

]
9
10 → 0

as R → 0. According to the partial regularity theory for the Navier-Stokes
equations and to (2.5), the origin z = 0 is a regular point of v. Theorem 1.2
is proved.
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3 Proof of Theorem 1.4

Here, we are going to use two scale-invariant inequalities proved in [20]. They
are as follows:

C(̺) ≤ cεE(̺) + c1(s, l, ε)G(̺), G(̺) = (Ms,l(̺))
1

l(2−3/s−2/l)

and

E(θ̺) ≤
(

θE(̺) + 1

θ2
C(̺) +

1

θ
4
3

C
2
3 (̺)

)

,

where ε > 0, 0 < θ < 1 and 0 < ̺ < 1, various scale-invariant quantities are
defined as

E(̺) = E(̺) + A(̺) +D(̺), C(̺) =
1

̺2

∫

Q(̺)

|v|3dz,

E(̺) =
1

̺

∫

Q(̺)

|∇v|2dz, A(̺) =
1

̺
sup

−̺2<t<0

∫

C(̺)

|v(x, t)|2dx,

D(̺) =
1

̺2

∫

Q(̺)

|q| 32dz, Ms,l(̺) =
1

̺κ

0
∫

−̺2

dt
(

∫

C(̺)

|v|sdx
)

l
s
,

κ = l
(

3
s
+ 2

l
− 1

)

and numbers s and l satisfies restrictions:

1

2
>

3

s
+

2

l
− 3

2
> max

{ 1

2l
,
1

2
− 1

l

}

.

From the above inequalities, it can be easily derived

E(θ̺) ≤ c
[(

θ +
ε

θ2
+
ε

1
2

θ

)

E(ε) + c2(ε, θ) + c3(s, l, ε, θ)G(ε)
]

.

Next, we choose a positive number θ to satisfy the inequality cθ ≤ 1/4 and
then pick up a positive number ε so that

ε

θ2
+
ε

1
2

θ
<

1

4
.

Hence, we have

E(θ̺) ≤ 1

2
E(̺) + c+ c5(s, l)G(̺).
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After iterations, we get the inequality

E(θk̺) ≤ 1

2k
E(̺) + c+ c5(s, l)

k−1
∑

i=0

G(θi̺)

2k−1−i

being valid for each natural k.
Now, assume that condition (1.7) holds, set s = 7

4
and l = 10, and try to

evaluate the quantity Ms,l and thus the quantity G. So, we have

G(̺) ≤ 1

̺
64
7

0
∫

−̺2

dt
(

2π0

̺
∫

−̺

dx3

̺
∫

0

(c

r
lnα ln

1

r

)
7
4

rdr
)

40
7

.

To estimate the above integral, we assume that a number α and the variable
̺ are positive and sufficiently small. Then, integration by parts gives us:

̺
∫

0

(1

r
lnα ln

1

r
)
7
4 rdr = 4̺

1
4 ln

7α
4 ln

1

̺
+ 7α

̺
∫

0

1

̺
3
4

1

ln1− 7
4
α ln 1

̺

1

ln 1
̺

dr ≤

≤ c̺
1
4 ln

7α
4 ln

1

̺
.

As a result,

G(̺) ≤ c ln
35
3
α ln

1

̺
.

Therefore,

E(θk̺) ≤ 1

2k
E(̺) + c+ c ln

35
3
α ln

1

θk̺
.

From the last estimate, it follows that

E(̺) ≤ C(E(1/2), α) ln35
3
α ln 1/̺

for all 0 < ̺ ≤ 1/2. It remains to notice f(R) +M(R) ≤ c
√

E(R). Theorem
1.4 has been proved.
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4 Corrections to the preprint [18]

In the note [18], there is an error in calculations of a certain integral at the
very end of Proposition 1.4. It can be corrected so that all results of note
[18] remain true. The correct version of Proposition 1.4 of [18] is Proposition
1.3 of the present note. Keeping notation of the note [18], let us comment to
changes to the proof.

The first comment is related to more delicate estimate of β̂2 and is as
follows.

Obviously, there exists a number 0 < R∗5(M0, c∗, α) ≤ min{1/6, R∗2}
such that

2c(M0, c∗) ln
224α−1

√

ln
1

R
≤ 1

2

and

c(M0, c∗) ln
224α

√

ln
1

R
≥ ln g(2R)

for 0 < R ≤ R∗5(M0, c∗, α) and thus

−c(M0, c∗) ln
224α

√

ln
1

R
=

= −2c(M0, c∗) ln
224α

√

ln
1

R
++c(M0, c∗) ln

224α

√

ln
1

R
≥

−
(

2c(M0, c∗) ln
224α−1

√

ln
1

R

)

ln

√

ln
1

R
+ ln g(2R) ≥

≥ − ln
(

ln
1

R

)
1
4
+ ln g(2R).

Now, the number β̂2 is estimated as follows:

β̂2 ≥
(

ln
1

R

)− 1
4
g(2R) (4.1)

for 0 < R ≤ R∗5(M0, c∗, α). Then

β(2R) =
c

ln
3
4 (1/R)
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and estimate of ηk is as follows:

≤ −c
k

∑

i=0

(ln(22i−1/R))−
3
4 = −c

k
∑

i=0

1

(i ln 4 + ln(1/(2R)))
3
4

≤

≤ −c
k+1
∫

0

dx

(x ln 4 + ln(1/(2R)))
3
4

=

= − 4c

ln 4
(x ln 4 + ln(1/(2R)))

1
4

∣

∣

∣

k+1

0
=

= −c
(

ln
1
4 (22k+1/R)− ln

1
4 (1/(2R))

))

.

So, (1.5) follows.
Changes in the proof of Theorem 1.3 in [18] are based on the inequality

|σ(̺, x3, t)| ≤ C(c∗, α)e
−c ln

1
4 (1/(2̺))Σ0 ≤ C(c∗, α)Σ0

m!

cm ln
m
4 (1/(2̺))

,

being valid for all natural numbers m, and references to [24], [9], and [11].
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