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GLOBAL ILL-POSEDNESS FOR A DENSE SET OF INITIAL DATA TO
THE ISENTROPIC SYSTEM OF GAS DYNAMICS

ROBIN MING CHEN, ALEXIS F. VASSEUR, AND CHENG YU

ABSTRACT. In dimension n = 2 and 3, we show that for any initial datum belonging to a
dense subset of the energy space, there exist infinitely many global-in-time admissible weak
solutions to the isentropic Euler system whenever 1 < v < 1+ % This result can be regarded
as a compressible counterpart of the one obtained by Szekelyhidi-Wiedemann (ARMA, 2012)
for incompressible flows. Similarly to the incompressible result, the admissibility condition
is defined in its integral form. Our result is based on a generalization of a key step of the
convex integration procedure. This generalization allows, even in the compressible case, to
convex integrate any smooth positive Reynolds stress. A large family of subsolutions can
then be considered. These subsolutions can be generated, for instance, via regularization of
any weak inviscid limit of an associated compressible Navier—Stokes system with degenerate
viscosities.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The motion of a compressible fluid in gas dynamics with constant entropy in the periodic
box T" := [0, 1] for n = 2 or 3 can be modeled by the isentropic Euler system consisting of
n + 1 dynamical equations for the macroscopic state variables: the gas density p = p(z,t)
and the fluid velocity v = v(x,t). The corresponding Cauchy problem reads

{@p + div(pv) = 0, (1.10)
Or(pv) + div(pv ®@v) + Vp(p) =0
with initial condition

plico = 0% polimo = V°. (1.1b)
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In the isentropic regime, the pressure p is determined by an isentropic equation of state,
p(p) = p?, where ~ is the adiabatic constant of the gas. Throughout the paper, we will
assume that 5
l<y<1+—. (1.2)
n

In particular, it includes the shallow water equation in dimension 2 (y=2), and the monoatomic
ideal gas in dimension 3 (y=>5/3).

1.1. Admissible weak solutions and main result. Solutions to carrying C! reg-
ularity away from vacuum are known to uniquely exist at least locally in time provided
that the initial data are sufficiently smooth. On the other hand, it is well-known that such
solutions develop singularities (shock waves) in finite time for a generic class of data; see
[25], 14, [4, [6]. Understanding how solutions can be extended beyond singularities has been a
rich field of study.

Mathematically, to permit the continuation of solutions after the occurrence of singularity,
one is required to work with weak solutions, i.e. bounded solutions to in the sense of
distribution. To give a more precise definition, it is more convenient to reformulate
in terms of conservative variables (p, V) where V' := puv.

Definition 1.1 (Global weak admissible solutions for compressible Euler equations). We
say (p, V) € L*(Ry; LY(T™)) x L*(Ry; L7+ (T™)) is a weak solution of (T.1a) on R, if
e p=>0 ae and

J J (pOrp +V - Vo) dxdt = —J p°o(-,0) dw (1.3a)
0 n n

for any p € CP(T" x R,).
o VV =0 whenever p =0 and

JOOJ (V O + V(Z)V : Vo —l—p(p)divgb) dxdt = —J VO ¢(-,0)dx (1.3b)
o Jmn

n

for any ¢ € C*(T™ x R, ;R™), where VO := p%°.
e The following global energy inequality holds

f E(p,V)(-,t)dx < f E(p°, VO dx for all t =0, (1.3¢)
where E(p, V) := f—_l - % is the total energy.

[v]?

In the physical variables (p, V' = pv), E(p,V) = %+p7
energy inequality is enough to ensure the strong/weak uniqueness result for Lipschitz
solutions (see Dafermos [13] and Di Perna [20]). The solutions verifying this condition are
called admissible in the context of convex integration for incompressible flows (see for instance
[26]). We recall that Equations (L.1a]), together with the a priori bounds from Definition
(L.1), imply that (p, V) is bounded in C°(R,, L?(T")-weak), for some ¢ > 1 depending on 7.
Therefore the function (p, V') can be defined for all time ¢t € Ry (as a function in L9(T")).
This justifies the fact that (1.3c) makes sense for every time ¢ > 0. Note however that
the meaningful constraint of Inequality is that its right hand side corresponds to the

energy of the initial value. The convexity of the energy F in the variables (p, V') implies that
2

. The integral form of the global



if the inequality ((1.3c|) holds for almost every ¢ > 0, then it holds actually for every time
t = 0. Let us now state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that v verifies (1.2)). Then, for any ¢ > 0 and any (0°,U°) such
that E(0°,U%) € L'(T"), there exist infinitely many (p°, V°) satisfying

2

Vo U°
TR
such that, for each of such initial values (p°, V°), there exist infinitely many global admissible
weak solutions (p, V') to the compressible Euler equation (1.1)) in the sense of Definition .

p > 07 E(p07 VO) € Ll(Tn)7 ”pO - QOHzW(Tn) + 57 (14)

<
L2(T™)

The above theorem provides a dense subset of the energy space, such that any initial value
in this set generates infinitely many energy decreasing global weak solution to the isentropic
system defined on the whole space T" x R, . This result can be seen as a compressible
counterpart of Theorem 2 from Székelyhidi-Wiedemann [26] which considers incompressible
flows (see discussion in the next subsection). It shows that the isentropic system endowed
with the global energy criterion is definitively ill-posed for a dense family of initial values.

The proof relies on the convex integration machinery developed by De Lellis—Székelyhidi
[18, 19]. Although the focus of their work was first on the incompressible Euler equation,
a first application to the compressible isentropic Euler was already present in [19]. For
compressible flows, the general strategy always involves constructing global density functions
such that a convex integration process can be performed on the momentum field V. The
development of the technique for the isentropic case is following two main directions. One
direction, pioneered by Chiodaroli in [§], considers a wide class of initial densities. In this
situation, the set of initial momentum V° cannot be chosen a priori, but depends on the
convex integration procedure. The original result [§] treats general C! initial densities, and
was later extended to the case of possibly discontinuous piecewise C'! functions by Luo—Xie—
Xin [24], and Feireisl [21]. The other direction, pioneered by Chiodaroli-De Lellis—-Kreml [9],
focuses on initial values being Riemann data. They are piece-wise constant functions with
a unique planar set of discontinuities. The situation of a shock was first considered, and
later extended to other Riemann problems (see [7], [11]). Extensions of both strategies have
been studied for the full Euler system (see for instance Chiodaroli-Feireisl-Kreml [10] or Al
Baba-Klingenberg-Kreml-Méacha-Markfelder [3]). A natural problem consists in studying
the size of the class of initial values leading to non-unique solutions. Note that the energy
condition is crucial. Without this admissibility condition, non-unique solutions to
can be constructed for any fixed initial values (see Abbatiello—Feireisl [1]).

1.2. The incompressible case. Let us now consider an incompressible ideal flow with
density being normalized to unity, whose dynamics is governed by the incompressible Euler
equations

o +diviv®v) + Vp =0,
{dm —0, (1.5)
with initial datum
V]ymg = 0°, (1.5b)
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where now the pressure p arises as a Lagrange multiplier due to the incompressibility con-
dition. For an initial velocity field v° € L?(T™) with dive® = 0, the corresponding notion of
global in time admissible weak solutions is given as follows.

Definition 1.2 (Global weak solutions for admissible incompressible Euler equations). We
say v € LO(Ry; L*(T™)) is a weak solution of (1.5) if it is divergence-free in the sense of

distribution and
o for any ¢ € CL(T" x Ry ;R™) with dive = 0,

0 ¢]
J f (-6 + 0@ : V) dedt — —f o (-, 0) dx. (1.6a)
0 n n
e The following global energy inequality holds
1 1
f §|v(-,t)|2 dx < J §|v0(‘)|2dx for every t = 0. (1.6b)

Similarly to the compressible case, any such solution actually lies in C°(R; L?(T")-weak),
and so ([1.6b)) can be written for every time ¢ > 0. However, still because of the convexity of
the energy, it is enough to check that Inequality is true for almost every ¢ > 0. We
now state our result in the incompressible case.

Theorem 1.2. For any € > 0 and any u° € L*(T"), there exist infinitely many v° € L*(T")
satisfying

0

||’U — UOH%Q(Tn) <e, (17)

such that for each such initial value v°, there exist infinitely many global weak solutions v to
the incompressible Euler equation (1.5)) in the sense of Definition .

We want to remark that the above result is not new in the context of incompressible Euler
equations. It was first proved in [26] by Székelyhidi-Wiedemann, and was later improved
with the construction of C/° solutions in Daneri-Runa-Székelyhidi [I7], and to C* solutions
up to the Onsager range o < 1/3 in Daneri-Székelyhidi [16]. We will nevertheless give a
proof of Theorem which unifies the compressible and incompressible points of view in
the context of the L™ theory.

1.3. Main ideas of the proof. So far, all constructions of non-unique solutions for com-
pressible flows are done with the L® theory of convex integration. The general strategy
follows two steps: the construction of subsolutions, and the convex integration of these
subsolutions to obtain actual solutions (see for instance [19]). In their more general form,
subsolutions are functions (p,V = pu, R) solving the so-called “Euler-Reynolds” system

ﬁtp + divV = 0,
VeVv
oV + div ( Cj + p(p)1, + R> =0,

where the compressible “Reynolds stress tensor” R(t, x) is a positive semi-definite symmetric
matrix for every x,t. The family of subsolutions is stable under weak limit, or convex combi-
nation, therefore it is far easier to construct subsolutions than solutions (which corresponds
to R = 0). The convex integration provides a way to construct infinitely solutions to the
Euler equations, from a subsolution, for a certain family of Reynolds stresses R. The more

general the family of Reynolds stresses processable via the convex integration, the easier it
4
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is to construct subsolutions, and the larger is the set of initial values which can be reached.
To the best of the authors’ knowledge, in the context of compressible fluids, the convex
integration technique used so far allows to deal with only diagonal Reynold stresses (see
[8,9]). Such a method is a variant from the incompressible case [I8]. It states that for every
open set P, and every p, q positive real-valued functions, V' vector-valued function, and U
traceless symmetric matrix-valued function (all smooth enough), through convex integration
there exist infinitely many V and traceless U (as oscillatory perturbations), both compactly
supported in P, such that in R” x R,:

divV =0,
~ ~ (1.9)
o,V + divU = 0,
while in P a nonlinear constraint
ViV +V ~ V|2
( )(;)( )—(U+U)=<%+q)l (1.10)

is achieved as to eliminate the Reynolds stress R := ql,. Therefore under the assumption
that there exists a smooth enough, energy-compatible subsolution (p,V R) of . and
denoting U (V®V —L,|V[?>/n)/p, the oscillatory perturbations (V,U) constructed from
. readily generate (p,V + V) as solutions to the the isentropic Euler system.
However the requirement on the Reynolds stress that R = ¢l,, is stringent and prevents one
from generating a large class of initial values.

Convex integration with general Reynolds stresses. One of the main contributions of this
paper is the generalization of the key convex integration tool to accommodate any positive
definite Reynolds stresses (see Lemma in the L™ framework. Namely, we show that we
can construct infinitely many solutions of , replacing the contraint with

V+V)@ WV +V)
P

for any continuous strictly positive Reynolds stress R > 0. We state and prove this result in
both R™ and T" for future use.

—(U+(~])—EI +R (1.11)
- ’I’Lp n ) .

As in the previous work, this result is obtained by partitioning the domain P in small areas
where p, V and R are almost constant, and so considering the generation of highly oscillatory
perturbations for the constant case first. Denote Sf the set of traceless symmetric matrices
in dimension n. In the previous case when R = ¢l,,, the generation of oscillations is based
on the study of the convex set:

2

where €q(V,U) := (1/2)Anax(V ® V = U), with Apax(w) denoting the largest cigenvalue of
the matrix w (see [19]). The oscillatory perturbations (V,U) have to be constructed such
that for all time and space, (V +V, U + U) stay in the set K. defined with 7> = |V|> + trR.
The first observation is that oscillatory perturbations for a constant (but possibly non-

diagonal) Reynolds stress R = R + L,(trR/n) can be constructed similarly as in [19], using
5
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the “translation” of K.
K :=(0,R) + K$..

This can be done in an admissible way as long as A\ (R), the smallest eigenvalue of R, is
positive.

The difficulty is then to integrate this building block through the general convex integration
scheme. In the classical situation, the problem f is replaced by a relaxed one
where is replaced by a (matrix) inequality. That is, by the property that there exists
a positive semidefinite matrix-valued function S such that for all (z,t) € P:

(VJFV)i)(VJFV)—(UJr[?)JrS:(%JMJ)IW (1.13)

The general convex integration procedure (see [18]) ensures, via a topological Bairé category
argument, the existence of infinitely many solutions to the relaxed problem and
with the following property: each one of these solutions cannot be reached via a sequence
of oscillatory solutions to the same relaxed problem (namely, it is not possible to find a
sequence of solutions to and which converges weakly to this special solution, while
not converging strongly). For incompressible flows [I8, [19], or “piece-wise incompressible”
flows (compressible flows with a piece-wise constant in space and time-independent density)
[19, @], or “semi-stationary” flows (time-independent density) [, 2], constraint (1.13) can
be designed in such a way that S takes the form of a multiple of the identity matrix. This
particularly allows one to derive, on those solutions, a “saturation” property of S in the sense
that Apin(S) = 0. Taking advantage of the form that S takes, this further concludes that
S = 0, meaning that those infinitely many functions are actually solutions to —.

On the other hand, the challenge in extending the framework of [18] to and is
apparent: when gl,, in is replaced by a general positive matrix R, the corresponding
S is generically non-diagonal. A naive adaptation of the convex integration as indicated
above would still lead to a saturation in terms of A\, (S) = 0. However this is never strong
enough to imply the vanishing of S any more. The resolution we propose here is to exploit
the additional saturation in Ap.x(S) in the course of the convex integration. In particular,
when Apin(S) > 0 on P, we will construct oscillatory perturbations with oscillation strength
proportional to XP trS(z,t) dx dt. This way, we will verify that the solutions selected by the
Bairé argument verify both A\yin(S) = 0 on P and §,trS(z,t)dzdt = 0. The condition
on Apin(S) indicates that all the eigenvalues of S are nonnegative, and from the condition
on the trS, their sum is 0 almost everywhere. This implies that S = 0 on P and so these
subsolutions are actually solutions.

Density of wild initial data and double convex integration. When considering the Cauchy
problem , the initial data that can lead to infinitely many admissible weak solutions
are termed the “wild” initial data [I9]. In the context of incompressible flows, it has been
shown that wild initial data are L*-dense for L* weak solutions [26] as well as for Holder C
weak solutions [I7, [16]. One of the subtleties in dealing with the Cauchy problem is that the
subsolutions need to be adjusted to capture the full initial energy, and that the superimposed
oscillatory perturbations need to preserve the initial datum. This is achieved by the so-called

“double convex integration” first introduced in [19] for L® solutions, and later extended to
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treat Holder solutions [I5] [I7, [16]. Specifically, a time-localized convex integration is first
performed to construct a nontrivial subsolution with its wild initial datum, followed by a
second convex integration to pass from this subsolution to infinitely many weak solutions.
As is pointed out in [16], such a strategy is required in proving the density of the wild initial
data.

One of the key ingredients of the above strategy is to find an appropriate class of perturba-
tions in the scheme capable of generating sufficiently rich family of positive definite Reynolds
stresses, from which a suitable notion of subsolutions can be introduced to track the relation
between the size of the Reynolds stress and the loss of regularity. In the C* theory, a fairly
precise control of the Hélder norms at each iteration step is needed. In particular, the full
strength of the Reynolds stresses is used in the estimates. Mikado flows are thus used to
allow any positive definite Reynolds stresses throughout the iteration, since the Beltrami
flows are not sufficient [12]. In contrast, the notion of subsolutions in the L* framework is
much less rigid and the solutions can be obtained implicitly via the Bairé argument. Only
a portion of the size of the Reynolds stresses is needed in the estimate and hence Beltrami
flows suffice the role of fast oscillating perturbations.

For compressible flows with a varying density, on the other hand, as explained in the
earlier context of this subsection, the Reynolds stress R in the L® scheme takes a general
form while the oscillations need to have strength proportional to the size of R measured
through its trace as §, trR(z,t) dr dt. We want to emphasize that it is essential to allow a
general class of R in the convex integration in order to cover a large family of initial values.

To ensure a full saturation of the initial energy for the subsolutions, we follow a similar
version of the double convex integration on a small interval [0, T'] first, and then, on [T, o0).
The weak solutions directly constructed by convex integration may not verify (|1.3c|). But
for each fixed one, its time shifts, us(t) = u(s + t) will verify it for almost every s > 0.
Taking s small enough, we can show that this provides infinitely many initial value with
(at least) one admissible solution on an interval [0,7 — s]. Considering the same time shift
on the functions obtained through convex integration on [T, ) provides infinitely many
continuation on [1" — s,00) combined with each admissible solutions first constructed on
[0,7 — s]. Note that by construction, the solutions are continuous in time at 7' — s (weakly
in x) and their value is exactly the value of the subsolution at this time. See Figure [1]

The above method works very effectively on incompressible flows. However additional care
is needed in the compressible case. The total energy consists of both the kinetic and potential
parts. Moreover, the Reynolds stress, which can be thought of as a result of commuting weak
limits with nonlinearity of the Euler equations, also involves information about fluctuation
in both velocity (or momentum) and density components. Since our convex integration is
designed such that the “defect energy” of the subsolutions is injected into the kinetic energy,
it is possible that there is a loss of the total energy resulting from the potential energy.
Therefore before the first convex integration, some compensating potential energy should be
pumped into the Euler-Reynolds system. Such an energy requirement imposes the constraint
on the adiabatic exponent v < 1 + % (see below for more detailed explanation).



Construction of energy-compatible subsolutions. Now that we are able to convex integrate
with any smooth positive Reynold stresses, the construction of subsolutions is highly simpli-
fied. We choose to construct them from the weak inviscid limit of Navier—Stokes equations.
For fixed viscosities v, the standard existence theory requires v > 3/2 (see Feireisl-Novotny—
Petzeltova [22]). For this reason, we are using instead a Navier-Stokes model with degenerate
viscosities constructed in [27), 23], 5] which allows v > 1. We then modify the inviscid limit
obtained from this model to ensure that the density p and the Reynolds stress R are smooth
enough, and Ay (R) > 0 globally. Note that for compressible flows R consists of two parts
R and rl, arising from the averaging effect on the velocity and on the density through the
pressure, respectively. Such a weak inviscid limit (together with the smoothing process)

results in an energy density
. 1/|V]? +r
€= = (qutrR) +&,
2 p v—1
where both the kinetic and potential energies are changed. On the other hand, our convex
integration produces subsolutions having energy density

2 2
(’V’ +tR) M (‘V‘ +t7€+m“)-l-M
"2\ ) y—1 2\ p 71
from which one sees that the entire defect energy is injected into the kinetic energy through
the convex integration (since the oscillations are imposed on velocity only). Clearly we need
€ < €, which results in ((1.2)). From We see that the energy compatibility require-
ment corresponds to asking {., €dz < STn p°, V%) dx. Therefore the construction of the
energy-compatible subsolutions involves careful adjustments on R through the regulariza-
tion, positivity enhancement, and energy compatibility procedures. We are able to show
that these adjustments can be done in a unified way using an abstract lemma about convex
combination of subsolutions, cf. Lemma (and Lemma for the incompressible case).

The rest of the paper is as follows. Section [2] is dedicated to the convex integration of
(11.9) in the case where p,V,U and R are constants. The general case is treated in
Section [3] Section [4] is dedicated to the proof of Theorem for the incompressible case,
and Section |5 to the proof of Theorem for the compressible case.

2. BUILDING BLOCKS FOR CONVEX INTEGRATION

Recall from the Introduction that our focus is to consider solutions to ([1.8) with R > 0
being positive definite in the interior region as the ‘subsolution’ to the isentropic Euler system

(1.1a)). Note that equation (|1.8)) is equivalent to

é’tp +divV = O7
: VI (2.1)
oV +divU + V ( p(p) + ” + divR = 0,
2
where V' := pv and U := vev _ M n-
p np
Consider a C? solution (pg, Vo, Ro) to (2.1). Denote the bounds for py to be
1
0<— <py <A (2.2)

AQ



The goal is to construct infinitely many bounded solutions (‘N/, U ) supported in a given
domain P satisfying

divV =0,
~ ~ (2.3a)
oV +divU = 0,
with N N
Vo+V VWw+V ~ Vol?
W VI®Wo V) iy = M8y 4k ae P (2.3b)
Po "Po
where VoV 2
Uy := 0@V _ [l L,. (2.3¢)

Po npPo
The construction of (V,U) will be addressed in the next section. As a building block, we
will start with a simplified setting described below.

2.1. Constant states problem. we will first consider a simplified problem of , namely
when Vg, pg and R, are constant vector, constant scalar and constant symmetric matrix
respectively and satisfy pg > 0, Ry > 0. Therefore Uy € S§*" is also a constant matrix.
Apparently such a (pg, Vo, Ro) solves (12.1)).

Introducing (V,U)(z,t) := (‘7/\/%, U (w,t\/po), then (V,U) satisfies

divV =0,
{@V+dWU=o, (2.4a)
with
(%+VMM%+Vyw%+Uy¥%u+& (2.4b)

where Cj := ‘%2 > 0, Ry > 0 is positive definite, and Vj is relabeled as V;//po.
Following [19], for » > 0 we define the states of speed r

K, = {(V,U) eER" xSy : U=VRV —Ry— % (7“2 —trRO) L, |V|= 7"}.
Denote K(° the convex hull in R" x §™"*" of K,. Also define
e(V.U) = Shnax (V @V = U = Ro)
where Ayax denotes the largest eigenvalue. Then similar to [19, Lemma 3], we have the

following

Lemma 2.1. For (V,U) € R" x S{*" it holds that
(i) e: R" x §§*" — R is convex;

1
(ii) 5 (\V\Q — trRo) < e(V,U), with equality if and only if

U= V®V—R0—%(|V2—trR0) L;

(iii) denote |Uly, the operator norm of U, then

2(n — 1
01 < 20D, 0) 1 (n = 1)[Rol:
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(iv) the convezr hull of K, is

1
K® = {(v, U)eR" x ™ e(V,U) < §(r2 — trRo)} ;

(v) for (v,u) € R*x S§"", A/2[e(v,u) + trRy] gives the smallest s for which (v,u) € K&.
Proof. The proofs of (i), (ii) and (v) follows almost identically as in [19, Lemma 3]. So let’s
focus only on (iii) and (iv).

(iii) Let & be a unit eigenvector of U associated to its smallest eigenvalue A\pin(U). We
have by definition that

e(V,U) = " max (= (& (U+ Ro)E))

geSn—1
> g( — (&, U&))) — g (€0, Ro&o)
>~ hain(U) = gggéé}xl ({€ Ro) )
> 5 huin(U) = 5w Fo).

Thus since U is trace free, we have
2(n—1)
n

Ul < (= D)~ Ausa(U)) < e(V,U) + (n — 1) Rl

(iv) Denote
1
5= {(V0) e RSP s V.)€ 502 - ek}

From definition we see that whenever (V,U) € K, we have e¢(V,U) = 3(r? — trRy). Since e
is convex from (i), it follows that

K c S,
From (ii) and (iii) we know that S, is compact. hence S, equals the closed convex hull of its
extreme points.

From (V,U) € S,\K,., we can without loss of generality assume that V®V — U — Ry is
diagonal with diagonal entries \; > ... > A, satisfying \; < 1(r? — trRy). From (ii) and the
fact that (V,U) ¢ K, we conclude that A\; < L(r? — trRy).

Now we can continuously perturb such (V,U) in R™ x §§*": write V' = Y. V'e¢; where

el,...,e, are the basis vectors. Pick a fixed pair (v,u) € R" x §}*" as
n—1
V=€, U= Z Viei®en +en®e;).
i=1
This way

V+t) @V +tv) — (U+tu) = (VRV —U)+ (2tV" + t*)e, @ e,

and therefore for [t| sufficiently small e(V +tv, U+tu) < 3(r?—trRy). Hence (V +tv,U+tu) €
Sy, and thus (V,U) is not an extreme point of S,. So all of the extreme points of S, are

contained in K. O
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2.2. Oscillations. The construction of the needed oscillations in the interior of K¢° is done
via seeking suitable plane-wave solutions. They correspond to the following admissible seg-
ments; see [19, Definition 6].

Definition 2.1. Given r > 0, we call a line segment o < R™ x §§*™ an admissible segment
if it satisfies
(a) o < int K,
(b) o is parallel to (a,a®a)— (b,b®b) for some a,b e R™ with |a| = |b| = r and b # +ta.
Similar to [I8, Lemma 4.3] and [19, Lemma 6], we can first record the following geometric
property of K which provides the existence of sufficient large admissible segments.

Lemma 2.2 (Existence of large admissible segements). Set Ny := dim(R" x S§*") = ”("TH) -

1. For any r > 0 and for any (V,U) € int K there exists an admissible line segment
o= [(VU) = (0,0), (V.U) + (v,0)] (2.5)

such that

1
4N()7"

The proof of this lemma follows directly from [I8, Lemma 4.3] applied on the translated
set K — (0, (1/n)(trRoy)l,, — Ry).

We now recall [9, Proposition 4.1] which provides the existence of localized plane waves
oscillating between two states of ([2.4al) with equal speed.

Lemma 2.3 (Localized plane waves). Let a,b € R™ such that a # +b and |a| = |b|. For
a A > 0 consider a segment o = [—p,p|] € R™ x S§*™ where p = A(a,a®a) — (b,b®D)].
Then there ezists a pair (v,u) € CL(B1(0) x (—1,1)) solving

{ div,v = 0,

o] =

1
(r* = |VP) and dist(o,0K°) = 5dist((v, U),0K®).

Opv + divyu = 0, (2:6)

and such that

(i) the image of (v,u) is contained in an e-neighborhood of o and (v, u) dxdt = 0;
(i) §|v(t, z)| dxdt = al|b — a| where a > 0 is a geometric constant.

2.3. Perturbation property. In this subsection we will derive a key property which will
be used in Section Bl

Let Cy = 0 be a constant and Ry > 0 be a symmetric positive definite matrix. Define a
subset of R™ x ™"

U:= {(U,U) eR" xS : v®v—u— Ry < @In}.
n
Also define a function space
X¢ ::{(v, U) e C2(P;R" x St*™) : (V,U) solves (24a) and

2.7
(V()+V)®(V0+V)—(UO+U)<%In_FRO}' (27)

Recasting Lemma [2.2| on U we have
11



Lemma 2.4 (Geometric property of U). There exists a positive geometric constant co such
that for any (0, 1) € U, there exists a segment o as in Lemmal[2.3 with |a| = |b| = v/Cy + tr Ry,

(0,a) +o U, and Ab—a|>co(Co+ trRy—[0]?).
Proof. From Lemma [2.1| we see that
U =int K;°, where r? = Cy + trRy.

The existence of the claimed segment o is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.2 Moreover
since the length of ¢ is (up to a geometric constant, say, c¢g) comparable to A|b — a|, the
conclusion of the lemma holds. O

Now we can conclude this section with the following L!-coercivity result.

Proposition 2.1 (L!-coercivity of the perturbation). There erists a constant ¢; > 0 such
that the following is true. Let (V,U) € X§ where X§ is defined in (2.7)). Then, for any open
set I' < P, there exists a sequence {(V;,U;)} < X§ converging weak-+ to (V,U) such that

Vi — VHLl(r) = (1 [(Co +trRo) [T — Vo + V”iam] : (2.8)

Proof. Fix any point (zg,to) € I' and note that (V,U) + (Vp, Up) takes values in U. Applying
Lemma [2.4] yields the segment o with (0, @) = (V (2o, t0), U(zo, o)) + (Vo, Up). Choose r > 0
such that (V(z,t),U(x,t)) + (Vo,Us) + 0 < U for any (z,t) € B.(xg) x (to — ryto + 7). It
exists thanks to the continuity of (V,U).

For any € > 0 consider a pair (v, u) as in Lemma and define

(Uwo,to,muro,toﬂ’)(xat) = (U7u> (@7 %) .

Clearly, for € small enough, (V,U) + (vo., uo,) € X§. Moreover

f [V 0.0 dxdt = crcg (CO + trRo — |Vo + V (xo, t0)|2) rmtL, (2.9)
By (zo) x (to—r,to+7)
By continuity there exists an ¢ such that for all » < ry the above holds for every (z,t) with
By(x) x (t—r,t+7r)cT.

Set r = 1 < ro and pick finitely many points (z;,t;) such that B, (z;) x (t; —r,t; +7) < T
are pairwise disjoint and satisfy

Z (O() + tI‘RQ - |‘/0 + V(ZL'(), t0)|2> Tn+1 =C <(O{) + tl"Ro) |F| - J |‘/0 + V(ZE, t)|2 dl’dt)
- r
J
(2.10)
for some geometric constant ¢ > 0. So now we define

(Vis Ui) i= (VU) + D (0 1, Uy 1)
j

It is clear that (Vi,Ux) € X§ since the supports of (vy) 4, r, Ue; ;) are pairwise disjoint.
Moreover (Vi,Ux) —* (V,U) in L*®. Finally we see that (2.8) follows from the above two
estimates (2.9) and (2.10)). O

Remark 2.1. Depending on the values of Vj, Uy, Ry, the set X§ may be empty. In this case

Proposition [2.1] is void, but still holds true.
12



Remark 2.2. Taking the trace of element X§ shows that:
sup |Vi| < 2|Vo| +2(Ch + trRy).
P

3. DISCRETIZATION AND CONVEX INTEGRATION

Now let’s come back to the system , but with py, Ry being possibly non-constant
functions. At this point we do not restrict ourselves to only consider (pg, Vo, Uy, Ro) to be a
solution to , but to be some general continuous functions such that on an open set P,
holds true, Ry > 0 as a matrix, and py verifies a uniform condition as . The goal
is to construct infinitely many solutions (V,U) to the problem (2.3).

Following [9] (and also [18]), we will achieve and (2.3b) by first considering the
relaxed condition

| 2

Vo+ V)@ (Vo +V ~ |V
(O )®(0 )—(U0+U)<|O I, + Ryp. (31)
Po "Po

Define the set
X, = {(17, 17) e CF(P;R" x §*") : (\7, ﬁ) solves (2.3a)) and } (3.2)

Obviously X is nonempty since 0 € X, thanks to and Ry > 0. Then we consider X
to be the closure of X; in the L* weak-+ topology. The metrizability of such a topology
is ensured by the boundedness (in weak-x) of X in L®, and hence it generates a complete
metric space (X, d). Since elements of X solve (2.3a), therefore the goal is to show that the
saturation holds on a residual set so that a Bairé category argument applies.

The main result of this section is the following.

Lemma 3.1. Let (pg, Vo, Ro) € C°(R" x R; R x R™ x S™™) be given with py satisfying (2.2)
and Ry being positive definite in some open set P < R™ x R. Let Uy be given as in (2.3c)).

There exist infinitely many (‘7, (7) e LP(R" x R;R™ x §§*™) which are compactly supported

in P and satisfy (2.3a) and (2.3Db)).

The proof of the above lemma relies on the following procedure which involves discretiza-
tion of the problem and convex integration with a general non-diagonal Reynolds stress R
as performed in the previous section.

Given (pg, Vo, Ry) € CO(R™ x R; R x R"™ x §"*") which satisfy the assumption of Lemma
, and for a fixed (‘7, U ) € Xy which is compactly supported in P, we denote

Mo |Vb\21n+R0_ W+V)eWh+V) o 5
npPo Po (3.3)
Amin(M) := the smallest eigenvalue of M.

From (3.1)) we see that M > 0 is positive definite on P, and hence A\yin(M) > 0 on P. Let
us consider €2y < €2 two compact subsets of P such that for §; > 0 small enough any cube of
size 01 centered in §2; is included in €2, and such that

f trM dx dt > lf trM dx dt.
o 2J)p

13



Because €2 is compact and M and R, are continuous on P, we have

A 1= min[min(Apin (M), Amin (Ro))] > 0. (3.4)
Q
With this setup, we first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2 (L'-coercivity). For any (V,U) € X, there exists a sequence {(‘Z, (71)} < Xy
converging weak-+ to (‘7, U ) such that

~ ~

V-V

Co
> — | trM dzdt 3.5
P~ A L (3:5)

Ll
for some geometric constant ¢y > 0, where A gives the bounds for py as in (2.2)).

Proof. Step 1. The idea is to perform a discretization. For that, let’s first consider a
localized problem. Take a fixed point (z, %) € 21 and choose a sufficiently small open cube
@ centered at (zg,t) (especially of size smaller than d;). Denote

V= ][(VO +V)dzdt, U := ][(UO + U)dzdt, Ry:= ][ Ry dxdt. (3.6)
Q Q Q
Consider
— C - VeV
Mg := 791,1 1Ry 2  Tesmn, (3.7)
where
. _ VoP? = A =
= , Co:= >0, Rg:=-— L, + Ry. 3.8
pi=minpy,  Coi=min—" Q ™ 0 (3.8)

The uniform continuity of pg, Vj, Ro, (17, U ) in  implies that for any € > 0 there exists some
d > 0 independent of @ such that whenever |Q| < 0, the fluctuation of these quantities over
@ is smaller than . In particular choosing € small enough with respect to A, we can ensure
that for ¢ small enough,

— — A —
Rg>0 M —Mg| < == Ry — Ro|| < == Co — Vol*/po| < =
Q , Sgp | el 30 sgp | Ro of 6dn’ sgp\ o — Ml /PO‘ 6an’
where | - || is the standard matrix norm. Together with (3.8) , we get
Cq o ‘Vb|2 Ax
n T he npo o 32n (3:9)

and
_ _ A, 1
Mg=M+ (Mg—M)>M— 8—In >0, and hence triMg > ZtrM on Q. (3.10)
n

Consider the rescaled set Q := {(z.t/\/p) : (x,1) € Q}. We now consider Proposition

with the constants

(‘/07 U07 R07 CO)

|
VRS
SN
ST
=
S
&
SN—



Denote X& the set X¢& defined in (2.7) on the set Q (instead of P). Thanks to (3.7) and
(3.10), (0,0) € X(?. Therefore, from Proposition , there exists a sequence (V;, U;) € Xé?
converging weakly to 0, and such that for every i:

[Vilprg) = e1(Cq + 1R — [V)|Q] = e1(trMg)|Q)|
Since (V;,U;) € X&, it verifies (2.34) and

V o V o J— o 6 J—
— V|| —=+V | —U+U; < =21, + Ry,
VP VP n

Consider the change of variable (V;, Ul)(x,t) = (Vi/\@, Ui ) (z, t\/@ The functions (V;, U;)
L

are now compactly supported in @), and they still verify (2.3a)) and converges weakly to 0.
Moreover we have on () the following list of inequality, where we use the definition of p for
the first inequality, and Remark which ensures that the constant C' is independent of the
sequence V; for the second one. The constant C' being fixed, we can get the third inequality
by taking 6 even smaller if needed. The last inequality follows from .

Vo+V+V)® Vo+V + V)
Po
MV W+ V V)

< ; (Up+ U + Uy)

— (Up+ U + 1)

V+V)®((V+V,)

P —(U+Ui)+c("/0+‘7—70|+‘U0+(7—U0‘)In

N

Hence, V; + V € Xy. And from the change of variables and (3.10):

— C
Q

Step 2. Note again that the uniform continuity of pg, Vi, Ro, (‘7, U ) in € indicates that
the size of () in Step 1 is independent of the choice of the point (zg,t) € €1. So we can
repeat the argument of Step 1 at all points (z,t) € ;. Taking 0 < §; small enough, we can
consider the grid of points of R™ x R*: (myd,---,m,9,00), L € N, (mq,---,m,,) € Z". Consider
a finite set of cubes of size § with vertices on this grid covering €2;. Note that they have non-
overlapping interiors, and are all subsets of 2. Denote this list of cubes {Qy : k = 1,--, N}.
For each k, we denote {(V;¥, UF)}ien the sequence of functions compactly supported in Qg
defined in Step 1, and define in P:

N N N N N N
Vi=V+ YV U=U+ ) UN
k=1 k=1

15



For i fixed, all the (V;*, UF) for k = 1--- N have disjoint supports. So from Step 1, Vie X,

For all k fixed, V¥ converges weakly to 0, so XN/Z converges weakly to 0 as © — co. Finally,
from (3.11)), we get

o .
[V~ V0 ZMWh%VEEfMMMﬁ>R

1M de dt > fl—J‘trA[dxcﬁ.
k=1 O 8A Jp

This completes the proof of the lemma. 0]
A direct consequence of the above lemma is the following.

Proposition 3.1 (Points of continuity of the identity map). Let (17, [7) € X be a point of
continuity of the identity map I from (X,d) to L*(R™ x R). Then (V,U) satisfies (2.3b)]).

Proof. By definition, there exists a sequence (V;,U;) € X, converging weak-+ to (YA/, U ) with

the property that V; — 1% strongly in L?(P), and hence strongly in L{ (P). Lemma
implies that for each (V;,U;) one may find a sequence {(V};,U;;)} converging weak-+ to

(V}, Uy), satisfying (2:3a), and

where M; are given in (3.3) with (17 U ) being replaced by (V;,U;). Applying a diagonal

argument we obtain a subsequence (Vj (), U;(;)) that converges weak-+ to (V,U) and such
that
li]m ijﬂ'(j) — XA/ SC_A h]m trM; dzdt,
which implies that
limJ trM; dxdt = 0. (3.12)
J Jp
Consider R R
~ WP Vot V)@ (Vo+ V A
e Wby L gy Mt VIOW V) i
Po Po

We know that M; —* M. Since M; > 0, it follows that M >0 a.e.. From (3.12)) and the
fact that trM; —* trM we conclude that

limf trM; dxedt = J trM dadt = 0.
7 Jp p

Therefore trM = 0 a.e., and thus M = 0 a.e., which means (V,U) satisfies (2.3b). O
Proof of Lemma([3.1. With the help of Proposition [3.1, Lemma follows from a Bairé
category argument. 0

From Lemma we immediately obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2 (Reduction to subsolutions). If (2.1)) has a solution (pgy, Vo, Ro) € CO(R™ x
R;R x R™ x 8™*™) with py > 0 and Ry > 0 on a set P of positive measure, then there are

infinitely many bounded solutions (p,v) to (1.1a)) with p = po.
16



Proof. From Lemma 3.1 we know that under the assumption of Proposition |3.2/one can find
infinitely many bounded solutions (V,U) € C*(P;R? x S;*™) satisfying ([2.3a) and (2.3b)).
Now for any such (V,U) define

View == Vo + V.

Then N
Orpo + div View = Oipo + div Vy + div V' = 0.
Aol . Vi@V Vol

pplying (2.3b)) and the definition ({2.3c) that Uy := ; ~ o I,, we have
0 0
Vnew Vnew
OtVaew + div (pL + p(p0)1n>
0

‘ 2

. ~ |V
:é‘t%+8tv+div(Uo+U+ ’20

In + RO + p(pO)In)
Po

Vo ® W, ~ ~
= 0;Vy + div ( 0? 04 p(po)l, + Ro) + 0,V + divU
0
= 0.
. Vaew
Taking v := —— we see that (pg, v) solves (1.1al). O
Po
Remark 3.1. At the energy level, taking trace in (2.3b]) we see that after convex integration
View”  [Va?
Voew|” _ [VOI” | trRy. (3.13)
£o Po

This is to say, the ‘defect energy’ of the subsolution due to the Reynolds tensor is injected
into the weak Euler solutions through the convex integration.

Remark 3.2. Notice that when (pg, Vo, Ro) is a piece-wise constant solution, like the ones
constructed in [9], it follows from ((3.13]) that

atE<,007 Vnew) + le [(E(Poa ‘/new) + p(ﬂ())) V;lew]

— div [(E(po, Vo) + %trRo ~|—p(po)) (Vo + V)] ~0,

leading to a local energy balance.
Proposition [3.2] motivates us to define the following notion of subsolutions.

Definition 3.1 (Subsolutions). A subsolution to the isentropic Euler system (l.lal) is a
triple (po, Vo, Ro) € CO(R™ x R; R x R™ x 8™*™) that solves ([2.1]) with py > 0 and Ry > 0 on

a set P of positive measure.

4. APPLICATION TO INCOMPRESSIBLE FLOWS

In this section we will apply the general scheme developed in Section [3| to treat the in-
compressible Euler equations. In this case, the system (1.8)) for subsolutions changes to

{Otv +diviv®v + pl,, + R) =0,

4.1
dive = 0, (4.1)

17



where now density is take to be p = 1 and the pressure p becomes the Lagrange multiplier
due to the incompressibility constraint.

Our goal is to construct a large set of ‘wild’ initial data of the incompressible Euler
equations so that each such datum (1) generates infinitely many weak solutions and (2)
those weak solutions satisfy the energy criterion. We will appeal to our convex integration
scheme to handle the first part, provided that we are able to find a subsolution to (4.1f) with
the Reynolds stress R being positive definite. Regarding (2), we will need to ensure that the
construction of the subsolutions is consistence with the energy law.

4.1. Energy compatible subsolutions. In this subsection we precisely define the class of
subsolutions we need for the convex integration and provide a way to construct them.

Definition 4.1 (Energy compatible subsolutions). Let £, T > 0, and M™*(T";S"*") be the
set of finite symmetric positive semidefinite matriz-valued (signed) Borel measures. We say
that

(v, R) € L*(R,; L*(T™)) x L% (R, ; M™(T"; S™™))
is an (E°,T)-energy compatible subsolution of the incompressible Euler equations if the fol-
lowing conditions are satisfied
(I1) (Existence of pressure) There ezists some p € D'(R; x T™) such that is satisfied
i the sense of distribution on Ry x T™.
(I2) (Short-time energy saturation) For almost every t € [0,T] it holds that

lj (Jo]? + trR) dx = &°.
2 ’I[‘n

(I3) (Energy inequality) For almost every t = T it holds that

1
| (o] +trR) da < &°.
2 T
One can show in the following proposition that for a smooth initial data, an energy com-
patible subsolution can be obtained through a classical vanishing viscosity limit.

Proposition 4.1. Let v° € CY(T") be divergence-free and for every v > 0, consider v, the
(global) Leray solution to the Navier—Stokes equation with initial data v° which is divergence-
free. Denote E° := 35§, |[v°]>da. Then there exist a T > 0 and an (E°,T)-energy compatible
subsolution (v, R) of the incompressible Euler equations such that up to a subsequence

v, —=v im D as v — 0.

Moreover, v is a Lipschitz solution to the Euler equation on [0, T] with v|;—q = v°.

Proof. From classical energy inequality for the Navier-Stokes equations we know that for
any v > 0,

1 t
§J w2 dz + VJ J Vo, 2 deds < £°. (4.2)
n 0 n

Hence there exists
(v, R) € L*(Ry; L*(T™)) x L& (R™; M™(T™; 8™*™))
such that up to a subsequence, as v — 0,

v, —v, 1,QV, ~v®v+ R in D. (4.3)
18



Therefore passing to this limit in the Navier—-Stokes equation gives |(I1)| It also implies that
1 1 1
étr(vl, ®u,) = §|vl,|2 b (Jo]* + trR) in D,

which, together with (4.2)), yields |(I3)]
Finally the local energy equality follows from a classical weak-strong uniqueness ar-

gument. Recall that v° € C', and hence there exists some 7' > 0 and a Lipschitz solution v
of the Euler equation on [0,7]. For any v > 0 and t < T, following [14] we have

t
ot ) =t oy + | [ 190l s
t
<|Vol J f (v, — v dads + V|Vl 2| Vo |
0 mn

t t
<\|vy\mjf \U,,—QFdJ;dS—i—%JJ oy (s, 2)[2 deds + 20T | Vo] .
0 n 0 n

Thus using Gronwall and that v|;—o = u,|,—0 we have
[ow () = ult, ) [Tz < 20T [V poe™V2e2 -0 as v — 0.
This together with implies that
v=uv for te|0,T].
Therefore on [0, 7]
R=0 and %fﬂ lv|*dx = &°,

which gives |(12) O

4.2. Convex integration. In this subsection we explain how one applies the convex inte-
gration framework to produce from an energy compatible subsolution (v, R) infinitely many
weak Euler solutions emanating from an initial value which is, up to a defect energy, arbi-
trarily close to the initial value v° of the subsolution.

Note that in order to apply our convex integration machinery, we need the Reynolds
stress tensor R to be positive definite. This would prohibit us from convex integrating the
subsolution from the initial time directly since there is an energy ‘bump-up’ at the initial
time coming from R, as can be seen in . Therefore the idea is to first convex integrate
(v, R) from its initial value for a short time period [0,%o], which generates a new ‘initial
value’ at some t € (0,to) carrying the full energy. Then convex integrate on [ty, +0), and
finally stick together the two pieces.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that (v, R) is a smooth (E°,T)-energy compatible subsolution of the
incompressible Buler equations with initial value (v°, R®) such that v° is divergence-free and
R(z,t) > 0 is positive definite for every (x,t) € T™ x Ry. Then for any € > 0, there exist
infinitely many divergence-free initial values 00 € L*(T™) such that

1
§f [0(z)?dr = £ and J 30 — 0P dr < e+ f tr R du, (4.4)
T n

n
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and for each of such initial values there exist infinitely many v, € L*(R; L*(T™)) which are
global weak solutions to the incompressible Euler equations with U.|i—o = 0° and

1 1
§J 0. (t, ) * dr < §J 0(z)Pde =& ae t>0. (4.5)

Proof. Since (v, R) is smooth, so for any € > 0 there exists some ¢, < % such that V ¢t < t,

€
tQHV'UOHLOOSO < Z_l (46)
The positivity of R ensures that we can apply our convex integration result Proposition
(with density being constant) on [0,¢y]. This provides infinitely many weak Euler solutions

0 on [0, ] with
@|t=0 = UO) @(t07 ) = U(t07 ')7

and by (B.13),
1
5‘[ [o(t, 2)|*de = E°, a.e. tel0,t]. (4.7)
Denote the set T < [0, to] to be the set of times such that the above equality holds. Then
T depends on the solution 0, 0,%y ¢ 7, and the measure L([0,t,]\7) = 0.
If there are only a finite number of L? functions {v,..., vy} such that for all the weak
solutions ¢ constructed above with the associated T, 0(t) € {v1(t),...,vn(t)}. Then by the
weak continuity in time, we indeed have that

v=wv; on [0,t/2] for some je{l,...,N}.

But this would in turn imply that we can only construct N weak Euler solutions, which is a
contradiction with the fact that our convex integration scheme can produce infinitely many
weak solutions.

The above discussion allows us to choose infinitely many ¢ € 7 to define infinitely many
initial data

UO

(2,

0(t,-).
Hence from the definition of 7~ we see that 3§, [02(2)|* dz = £°. Moreover from [(12) -
1

v 0||L2_ Uﬁé‘vodx
Tn

=&+ <50—%f trRodx> —f 00 dw

Since v is divergence-free, by (4.6) and (£.7),
f J o0 - v° dxds
0 n

| oty dn = 1001 <
fo Tan : (0 ®0) dxds

1
S0 — 12 = SR +

\

< 2tHV’UOHLoogO < %
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Therefore from it follows that

1 1 1
170 = o2 = SRRIE + 10l — | 9200 ds
Tn

1 1 .
= S = 300l + 100l — [ 20 u0do

T

1
<& <5O—§LtrR°d:¢> +§

1
= éjntrRde—i—%.

This proves (4.4)).

Now for each of such (infinitely many) initial values 2° we define ¥, on Ry x T™ as follows:

2t ) = ot +1,-), for t <ty—1,
= (t+t,-), for t >ty —t,

where © is any weak Euler solution on [tg, +00) constructed by convex integrating the original
energy compatible subsolution (v, R) on [tg, +0). Thus we know that

@(to) = U(to) = é(to)

This way we know that v, is a weak solution to the incompressible Euler equations on
R, x T™. By construction we have 9|~ = 00, and ¥, satisfies (4.5)). O

The above construction can be illustrated in the following diagram.

|

D — (v,R), R>0

178() = 0( +?)

@°,R%) >l T.(-)=0(-+£)
® &

N oo
v

0 14 lo
L @2, =8
1 1
I I

Convex integration 1 I

from (v,R) ‘«— ¥ on [0,tg] —><«—— U on [¢(,+00)

FIGURE 1. Double convex integration of an (€%, T')-energy compatible subso-
lution with R > 0.

4.3. Construction of smooth energy compatible strict subsolutions. From Theorem
[4.1] we see that in order to construct infinitely many weak solutions to the incompressible
Euler equation ([1.5)) with initial data being a small perturbation of a given L? function, it
suffices to find an energy compatible subsolution (v, R) in the sense of Definition which
further satisfies that R > 0 is positive definite. We call such a (v, R) an energy compatible
strict subsolution.

In this subsection we introduce a convex combination formalism to produce such energy

compatible strict subsolutions.
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Let (2, ) be a probability space, that is, p is a nonnegative measure on {2 such that
w(Q) = 1.
Lemma 4.1. Fiz E°,T > 0. Let (v,R) be a measurable function from R,y x T" x Q to
R"™ x R™™ such that for a.e. w € Q, (v, R,) = (v(-,w), R(-,w)) is an (E°,T)-energy
compatible subsolution to the incompressible Euler equations. Denote

U= E(v,), R:=E(R,) +E(v,®uv,) —1®7, (4.8)
where
B = | fodu(o).

Then (U, R) is also an (E°,T)-energy compatible subsolution.

Remark 4.1. This lemma says that the set of energy compatible subsolutions is closed under
convex combination (discrete or continuous), and (4.8)) gives the explicit formula for the new
‘Reynolds tensor’.

Proof of Lemma [4.1. Taking the expectation of (4.1)) and using the definition (4.8)) it follows
that (7, R) and p := E(p,) satisfy |(11)}
Note that for a.e. t € [0,T], by (4.8)

E (%(W + ter))

1
§tr]E (v, ® vy + Ry)
| 1, —
= Etr (v®Uv+R) = §(|v| + trR).
Taking the expectation of and for (v, Ry,) proves and for (v, R). O

Now we are ready to prove the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 4.2. Given E°,T > 0, let (v, R) be an (E°,T)-energy compatible subsolution to

the incompressible Euler equations with initial data v° satisfying
1 02
= de = &°.

T

Then for any € > 0 there exists a smooth (£°, %)-energy compatible subsolution (T, ]?i) with

~ 1 ~
R >0, QJ (|1~)0 — )2+ trR0> dr < e. (4.9)
Remark 4.2. Note that from the hypothesis we know that RY = 0. This is verified by the

subsolutions constructed from the vanishing viscosity limit, cf. Proposition [4.1]

Proof. First we know that (€°,T')-energy compatible subsolutions (v, R) with 1§, [v°* dz =
& are strongly continuous in L? at ¢t = 0, that is, lim |lo(t) — 0% 2 = 0.

Indeed, for any € > 0, there is a smooth divergence-free function v? € C*(T") such that
£
[ =2z < SE°
together with some constant C. > 0 such that

0 f
_— * <

Vil (v®v+ R)dr| < C..

Tn
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From this it follows that there exists some ¢, > 0 such that C.ty < /3. Hence for a.e.
te [0, to],

1 1 1
lolt.2) = @) = ol + 1~ [ 00 =10 vde— [ ovds

n

to
<2€0+§—f vg'vodx—l—J d%f v - vdads
Tn 0 n

<§+f (02 —v") P dr + Citg < e.

€

Moreover for a.e. ¢t = 0, recall from the definition of (£°, T')-energy compatible subsolution
that

1
§f (|v]? + trR) dz < &°,

from which we have

1 1
§J term<50—§J lv[?dz — 0 as t — 0.

Thus ST,L trR dx is continuous in time at ¢ = 0 and
J trR° dz = 0.

Introducing a standard mollifier ¢ € C*(R x T™) with support in [0,1] x T™, ¢ > 0 and
{© =1. For @ > 0 we define

(t ) 1 t x
alt,x) = ——.
b Oén+1%0 o o

Therefore we can find some 0 < o < T'/2 small enough such that ¢, = (v°, R?) satisfy
o * v° — 003, < %, J tr(pq *+ R?) dr < g
Then consider Q := [0,7/2] x T, du(s,y) := @a(s,y)dsdy, and for any w := (s,y) € 2 with
s<T/2,
(wa R)(? 5 8, y) = ('Ua R) ( +5s, -+ y)
on [0,7/2] x T". Therefore (w, R)(-,-, s,y) is an (£°, £ )-energy compatible subsolution.
Note that
E(w) = pq *w =: v,, E(R) = ¢a = R.
So, thanks to Lemma (Va, Ry) is still an (&9, %)—energy compatible subsolution with
Ry = @a* R+ @0o* (VQU) — vy ® Vg
It is obvious that (v,, R,) is smooth and by shrinking « if necessary we have

|02 — )3, + f trRY dw < ¢. (4.10)

n

Now define

1
A := min <% 5) e (0,1).
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Consider €2 := {1,2}, u being atomic as u := Ad,=1 + (1 — \)dy—2, and

280
(w,R)(t,x,1) := <O, WIH) , (w,R)(t,x,2) := (vVa, Rs) -
Note that (0, %In) is an (€% T)-energy compatible subsolution. So for any w € ,
(w,R)(+,-,w) is an (&Y, %)—energy compatible subsolution and
2)\E°
E(w) = (1 — MNvg, E(R) = n|’]I‘”|I" + (1 = MR,

Therefore from Lemma [4.1],
(@ R) := ((1 = Nva, (1 = Nvg ® v, + E(R))

0 %)—energy compatible subsolution. Moreover (7, IN%) is smooth and
~  2XE°
R>——I,>0.
n|T"|

Finally we check the initial value by recalling (4.10)) to obtain

is an (€

[0° = v°l2 = vl —v° = Mgz <e,

J trR0 dz = 20E° + (1 — )\)J trRY do + A1 — \)E°

n

1_
<3N +

e<e.
Putting together we obtain (4.9)). U

4.4. Density of wild data for incompressible Euler equations. With all of the above
preparation, we are now in a position to prove Theorem [I.2]

Proof. We will first mollify u° to a smooth u? € C°(T") such that

£
2~ oy < = (L11)
Denote &Y := % Sqrn |u?|? dz. Applying Proposition yields the existence of some 7" > 0 and
an (2, T')-energy compatible subsolution (u., R.) with u.|;—g = u!, and R. = 0 for ¢ € [0, T].
Next we can apply Theorem so that (u., R.) is upgraded to a smooth (€2, %)—energy

compatible subsolution (%, R.) with initial data (72, %) and satisfying the properties

~ ~ ~ €
R.>0, and & — ul|7zm + J trRY dx < 9 (4.12)
Tn
Finally the positivity of Eg allows us to use Theorem This produces infinitely many
v e L*(T™) each of which induces infinitely many weak solutions in the sense of Definition
[1.2] Moreover from ([4.4) we see that

[0 — QNJ,SH%Q(Tn) < % + f tr RO da. (4.13)
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Putting together (4.11))—(4.13) it follows that

[0° = Zagpmy < 3 (I = EWEaam) + 17 = Wl Eacemy + 42 = w0 Zacomy)
€ 50 ~0 02 €
<3 <§ + J tI‘Rs dx + HUE — uaHLQ(T") + —) =g,
leading to (1.7, and therefore the proof is completed. O

5. APPLICATION TO COMPRESSIBLE FLOWS

As a second application of our convex integration scheme, we consider the problem of con-
structing infinitely many admissible weak solutions of the compressible Euler equations
in the sense of Definition [[.1} The basic strategy is similar to the incompressible case. For
a given data in the energy space, we first smooth it out, and build up an energy compatible
subsolution via vanishing viscosity. Before applying our convex integration scheme, we need
further regularize the energy compatible subsolution, and moreover to enhance the defect R
to be positive definite.

Compared with the incompressible case, a notable difference for the compressible system
is the additional contribution to the defect from the density variable. Because of this, we
will modify our definition of the energy compatible subsolutions as follows.

Definition 5.1 (Energy compatible subsolutions). Let v > 1, E°. T > 0, and M™ be the set
of finite nonnegative (signed) Borel measures on T"™. We say that
(p,V,R,r) e L*(Ry; L") x L*(Ry; L%) X Lo (R MT(T™; 8™ ™)) x LE (R, ; M)

is an (E°,T)-energy compatible subsolution of the compressible Euler equations if the follow-
ing conditions are satisfied.

(C1) (Weak subsolution) p = 0, V = 0 whenever p = 0, and the following system

Pt + diV = O,
Vev 5.1
V}+div( +R+7‘In+p(p)]n) = 0; (5:1)
holds in the sense of distribution on R, x T".
(C2) (Short-time energy saturation) For almost every t € [0,T] it holds that
1 r
E —t — ) dv = &°
fﬂ( (p,V)+2 rR+’y—1) r=2E",
where v )
V pp
E =4 = 2

15 the associated entropy.
(C3) (Energy inequality) For almost every t =T it holds that

1 r
E(p,V) 4+ =trR + —— | dx < &°.
Jn((p ) 2" 7—1)x
Analogous to Proposition 4.1 we have the following result ensuring the existence of the

compressible energy compatible solutions.
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Proposition 5.1. Let p°,v° € CY(T"), p° > 0. For any v > 1 and v > 0 consider (p,,V,)
the (global) weak solution to the following compressible Navier—Stokes equation constructed
in [27), B] with initial data (p°, VO := p°uV)

8tpy + dZ‘rUVV = 0,

5.3
oV, + div (V“f”/” +p<p>fn) — div(TS,) (53)
where .
eSS, i=vp,Du, with Duv, = (W) and V, = pyv,.
Set

V2 p(p°)
£° :zf E(p°, V° da:=J (| + > dz.

Then there exist a T > 0 and an (E°,T)-energy compatible subsolution (p,V,R,r) of the
compressible Euler equations such that up to a subsequence

(o, Vi) = (p,V) in D' as v—0.
Moreover, (p,V') is a Lipschitz solution to the compressible Euler equation on [0,T] with
<p7 V)|t:0 = (/007 VO)

Remark 5.1. Here we follow the notation of [23] to use S, in the dissipation term since the
a priori estimates do not seem to be sufficient to define Vu,.

Proof. Recall from [27],[5] that system ((5.3]) admits a global weak solution (p,, V,,) with p, = 0
and (p,, V,)|t=0 = (p°, V?) and for a.e. t = 0,

t
J E(p,,,V,,)da:—{-Jf S,,dedsgf E(p°, V) dx. (5.4)
n 0 mn n

where the dissipation term §; §,. |S,|? dzds is formally v {; §,. p,[Dv,|? dds. [{| This clearly
yields that as v — 0, up to a subsequence,

(P, Vo) = (p, V) weakly in  L(Ry; L7(T")) x L®(Ry; L7+1(T")),
which defines
V,eV, VeV
R := lim EALA ,
v=0 " py p
Thanks to convexity we know that (R,r) € L, (R™; M™(T"; S"*")) x LL, (R™; M™). There-
fore [(C1)| follows by sending v — 0 in (5.3)).
From @ we see that

ri=limp(p,) —p(p) in D', (5.5)

12

Py p

which, together with (5.4)), implies |(C3).
Similar as in Proposition (C2)| follows from a weak-strong uniqueness argument. For
the sake of completeness we will briefly sketch the idea. Since (p°,0%) € C*(T"), we know

+ trR,

1Although (5.4) is not explicitly given in [27], one may easily obtain it from replacing the term
Sé §o ov|Duy |? dads in 27, (1.7)] by S(ESQ IS, |? dxds, taking the limit as x — 0, then 79,71 — 0, and us-
ing the weak lower semicontinuity of §; §, [S,|?* dzds.
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that there exists a unique classical solution (pg,vg) to the Euler equations on some time
interval [0, 7] with pg > 0.
Denote

U, = (p,V.),  Ugp:=(pp,VE := ppvp)
The entropy for the Euler system is given by E(U) defined in (5.2]), which is regular and
strictly convex for U € V := R, x R™. Recall the definition of the relative entropy E(:|-) :
Vx)VY-—-DR
E(U1|Us) = E(Uy) — E(Uy) — E'(Uy) - (Uy — Us).
The convexity of F ensures that the relative entropy F(U;|Us) defines a pseudo-distance on
V, and hence E(U;|Usy) = 0 if and only if U; = Us.
Since U? = UY, direct computation yields that for ¢ € [0, T],

JRE(UAUE) dr < _f VB (Uy) - (0’ Vo = Ve)® (V) — Vi) N P(Pu’PE)In) duds

o Jrn Pv v—1

t t
— f J IS, |? dxds + f J Vvpo Vog =S, deds
0 Jrn 0 Jrn

¢ ¢
< C’VJ f EU,|Ug) dmds—FQVJ f pv| Vv duds
0 n 0 n
t
< C, (f J E(U,|Ug) dxds—l—l/) .
0 mn

Sending v — 0 and applying Gronwall it follows that
(p,V) = (pg,Vg) for tel0,T].
This further implies that R = 0 and r = 0 for a.e. t € [0, 7. O

5.1. Convex integration. Following the same procedure as in Section 1.2 we explain in
the following how to construct infinitely many energy weak solutions emanating from a small
neighborhood of a given subsolution data.

Theorem 5.1. For any given 1 <~ <1+ 2, and E°,T > 0, assume that (p,V,R,r) with
p >0 is a smooth (E°,T)-energy compatible subsolution of the compressible Euler equations
with initial value (p°, VO, R, 1°) such that R(t,z) := R(t,x)+r(t, )L, > 0 is positive definite
for every (t,x) € Ry x T". Then for any € > 0, there exist infinitely many initial values
(P2, V) such that p° > 0 and

2

~ ‘70 V0
B2,V de = £°, P2 —p HL7 ™) z <e+ f trR dz, (5.6)
Jj]rn \% \/> L2 Tn T
where R® := R|i—g. For each of such initial values there exist infinitely many (55,176) €

L*(Ry; LY(T™)) x LOO(]RJF;L%(T”)) which are global weak solutions to the compressible
Euler equations with (P, V.)|i—o = (7%, V) and

J E(p.,V.)de <& ae t>0. (5.7)
27



Proof. The proof follows the same idea as in Theorem [4.1] For the sake of completeness we
provide the detailed argument.

The smoothness of (p, V,R,r) and p > 0 implies that for any any £ > 0 there exists some
small ¢ty < % such that V ¢t < t,

01y €
- n < )
S lo = 0" l1s ) < 5
op(p " 0 Vo (5.8)
to 1o () vy +4(&%° oV +260 |V (—0) <<
0<t<to v—1 NI Loo(T™) P” ) Lo (rm) 4

The positivity of R allows us to apply our convex integration program as in Proposition
on [0,t]. However this could potentially lead to a loss of total energy resulting from the
potential energy part. To resolve this issue, we will introduce the ‘compensating potential

energy density
rolt) = (ﬁ) ]inr(t,x) da. (5.9)

It is easy to see that r.(t) only depends on time, and it satisfies
div (r.(t)1,,) = 0,
re(t) =0,

, (5.10)
r(t,z) +r.(t)] de = —J r(t,r)dx.
| ) srnar - —— | rea)
From the first and second properties above we can verify that (p, V,R,r + r.) solves
pi + divV = 0,
Vev 5.11
V}+div< Cj +R+(r+rc)1n+p(p)ln> =0, (5.11)

with B := R+ (r + 1)L, > 0.
Therefore we can perform convex integration for the above system (5.11) to produce

~

infinitely many weak Euler solutions (p, V') on [0, to] with
p=p, V’t:O = VO; V’t:to = V|t:t0-

At the energy level, from (3.13)) and the third property of (5.10), we know that for a.e.
te [0, to],

fn E(p,V)dx = J (E(p, V) + %tré) dz

- Jn (E(p, V) + %trR + g(fr + rc)> da (5.12)

1 r
= E(p,V)+ trR+ —— | dov = &°
J( (p, V) + Str +7_1) r=¢&,
where the last equality follows from |[(C2)|
Hence we can choose infinitely many ¢ € (0,ty) to define the initial data

(ﬁ{a)a ‘7&0) = (pv V)‘t:tN‘
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Therefore
f B, 79) de < £°.

I G R G N AT
W 2 P N BN AN !
Ak 0 J p(p®) 1 .o, 1

_qun 2 dx E ) 7_1—|—2tr72 +7_1 dx

Meanwhile,

il vl
L
2 T Tn

NG

L®

VO
v (F

)

o
NG
\/pio L®©

1
<3 (% +f tr R d:c) by (69).
']1")1
This together with (5.8)) proves (/5.6]).

For cach of the above initial data (P2, V) we define on R, x T"

.~ (p,V)(t+1,-), for ¢ < to—1,
E?‘/é‘ t)' = ™, ~ ~
(e Vo)t ) { (p, V)(t+t,-), for t >ty —t,

+ 41?(50) ? sup

o<t<t

9

where (p, V') is any weak solution to the compressible Euler equations on [tg, o0) constructed
from convex integrating the energy compatible subsolution (p, V,R,7) on [ty, o) (note that
our convex integration scheme leaves p unchanged). This way

~ Y]

(P, V)(t()) = (p7 V)<t0) = (p7 V)(t())

Therefore (p¢, V-) is indeed a weak solution to the compressible Euler equations on R, x T™,
and by construction we know that (., ‘Z)]tzo = (p?, ‘750) and (., 175) satisfies (5.7). O
5.2. Smooth energy compatible strict subsolutions. The next step is to find a way to
construct from an energy compatible subsolution to an energy compatible strict subsolution
in the sense that R := R + rl, > 0. This can be achieve by a similar convex combination
technique as in Section [£.3] The difference is that we will only apply the convex combination
on the density variable with a nontrivial constant state.

We first state the following lemma which is a compressible version of Lemma 4.1} The

proof follows along a very similar argument as before, and hence we omit it.
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Lemma 5.1. Let (2, ) be a probability space, that is, p is a nonnegative measure on § such
that u(QY) = 1. Fiz E°,T > 0. Let (p,V,R,r) be a measurable function from R, x T" x
to R™ x R™ " such that for a.e. we€ Q, (py, Vo, Ru,rw) = (p(-,w), V(-,w), R(-,w),r(-,w)) is

an (EY,T)-energy compatible subsolution to the compressible Euler equations. Denote

2 V) = E(po, Vo),

Vel 5.13
VWSV“)—Viv, B YEG() - @),

R :=E(R,) +IE(

where
B(L) = | fudu@
Then (p,V,R,T) is also an (E°,T)-energy compatible subsolution.
With the above we are ready to state the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 5.2. Given E°,T > 0 let (p,V,R,7) be an (E°, T)-energy compatible subsolution
to the compressible Euler equations with initial data (p°, VO, RY r%) satisfying p° # 0 and

VO £ 0, or VO=0 but p° is not a constant,

0 5.14
J E(®,Vder =£&° and J (trRO +— 1) dr = 0. (5.14)
n n ’y -

Then for any € > 0 there exists a smooth (E°, %)—energy compatible subsolution (p, \N/,ﬁ, T)
with

,5>0 ﬁ+?[ > 0,
Vo

N ~0
— | +[P°=p° J <trR0+r—> dr < e.
75 v P [ (R T

Proof. Similarly as in the proof of Theorem [4.2) H we introduce a mollifier ¢ € C*(R x T")
with ¢ > 0 and {¢ = 1. For @ > 0 we define the scaled mollifier

1 t x
Yalt, ) = pesial Dbl B

Cfwi= () Ry X T, dpu(s,) = pals, ) dsdz, (5.16)
and for s < 7'/2, define
(Pus Vi, Ry 1) (455 w) i= (p, ViR, 1) (- + 5, - + )
on [0,7/2] x T". Thus (pu, Vi, R, 70)(+,-,w) is an (€% L)-energy compatible subsolution
for the compressible Euler equations.
From the definition of €2 and p we see that
]E(fw) = P * f
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We will choose



Applying Lemma ﬂ we obtain another (£°, T)-energy compatible subsolution (P, V,R,1),

2
where

<

(37_) = Pa* (p7 V)7

0 VeV VeV
= <R+ p ) P
T = @q* (r+p(p)) — plp)

We further know that <£’ V., R,r) is a smooth energy compatible subsolution. The choice of
¢ ensures that p > 0. For any given € > 0, by taking « sufficiently small we have

: (5.17)

2
0 0
Y vV +H£0_p0|\zw+ﬁrn (t@%f 1) dr < Z. (5.18)

0
0 0 4
JE P,

Now we can apply the convex combination method. As in the proof of Theorem [4.2] we
will work with an atomic measure. For A € (0, 1), set

Q:={1,2},  pi= A1+ (1= A)duco,

and consider two (€Y, %)—energy compatible subsolutions
(pla ‘/17 Rlv Tl) = (ﬁa 07 07 0)7 (/)27 ‘/27 R27 7,2> = (Ba Ka E? £)7
where p is a constant such that

pp)  &°

y—1 [T

Applying Lemma again yields a smooth (£°, %)—energy compatible subsolution (py, Vi, R, ™)
with

(P V) = (Ao + (1 - N)p,

A
Ru= (1= VR + (=)

®z> =MV eV
p M+ (1=Np’

T= (L= N+ xp(p) + (1= N)p(p) = p(Ap + (1= Np) =t (1= N + 7.
From ([5.18)) and continuity it follows that for A sufficiently small

~ 2
\/V—%—\/V—; L2+Hf’?_POHZW+Ln (trﬁ?+j_(1)1) dx<g. (5.19)
Strict convexity of p indicates that
mn=0 < r=r=0
We claim that
r # 0. (5.20)

If r =0, then from (5.17)) we see that and convexity of p

r=0, ©a *p(p) — p(@a = p) = 0.
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The second identity yields that p is a constant, specifically,

p=][ P’ dx.

When 7 = 0, it again follows from the strict convexity of p that
p=p.

Comparing the above two conditions, using the definition of p and applying Jensen’s inequal-

ity we see that
oo p(f #ar) st =pi) - O UE (5:21)

On the other hand, (5.14) implies that

0 (’Y - 1)50
][J’(f’ o < e

If VO % 0 then the above must be a strict inequality, which contradicts (5.21). Therefore
V% = 0 and equality in ((5.21)) must hold. Hence either p° is a constant or p is linear on
p°(T™). The explicit form of p suggests the former, but this contradicts (5.14]). Therefore

(5.20) holds.

Since we are using a nonvanishing mollifier, it is easy to see that
Pa * ?1 > 0.

Therefore applying mollification to (p1, Vi, Ra, 71) yields the desired smooth (£, £)-energy
compatible subsolution (ﬁ,v,ﬁ, 7) with p > 0. From (5.17) we know that they take the

form
(57 ‘7) = Pa * (517‘71)7
~ VeV VeV
9004* R1+ 1? ! - @3 )
P1 p
7= Qo (T1+p(p1)) — p(P) = pa *T1 > 0.

By taking o small enough and using (5.18)) and ((5.19) we prove ((5.15)). O

5.3. Density of wild data for compressible Euler equations. We can now prove The-

orem [I.1]

Proof. The strategy is the same as in the incompressible case. We first regularize the data
to (0%, UY) € C*(T™) with the property that

£

Pl
i

l02 = & premy + U2 = U° iy < e. (5.22)
From Jensen’s inequality we have

| Bt < [ B@0%)dn

n

Hence the regularized data (o2, U?) satisfies (1.4). In particular if we use a non-vanishing

mollification kernel then o2 > 0.
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On the other hand, defining Qs := {x € T" : ¢°(z) > 6} and Q° := {z € T" : °(z) = 0}
we see that for a fixed d > 0, as e — 0

B0, U — E(°,U% ae. Q.

Hence from Fatou’s lemma we have

limsupf E(0,UY) dx > f B, UYde — | E(°,U%dx as 6&—0.
QsuNO

e—0 Q(g uo T

Therefore for ¢ sufficiently small
|E(02,U2) = E(0",U")| 1y gy = f E(0",U°%) dx — f E(2,U) dx < e. (5.23)
'H‘n n

From ([5.22) and (j5.23)), and further refining the mollification scale if necessary, we have

2

u? U°

NN

g
lo? — &7 + <5 (5.24)

L2

Denote
& | B s

We can apply Proposition to find a T > 0 and an (€2, T')-energy compatible subsolution
(0, Us, Re, re) with initial data (0., Us)|i=o = (02, U?) and satisfying

R.=0, r.=0 for tel0,T].

Then we use Theoremto produce from (g., U., R.,7.) asmooth (%, L)-energy compatible

ERED)
subsolution (g, U, R.,7.) with initial data (22, U, RY,7?) and satisfying (from (5.15))
oo o L7 5
192 — 0|7, + | —= — —£ +J (trRO + —= ) dr < —. (5.25)
53 53 \/@ \/Eg L T £ /y . 1 9

Using the positivity of Rg = 75,5 + r.I, we may employ Theorem to convex integrate.
This way we obtain infinitely many initial data (p°, V) € LY(T") x L3-1 (T") satisfying (from

(5.6))

0 [0
Ve VR
each of which induces infinitely many weak solutions nfinitely many (p, V) € L*(R; LY(T™)) x

2
L*(Ry; Lv%l(’ﬂ'”)) to the compressible Euler equations such that

<
L2

" =227 +

+ f tr R da, (5.26)
'H‘n

NelNO)

f E(p,V)dr < & = J E(p", V% dr ae. t>0.



Moreover for the initial data we have
2

Vo U°
16~ ey + |~ ~ 7

<3 (10" = 2202 + 1128 — e2l% + llo2 — @[2)

o o | oo | o po |
+3 - —= + cE_ & 4 e _
~ 2
by (5.20) and 5.24) <3 f+f P e T NS R P
. . 9 . (S € el LY \/Qq \/@ 9 ;
g ELQ

where in the last inequality we used ((5.25)) and the fact that v < 1+ % Therefore we obtain

(1.4), and hence complete the proof of the theorem. O
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