arXiv:2403.07205v2 [math.AP] 16 Mar 2024

ASYMPTOTIC PROPERTIES OF THE STOKES FLOW IN AN EXTERIOR DOMAIN WITH SLOWLY DECAYING INITIAL DATA AND ITS APPLICATION TO THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

TONGKEUN CHANG AND BUM JA JIN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the decay rate of the Stokes flow in an exterior domain with a slowly decaying initial data u0(x) = O(|x|^{−α}), 0 < α ≤ n. As an application we find the unique strong solution of the Navier-Stokes equations corresponding to a slowly decaying initial data. We also derive the pointwise decay estimate of the Navier-Stokes flow. Our decay rates will be optimal compared with the decay rates of the heat flow.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification: primary 35Q30 , secondary 76D05.

Keywords and phrases: Stokes, Navier-Stokes, Pointwise, Slowly decaying, Exterior domain.

§1. INTRODUCTION

Let Ω be an exterior domain in R^n , n ≥ 3. In this paper we are interested in the asypmtotic behaviour of the Stokes and Navier-Stokes flow of a slowly decaying initial data.

First, we consider an initial-boundary value problem for the Stokes equations in Ω × (0, ∞): ∂_tu − Δu + ∇p = div F in Ω × (0, ∞), div u = 0 in Ω × (0, ∞), u = 0 on ∂Ω × (0, ∞), lim_{|x|→∞} u(x, t) = 0 for t > 0, u(x, 0) = u_0(x) for x ∈ Ω.

(1.1)

Here, u = (u_1, · · · , u_n)and p denote the unknown vector field and the unknown scalar function. respectively, while u_0 is a prescribed initial data.

For the simplicity we assume that B 1_2 ⊂ Ω^c ⊂ B_1, where B_r is the ball of radius r centered at the origin. We assume that the initial data satisfies the following two conditions:

div u_0 = 0 in Ω in distributional sense,

(1.2)

(1.3) u_0 · n = 0 on ∂Ω in trace sense.

Here n is the unit outer normal vector to ∂Ω. The above conditions are the compatibility conditions so that the zero extension of u_0 becomes divergence free in R^n .

Chang (RS-2023-00244630) and Jin (RS-2023-00280597) are supported by the Basic Research Program through the National Research Foundation of Korea funded by Ministry of Science and ICT. 1

Let P_q be the continuous projection operator from L^q(Ω) to J_q(Ω)(:=the completion of C^∞_{0,σ}(Ω) in L^q(Ω)), and A_q = −P_qΔ be the Stokes operator with dense domain D(A_q) = {u ∈ W^2_q (Ω) : div u = 0, u|_{∂Ω} = 0}. It is known that the Stokes operator A_q generates a bounded analytic semigroup e^{−tAq} . From now on, A = A_q without confusion. H. Iwashita [24] showed that ‖e^{−tA}f‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ ct^{− n2 ( 1r − 1q )}‖f‖_Lr_{(Ω)}, 1 < r ≤ q < ∞, ‖∇e^{−tA}f‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ ct^{− 12 − n2 ( 1r − 1q )}‖f‖_Lr_{(Ω)}, 1 < r ≤ q ≤ n, for any f ∈ J_q(Ω) and n ≥ 3. P. Maremonti and V.A. Solonnikov[33] refined the estimates to ‖∂^k_t e^{−tA}f‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ ct^{−k− n2 ( 1r − 1q )}‖f‖_Lr_{(Ω)}, 1 ≤ r < q ≤ ∞, or 1 < r = q ≤ ∞, k = 0, 1, ‖∇e^{−tA}f‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ { ct^{− 12 − n2 ( 1r − 1q )}‖f‖_Lr_{(Ω)}, 1 < r ≤ q ≤ n ct^{− n}2r ‖f‖_Lr_{(Ω)}, t ≥ 1, n < q < ∞ for any f ∈ J_q(Ω) and n ≥ 3. The result in [33] includes the case n = 2. See also [6, 7, 10, 18, 28, 31].

According to the well known estimates in [33], ‖e^{−tA}u_0‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ ct^{− α}2 ‖u_0‖_L n_{α (Ω)}, α ≤ n. In this paper we consider a slowly decaying initial data with u_0(x) = O(|x|^{−α}), α ∈ (0, n]. Observe that u_0 /∈ L^nα (Ω). Nonetheless, we will show that ‖e^{−tA}u_0‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ ct^{− α}2 ‖|x|^αu_0‖_L∞_{(Ω)}, α < n. The following is the precise statement of our first result.

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω ⊂ R^n , n ≥ 3 be an exterior domain of smooth boundary with B 1_2 ⊆ Ω^c ⊆ B_1. Let 0 < α ≤ n and^n_α < q ≤ ∞. Assume that u_0 satisfies the conditions (1.2)-(1.3) and u_0 = O(|x|^{−α}) for some 0 < α ≤ n with sup_{x∈Ω} |x|^α|u_0(x)| := M_0 < ∞.

(1.4)

Then it holds that

‖e^{−tA}u_0‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ c_{α,q}M_0 { (1 + t)^{− α2 + n2q} , 0 < α < n, (1 + t)^{− n2 + n2q} ln(2 + t), α = n.

(1.5)

Moreover, it holds that |e^{−tA}u_0(x)| ≤ { c_αM_0(1 + |x| + √ t)^{−α} if 0 < α ≤ n − 1 c_{α,δ}M_0(1 + |x| + √ t)^{−α+δ} for any small δ > 0, if n − 1 < α ≤ n.

(1.6)

Our estimates in Thoerem 1.1 is optimal in the sense that the L^q norm of the heat flow corresponding to the intial data (1 + |y|)^{−α}, 0 < α ≤ n behaves like (1 + t)^{− α}2 for 0 < α < n and (1 + t)^{− α}2 ln (2 + t) for α = n(see Lemma 2.7).

Slowly decaying data for the Stokes and the Navier-Stokes equations have been considered by T. Miyakawa[34] for the whole space problem and by F. Crispo and P. Maremonti [9] for the half space problem. In both papers, the optimal deay rates of the Stokes flow have been derived. Their estimates comes from the direct estimte of the solution formula. However, there is no explicit solution formula for the exterior domain problem, and our method relies on the duality argument. As far as we know, our result is the first showing the optimal decay rates for the slowly decaying data in an exterior domain problem.

According to the well known L^q_t L^r_x estimate in [33](see Proposition 2.1 of this paper)

‖∇e^{−tA}u_0‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ c_q t^{− 1}2 ‖e^{− t}2^Au_0‖_Lq_{(Ω)} t > 0, 1 < q ≤ n, t^{− n2q} ‖e^{− t}2^Au_0‖_Lq_{(Ω)} t ≥ 1, n ≤ q < ∞.

Combining with the estimate of Theorem 1.1 we have the following estimates for the derivative of the Stokes flow.

Corollary 1.2. Let Ω, α, q, n and u_0 be the same as the ones appeared in Theorem 1.3. Then it holds

‖∇e^{−tA}u_0‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ c_{α,q}M_0 t^{− 1}2 (1 + t)^{− α2 + n2q} , t > 0, 1 < α < n,^n_α < q ≤ n t^{− 1}2 (1 + t)^{− n2 + n2q} ln(2 + t), t > 0, α = n, 1 < q ≤ n, t^{− α}2 , t ≥ 1, 0 < α < n, max{^n_α , n} < q < ∞, t^{− n}2 ln(1 + t), t ≥ 1, α = n, n < q < ∞. (1.7)

Second, we consider the initial and boundary value problem of the Navier-Stokes equations in Ω × (0, ∞):

∂_tu − Δu + ∇p = −div(u ⊗ u) in Ω × (0, ∞), div u = 0 Ω × (0, ∞), u = 0 ∂Ω × (0, ∞), lim_{|x|→∞} u(x, t) = 0 0 < t < ∞, u(x, 0) = u_0(x) x ∈ Ω.

(1.8)

By Duhamel’s principle, the solution of (1.8) is represented in the form of the following integral equation:

u = e^{−tA}u_0 − ∫_t 0 e^{−(t−τ )A}Pdiv(u ⊗ u)(τ)dτ. (1.9) The L^qL^r decay estimates of the Stokes semigroup could be applied to the solvability of the Navier- Stokes equaitons.

W. Borchers and T. Miyakawa [6, 7] showed the solvability of the weak solutions for an exterior domain problem for u_0 ∈ J_2(Ω). H. Iwashita [24] showed the global in time solvability of L^q strong solution of the Navier-Stokes equations in an exterior domain for the intial data u_0 ∈ J_n(Ω). In those papers, the temporal decay of the solution have been investigated. See [15, 20, 30, 31, 37] for the analogous or improved results. See also [21, 26] for the L^1 summability of the strong solutions.

The estimates of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 make us have the unique solution of (1.9) optimally decaying in time for a the slowly decaying data with u_0 = O(|x|^{−α}), α ∈ (0, n]. The second result of our paper reads as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Let Ω ⊂ R^n , n ≥ 3 be an exterior domain of smooth boundary with B 1_2 ⊆ Ω^c ⊆ B_1. Let 1 ≤ α ≤ n and^n_α < q <^n_{α−1} . Assume that u_0 satisfies the conditions (1.2)-(1.3) u_0 = O(|x|^{−α}) for some 0 < α ≤ n. Let sup_{x∈Ω} |x|^α|u_0(x)| := M_0.

Then there is small M_0 > 0 such that the equations (1.8) has a unique gloabl strong solution u ∈ C(0, ∞; L^q(Ω) ∩ L^∞(Ω)) with ∇u(t) ∈ C(0, ∞; L^n(Ω)), which has the properties

‖u(t)‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ c_{α,q}M_0 { (1 + t)^{− α2 + n2q} , 1 ≤ α < n, (1 + t)^{− n2 + n2q} ln(2 + t), α = n.

‖u(t)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ c_{α,q}M_0 { (1 + t)^{− α}2 , 1 ≤ α < n, (1 + t)^{− n}2 ln(2 + t), α = n.

‖∇u‖_Ln_{(Ω))} ≤ c_{α,q}M_0 { t^{− 1}2 (1 + t)^{− α}2^{+ 1}2 , 1 ≤ α < n, t^{− 1}2 (1 + t)^{− n}2^{+ 1}2 ln(2 + t), α = n.

(1.10)

Moreover, the solution u is the strong solution of (1.8) with some associate pressure p. We also derived the pointwise estimate of the Navier-Stokes flow obtained in Theorem 1.3:

Corollary 1.4. Let (u, p) be the solution obtained in Theorem 1.3. Then |u(x, t)| ≤ { c_{α,q}M_0(1 + |x| + √ t)^{−α}, 1 ≤ α ≤ n − 1, c_{α,q,δ}M_0(1 + |x| + √ t)^{−α+δ} for any δ > 0, n − 1 < α ≤ n. (1.11)

There are several literature on the weighted estimate of the Navier-Stokes flow. R. Farwig and H. sohr [12] studied the space weighted estimate of solution such that |x|^αD^2_xu, |x|^αD_tu ∈ L^s(0, ∞; L^q(Ω)) for 1 < q <^3_2 , 1 < s < 2 and 0 ≤^3_q +^2_s − 4 ≤ α < min(^1_2 , 3 −^3_q ). B.J. Jin and H.-O. Bae [3] showed that there exists a weak solution with ‖|x|u(t)‖_L2_{(Ω)} ≤ c_δ (1 + t)^{54 − 32r +δ} for any δ > 0, if u_0 ∈ L^r(Ω) ∩ L^2(Ω) for some 1 < r <^6_5 , |x|u_0 ∈ L^65 (Ω) and |x|^2u_0 ∈ L^2(Ω). C. He and T. Miyakawa [22] showed that if u_0 ∈ L^1(Ω) ∩ L^2_σ(Ω) ∩ D^{1− 1s ,s}_p , n + 1 =^2_s +^n_p and |x|^αu_0 ∈ L^2(Ω) for some 1 < α <^n_2 , then the weak solution satisfies ‖|x|^β u(t)‖_L2_{(Ω)} ≤ c(1 + t)^{− n(α−β)4α} 0 ≤ β ≤ α. When n = 3, He and Xin [23] showed the existence of strong solution satifying ‖|x|^αu(t)‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ c for α =^3_7 −^3_q , 7 < q ≤ ∞. In [3] it has been improved to ‖|x|^2u(t)‖_Lp_{(Ω)} ≤ c_δ(1 + t)^{1− 32 ( 1r − 1p )+δ} , for all δ > 0, 1 < p < ∞ when u_0 ∈ L^r(Ω) ∩ L^3(Ω) for some 1 < r <^6_5 . See [19, 20] for the improved results. See also [2] for the decay estimates of the 2D exterior domain problem.

Remark 1.5. 1. Local in time solvability for the case α = 0 has been shown in [1]. If we would consier the case α < 1 we could obtain local in time solvability and spatial asymptotic behavior of the solution. For the brevity we considered only the case α ∈ [1, n] in Theorem 1.3, which leads to obtaining the global in time solution and its asymptotic behavior. (See [32] for the half space problem, where the local in time solvability has been shown for α ∈ (^1_2 , n) and global in time solvability has been shown for α ∈ [1, n).)

2. For the bounded nondecaying data see [16, 25] for the whole space problem, [32, 36] for the half space problem, [1] for the exterior domain problem. In particular, P. maremonti considered even a non convergent data at infinity for the whole space problem and half space problem and the pointwise estimate for the Stokes flow has been derived for the data with u_0 = O(1 + |x|^α), α ∈ (0, 1). Our technique used in this paper could be applied to the study of the exterior domain problem of the non decaying data.

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we introduce necessary notations and function spaces, and collect preparatory materials to prove main theorems. In section 3 and section 4, we prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3, respectively.

§2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

We introduce the notations used in this paper. Let D be a domain in R^n . C^∞_0 (D) denotes the set of infinite times differentiable functions compactly supported in D, and C^∞_{0,σ}(D) denotes the set of infinitely differentiable solenoidal vector fields compactly supported in D. For the nonnegative integer k and 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ W^k_q (D) denotes the usual Sobolev space and W^0_q = L^q(D). For s > 0 and 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ W^s_{pq}(D) denotes the usual Besov space. It is known that W^k_{pp}(D) = W^k_p (D) and C^∞_0 (D) is dense in W^s_{pq} for 1 ≤ p, q < ∞.

For a Banach space X and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ L^p(0, T ; X) denote the Banach space of functions on the interval (0, T ) with values in X with the norm ( ∫_T 0 ‖ · (t)‖^p_X dt ) 1_p . C(0, T ; X) denotes the set of continuous functions on the interval (0, T ) with values X and BC(0, T ; X) denote the Banach space of bounded continuous functions on the interval (0, T ) with values in X with the norm sup_{0<t<T} ‖ · (t)‖_X .

In this paper the symbol c denotes various generic constants and the symbol c_{∗,...,∗} denotes various constants depending on the parameters ∗, · · · , ∗. We will use the generic constants c when the parameters are not essential to our estimates. Otherwise, we will use the constant c_{∗,··· ,∗}.

Set J_q(Ω) = the completion of C^∞_{0,σ}(Ω) in L^q(Ω), G_q(Ω) = {∇p ∈ L^q(Ω) : p ∈ L^q_{loc}(Ω)}. It is well known that Helmholtz decomposition L^q(Ω) = J_q(Ω) ⊕ G_q(Ω) holds (see [35]), and the projection operator P : L^q(Ω) → J_q(Ω) is continuous and bounded (see [11]). Let A = −PΔ be the Stokes operator. It is known that A generates a bounded analytic semigroup e^{−tA} (see [5]).

In this paper, we use the following well known L^q −L^r decay estimates for the Stokes semigroup operator for n ≥ 3. (See [33] for n = 2.)

Proposition 2.1. Let n ≥ 3, 1 ≤ r < q ≤ ∞ or 1 < r = q ≤ ∞. Let f ∈ J_r(Ω). 1) ‖e^{−tA}f‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ ct^{− n2 ( 1r − 1q )}‖f‖_Lr_{(Ω)}, t > 0. 2) ‖∇e^{−tA}f‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ ct^{− 12 − n2 ( 1r − 1q )}‖f‖_Lr_{(Ω)}, t > 0, if 1 < q ≤ n, ct^{− n}2r ‖f‖_Lr_{(Ω)}, t ≥ 1, if n ≤ q < ∞. 3) ‖A_qe^{−tA}f‖_Lq_{(Ω)} = ‖∂_te^{−tA}f‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ ct^{−1− n2 ( 1r − 1q )}‖f‖_Lr_{(Ω)}, t > 0. For φ_0 ∈ C^∞_{0,σ}(Ω) let φ = e^{−tA}φ_0 . Then there is π satisfying ∂_tφ − Δφ + ∇π = 0 in Ω × (0, ∞), divφ = 0 in Ω × (0, ∞), φ = 0 on ∂Ω × (0, ∞), lim_{|x|→∞} φ(x, t) = 0 for t > 0, φ(x, 0) = φ_0 for x ∈ Ω,

(2.1)

The following higher norm estimates are well known.

Theorem 2.2 ([14, 27]). Let n ≥ 3. and let 1 ≤ q < r ≤ ∞ or 1 < q = r ≤ ∞. Suppose that (φ, π) be the solution of (2.1). Then,

‖∇^2φ‖_Lq_{(Ω)} + ‖∇π‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ c‖A_qφ‖_Lq_{(Ω)}, 1 < q < n 2 , ‖∇^2φ‖_Lq_{(Ω)} + ‖∇π‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ c‖A_qφ‖_Lq_{(Ω)} + ‖∇φ‖_Ls_{(Ω)}, n 2 ≤ q ≤ s < ∞. Let T (φ, π) =^1_2 (∇φ + ∇^⊥φ) + Iπ, where I is identity matrix in R^n . The following estimate will be used in this paper.

Lemma 2.3. Let n ≥ 3, and let 1 ≤ q < r ≤ ∞ or 1 < q = r ≤ ∞. Suppose that (φ, π) be the solution of (2.1) with ∫ Ω_R πdx = 0 for some R > 0 with Ω

c ⊂ B_R. Here Ω_R = Ω ∩ B_R. Then it holds that ‖T (φ(t), π(t))‖_Lr_{(∂Ω)} ≤ c t^{−1− n2q + n2r} ‖φ_0‖_Lq_{(Ω)}, 0 < t, 1 < r ≤^n_2 , t^{− n2q} ‖φ_0‖_Lq_{(Ω)}, 1 ≤ t,^n_2 ≤ r.

Proof. According to Theorem 6.6.1 in [4] and the relation of embedding, we have ‖T (φ, π)‖_Lr_{(∂Ω)} ≤ c‖T (φ, π)‖_W 1_{rr,1 (ΩR)} ≤ c‖T (φ, π)‖_W 1,r_{(ΩR)} ≤ c ( ‖∇^2φ‖_Lr_{(Ω)} + ‖∇π‖_Lr_{(ΩR)} + ‖∇φ‖_Lr_{(ΩR)} + ‖π‖_Lr_{(ΩR)} ) . Since ∫ Ω_R πdx = 0, by Poincare’s inequality ‖π‖_Lr_{(ΩR)} ≤ c_R‖∇π‖_Lr_{(ΩR)}. Hence, we have ‖T (φ, π)‖_Lr_{(∂Ω)} ≤ c ( ‖∇^2φ‖_Lr_{(Ω)} + ‖∇π‖_Lr_{(Ω)} + ‖∇φ‖_Ls_{(ΩR)} ) , 1 < r ≤ s < ∞. Take s =^{nr}_{n−r} if r <^n_2 and s ≥ max{n, r} if r ≥^n_2 . Applying Theorem 2.2 and Proposition 2.1 to the right hand sides of the above estimates we obtain the estimates of Lemma 2.3. □ Remark 2.4. Set k = −^1_{|ΩR|} ∫ Ω_R π̃dx and π = π̃ + k. Then ∫ Ω_R πdx = 0. If (φ, π̃) satisfies (2.1)

in the exterior domain Ω ⊂ R^n , then so does (φ, π).

The fundamental solutions of heat equation is expressed by N(x) = { −^1_{(n−2)ωn}^1_{|x|n−2} , n ≥ 3 1 2π ln |x|, n = 2 and the fundamental solutions to the Laplace equation is expressed by

Γ(x, t)(:= Γ_t) = 1 (4πt)^n2 e −^{|x|2}_{4t} , t > 0, 0, t < 0, where ω_n is the surface measure of the unit sphere in R^n . Then the fundamental solutions of the Stokes equations is represented by G^i := ∇ × ∇ × ω^i = Γ(x, t)e^i − ∇∂_{xi} N ∗ Γ_t, Q^i = −∂_{xi} N(x)δ(t), which satisfies ∂_tG^i − ΔG^i + ∇Q^i = δ(x)δ(t)e^i, div V^i = 0.

where ω^i = N ∗ Γ_te^i = ∫ R^n N(x − y)Γ(y, t)dye i (see [29] for the details).

The solution of (1.1) is represented by the following integral equations. (See section 3.2 of [2] and references therein.)

Lemma 2.5. Let ζ be a smooth function with ζ = 0 in some neighborhood of ∂Ω. Then the following representation holds for the solution u of (1.1): u_i(x, t)ζ(x) = ∫ Ω u_{0,i}(y)ζ(y)Γ(x − y, t)dy − ∫ Ω u_0(y) · [(∇ζ(y))∂_{yi} ω^i(x − y, t) − (∇ζ(y)) × ∇ × ω^i(x − y, t)]dy + ∫ Ω u(y, t) · [(∇ζ(y))∂_{yi} N(x − y) − (∇ζ(y)) × ∇ × (N(x − y)e^i)]dy + 2∑ j=1 ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω u(y, τ) · R^i_j(x, y, t − τ)dydτ

− ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω F(y, τ) : ∇ ( ζ(y)G^i(x − y, t − τ) ) dydτ − ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω F(y, τ) : ∇ ( ∇ζ(y) × [∇ × ω^i(x − y, t − τ)] ) dydτ,

(2.2)

where R^i_1(x, y, t − τ) = −2 n∑ k=1 ∇∂_{yk} ζ(y)[∇_y × ∂_{yk} ω^i(x − y, t − τ)] − ∇Δζ(y) × [∇_y × ω^i(x − y, t − τ)], R^2_i (x, y, t − τ) = −2(∇ζ(y) · ∇_y)G^i(x − y, t − τ) − Δζ(y)G^i(x − y, t − τ). The following estimates can be found in many literature, which can be obtained by decomposing the domain of integrations by {y : |y| <^{|x|}_2 }, {y : |x − y| <^{|x|}_2 }, {y : |t| ≥^{|x|}_2 , |x − y| ≥^{|x|}_2 }: (2.3) | ∫ R^n ∂^m_{xj} ∂_{xi} N(x − y)∂^l_{xk} Γ(y, t)dy | ≤ c(|x| + √ t)^{−n+1+m+l} l, m = 0, 1, · · · . The estimate (2.3) equivalently leads to the following one:

Lemma 2.6. |D^k_xω(x − y, t − τ)| ≤ c(|x − y| + √ t − τ )^{−n+2−k}, k = 1, 2, · · · . (2.4)

The folllowing estimate can be obtained by the straightforward computations, and might be found in literatures(we give its proof in Appendix A for the clarity). Lemma 2.7. Let v_0 satisfy |v_0(x)| ≤ M_0(1 + |x|)^{−α}, x ∈ R^n . and let V be defined by V (x, t) = ∫ R^n Γ(x − y, t)v_0(y)dy.

Then it holds that |V (x, t)| ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α} ln^{δαn} (2 + |x|), 0 < α ≤ n. (2.5) This also leads to the estimate

‖V (t)‖_Lq_{(R}n_) ≤ cM_0(t + 1)^{− α2 + n2q} ln^{δαn} (2 + t), 0 < α ≤ n, n α < q ≤ ∞. (2.6) Here δ_{αn} denotes the Kronecker delta function: δ_{αn} = 1 if α = n and δ_{αn} = 0 of α ≠ n.

The following estimate will be used several times in this paper, whose proof is straightforward and we omit its proof.

Lemma 2.8. Observe that

∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{−a} ln^{δαn} (2 + τ)dτ ≤ c if a > 1 and α ≤ n, c ln (2 + t) if a = 1 and α < n, c ln^2 (2 + t) if a = 1 and α = n, ct^{1−a} if a < 1 and α < n, c_δt^{1−a+δ} for any small δ > 0, if a < 1 and α = n.

(2.7)

§3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1 In this section we show that the estimate in Theorem 1.1 holds. Define u = e^{−tA}u_0. Since ∂_tu = −A_qu ∈ C(0, ∞; J_q (Ω)), there is p with ∇p ∈ C(0, ∞; G_q(Ω)) satisfying that A_qu = −Δu+∇p. This implies that (u, p) satisfies (1.1) with F = 0.

Step 1: Temporal estimates in L^q(Ω),^n_α < q ≤ ∞.

In this step, we will derive the temporal estimate (1.5) in Theorem 1.1. Note that u_0 ∈ L^q(Ω). By Proposition 2.1, (3.1) ‖u(t)‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ c‖u_0‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ cM_0, n α < q ≤ ∞. Hence, we have only to study the case for large t.

From now on we let t > 2.

• Estimate of ‖u(t)‖_Lq_{(Ω)} for^n_α < q < ∞.

Let ũ_0 be the zero extension of u_0 to the whole space R^n . Note that Hypotheses (1.2) and (1.3) imply div ũ_0 = 0 in R^n and the Hypothesis (1.4) implies (3.2) |ũ_0(x)| ≤ M_0(1 + |x|)^{−α}, x ∈ R^n . Set (3.3) U(x, t) = ∫ R^n Γ(x − y, t)ũ_0(y)dy.

and v = u − U. Then, (v, p) satisfies the equations ∂_tv − Δv + ∇p = 0 Ω × (0, ∞), div v = 0 Ω × (0, ∞), v|_{∂Ω} = −U|_{∂Ω} t > 0, v(x, 0) = 0 Ω, lim_{|x|→∞} v(x, t) = 0 t > 0.

(3.4)

Observe that U satisfies the estimate (2.6) in Lemma 2.7. We will show the same estimate holds for v for any t > 2:

‖v(t)‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ cM_0t^{− α2 + n2q} ln^{δαn} (2 + t), 0 < α ≤ n.

(3.5) Our estimate will be done via duality argument.

From now on, let t > 2. For φ_0 ∈ C^∞_{0,σ}(Ω) let (φ, π) be the solution of the Stokes equations (2.1). Taking inner product φ(t − τ) to (3.4)_1 and integrating by parts over (x, τ) ∈ Ω × (0, t) we obtain ∫ Ω v(x, t) · φ_0(x)dx = ∫_{t−1} 0 ∫ ∂Ω U(x, τ) · T (φ(x, t − τ), π(x, t − τ))νdSdτ + ∫ Ω U(x, t − 1) · φ(x, 1)dx − ∫ Ω U(x, t) · φ_0(x)dx = I_1 + I_2 + I_3.

(3.6)

Recall (2.6) in Lemma 2.7: ‖U(τ)‖_Lq_{(∂Ω)} ≤ cM_0(1 + τ)^{− α2 + n2q} ln^{δαn} (2 + τ) for 0 < α ≤ n, and n α < q ≤ ∞. Take r satisfying max{q^′,^n_2 } ≤ r. Then, from Lemma 2.7 for q = ∞ and Lemma 2.3, we have

I_1 ≤ c ∫_{t−1} 0 ‖U(τ)‖_L∞_{(∂Ω)}‖T (φ(x, t − τ), π(x, t − τ)‖_L1_{(∂Ω)}dτ ≤ c ∫_{t−1} 0 ‖U(τ)‖_L∞_{(∂Ω)}‖T (φ(x, t − τ), π(x, t − τ)‖_Lr_{(∂Ω)}dτ ≤ cM_0‖φ_0‖_Lq′_{(Ω)} ∫_{t−1} 0 (1 + τ)^{− α2} ln^{δαn} (2 + τ)(t − τ)^{− n2q′} dτ.

Here, ∫_{t−1} 0 (1 + τ)^{− α2} ln^{δαn} (2 + τ)(t − τ)^{− n2q′} dτ ≤ ct^{− n2q′} ∫ t_2 0 (1 + τ)^{− α2} ln^{δαn} (2 + τ)dτ + ct^{− α2} ln^{δαn} (2 + t) ∫_{t−1} t 2 (t − τ)^{− n2q′} dτ := I_{11} + I_{12}.

Using the estimate of Lemma 2.8 for

∫^t_2 0 (1+τ)^{− α}2 ln^{δαn} (2 + τ)dτ and ∫_{t−1t} 2 (t−τ)^{− n2q′} dτ we have I_1 ≤ cM_0‖φ_0‖_{Lq}′_{(Ω)}t^{− α2 + n2q} ln^{δαn} (2 + t), 0 < α ≤ n for^n_α < q < ∞

Since U satisfies the estimate in Lemma 2.7 and φ satisfies the estimate (1) in Proposition 2.1 we have I_2 ≤ ‖U(t − 1)‖_Lq_{(Ω)}‖φ(1)‖_{Lq}′_{(Ω)} ≤ cM_0‖φ_0‖_{Lq}′_{(Ω)}t^{− α2 + n2q} ln^{δαn} (2 + t), 0 < α ≤ n for^n_α < q < ∞. By the similar reasoning we have

I_3 ≤ ‖U(t)‖_Lq_{(Ω)}‖φ_0‖_{Lq}′_{(Ω)} ≤ cM_0‖φ_0‖_{Lq}′_{(Ω)}t^{− α2 + n2q} ln^{δαn} (2 + t), 0 < α ≤ n. Therefore we obtain the estimates (3.5) for^n_α < q < ∞, again this leads to the estimate (1.5) in Theorem 1.1 for^n_α < q < ∞.

• Estimate of ‖u(t)‖_L∞_{(Ω)}.

Observe that u(t) = e^{− t}2^Ae^{− t}2^Au_0. Fix some r with^n_α < r < ∞. Then e^{− t}2^Au_0 ∈ L^r(Ω) with ‖e^{− t2 A}u_0‖_Lr_{(Ω)} ≤ cM_0t^{− α2 + n2r} ln^{δαn} (2 + t), 0 < α ≤ n.

By the well known L^∞ − L^r decay rate estimates in Proposition 2.1 we have that ‖e^{− t2 A}e^{− t2 A}u_0‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ ct^{− n2r} ‖e^{− t2} u_0‖_Lr_{(Ω)} ≤ cM_0t^{− α2} ln^{δαn} (2 + t), 0 < α ≤ n. Therefore we obtain the temporal decay rates (1.5) for q = ∞ in Theorem 1.1.

Step 2: Pointwise estimate.

Now we will derive the pointwise estimate for n ≥ 3. In the previous step we obtain the estimate ‖u‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ cM_0(1 + t)^{− α2} ln^{δαn} (2 + t).

Therefore we have only to derive the estimates for |x| ≥ cR √ t + 1.

According to Lemma 2.5 u = e^{−tA}u_0 satisfies the integral representation u_i(x, t)ζ(x) = ∫ Ω u_{0,i}(y)ζ(y)Γ(x − y, t)dy − ∫ Ω u_0(y) · [(∇ζ(y))∂_{yi} ω^i(x − y, t) − (∇ζ(y)) × ∇ × ω^i(x − y, t)]dy + ∫ Ω u(y, t) · [(∇ζ(y))∂_{yi} N(x − y) − (∇ζ(y)) × ∇ × (N(x − y)e^i)]dy + 2∑ j=1 ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω u(y, τ) · R^i_j(x, y, t − τ)dydτ = I_1 + I_2 + I_3 + I_4 + I_5,

(3.7)

where ζ is a smooth function with ζ = 0 in some neighborhood of ∂Ω.

• Estimate for 0 < α ≤ n − 1.

Let us consider the case 0 < α ≤ n − 1. We take ζ ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω) satisfying ζ(y) = 0 on B_R and ζ = 1 on B^c_{2R}. Note that |∇^kζ(y)| ≤ cR^{−k} in y ∈ Ω_{2R} \ Ω_R and ∇^kζ(y) = 0 in (Ω_{2R} \ Ω_R)^c for k ∈ N. According to Lemma 2.7 |I_1(x, t)| ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α}.

Throughout this section we will use the estimate of ∇^kω, ∇^kG in Lemma 2.6, and use the temporal estimate (1.5) for q = ∞. Then we have |I_2(x, t)| ≤ c ∫ Ω_{2R}\Ω_R (|x − y| + √ t)^{−n+1}|u_0(y)|dy ≤ c(|x| + √ t)^{−n+1}‖u_0‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−n+1} for |x| > 3R √ t + 1, |I_3(x, t)| ≤ c|x|^{−n+1} ∫ Ω_{2R}\Ω_R |u(y, t)|dy ≤ c|x|^{−n+1}‖u(t)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ cM_0|x|^{−n+1}(1 + t)^{− α2} ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−n+1} for |x| > 3R √ t + 1. Moreover, using Lemma 2.8 for the estimate of ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{− α}2 dτ we have |I_4(x, t)| ≤ c ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω_{2R}\Ω_R (|x − y| + √ t − τ)^{−n+1}|u(y, τ)|dydτ ≤ c|x|^{−n+1} ∫_t 0 ‖u(τ)‖_L∞_{(Ω)}dτ ≤ c|x|^{−n+1} ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{− α2} dτ

≤ cM_0|x|^{−n+1}, α > 2 cM_0|x|^{−n+1} ln t, α = 2 cM_0|x|^{−n+1}t^{1− α}2 , α < 2 ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α} for |x| > 3R √ t + 1. By the same reasoning as for the estimate of I_4 we have |I_5(x, t)| ≤ c ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω_{2R}\Ω_R (|x − y| + √ t − τ)^{−n}|u(y, τ)|dydτ ≤ cM_0|x|^{−n} ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{− α2} dτ ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{− α2} for |x| > 3R √ t + 1. Combining all the estimates, we conclude that |u(x, t)| ≤ c(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α} for 0 ≤ α ≤ n − 1.

This is the estimate (1.6) in Theorem 1.1 for 0 < α ≤ n − 1.

• Estimate for n − 1 < α ≤ n.

Now, we consider the case n − 1 < α ≤ n. We fix x ∈ B^c_{3R}. We take ζ_x = ζ ∈ C^∞_0 (B(x,^{|x|}_2 )) satisfying ζ(y) = 1 on B(x,^{|x|}_4 ). Note that |∇^kζ(y)| ≤ c|x|^{−k} in y ∈ B(x,^{|x|}_2 ) \ B(x,^{|x|}_4 ) and ∇^kζ(y) = 0 in (B(x,^{|x|}_2 ) \ B(x,^{|x|}_4 ))^c for k ∈ N. Then |I_1(x, t)| ≤ c ∫ B(x,^{|x|}_2 ) |u_0(y)|Γ(x − y, t)dy ≤ M_0c|x|^{−α} ∫ R^n Γ(x − y, t)dy ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α} for |x| > 3R √ t + 1,

|I_2(x, t)| ≤ ∫ B(x,^{|x|}_2 )\B(x,^{|x|}_4 ) |u_0(y)||∇_xζ(y)||∇ω(x − y, t)|dy ≤ cM_0|x|^{−α−1} ∫ B(x,^{|x|}_2 )\B(x,^{|x|}_4 ) (|x − y| + √ t)^{−n+1}dy ≤ cM_0|x|^{−α} ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α} for |x| > 3R √ t + 1. Let δ > 0 be small. Take q_δ with^n_α < q_δ =^n_{α−δ} . Use the temporal estimate (1.5) for q_δ. |I_3(x, t)| ≤ c ∫ B(x,^{|x|}_2 )\B(x,^{|x|}_4 ) |u(y, t)||∇ζ(y)||∇N(x − y)|dy ≤ c|x|^{−n} ∫ B(x,^{|x|}_2 )\B(x,^{|x|}_4 ) |u(y, t)|dy ≤ c|x|^{− nq}δ ‖u(t)‖_Lq_{δ (Ω)} ≤ cM_0|x|^{− nq}δ (1 + t)^{− α2 + n2q}δ ln^{δαn} (2 + t) ≤ c_δM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α+δ} for |x| > 3R √ t + 1. Moreover, use Lemma 2.8 for the estimate of ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{− α2 + n2q}δ ln^{δαn} (2 + τ)dτ, then we have |I_4(x, t)| ≤ c ∫_t 0 ∫ B(x,^{|x|}_2 )\B(x,^{|x|}_4 ) |u(y, τ)| ( |∇^2ζ(y)||∇^2ω(x − y, t − τ)| + |∇^3ζ(y)||∇ω(x − y, t − τ)| ) dydτ ≤ c|x|^{−n−2} ∫_t 0 ∫ B(x,^{|x|}_2 )\B(x,^{|x|}_4 ) |u(y, τ)|dydτ ≤ c|x|^{− nq}δ^{−2} ∫_t 0 ‖u(τ)‖_Lq_{δ (Ω)}dτ ≤ cM_0|x|^{− nq}δ^{−2} ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{− α2 + n2q}δ ln^{δαn} (2 + t)dτ ≤ c_δM_0|x|^{− nq}δ^{−2}(t + 1)^{− α2 + n2q}δ^{+1+ δ2} ≤ c_δM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α+δ} for |x| > 3R √ t + 1. By the same argument as for I_4, we have |I_5(x, t)| ≤ c_δM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α+δ} for |x| > 3R √ t + 1.

Combining all the estimates, we obtain |u(x, t)| ≤ c_δ(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α+δ} for n − 1 < α ≤ n. Summing all the estimates, we obtain the estimate (1.6) of Theorem 1.1. §4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3 The following lemma will be used in proving the solvability of the nonlinear problem.

Lemma 4.1. Let 1 < r ≤ q < ∞(or 1 = r < q ≤ ∞).

If^n_{n−1} ≤ r, then ‖e^{−tA}PdivF‖_Lq ≤ ct^{− 12 − n2 ( 1r − 1q )}‖F‖_Lr , t > 0 and if 1 < r ≤^n_{n−1} , then ‖e^{−tA}PdivF‖_Lq ≤ ct^{− n2 (1− 1q )}‖F‖_Lr , t > 1. Proof. For φ ∈ C^∞_{0,σ}(Ω) the following identity holds < e^{−tA}PdivF, φ > = − < F, ∇e^{−tA}φ >≤ ‖F‖_Lr_{(Ω)}‖∇e^{−tA}φ‖_{Lr}′_{(Ω)}. According to Proposition 2.1, for 1 < q^′ ≤ r^′ ≤ n or 1 ≤ q^′ < r^′ ≤ n it holds ‖∇e^{−tA}φ‖_{Lr}′_{(Ω)} ≤ ct^{− 12 − n2 ( 1q′ − 1r′ )}‖φ‖_{Lq}′_{(Ω)}, t > 0, and for 1 < q^′ ≤ r^′ and n ≤ r^′ < ∞, it holds ‖∇e^{−tA}φ‖_{Lr}′_{(Ω)} ≤ ct^{− n2q′} ‖φ‖_{Lq}′_{(Ω)}, t ≥ 1. By the duality argument this leads to the completion of the proof of Lemma 4.1. □ Now, we construct approximate solutions by the successive argument: Let u^{(0)} = e^{−tA}u_0. After obtaining u^{(1)}, · · · , u^{(m)} construct u^{(m+1)} defined by (4.1) u^{(m+1)}(t) := e^{−tA}u_0 − ∫_t 0 e^{−(t−τ )A}Pdiv(u^{(m)} ⊗ u^{(m)})(τ)dτ, Then there is p^{(m+1)} so that (u^{(m+1)}, p^{(m+1)}) satisfies the equation ∂_tu^{(m+1)} − Δu^{(m+1)} + ∇p^{(m+1)} = −div (u^{(m)} ⊗ u^{(m)}) in Ω × (0, ∞), div u^{(m+1)} = 0 in Ω × (0, ∞), u^{(m+1)}|_{∂Ω} = 0, lim_{|x|→∞} u^{(m+1)}(x, t) = 0 for t > 0, u^{(m+1)}(x, 0) = u_0 in Ω.

(4.2)

We introduce function space X (α, q) by X (α, q) := { u; (1 + t)^{α2 − n2q} ln^{δαn} (2 + t)u(t) ∈ BC(0, ∞; L^q(Ω)), (1 + t)^{α2} ln^{δαn} (2 + t)u(t) ∈ BC(0, ∞; L^∞(Ω)), t^{12} (1 + t)^{α2 − 12} ln^{δαn} (2 + t)∇u(t) ∈ BC(0, ∞; L^n(Ω)) } (4.3)

endowed with the norm ‖u‖_{X (α,q)} := sup_{0<t<∞}(1 + t)^{α2} ln^{δαn} (2 + t)‖u(t)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} + sup 0<t<∞ (1 + t)^{α2 − n2q} ln^{δαn} (2 + t)‖u(t)‖_Lq_{(Ω)} + sup 0<t<∞ t^{12} (1 + t)^{α2 − 12} ln^{δαn} (2 + t)‖∇u(t)‖_Ln_{(Ω)}.

Remark 4.2. We note that ‖u(t)‖_Lr_{(Ω)} ≤ (1 + t)^{− α2 + n2r} ln^{δαn} (2 + t)‖u‖_{X (α,q)} q ≤ r ≤ ∞. (4.4) This can be done by interpolating the two estimate ‖u(t)‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ (1 + t)^{− α2 + n2q} ln^{δαn} (2 + t)‖u‖_{X (α,q)}, ‖u(t)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ (1 + t)^{− α2} ln^{δαn} (2 + t)‖u‖_{X (α,q)}.

Fix q with^n_α < q <^n_{α−1} . Below, we will show the uniform boundedness of {u^{(m)}} in X (α, q). §4.1. Uniform boundedness. According to the estimate (1.5) and (1.7) of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2, there is c_{1,α,q}, c_{2,α,q} > 0 such that

‖e^{−tA}u_0‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ c_{1,α,q}M_0(1 + t)^{− α2 + n2q} ln^{δαn} (2 + t), n α < q ≤ ∞, 0 < α ≤ n, ‖∇e^{−tA}u_0‖_Ln_{(Ω)} ≤ c_{2,α,q}M_0t^{− 12} (1 + t)^{− α2 + 12} ln^{δαn} (2 + t), 0 < α ≤ n.

Therefore (4.5) ‖u^{(0)}‖_{X (α,q)} ≤ c_{0,α,q}M_0 for any q ∈ ( n α , ∞). We assume that ‖u^{(k)}‖_{X (α,q)} ≤ M, k = 1, · · · , m. Below we will show that there is M := c_∗M_0 for some positive constant c_∗ so that ‖u^{(m+1)}‖_{X (α,q)} ≤ M as far as M_0 is small enough.

Step 1. In this step, we will derive the estimate of ‖u^{(m+1)}‖_Lq_{(Ω)},^n_α < q <^n_{α−1} .

Observe that from (4.5)

‖u^{(m+1)}‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ c_{0,α,q}M_0 + ‖ ∫_t 0 e^{−(t−τ )A} ( P ( div u^{(m)}(τ) ⊗ u^{(m)}(τ) )) dτ‖_Lq_{(Ω)}. (4.6)

(i) Let 1 ≤ α ≤ n − 1 and^n_α < q <^n_{α−1} . Then^1_n +^1_q < 1 and −^1_2 < −^α_2 +^n_{2q} . Take 1 < q_1 < min(q, n) such that^1_{q1} =^1_n +^1_q . According to Proposition 2.1, we have ∫_t 0 ‖e^{−(t−τ )A} ( Pdiv ( u^{(m)}(τ) ⊗ u^{(m)}(τ) )) ‖_Lq_{(Ω)}dτ ∫_t 0 (t − τ)^{− n2q}1^{+ n2q} ‖div ( u^{(m)}(τ) ⊗ u^{(m)}(τ) ) ‖_Lq_{1 (Ω)}dτ ≤ c ∫_t 0 (t − τ)^{− 12} ‖∇u^{(m)}‖_Ln_{(Ω)}‖u^{(m)}‖_Lq_{(Ω)}dτ ≤ cM^2 ∫_t 0 (t − τ)^{− 12} τ^{− 12} (1 + τ)^{−α+ 12 + n2q} dτ

≤ c_{α,q}M^2(1 + t)^{− α2 + n2q} .

(4.7)

Here we used the estimate ∫_t 0 (t − τ)^{− 12} τ^{− 12} (1 + τ)^{−α+ 12 + n2q} dτ ≤ c { 1, t ≤ 1 t^{− 1}2 ln(1 + t) + ct^{−α+ n2q + 12} , t ≥ 1, ≤ c(1 + t)^{− α2 + n2q} , α ≥ 1, n α < q < n α − 1 . (ii) Let n − 1 < α ≤ n and^n_α < q <^n_{α−1} . Note that −α +^n_{2q} < −1 because of^n_{2(α−1)} <^n_α for 2 < α. According to Lemma 4.1 and (4.4), we have ∫_t 0 ‖e^{−(t−τ )A} ( P ( div u^{(m)}(τ) ⊗ u^{(m)}(τ) )) ‖_Lq_{(Ω)}dτ ≤ c ∫_t 0 (t − τ)^{− 12} ‖u^{(m)}(τ))‖^2_L2q_{(Ω)}dτ ≤ c‖u^{(m)}‖^2_{X (α,q)} ∫_t 0 (t − τ)^{− 12} (1 + τ)^{−α+ n2q} ln^{2δαn} (2 + τ)dτ

≤ c_{α,q}M^2(1 + t)^{− α2 + n2q} ln^{δαn} (2 + t).

(4.8)

Here we used the estiamte ∫_t 0 (t − τ)^{− 12} (1 + τ)^{−α+ n2q} ln^{2δαn} (2 + τ)dτ ≤ c { 1 t ≤ 1, t^{− 1}2 + t^{−α+ 12 + n2q} ln^{2δαn} (2 + t) t ≥ 1.

Let 1 ≤ α ≤ n. For any q with^n_α < q <^n_{α−1} , (4.7)-(4.8) lead to the conclusion that

(4.9) ‖u^{(m+1)}(t)‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ c_{1,α,q}(M_0 + M^2)(1 + t)^{− α2 + n2q} ln^{δαn} (2 + t).

Step 2. Second, we derive the estimate of ‖u^{(m+1)}‖_L∞_{(Ω)}. Let ϕ ∈ C^∞_{0,σ}(Ω). Then the following identity holds:

< u^{(m+1)}(t), ϕ_0 > =< u^{(m+1)}( t 2 ), e^{− t2 A}ϕ_0 > − ∫_t t 2 < Pdiv(u^{(m)}(τ) ⊗ u^{(m)}(τ)), e^{−(t−τ )A}ϕ_0 > dτ = I + II.

Acoodrding to (4.9) I ≤ c‖u^{(m+1)}( t 2 )‖_Lq_{(Ω)}‖e^{− t2 A}ϕ_0‖_{Lq}′_{(Ω)} ≤ c(M_0 + M^2)(1 + t)^{− α2 + n2q} ln^{δαn} (2 + t)(1 + t)^{− n2 (1− 1q′ )}‖ϕ_0‖_L1_{(Ω)} = c(M_0 + M^2)(1 + t)^{− α2} ln^{δαn} (2 + t)‖ϕ_0‖_L1_{(Ω)}.

(4.10)

According to Proposition 2.1 II ≤ c ∫_t t 2 ‖div(u^{(m)}(τ) ⊗ u^{(m)}(τ))‖_Ln_{(Ω)}‖e^{−A(t−τ )A}ϕ_0‖_{Ln}′_{(Ω)}dτ ≤ c ∫_t 0 (t − τ)^{− 12} ‖∇u^{(m)}(τ))‖_Ln_{(Ω)}‖u^{(m)}(τ))‖_L∞_{(Ω)}‖ϕ_0‖_L1_{(Ω)}dτ

≤ c‖u^{(m)}‖^2_{X (α,q)}‖ϕ_0‖_L1_{(Ω)} ∫_t t 2 (1 + τ)^{−α+ 12} τ^{− 12} (t − τ)^{− 12} ln^{2δαn} (2 + t)dτ

≤ cM^2(1 + t)^{−α+ 12} ln^{2δαn} (2 + t) ≤ cM^2(1 + t)^{− α2} ln^{δαn} (2 + t), α ≥ 1.

(4.11)

For 1 ≤ α ≤ n and^n_α < q <^n_{α−1} , (4.5), (4.13), (4.10) and (4.11) lead to the estimate (4.12) ‖u^{(m+1)}(t)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ c_{α,q}(M_0 + M^2)(1 + t)^{− α2} (ln (2 + t))^{δαn} .

Step 3. Now, derive the estimates of ‖∇u^{(m+1)}(t)‖_Ln_{(Ω)} . Observe that from (4.5)

‖∇u^{(m+1)}‖_Ln_{(Ω)} ≤ c_{0,α,q}M_0 + ‖ ∫_t 0 ∇e^{−(t−τ )A} ( P ( div u^{(m)}(τ) ⊗ u^{(m)}(τ) )) dτ‖_Ln_{(Ω)}. (4.13)

(i) Let t ≤ 1. Then, from Proposition 2.1, we have ∫_t 0 ‖∇e^{−(t−τ )A} ( P ( div u^{(m)}(τ) ⊗ u^{(m)}(τ) )) ‖_Ln_{(Ω)}dτ ≤ c ∫_t 0 (t − τ)^{− 12} ‖∇u^{(m)}(τ)‖_Ln_{(Ω)}‖u^{(m)}(τ)‖_L∞_{(Ω)}dτ ≤ c‖u^{(m)}‖^2_{X (α,q)} ∫_t 0 (t − τ)^{− 12} τ^{− 12} (1 + τ)^{−α+ 12} (ln (2 + τ))^{2δαn} dτ ≤ cM^2.

(4.14)

(ii) Let t > 1. According to Proposition 2.1, ∫_t t 2 ‖∇e^{−(t−τ )A} ( P ( div u^{(m)}(τ) ⊗ u^{(m)}(τ) )) ‖_Ln_{(Ω)}dτ ≤ c ∫_t t 2 (t − τ)^{− 12} ‖∇u^{(m)}(τ)‖_Ln_{(Ω)}‖u^{(m)}(τ)‖_L∞_{(Ω)}dτ ≤ c‖u^{(m)}‖^2_{X (α,q)} ∫_t t 2 (t − τ)^{− 12} τ^{− 12} (1 + τ)^{−α+ 12} (ln (2 + τ))^{2δαn} dτ

≤ cM^2t^{− 12} (1 + t)^{−α+ 12} (ln (2 + τ))^{2δαn} ∫_t t 2 (t − τ)^{− 12} dτ ≤ cM^2(1 + t)^{−α+ 12} (ln (2 + τ))^{2δαn}

≤ cM^2(1 + t)^{− α2} (ln (2 + τ))^{2δαn} , α ≥ 1.

(4.15)

Likewise, ∫ t_2 0 ‖∇e^{−(t−τ )A} ( P ( div u^{(m)}(τ) ⊗ u^{(m)}(τ) )) ‖_Ln_{(Ω)}dτ ≤ c ∫ t_2 0 (t − τ)^{− 12 − n2q} ‖∇u^{(m)}(τ)‖_Ln_{(Ω)}‖u^{(m)}(τ)‖_Lq_{(Ω)}dτ ≤ c‖u^{(m)}‖^2_{X (α,q)} ∫ t_2 0 (t − τ)^{− 12 − n2q} τ^{− 12} (1 + τ)^{−α+ 12 + n2q} (ln (2 + τ))^{2δαn} dτ ≤ cM^2t^{− 12 − n2q} ∫ t_2 0 τ^{− 12} (1 + τ)^{−α+ 12 + n2q} (ln (2 + τ))^{2δαn} dτ

≤ cM^2t^{− α2} (ln (2 + τ))^{δαn} , α ≥ 1.

(4.16)

For 1 ≤ α ≤ n and^n_α < q <^n_{α−1} , (4.5), (4.13), (4.14)-(4.16) lead to the estimate

‖∇u^{(m+1)}(t)‖_Ln_{(Ω)} ≤ c(M_0 + M^2)t^{− 12} (1 + t)^{− α2 + 12} (ln (2 + τ))^{δαn} .

(4.17)

Step 4. Combining (4.9), (4.12) and (4.17), we conclude that

(4.18) ‖u^{(m+1)}‖_{X (α,q)} ≤ C_0M_0 + C_1M^2.

If we choose

(4.19) M = 2C_0M_0 and 2C_0C_1M_0 ≤ 1 2 , then

‖u^{(m+1)}‖_{X (α,q)} ≤ C_0M_0 + C_1M^2 ≤ 1 2 M + 1 2 M = M. Hence, we have

(4.20) ‖u^{(m)}‖_{X (α,q)} ≤ M(:= 2C_0M_0) for all m.

§4.2. Convergence in X (α, q). Let V^{(m)} := u^{(m+1)} − u^{(m)}. Then from (4.1) we have

(4.21) V^{(m)}(t) := ∫_t 0 e^{−(t−τ )A}Pdiv(V^{(m−1)} ⊗ u^{(m)} + u^{(m−1)} ⊗ V^{(m−1)})(τ)dτ.

By the same argument appeared in the process of the proof of (4.18), we can obtain the following estimate ‖V^{(m)}‖_{X (α,q)} ≤ C_2 ( ‖u^{(m)}‖_{X (α,q)} + ‖u^{(m−1)}‖_{X (α,q)} ) ‖V^{(m−1)}‖_{X (α,q)} ≤ 2C_2M‖V^{(m−1)}‖_{X (α,q)} for^n_α < q <^n_{α−1} , 1 ≤ α ≤ n.

If we choose M so small that 2C_2M <^1_2 , then

‖V^{(m)}‖_{X (α,q)} ≤ 1 2 ‖V^{(m−1)}‖_{X (α,q)}. This leads to the convergence of the series ∑_∞ m=0 V^{(m)}. This implies the convergence of the sequence {u^{(m)}} since_∞ ∑ m=n V^{(m)} = u^{(m)} − u^{(0)}.

Let u be the limit of u^{(m)}. Then u satisfies the estimate (1.10):

It is easy to check that

u = e^{−tA}u_0 − ∫_t 0 e^{−(t−τ )A}Pdiv(u ⊗ u)(τ)dτ (4.22) in the sense of distributions.

§4.3. Uniqueness in X (α, q). In the previous section we obtain the solution in X (α, q) for α ≥ 1 and^n_α < q <^n_{α−1} . In this section we show the uniqueness in the solution class X (α, q).

If q > n, then take q_0 = q. Otherwise, take q_0 ∈ (n, ∞]. According to (4.4), X (α, q) ⊂ L^∞(0, T ; L^{q0} (Ω)) for q_0 > q. The uniqueness of the Navier-Stokes flow in L^{s0} (0, T ; L^{q0} (Ω)), 2 s +^n_{q0} ≤ 1 can be found in many literature. Nonetheless, for the sake of the completeness we will give the proof that the solution is unique in the class L^∞(0, T ; L^{q0} (Ω)) for any T ≤ ∞.

Let ũ ∈ L^∞(0, T ; L^{q0} (Ω)) be another mild solution of (1.8) in the form (4.22). Let V = u − ũ. Then V(t) = − ∫_t 0 e^{−(t−τ )A}Pdiv(V ⊗ u + ũ ⊗ V)(τ)dτ, t > 0. Let sup_{0<t≤T} ‖u(t)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)} = M, and sup_{0<t≤T} ‖ũ(t)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)} = M_1. Applying Lemma 4.1 we have

‖V(t)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)} ≤ c ∫_t 0 (t − τ)^{− 12 − n2q}0 (‖u(τ)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)} + ‖ũ(τ)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)})‖V(τ)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)}dτ

≤ c(M + M_1) ∫_t 0 (t − τ)^{− 12 − n2q}0 ‖V(τ)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)}dτ.

This leads to the estimate sup 0<τ <t_0 ‖V(τ)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)} ≤ c_∗(M + M_1)t 1 2 −^n_{2q0}

0 sup_{0<τ <t0} ‖V(τ)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)}.

If t_0 is small enough with c_∗(M + M_1)t 1 2 −^n_{2q0}

0 < 1, then sup 0<τ <t_0 ‖V(τ)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)} = 0, that is, u(τ) = ũ(τ), 0 ≤ τ ≤ t_0.

This implies V(t) = − ∫_t t_0 e^{−(t−τ )A}Pdiv(V ⊗ u + ũ ⊗ V)(τ)dτ, t > t_0. By the same procedure we have

‖V(t)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)} ≤ c ∫_t t_0

(t − τ)^{− 12 − n2q}0 (‖u(τ)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)} + ‖ũ(τ)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)})‖V(τ)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)}dτ

≤ c(M + M_1) ∫_t t_0

(t − τ)^{− 12 − n2q}0 ‖V(τ)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)}dτ. This leads to the estimate sup t_0 <τ <t_1 ‖V(τ)‖_Lq_{0 (Ω)} ≤ c_∗(M + M_1)(t_1 − t_0)^{12 − n2q}0 sup_{t0<τ <t1} ‖V(τ)‖_Lq_{(Ω)}.

If t_0 is small enough with c_∗(M + M_1)(t_1 − t_0)^{12 − n2q}0 < 1, then sup t_0<τ <t_1 ‖V(τ)‖_Lq_{(Ω)} = 0, that is, u(τ) = ũ(τ), t_0 ≤ τ ≤ t_1.

We iterate this procedure infinitely, then we can conclude that u(t) = ũ(t) for all t > 0. This implies u ≡ ũ. Therefore, we complete the proof of uniqueness. Remark 4.3. From the representation (4.22) of u, it holds that ∂_tu + Au = −Pdiv(u ⊗ u) in the sense of distributions.

Let u^{[1]} = e^{−tA}u_0. Observe that D^2_xu^{[1]}, ∂_tu^{[1]} ∈ C(0, ∞; L^q(Ω)) and there is p^{[1]} with ∇p^{[1]} ∈ C(0, ∞; G_q (Ω)) satisfying that ∂_tu^{(1)} − Δu^{(1)} + ∇p^{(1)} = 0.

Set f = −div(u ⊗ u). Set u^{[2]} = ∫_t 0 e^{−(t−τ )A}Pf(τ)dτ. Then ∂_tu^{[2]} + Au^{[2]} = Pf. Observe that f ∈ C^∞(0, ∞; L^n(Ω)) with ‖f‖_Ln_{(Ω)} ≤ c(1 + t)^{−α+ 1}2 t^{− 1}2 M_0. This implies that Pf ∈ L^s(0, T ; J_n(Ω)) for any s < 2 and T < ∞. According to L^sL^r maximal regularity theorem in [17] D^2_xu^{[2]}, ∂_tu^{[2]} ∈ L^s(0, T ; L^n(Ω) and there is p^{[2]} with ∇p^{[2]} ∈ L^s(0, T ; G_n(Ω)) with ∂_tu^{[2]} − Δu^{[2]} + ∇p^{[2]} = Pf.

Therefore u = u^{[1]} + u^{[2]} is a strong solution of (1.8) with associated pressure p = p^{[1]} + p^{[2]}.

§5. PROOF OF COROLLARY 1.11

In this section we will show that u satisfies the pointwise estimate (1.11). This can be done by deriving uniform pointwise estiamte of each sequence u^{(m)} constructed in (4.1) and by lower-semi continuity.

According to (1.6) of Theorem 1.1

(5.23) |u^{(0)}(x, t)| ≤ { c_αM_0(1 + |x| + √ t)^{−α}, 0 < α ≤ n − 1, c_{α,δ}M_0(1 + |x| + √ t)^{−α+δ}, n − 1 < α ≤ n. Assume that u^{(k)}, k = 1, · · · , m satisfy the estimate

(5.24) |u^{(k)}(x, t)| ≤ { N(1 + |x| + √ t)^{−α}, 1 ≤ α ≤ n − 1 N_δ(1 + |x| + √ t)^{−α+δ}, n − 1 < α ≤ n for any small δ > 0.

First, we will show that u^{(m+1)} satisfies the inequality (5.24)_1 for some small N := C_∗M_0. Second, we will consider the case n − 1 < α ≤ n. Using the fact that u^{(m)} satisfies the estimate (4.20) and (5.24)_1 we will show that u^{(m+1)} satisfies the inequality (5.24)_2 for some lagre enough N_δ.

Since (4.20) holds also for q = ∞, we have only to derive the estimates for |x| ≥ cR √ t + 1.

Let ζ be a smooth function with ζ = 0 in some neighborhood of ∂Ω. According to Lemma 2.5 the following representation holds for u^{(m+1)}:

u^{(m+1)}(x, t)ζ(x) = ∫ Ω u_{0,i}(y)ζ(y)Γ(x − y, t)dy − ∫ Ω u_0(y) · [(∇ζ(y))∂_{yi} ω^i(x − y, t) − (∇ζ(y)) × ∇ × ω^i(x − y, t)]dy + ∫ Ω u^{(m+1)}(y, t) · [(∇ζ(y))∂_{yi} N(x − y) − (∇ζ(y)) × ∇ × (N(x − y)e^i)]dy + 2∑ j=1 ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω u^{(m+1)}(y, τ) · R^i_j(x, y, t − τ)dydτ

+ ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω (u^{(m)} ⊗ u^{(m)})(y, τ) : ∇ ( ζ(y)G^i(x − y, t − τ) ) dydτ + ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω (u^{(m)} ⊗ u^{(m)})(y, τ) : ∇ ( ∇ζ(y) × [∇ × ω^i(x − y, t − τ)] ) dydτ = I_1 + I_2 + J_3 + J_4 + J_5 + J_6 + J_7.

(5.25)

Here I_1, I_2 are the same term appeared in (3.7).

For the later use, we divide J_6 by J_6 = J_{61} + J_{62}, where

J_{61} = ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω u^{(m)} ⊗ u^{(m)} : ∇ζ(y) · G^i(x − y, t − τ)dydτ,

J_{62} = ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω u^{(m)} ⊗ u^{(m)} : ζ(y) · ∇G^i(x − y, t − τ)dydτ. The following estimate will be used for the estimate of J_{62} later on.

Lemma 5.1. Let A, B > 0, and b > n > a. Then for |x| ≥ cA we have ∫ R^n (|y| + A)^{−a}(|x − y| + B)^{−b}dy ≤ c|x|^{−a}B^{n−b}. (5.26)

Proof. The estimate can be obtained by the straightforward computation after dividing the domain of integration by D_1 = {y : |y| ≤^{|x|}_2 } and D_2 = {y : |y| >^{|x|}_2 }. We omit the details. □ • Estimate for 1 ≤ α ≤ n − 1.

Let us consider the case 1 ≤ α ≤ n − 1. We take ζ satisfying ζ(y) = 0 on B_R and ζ = 1 on B^c_{2R}. Note that |∇^kζ(y)| ≤ cR^{−k} in y ∈ Ω_{2R} \ Ω_R and ∇^kζ(y) = 0 in (Ω_{2R} \ Ω_R)^c for k ∈ N.

According to the estimate for the case α ≤ n − 1 in Step 2 of the section §3 |I_1(x, t)| ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α} for 3R √ t + 1 < |x| and |I_2(x, t)| ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−n+1} for 3R √ t + 1 < |x|. Throughout this section we use Lemma 2.6 for the estimates of ∇^kω. According to (4.20) ‖u^{(m+1)}(t)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ c(1 + t)^{− α2} M_0.

By the same argument as for the estimate of I_3 − I_5 for the case α ≤ n − 1 in Step 2 of section §3 we have |J_3(x, t)| ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−n+1} for 3R √ t + 1 < |x|, |J_4(x, t)| ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α} for 3R √ t + 1 < |x|, |J_5(x, t)| ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{− α2} for 3R √ t + 1 < |x|. Again, according to (4.20) ‖u^{(m)}(t)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ c(1 + t)^{− α2} M_0.

Hence we have

J_{61} + J_7 ≤ c ∫_t 0 ( (|x| + √ t − τ)^{−n} + (|x| + √ t − τ)^{−n+1} ) ‖u^{(m)}(τ)‖^2_L∞_{(ΩR)}dτ ≤ cM^2_0 (|x|^{−n} + |x|^{−n+1}) ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{−α}dτ ≤ c_{14}M^2_0 (|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α} for R √ t + 1 < |x|.

Use (4.20) and (5.24)_1 for u^{(m)} and use Lemma 5.1 for the estimate of ∫ Ω(|y| + √ τ + 1)^{−α}(|x − y| + √ t − τ)^{−n−1}dy. Then we have

J_{62} ≤ c ∫_t 0 ‖u^{(m)}(τ)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ∫ Ω |u^{(m)}(y, τ)|(|x − y| + √ t − τ)^{−n−1}dydτ ≤ cM_0N ∫_t 0 (1 + √ τ)^{−α} ∫ Ω (|y| + √ τ + 1)^{−α}(|x − y| + √ t − τ)^{−n−1}dydτ ≤ cM_0N ∫_t 0 (1 + √ τ)^{−α}(|x| + √ τ + 1)^{−α}(t − τ)^{− 12} dτ

≤ c_{15}M_0N(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α} for R √ t + 1 < |x|. Combining all the estimates, we obtain |u^{(m+1)}(x, t)| ≤ ( C_3M_0 + C_4M^2_0 + C_5M_0N ) (|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α}

for α ≤ n − 1. Choose N = 3C_3M_0 and M_0 so small that C_4M_0 ≤ C_3, C_5M_0 ≤^1_3 , then

(5.27) |u^{(m+1)}(x, t)| ≤ N(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α}.

• Estimate for n − 1 < α ≤ n.

Now, we will derive the pointwise estimate for the case n − 1 < α ≤ n.

We fix x ∈ B^c_{3R}. We take ζ_x = ζ ∈ C^∞_0 (B(x,^{|x|}_2 )) satisfying ζ(y) = 1 on B(x,^{|x|}_4 ). Note that

|∇^kζ(y)| ≤ c|x|^{−k} in y ∈ B(x,^{|x|}_2 ) \ B(x,^{|x|}_4 ) and ∇^kζ(y) = 0 in (B(x,^{|x|}_2 ) \ B(x,^{|x|}_4 ))^c for k ∈ N. According to the estimate for the case n − 1 < α ≤ n in Step 2 of the section §3 |I_1(x, t)| ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α} for 3R √ t + 1 < |x|,

|I_2(x, t)| ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α} for 3R √ t + 1 < |x|. Let δ > 0 be small. Take q_δ with^n_α < q_δ =^n_{α−δ} . Recall that u^{(m+1)} satisfies (4.20) for any n α < q ≤^n_{α−1} . By the same argument as for the estimate of I_3 − I_5 for the case n − 1 < α ≤ n in

Step 2 of section §3 we have |J_3(x, t)| ≤ c_δ M_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α+δ} for 3R √ t + 1 < |x|,

|J_4(x, t)| ≤ c_δ M_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α+δ} for 3R √ t + 1 < |x|,

|J_5(x, t)| ≤ c_δ M_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α+δ} for 3R √ t + 1 < |x|.

Recalling u^{(m)} satisfies (4.20) for any^n_α < q ≤ ∞, we have J_{61} + J_7 ≤ c ∫_t 0 ∫ B(x,^{|x|}_2 )\B(x,^{|x|}_4 ) ( |∇ζ(y)||∇^2ω(x − y, t − τ)| + |∇^2ζ(y)||∇ω(x − y, t − τ)| ) |u^{(m)}(y, τ)|^2dydτ ≤ c|x|^{−n−1} ∫_t 0 ∫ B(x,^{|x|}_2 )\B(x,^{|x|}_4 ) |u^{(m)}(y, τ)|^2dydτ ≤ c|x|^{− nq}δ^{−1} ∫_t 0 ‖u^{(m)}(τ)‖_L∞_{(Ω)}‖u^{(m)}(τ)‖_Lq_{δ (Ω)}dτ ≤ cM^2_0 |x|^{− nq}δ^{−1} ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{−α+ n2q}δ ln^{2δαn} (2 + τ)dτ ≤ cM^2_0 |x|^{− nq}δ^{−1} ∫_t 0 (1 + τ)^{− α2} dτ ≤ c_δM^2_0 (|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α+δ} for R √ t + 1 < |x|. Note that sup_{x∈Ω} |x|^{n−1}|u_0(x)| ≤ sup_{x∈Ω} |x|^α|u_0(x)| for α > n − 1.

Hence if n − 1 < α ≤ n, then according to the result of the previous step, |u^{(k)}(x, t)| ≤ cM_0(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−n+1} for all k = 0, 1, 2, · · · .

Since supp ζ ⊂ B(x,^{|x|}_2 ) we have J_{62} ≤ c ∫_t 0 ∫ B(x,^{|x|}_2 ) |u^{(m)}(y, τ)|^2(|x − y| + √ t − τ)^{−n−1}dydτ ≤ cM^2_0 ∫_t 0 ∫ B(x,^{|x|}_2 ) (|y| + √ τ + 1)^{−2n+2}(|x − y| + √ t − τ)^{−n−1}dydτ ≤ c_δ M^2_0 |x|^{−2n+2} ∫_t 0 ∫ B(x,^{|x|}_2 ) (|x − y| + √ t − τ)^{−n−1}dydτ ≤ cM^2_0 |x|^{−2n+2} ∫_t 0 (t − τ)^{− 12} dτ ≤ cM^2_0 |x|^{−2n+2}t^{12} ≤ c_δM^2_0 (|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α+δ} for R √ t + 1 < |x| and n ≥ 3. Combining all the estimtes, we obtain |u^{(m+1)}(x, t)| ≤ ( C_{6,δ}M_0 + C_{7,δ}M^2_0 ) (|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α+δ} for n − 1 < α ≤ n. Choose N_δ so large that N_δ > C_{6,δ}M_0 + C_{7,δ}M^2_0 , then (5.28) |u^{(m+1)}(x, t)| ≤ N_δ(|x| + √ t + 1)^{−α+δ} We complete the proof of Corollary (1.11).

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 2.7 Decomposing the domain of integration into three subdomains such as D_1 = {y | |x − y| ≤ |x| 2 }, D_2 = {y | |y| ≤ |x| 2 }, D_3 = {y | |x − y| ≥ |x| 2 , |y| > |x| 2 }. (A.1) Let

I = ∫ D_1 Γ(x − y, t)v_0(y)dy, II = ∫ D_2 Γ(x − y, t)v_0(y)dy, III = ∫ D_3 Γ(x − y, t)v_0(y)dy (A.2)

so that V = I + II + III.

Observe that^{|x|}_2 ≤ |y| ≤^{3|x|}_2 on D_1. Then I ≤ cM_0(|x| + 1)^{−α} ∫ |x−y|≤^{|x|}_2 Γ(x − y, t)dy ≤ { cM_0|x|^{−α}t^{− n}2 |x|^n if |x| ≤ √ t cM_0|x|^{−α} if |x| ≥ √ t ≤ cM_0 (|x| + √ t)^α . Since |x − y| ≥^{|x|}_2 on D_2, we have II ≤ cM_0t^{− n2} ∫ |y|≤^{|x|}_2 e^{− |x|} 2 16t (|y| + 1)^{−α}dy ≤ cM_0t^{− n2} e^{− |x|} 2 16t ∫ |y|≤^{|x|}_2 (|y| + 1)^{−α}dy

≤ cM_0t^{− n}2 e^{− |x|2}16t |x|^{n−α} ≤ cM_0^1_{(|x|+}^√_{t)α} , α < n cM_0t^{− n}2 e^{− |x|2}16t ln (1 + |x|) ≤ cM_0^{ln (1+|x|)}_{(|x|+}^√_{t)n} , α = n.

Since |x − y| ≥^{|y|}_3 on D_3, we have IIII ≤ cM_0t^{− n2} ∫ |y|≥^{|x|}_2 e^{− |y|} 2 16t (|y| + 1)^{−α}dy ≤ cM_0t^{− n2} e^{− |x|} 2 32t ∫ |y|≥^{|x|}_2 e^{− |y|} 2 32t |y|^{−α}dy = cM_0t^{− α2} e^{− |x|} 2 32t ∫ |η|≥^{2|x|}√_t e^{− |η|} 2 32 |η|^{−α}dη ≤ cM_0t^{− α2} e^{− |x|} 2 32t ≤ cM_0 (|x| + √ t)^α . Therefore we obtain (A.3) |V (x, t)| ≤ cM_0^1_{(|x|+}^√_{t)α} , α < n cM_0^{ln (1+|x|)} (|x|+ √ t)^n , α = n. . On the other hand, by Young’s theorem we have (A.4) ‖V (t)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ≤ c‖v_0‖_L∞_{(R}n_).

Combining (A.4) and (A.3) we conclude that V (x, t) ≤ cM_0(1 + |x| + √ t)^{−α}(ln (2 + |x|))^{δαn} , 0 < α ≤ n. (A.5)

Now, let^n_α < q < ∞ for α < n and 1 < q < ∞ for α = n. By the change of variable ( ∫ R^n (|x| + 1 + √ t)^{−qα}dx ) 1_q = c(1 + √ t)^{−α+ nq} ( ∫ R^n (|η| + 1)^{−qα}dη ) 1_q , and ( ∫ R^n (1 + √ t + |x|)^{−nq} ln^q (1 + √ t + |x|)dx ) 1_q

= c(1 + √ t)^{−n+ nq} ( ∫ R^n (1 + |x|)^{−nq} ( ln^q (1 + (1 + √ t)|x|) ) dx ) 1_q

≤ c(1 + t)^{− n2 + n2q} ( ∫ R^n (1 + |x|)^{−nq} ( ln^q (2 + √ t)) + ln^q (1 + |x|) ) dx ) 1_q . Observe ( ∫ R^n (|η| + 1)^{−qα}dx ) 1_q ≤ c n α < q < ∞. and ( ∫ R^n (|η| + 1)^{−qn} ln^q (1 + |η|)dx ) 1_q ≤ c 1 < q < ∞. Combining the all the estimates we obtain

‖V (t)‖_Lq_{(R}n_) ≤ cM_0(1 + t)^{− α2 + n2q} ln^{δαn} (2 + t), n α < q < ∞. REFERENCES

[1] K. Abe and Y. Giga, The L^∞-Stokes semigroup in exterior domains, Journal of Evolution Equations, 14, 1–28 (2014).

[2] H.-O. Bae and B.J. Jin,Asymptotic behavior for the Navier-Stokes equations in 2D exterior domains, J. Func. Anal., 240(2006), 508-529.

[3] H.-O. Bae and B. J. Jin, Temporal and spatial decay rates of the Navier–Stokes solutions in exterior domains, Bull.

Korean Math., Soc. 44 (2007) 547–567.

[4] J. Bergh and J. Löfström,Interpolation Spaces. An Introduction, Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften, No. 223. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1976.

[5] W. Borchers and H. Sohr, On the semigroup of the Stokes operator for exterior domains in L^q -spaces, Math. Z.

196(1987), 415-425.

[6] W. Borchers and T. Miyakawa, Algebraic L^2 decay for Navier–Stokes flows in exterior domains , Acta Math. 165 (1990) 189–227.

[7] W. Borchers and T. Miyakawa, Algebraic L^2 decay for Navier–Stokes flows in exterior domains, II, Hiroshima Math. J. 21 (1991). 621–640.

[8] Z.-M. Chen, Solutions of the stationary and nonstationary Navier–Stokes equations in exterior domains , Pacific J.

Math. 159(1983) 227–240.

[9] F. Crispo and P. Maremonti, On the (x, t) asymptotic properties of solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations in the half-space, Journal of Mathematical Sciences Vol. 136 (2006) 3735-3767.

[10] W. Dan, T. Kobayashi and Y. Shibata, On the local energy decay approach to some fluid f low in an exterior domain, Lecture Notes in Num. Appl. Anal., 16 (1998) 1-51.

[11] H. Fujiwara and T. Kato, On the Navier-Stokes initial value problem I, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 16(1964), 369- 315.

[12] R. Farwig, H. Sohr, Global estimates in weighted spaces of weak solutions of the Navier–Stokes equations in exterior domains, Arch. Math. 67 (1996) 319–330.

[13] E. Gagliardo, Proprieta di alcune classi di funzioni in pia varialili, Richerche Mat., 7, No. 1(1958), 102- 137;8,No.1(1959),24-51.

[14] G. Galdi, An Introduction to the Mathematical Theory of the Navier-Stokes Equations, Vol. I, Springer Tracts in Natural Philosophy, Vol. 38, 1994 [15] P. Galdi and O. Maremonti, Monotone decreasing and asymptotic behavior of the kinetic energy for weak solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations in exterior domains, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 94(1986), 253-266.

[16] Y. Giga, K. Inui and Sh. Maysui, On the Cauchy problem for the Navier-Stokes equations with nondecaying initial data, Quad.Mat.4(1999),27-68.

[17] Y. Giga and J. Sohr, JOURNAL L^p Estimates for the Cauchy Problem to the Navier-Stokes Equations in Exterior Domains, Journal of FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS 102 (1991), 72-94.

[18] Y. Giga and H. Sohr, On the Stokes operator in exterior domains, J. Fac. Sci. Univ. Tokyo 36(1989(, 103-130. [19] P. Han, Decay rates for the incompressible Navier–Stokes flows in 3D exterior domains, Journal of Functional Analysis, 263 (2012) 3235–3269.

[20] P. Han, Decay Results of Higher-Order Norms for the Navier–Stokes Flows in 3D Exterior Domains, Commun.

Math. Phys. 334, 397–432 (2015).

[21] C. He and T. Miyakawa, On L^1-summability and asymptotic profiles for smooth solutions to Navier–Stokes equations in a 3D exterior domain, Math. Z. 245 (2003) 387–417.

[22] C. He and T. Miyakawa, On weighted-norm estimates for nonstationary incompressible Navier-Stokes flows in a 3D exterior domain, JDE 246 (2009) 2355-2386.

[23] C. He and Z. -P. Xin Weighted estimates for nonstationary Navier-Stokes equations in exterior domains, Methods and Aapplications of Analysis Vol. 7, no. 3(2000). 443-458.

[24] H. Iwashita, Lq − Lr estimates for solutions of the nonstationary Stokes equations in an exterior domain and the Navier-Stokes initial value problems in Lr spaces, Math. Ann. 285(1989), 265-288.

[25] G.H. Knightly,A Cauchy problem for the Navier-Stokes equations in R^n, SiAM J. Math. Anal.3 (1972), 506-511. [26] H. Kozono, Rapid time-decay and net force to the obstacles by the Stokes flow in exterior domains, Math. Ann.

320(2001), no.4, 709-730.

[27] H. Kozono and T. Ogawa, Some L^p estimate for the exterior Stokes flow and an application to the non-stationary Navier-Stokes equations, Indiana University Mathematics Journal, vol. 41 (1992), no.3, 789-808.

[28] H. Kozono and T. Ogawa, Decay properties of strong solutions for the Navier-Stoes equations in two dimensional unbounded domains, Arch. Ratiobal Mech. Anal. 122(1993),1-17.

[29] O.A. Ladyzhenskaya, The Mathematical Theory of Visous Incompressible Flow, Gordon and Beach 1963. [30] P. Maremontui, On the asymptotic behavior of the L^2-norm of suitable weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations in three-dimensional exterior domains, Comm.Math. Phys. 198(1988),385-400.

[31] P. Maremonti,Some results on the asymptoic behavior of Hopf weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations in unbounded domains, Math.Z.210)1992), 1-22.

[32] P. Maremonti, Stokes and Navier-Stokes problems in a half space: Existence and uniqueness of solutions a priori nonconvergent to a limit at infinity, Journal of Mathematical Sicences, Vol. 159 (2009) 486-523.

[33] P. Maremonti and V.A. Solonnikov, On nonstationary Stokes problem in exterior domains, Annali della Scuola Normale Superiore di Pisa-Classe di Scienze 24.3 (1997), 395-449.

[34] T. Miyakawa, Notes on Space-TimeDecayProperties of Nonstationary IncompressibleNavier-StokesFlows in R^n, Funkcialaj Ekvacioj, 45 (2002) 271-289.

[35] T. Miyakawa, On nonstationary solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations in an exterior domain, Hiroshima Math. J.

12(1982), 115-140.

[36] V.A. Solonnikov, On nonstationary Stokes problem and Navier-Stokes problem in half space with initial data nondecaying at infinity, Uspekihi Mat. Nauk 58(2003),123-156.

[37] M. Wiegner, Decay estimates for strong solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations in exterior domains, Annali dell’Università di Ferrara, Vol. 4, no. 6(2000), 61–79.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, YONSEI UNIVERSITY, SEOUL, 136-701, SOUTH KOREA Email address: chang7357@yonsei.ac.kr

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, MOKPO NATIONAL UNIVERSITY, MUAN-GUN 534-729, SOUTH KOREA Email address: bumjajin@mnu.ac.kr