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This lecture is dedicated to the application of the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser
kind of techniques to regularity issues in fluid mechanics. In a first section, we
recall the original method introduced by De Giorgi to prove C* regularity of
solutions to elliptic problems with rough coefficients. In a second part, we give
the main ideas to apply those techniques in the case of parabolic equations with
fractional Laplacian. This allows, in particular, to show the global regularity
of the Surface Quasi-Geostrophic equation in the critical case. Finally, a last
section is dedicated to the application of this method to the 3D Navier-Stokes
equation.

Introduction

In this lecture, we will present applications to fluid mechanics of a De Giorgi
technique first introduced for the study of some elliptic equations. E. De Giorgi
first used this technique in 1957 [9] to solve the 19th Hilbert problem. It consists
in showing the regularity of variational solutions to nonlinear elliptic problems.
To do so, he developed a geometric method to obtain boundedness and regularity
of solutions to elliptic equations with discontinuous coefficients. The essence of
this method has been successfully applied in several different situations, like
homogenization, phase transition, inverse problems, and more recently by the
authors in fluid mechanics.

In this course, we first introduce the method in the original De Giorgi setting,
stressing the important aspect of the approach. Then, we will show how to adapt
this method in the case of fractional diffusion which provides global regularity
results for the critical Surface Quasi-Geostrophic equation.This problem was
proposed earlier by several authors as a toy model for the 3D Navier-Stokes
equation. The full regularity result is known to collapse for systems. However,
since the De Giorgi technique is based on the physical Energy concept, some
boundedness results can be obtained by this mean even in the context of systems,
as long as they got a scalar Lyapunov functional (that we may call Energy or



Entropy). We will show in the last section how it can be adapted to give a
new proof of the partial regularity results of the 3D Navier-Stokes equation first
obtained in [3].

1 The original result of De Giorgi

1.1 The result

The 19th Hilbert problem consisted in showing that local minimizers of an
energy functional

5(111):/QF(Vw)dx

are regular provided that p — F(p) is regular.
By a local minimizer, it is meant that

E(w) < E(w+ o)

for any ¢ compactly supported in €. It is standard to show that such a minimizer
w satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

div(F'(Vw)) =0, z e (1)

De Giorgi showed that with the following assumptions

F
F is strictly convex, | llim | (ﬁ) =C>0, (2)
pl—oo |P

any solution to (1) is C*° in Q.

We can notice that the assumption of convexity is necessary. Even in one
dimension, if F' reaches his minimum in two different points, p; < ps, then we
can construct Lipshitz only minimizers zig-zagging with slopes p; and pa.

Note that (1) can be rewritten in the non divergence form as

F"(Vw) : D*w = 0.

Thanks to the strict convexity property of F', this provides a strictly elliptic
equation on w. From the standard Calderon-Zygmund theory (which was known
at the time), if Vw is C%, we can see this equation as a linear equation on w
with elliptic C* coefficients, by freezing the dependance on w in F”'(Vw). This
provides C%¢ regularity on w. Bootstrapping the argument gives, finally, C*>
regularity on w. However, at this point, we have only Vw € L?(£2). And this
theory does not work for weak solutions.

The idea is then, for every 1 < i < N to consider the derivative with respect
to x; of (1). Denote u = Q;w, this gives

div(F"(Vw)Vu) = 0.



Note that, thanks to (2), there exists A > 0 such that for every x € €2

%I < F"(Vw) < AI,

where [ is the identity N x N matrix.
De Giorgi showed the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let ) be a bounded open set of RN, and A > 0. Consider A(z)
a measurable matriz valued function defined on 0 such that

1
KI < A(z) < Al x € . (3)

Let u € HY(Q) be a weak solution to
—div(A(z) - Vu) =0, x €. (4)
Then u € C*() for any Q CC Q, with

||U||Ca((z) < Cllul[r2(£2).

The constant  depends only on A and N. The constant C' depends on A, N,
Q, and €.

By applying this theorem on 0;w, this gives that Vw € C®. Then boot-
strapping the Calderon-Zygmund result gives the proof of the Hilbert problem.

From now on, we will denote L any operator —div(A(x)V-), where A is
uniformly elliptic, that is, verifies (3).

1.2 proof of Theorem 1.1

1.2.1 General ideas

We show the result for @ = By and Q = By /2. The general result, then, can
be obtained by standard zooms in the following way. Let d > 0 be the distance
from Q to Q°. For any z( € €2, we define

uq(y) = u(wo + dy), y € By.

Note that ug verify equation (4) with diffusion matrix A4(y) = A(xo—+dy) which
verifies the same uniform elliptic estimates (3). So ug is C* in By, and u is
C* in Q. Note that a does not depend on d.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is split into two steps. In the first step, a L™
bounds is obtained from the L? norm. The second step pushes this L> bound
to the the C'* regularity.

In the first step we work on a family of ball

By = {|z| <1427} (5)



We consider the family of truncated functions
up = (u— C)y, Cr=1-27% (6)

We denote

vo= [ ufar @
By,

We derive a nonlinear estimate of the form
Uy <C*UP_ |, fora3>0. (8)

This shows that for Uy small enough, Uy converges to 0 when k converges to
infinity. This ensures that us, = (u — 1)4 is equal to 0 on By 5, and so u < 1
on By,5. Note that Equation (4) is linear. Then, the game consists in “non-
linearizing” the equation to obtain the non-linear estimate (8). This is based
on the interplay between the Sobolev inequality (which gives a control of LP
norms of uy, from the control of the L? norm of Vuy), and the energy inequality
coming from the elliptic equation which provides an ”anti-Sobolev” inequality,
i.e. a control on ||Vugl||r2 from a control on |Jug|/z2. Note that those tools are
linear. The nonlinear tool in this game is the Tchebychev inequality. It can be
used thanks to the truncation uy using C. The shrinking family of ball (By) is
used to control the flux of energy in the energy inequality: The energy flowing
through the boundary of By can be controlled by the energy contained in By_.

The second step consists in obtaining a so-called oscillation lemma. We
denote oscp u = supp u — infp u.

Lemma 1.2. Let u be a solution of Lu = 0 in By where A verifies (3). Then
there exists A(A, N) < 1 such that

0SCR, , U < AOSCB, U .

This lemma implies C¢ regularity of the solutions. Its strength is that it
gives a definition that depends only on the L°>° norm. The proof of C'* regularity
follows that way. Take any xg in By ;. We introduce the rescaled functions

u1(y) = u(wo +y/2),
Un(y) = Un—-1(y/2).

As before, 4, are solutions to (4) with diffusion matrices A,,(y) = A(xo+y/2").
Note that A,, verifies (3) for the same fixed A. We apply recursively Lemma 1.2
on uU,. This gives

sup  Ju(zo) — u(z)| < 2/|ullpee (A"

|zo—z|<2—™
Note that this estimate does not depend on x. Hence u is in C*(B 2) with

_tn
n2°



1.2.2 First step: from L? to L™
The two first ingredients are the Sobolev inequality, given by

vl zr By < ClIVVlL2(By)

for p(N) = 1\2,—]_\[ whenever v is supported in By, and the energy inequality given

27
by

Lemma 1.3. (Energy inequality) If u >0, Lu <0 and ¢ € C§°(By) then

/ (V]pu))? de < CHV(,DHZLOO/ u? dz.
B1

BiNsupp ¢
If A is symmetric then C = A?.

Proof. We multiply Lu = —div(A(z)Vu) by p?u. Since the first term is non-
positive and the second one nonnegative, we get

/VT(gozu)AVu dx <0.

We have to transfer a ¢ from the left V to the right V.
We use, for this, the estimate

/VT(gou)Au(Vgo) dx < 5/VT(g0u)AV(<pu) dx + %/|Vgp\2u2 dx.

We denote u; = sup(0,u). The main result of this section is the following.

Proposition 1. (From L? to L) There exists a constant § = 6(N,A) such
that if ||“+||2L?(Bl) <4, then

supuy < 1.

By»

Applying the proposition on (v//||uy||r2)u (which is still solution to (4)
with the same A, and so the same A) gives the following corollary.

Corollary 1. If u is a solution of Lu = 0 in By, then
1
[utllzoe (B, ) < %HU+HL2(B1) :

1.3 Proof

We consider a sequence of truncations

Prlk

where ¢y, is a sequence of shrinking cut-off functions converging to x s, ,-



More precisely:

=1 in Byg
Pk )
=0 in Bf_;
Vil < C 2k .

Note that where ug 1 > 0, up > 2~ *+D . Therefore {(prpi1ursp1) > 0} is
contained in {(pguy) > 2~ D},
2N

We have from the Sobolev inequality with p = §=5:

[/(Sokﬂukﬂ)p dxr/p < C/(V[<Pk+1uk+1])2 dzx.

But, from Holder

2/p
/(sﬂk+1uk+1)2 dx < |:/(<Pk+1uk+1)p dff} Herrr1upger > 0}|%7

so we get

U1 <C (/[v(¢k+luk+1)]2d$) {prsruprs > 0} .

We now control the right hand side by Uy through the energy inequality:
From energy we get

/|V(<Pk+1uk+1)\2d1‘ <C 22k/ uj, da.

SUPP P41

Since ¢ =1 on supp @r+1 and ug1 < ug, this can be controlled by
C 22k /(g@kuk)2 de =C 22kUk.

To control the last term, we have from the observation above:

‘{@k+luk+1 > 0}‘% S |{¢kuk > 2—]4}”% )

And by Chebyshev, this is controlled by

<2¥ (/(@kuk)2>

Ups1 < C 2% (U)W

2|

So we get

Then, for Uy = § small enough Uy, — 0. The buildup of the exponent in Uy,
forces Uy to go to zero. In fact, Uy has faster than geometric decay, i.e., for any
M >0, U, < M~* if Uy(M) is small enough.



1.3.1 Step 2. Oscillation decay.

The main result of this section is the following.

Proposition 2. Let v < 1, Lv = 0 in By. Assume that |[ByN{v <0} > pu
(u>0). Then supp, ,, v <1— M\, where X\ depends only on u, A, and N.

In other words, if v is a solution of Lv = 0, smaller than one in B;, and is
“far from 1”7 in a set of non trivial measure, it cannot get too close to 1 in By /5.
Let us first show how this leads to Lemma 1.2. Consider the function

o(z) = — (u(m)—w>.

oscu 2

We have —1 < v < 1. Assume that v is half of the space smaller than 0 in B;.
Then we can apply Proposition 2 on v which gives that oscp, ,, v < 2—A. Hence
oscp, , u < (1 —A/2)oscup,. We get the same result if v is half of the space
bigger than 0, working with (—wv).

To prove Proposition 2, we may first note that if the set

0
o <0} > |Bil - 5

then
[0 |I72(p,) < 0/4
and Corollary 1 would implies that u|p, , < 1/2.
So we must bridge the gap between knowing that |[{v < 0}| > $|B;| and
knowing that [{v < 0} > |By| — 3.
The main tool is the following De Giorgi isoperimetric inequality. It may

be considered as a quantitative version of the fact that a function with a jump
discontinuity cannot be in H'.

Lemma 1.4. Consider w such that fBl |Vw, |?dr < Cy. Set

[Al = {w <0} N By

Ol ={w > 1} N By

|ID| = {0 <w < 1} N By|.
Then we have )

Co|D| = CL(JA[|C]'7)? .

Proof. Consider w = sup(0,inf(w, 1)). Note that Vio = Vw1{p<w<1}. For xg
in C we reconstruct w by integrating along any of the rays that go from z( to



a point in A

1:w(x0):/wTdr or

|Vw(y)| dy
p o —y[n~t

|Vw.y|r™=Ldr da)

Tn—l

4] <

<u‘1r drdo <

Integrating xo on C, we find

dlL’o
aer< [ wosn( [ —2 )
[Alicr= | VoI | o=yt )%

Among all C' with the same measure |C| the integral in xy is maximized by the
ball of radius |C|*/", centered at y

/...§‘0|1/n_
e}

1/2
4] 0] < |c|1/"( / |Vw+|2) D2

Since [ |Vwy|?dx < Cp the proof is complete. O

So

Proof of Proposition 2. We consider the new sequence of truncation
wy = 2% v — (1 —277)].

Note that for any k we have wy, < 1. So from the energy inequality, we have
/ |V (wy,)4 | dz < Cy.
B1

We have also [{wg <0} N By| > u. We apply Lemma 1.4 recursively on 2wy, as
long as

/ (wt1)% da > 6.
By

We get

|{wk+1 Z 0} ﬂB1| = |{2wk Z ].} ﬂBl‘ Z /B (warl)%'_ dx Z 0.
1

So, from the lemma, there exists a constant o which does not depend on & such
that
{0 < wi < 1/2} N By| > a.



Then
Hwir <0} N By| > [{wp—1 <0} N Bi|+a > p+ ka.

This clearly fails after a finite number of k. At this kg we have for sure that

/ (Wio+1)% dz < 4.
B

Proposition 1 then implies that wy,4+1 < 1 in Bj/3. Rescaling back to v gives
the result.



2 Global regularity result for the Surface Quasi-
Geostrophic equation

2.1 Introduction

The Surface-Quasi-Geostrophic equation is the layer equation of the Quasi-
Geostrophic equation. It models the evolution of the temperature at the surface
of the earth. Consider the potential of temperature 6 be defined on R?. It has
been studied by several authors (see [8, 7, 6]). The equation is the following.

0,4 (v-V)0=(AYH,  t>0, xR
(_'U27'U1) = (R107R26)7

where R; are the Riesz transforms of 6 defined by

s
R0 = >20.
el
In particular we have
dive = 0.

The term (v- V)0 models the convection transport, and the term (A'/2)0 models
the friction at the surface of the earth called Ekman pumping. Note that we are
in a critical case, since the regularization term (A'/20) is of the same order as
the transport term (v.V#). We are concerned here about the global regularity
of the solutions. The main theorem is the following.

Theorem 2.1. For any initial value 0y € L?(R?), there exists a weak solution
to the SQG which is smooth on (0,00) x R2.

The main difficulty is to get the C'* regularity. Then by standard potential
theory and bootstrapping argument, full regularity can be obtained. Note that
the result can be obtained in higher dimension provided that dive = 0. It is
worth noting that a proof of propagation of regularity can be obtained with
completely different tools [10].

We recall that the Riesz operator R is bounded from LP to LP for any
1 < p < o0, but not for L*>°. It is bounded so from BMO to BMO, the space
of bounded mean variation. That is, in any cube ) the “average of u minus its
average” is bounded by a constant C'

Kl?l/Q ‘u(:ﬁ) - é?/czuw) dy‘dz <cC.

The smallest C' good for all cubes defines a semi-norm (it does not distinguishes
constant that we may factor out). The space of functions v in BMO of the unit
cube is smaller than any L” (p < oo) but not included in L>® ((log|z|)~ is a
typical example).

10



In fact functions v in BMO have “exponential” integrability

/ €l < 0.
1

The first step is to obtain a global L> estimate. The proof of the following
result is fairly closed to the De Giorgi result.

Theorem 2.2. Let 6 be a (weak) solution of

0, +vV0 = (AY2)0 in RN x[0,00) (9)
for some incompressible vector field v (with no apriori bounds) and initial data
9() m L2.

Then

C
10, Dl o g2y < ?”‘9(’70)”L2(R2) .

Since the velocity field is the Riesz transform of 6, we have the additional
control

. C
divo=0,  sup (||u<s)||§2(R2) + \|u(s)||BMO(R2)) <<

t
We may fix a tg > 0 and consider now the equation as a linear one on (¢ — tg)
where v is a given velocity field. Multiplying the equation by 1/||0(to)| L=, we
are left with the task of showing the C'® regularity of a solution (still denoted
) to the linear equation
0; +vV0 = (AY/?)h

with v a given velocity verifying
divo=0.  sup ([ ) + lollaro) ) < C. (10)
with the a priori bounds

Sup 10()]|72 g2y + IAY20]3 2 g2 xmry < C an

and also ||0]|peo(r2xr+) < 1.

To do that we need to reproduce the local in space De Giorgi method. The
main result is the following.

Theorem 2.3. Let 0 be a weak solution of (9) for some incompressible vector
field v verifying (10) and initial data 0y in L?>. Then 6 € C*((tg,o00) x RY) for
any to > 0.

This linear result is interesting by itself. Fractional Laplacians are commonly
used to model stochastic transport involving jumps (like Levy processes). The
case considered here corresponds to the critical case where the stochastic trans-
port has the exact order as the deterministic transport. This result shows that,

11



quite surprisingly, the regularization effect of the stochastic transport always
prevails against the deterministic transport. This is due to the geometric struc-
ture of the deterministic transport velocity:

dive=0

i.e., to the fact that the deterministic transport is incompressible.

2.2 The fractional Laplacian and harmonic extensions

The C¢ regularity is a local result. The main difficulty here, is that we are
dealing with a nonlocal equation due to the fractional Laplacian. The main idea
is to replace this nonlocal description by a local one as the cost of adding an
additional dimension. The case A'/? is an interesting case since it coincides with
the Dirichlet to Neuman map (see [4] for extension to any fractional Laplancian).
More precisely, given 6 defined for x in RV, we extend it to §* defined for (x,y)
in (RV*1)* by combining it with the Poisson kernel:

Pa)= —Y NPy,
W + 25

Then 0*(z,y) satisfies
Ay ,0" =0 in RY xR,

It can be checked that A'/26(zy) = D,0*(20,0). Indeed, taking the Fourier-
transform in « we find that

GA*(f,y) satisfies \§|20A* :DyyHA*,

Thus N N
0(&,y) = 0(&)e vl

In particular

Dy0(&,0) = —0(&)I&] = (AL/20)(8).
Hence, the operator A'/2 which is non local in R has a local representation in
RN*1 Indeed, A'/?(x) is determined by the values of #* in a neighborhood of
(Z‘o, 0)

As we said before, the De Giorgi is based on the notion of energy (more
precisely of the evolution of level set of energy (# — A);). Using the harmonic
extension, we can make sense of the Green’s and “energy” formula for the half
Laplacian: Let o(x),0(x) be two “nice, decaying” functions defined in R™, and
7(x,y), (z,y) decaying extensions into (RN¥*1)*. Then, we have

/ a(0), = / ViV ()0 + / Az 0.
n (RN+1)+ (RN+1)+

12



If we choose f(x,y), the harmonic extension, 6*, the term 0, (z,0) becomes
—A'Y29, and AG* = 0, giving us

/ U(—A1/2)0:/ VoVo*.
n (RN+1)+

Further, if we choose
o = (0 — )\)+ and o= (0* — )\)_;,_

(i.e., the truncation of the extension of ) we get
[ o-nene = [ v - A dedy
n (Rr+1)+

To complete our discussion, we point out that the harmonic extension 6* of
0, is the one extension that minimizes Dirichlet energy

B(0%) = / V6" 2
Ry
and that this minimum defines the H'/2 norm of 6. In particular, we obtain

/Rn(@ — N4 (=A2)0 = //[V(o* — A4 ]2 dz dy

> [[190 - 232 dedy = 16— N+ e

(since the harmonic extension of the truncation has less energy than the trun-
cation of the harmonic extension).

The Energy Inequality is attained, as usual, by multiplying the equation
with a truncation of 6,

(0x) = (0 — A+
and integrating in R™ x [T7, Ts].
The term corresponding to the transport vanishes, and we get:

! / [(02)2(y, T) — (0x)2 (1, 1)) dy +0 = / / 03 AL/20 dy dt

2 R x[T1,T5]

The last term corresponds, for the harmonic extension 6*(z, z) to (z € R™,

z € RT) .
[ ae([ @ nto.00.0m0.00)

T

T>
- / / V(0 (y, 2, 1) V6° (y, 2, 1) dy =
T ]Rfrl

Ts
:—/ dt// [V63)? dydz .
T Ry

13



Note that (%), is not the harmonic extension of @y, but the truncation of the
extension of 4, i.e., (6* — \)4.

Nevertheless, it is an admissible (going to zero at infinity) extension of 6
and as such,

165 s ey 2 105l 172) -

Therefore we end up with the following energy inequality
T>
107(, T2) 172 +/T 10771/ dt < |OA(T)II72 - (12)

2.3 From L? to L™

The proof is similar to the classical De Giorgi case. We have a layer at time
t = 0, but no boundary in z. We do not need yet to consider decreasing balls.
However, to get the boundedness, we need to “escape” from the layer ¢ = 0 in
a dyadic way. So we consider cut-offs in time T, = —1 — 27%. As before we
consider also a sequence of increasing cut-offs \j, = 1 —27% of 6 (i.e., Oy = 0,,).

Using the energy inequality (12), we get, thanks to Sobolev inequality, for
any s < Tj:

sup [|65(£)|72 +/ 0% (D12 dt < (16 ()72
t>Ty Ty

This is a control of 6, in terms of norms L°>°(L?) and L?*(LP) for a p > 2. By
interpolation, there exists ¢ > 2, such that

10501 Za e (1,00 < N105(5) 172

for any s < T. So, taking the mean value in s between T and T}, we find

Tk
100 ooy <2 [ 10 s
k—1

We now invert the relation. For I}, = [T}, 00) x RY we denote

Up = //Ik(Gk)Qda:dt.

By Holder with 62 and g, ~0 we get (with ¢ the conjugate exponent to q/2):

2/q B
U= U/ "Z] {0k > 0} N IV = a- 6.
Iy

In turn o < 28U,_,. By going from k to k — 1, we can estimate:
1/q 1
B=|{0k—1>2""nI|"" < [2% / / (9,“)2} (by Chebichev)
Iy

14



(since 0 < 01 and further 6, > 0 implies 0,1 > 2"“). This gives the
recurrence relation i
Uk: S 2CkUk+ /( Q).

Due to the 1 + 1/(27) nonlinearity, Uy — 0 if Uy was small enough, i.e., if
160]lz < do then ||0(-,t)||L~ < 1, for ¢ > 1. Since the equation is linear in 6,

we can apply this result to Hefﬁ@(tot, tox) which gives
L
0
10, 8)||ne < ”NO/!LQ for t > to.
ty ' “do

2.4 Regularity C*

We now pass to the issue of regularity, i.e., the “oscillation lemma”. We need
to reproduce the local in space De Giorgi method to get Theorem 2.3. This is
where the harmonic extension is particularly important: at the cost of adding
one variable, we are able to localize the energy inequality.

The most difficult part is to get the oscillation lemma under the smallness
condition on energy:

Proposition 3. Assume condition (10) on the velocity. Then there exists €9 >
0 and 0 < A < 1, such that for any 0 solution to (9) the following holds true.
We denote 0* its harmonic extension. Assume that

o 0*(t,z,2) <1, t € [-4,0],z € By, z € ]0,4],

0 0 4
o / / 10, (t,z)? dxdt—i—/ / / 0% (t,2)|* dz dz dt < &,
—4.JB, —4JB4 Jo

Then
Ot,x) <1-— A, (t,z) € (—1,0) x By. (13)

This calls for a couple of remarks:

e Note that (13) implies the existence of A\* such that (13) is valid for 6*
on ((—=1,0) x By x (0,1)) with A*. Indeed, #* is harmonic in z,z. So,
for any fix ¢, by standard comparison principle, it is smaller that the
harmonic solution (independent on time) with boundary conditions 1 for
z =4 and for |z| = 4, and A for z = 0. Note that, thanks to the strong
maximum principle, this fixed harmonic solution is strictly smaller than
one on By x [0,1]. The constant 1 — A* is its maximum on this set.

e With the above remark, we get the oscillation decay if we can get rid of
the energy smallness condition. This can be done using the De Giorgi
isoperimetric lemma as before. The non local feature of the equation for
this part of the proof does not induce much difficulty. The main thing
is to incorporate the time dependency. We refer to the paper [5] for this
part.

15



e With this oscillation decay at hand, we can obtain the oscillation lemma
as before by rescaling the function 0. A last difficulty occurs, so, since the
condition (10) is not entirely invariant by the blow-up (¢,x) — (et,ex).
Obviously, the BMO norm is invariant. But not the mean value of v on
a ball. Note that we would not have this problem is v would have been
bounded in L*°. This difficulty comes from the lack of boundedness of
the Riesz operator from L to L°°. This problem can be solved by using
the transport feature of the equation, especially the Galilean invariance.
while rescaling, we follow the mean flow (t,z) — (et,e(x —t [v)) (see [5]
for more details).

Let us concentrate here on the most technical result Proposition 3. It is
based on the following localized energy inequality.

Lemma 2.4. Let tq,ty be such that t1 < ty. There exists a constant ® >
0 depending on the constant in (10) such that the following holds true. For
any solution to (9), and cut-off function n such that for every t; < t < to:
n[0*]+(t) =0 on z =4, and on |z| = 4, we have

/ /34/ IV(n |2dzdxdt+/ (n[0]4)%(te, z) dz
g/ (n[6]4)*(t1, 2 d$+‘1>/t2/ 2dxdt (14)
+2/ /B / [Vn][0%]+)? dz dx dt.

This lemma can be obtained using the same ingredients as before. It gives
a good control in L7(H, ) of 6*. However, it gives a control in Lg°(L?) only
on the trace z = 0. To perform the De Giorgi nonlinearization procedure, we
need to extract more uniform in time control of 8* for z > 0. Note that this
degeneracy of the energy inequality is not only technical. Using the extension
map, we did not solve the non-local feature of the problem. We have merely
encoded it in z > 0. The hard work remains to control it.

We have fluxes of energy in time, position x, and z. Therefore we consider
shrinking sets of the form:

Tho=—-(1+2%), Bp={z|<1+27%}, B =B x(0,6").
Note that we add more flexibility by shrinking in z at a faster pace § << 1.

As usual, we want to consider a family of cut-off 6, . The fundamental idea,
is to get such a family which verifies

03, (t,z,6%) =0, uniformly in (¢, x). (15)

This can be performed for £ = 1 in the following way. Using a cut-off function
7 in z and z in the energy inequality, we get a uniform in time bound on the
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energy on the trace z = 0: fﬁi dz. This quantity is very small if g is small.
Then we use again a comparison principle. For every fixed ¢, #* is an harmonic
function which is (by comparison principle) bounded by above by the sum of
two harmonic functions. The boundary conditions are for the first one, 1 on the
surfaces |z| = 4 and z = 4, and 0 on the surface z = 0. The second harmonic
function has 0 as boundary values on the surfaces || = 4 and z = 4, and
O(t,x) for z = 0. The strong maximum principle assures that the first harmonic
function is smaller than, let say, 1 — A; for z = 2,|z| < 2. And the Poisson
formula shows that the second harmonic function is as small as we want (for
instance A;/2) on the same surface, provided that g is very small. We can
consider now (using the linearity of the equation):

0 = (0 — Ci)+,

with

We have already 6 = 0 for z = 2,t > =2, |z| < 2.

We need now to propagate this property for all k, by induction. Since 6} =0
for z = 6%, by comparison principle, for z < §*, 6 is smaller that the sum of two
harmonic functions. The first one is the contribution of the side of the cylinder:
It is equal to 1 for |#| = 14 27% and 0 on the two surfaces z = 0 and z = 5%,
The second one is the contribution of the trace at z = 0 and can be computed
using the Poisson kernel. The first remark is that, the contribution of the side is
exponentially decreasing in  with a rate proportional to 6*. Hence its value in
Bi41 is smaller that Ce=(2/9" This is very tiny if § is reasonably small. For ¢
fixed, the value of the contribution of the trace z = 0 can be bounded using the
Poisson kernel by the energy at z = 0 multiplying by 1/(6*)". Assume now that
up to this k, we were able to perform the De Giorgi non linearization. Then,
the energy at the level k is smaller that M ~* if the initial energy for k = 0 is
smaller than M ~! (which is very small if &g is very small). So, if we choose this
M~" very small compared to §, we can get the contribution of the side and of
the trace z = 0 smaller than, let say, 27%. Since 01 = (6 — 27%),, this gives
the property that 6,1 = 0 for z = 6*+1 |z| < 1 2~ (4D,

In turn, this property shows that the values of 0y, for z > 0 depends only
on the side (which is very tiny as we have seen) and on the trace which is
controlled through the energy inequality. We can, then, perform the De Giorgi
non linearization at the level k + 1.

An important thing to check in this procedure, is that there is no cost in

the energy inequality while taking 0 very small. This is indeed the case: since

¥ =0 for z = 0%, we can use the energy inequality with the cut-off function in
2 only. Then V7 does not depend on 6.
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3 An application to the Navier-stokes equation

The De Giorgi method does not work in general for systems. However, it has
been noticed before that Stampacchia truncations methods can provide some
interested bounds on the solutions. This method has been successfully applied
by Alikakos for system of reaction-diffusion in [1] and Beirao Da Veiga for the
Navier-Stokes system of equations in [2].

Indeed, the first part of the De Giorgi method can be used to obtained L
bounds on systems for which a natural scalar quantity is at play. Note that
in a lot of cases (like the Navier-Stokes equation) L* bounds can lead to full
regularity using bootstrapping arguments. For the Navier-Stokes equation the
natural scalar quantity is the kinetic energy |u|?.

We consider the incompressible Navier Stokes equation in dimension 3, namely:

Ou+diviu®@u) + VP — Au=0 t €]0,00[, = € R3,
(16)
divu = 0,

with initial value u® € L?(R3). We consider only suitable solutions, that is,
which verify

Jul? Juf?

2
i —&—div(uT) +div(uP) + |Vul? _AT <0 t €]0,00[, = € R3. (17)

8752

In this section, we will show how the De Giorgi techniques can be applied to
give an alternative proof of the partial regularity result first shown by Caffarelli,
Kohn and Nirenberg [3]. More precisely we will show the first part of the proof.
In our case it corresponds to the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. For every p > 1, there exists a universal constant C*, such that
any solution u of (16) (17) in [-1,1] x B(1) verifying:

2
1 1 p »
sup / lu|? dx —|—// |Vu|? da dt + / / |Pldx | dt| <C~,
te[-1,1\/B(1) -1/B() -1\JB(@)

(18)
is bounded by 1 on [—1/2,1] x B(1/2).

Let us first show that this result leads to the partial regularity result of
Scheffer, that is the Hausdorff dimension of the set of points (¢,z) where u is
not smooth is smaller than 5/3. The result in [3] (see also [11]) pushes to 1 with
some extra work.

From Sobolev and the energy inequality we have u € L>(L?) N L?(L%). By
10/3

interpolation, this gives u € L,

. The pressure is given by

—AP = Z 8,(9J (uiuj).

0,J
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By the boundedness of the Riesz transform in L?, this gives that P is bounded
in L?/;’. For any fixed (to, o) we consider the rescaled function
ue(t, ) = eu(ty + &,z + ex), P.(t,x) = e P(ty + £t, v + £x),

which is still solution to (16), (17). Applying Theorem 3.1, we see that if u is
not bounded in a neighborhood of radius € of (tg, o) then

1
/ (e PPy dt = (Jul"/3+ | P["/3)da dt > C*.
(—1,1)x B, € to+(—e2,e2)x (zo+B:)

Using Tchebychev, this gives that
#{B. covering the bad points}

1 1
= Cc* / T/?,/ (|u*/3 + [P]/3)dz dt dzg dto
€ to-+(—e2,e2) x (zo+Be)

< 53/3 /(|u|10/3 PP/ d dt.

3.1 the level set energy functions
To apply the De Giorgi method, we introduce the truncations:
B, = B(1/2(14+273%) T, =1/2(-1-27%),
Qr = [Tk, 1] X By,
By 173 = B1ja(142+2-3k)-
To deal with the non locality of the pressure we will also introduce:
By —2/3 = B1a(14x2-3k)-
Then we introduce a new function:
op = [lul = (1= 27")]4.

Notice that vZ can be seen as a level set of energy since vZ = 0 for |u| < 1—27*
and is of the order of |u|? for |u| > 1 —27*.
Let us define:

Up = sup (/ vk(t,z)|2d:c)+/ |dy.(t, z)|* dx dt,
t€(Ty,1] By k

1—2"M) 1 > o
i = MLuz0-279) 151,02 1 %% g2,
Jul Jul

where:

Notice that:

1
Up = sup / lu(t, z)|* dx +/ / |Vu(t,z)|? de dt.
te[-1,1] \/B(1) -1JB(@)

We want to study the limit when k goes to infinity of Uy. More precisely, we
want to obtain the following Proposition.
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Proposition 4. let p > 1. There exists universal constants Cp, B, > 1 depend-
ing only on p such that for any solution to (16), (17) in [—1,1] x B(1), if Uy < 1
then we have for every k > 0:

Uk < C,’.f(l + HPHLP(O,l;Ll(Bo)))Ukﬁfy (19)

Theorem 3.1 follows from this theorem exactly as for the elliptic case. Indeed,
if || P||ze(0,1;21(By))) is bounded by 1 and Uy is small enough, then Uy converges
to 0 when k goes oo. At the limit this gives that |u| <1 on Q5.

Multiplying (16) by wwvy/|u|, we find

V2 V2 v2
8,5 +d1v( 2)+di—A2’“

+div(uP) + (vg/|u| — u - VP <0. (20)

3.2 Bound on U,

Let us introduce functions 7, € C*°(R?) verifying:

ne(z) =1 in By
m(@) =0 in B,
0<n(z)<1

V| < C2%

V2| < C26F,

We multiply (20) by nx(z) and integrate on [o,t] x R3 for Ty _1 < o < T}, <
t <1 to find:

2 ¢
/m(av)M dz + /nk(x)d%(s,x) dx ds
< [ ,

//w7 \vksw)\ de ds
+/ /Am(x)wdxds
/ /nk {dw (uP) + (Iifl - 1) uVP} da dt.

Integrating in ¢ between Ty _1 and T} and divided by Ty_1 — T = 2_(]”‘1), we
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find:

2 t
sup /nk(x)wdawr/ /nk(x)di(s,x) dx ds
te[Ty 1] 2 T,
< 2k‘+1/ / |Uk7<0 .T)| dx do
2

vk (s, 2) |2

/Vnk(x)u(f dx‘ ds

.
+/ /Ank(:z:)i'z)k(sz DI 4,
+/1 ) /n (z ){dlv(uP)—i— (r;’:l—1>uvp} da

Since nx = 1 on By,

2 1
Ui < sup (/nk(x)vk(t’x”dx> +/ /nk(m)di(s,x) dx ds
te[Tk,l] Tw

2 t
<2 sup (/nk(:c)lvk(t’x)'dx +/ /nk(x)di(s,x) dx ds> .
te[Th,1] T

We claim that:

ds

§

dt.

=

Ui < CQGk/ |og (s, )| dz ds

k—1

+C?3k/ ok (s, )| dz ds (21)

Qk—l
1
m/
Tr—1

dt.

/nk($) {div(uP) + (Iljj - 1) uVP} dz

We use the bound on Vi and Any, the fact that ny is supported in Qx_1,
and the decomposition:

N A SR AU U
2 |ul ul J 2

Noticing that |u(1 — vg/|u])] < 1:

A YA P
lul ) 2|~ 2

u | %

"2 =2

The aim is now to non linearize the right hand side terms.
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3.3 Raise of the power exponents

We want to bound the right-hand side term of (21) with nonlinear power of
Uy—1 bigger than 1. Let us first treat the first two terms. of (21):

C26k/ |vk(s,x)|2dmds+023k/ ok (s, 2)|® dx ds
Qr-1 Q

k—1
< C2%10gll 15301y 11 gor 03 £572(Qp 1)
+C2% v} |l Lross @y 11 {or >0 L10(@k 1)

From the definition of v, we have that vy < vi_1, and so:

vl srs(@ivy = okl Za0ra(qy_yy < lr=1ll7a02q, _,)-

This quantity is bounded by CUg_; by Sobolev and interpolation. In the same
way we have:

3/2
ok ooy = N0kl 100,y < UL

Therefore, thanks to a Tchebychev argument:

C’26k/ lvg (s, 2)|? da ds + 6’2%/ ok (s, )| dx ds 22)
Qr—1 Qr—1
5/3
< C26k+4k/3Uk/ .

We now need to treat the pressure terms.

3.4 The pressure terms

First we consider the classical decomposition between short range and long range
terms. The idea is that the local terms can be treated as the terms depending
on v while the long range term are smooth in x.

More precisely, we can decompose P|g, , /5 into two parts:

P|Bk—2/3 = Pkl‘Bk—Q/S + Pk2|Bk—2/3’
where:

IV PetllLo(r_y 1m0 (B 1)) + 1 Prtllo (1 s 1000 (B 5))

< C2'%% (||P||Lv(Tk71,1;L1(Bk71>) + ||u||2L°°(Tk,,1,1;L2(Bk71))> '
and Py is solution on [T;_1,1] x R3 to:

—APkQ = Z@iaj [qﬁkujui] .

.3
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The term Pjo is treated as above by decomposing in its definition

wi
w; = v + ui (1 — v /|ul).

Jul

The main point is that the second term is bounded by 1.
For the term Pj; we may use its boundedness in x. Indeed we can bound
the associated term by:

Cllvllpe @) IV Perlloe (11,05 (Bu_1 ) 1103 Lot (14 150281y (23)

We can then use Tchebychev as before.
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