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Statistical solutions of the incompressible
Euler equations
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Abstract: We study statistical solutions of the incompressible Euler equa-
tions in two dimensions with vorticity in LP, 1 < p < oo, and in the class
of vortex-sheets with a distinguished sign. Our notion of statistical solution
is based on the framework due to Bronzi, Mondaini and Rosa in [3]. Ex-
istence in this setting is shown by approximation with discrete measures,
concentrated on deterministic solutions of the Euler equations. Addition-
ally, we provide arguments to show that the statistical solutions of the Euler
equations may be obtained in the inviscid limit of statistical solutions of the
incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. Uniqueness of trajectory statistical
solutions is shown in the Yudovich class.

1 Introduction and main results
We consider the incompressible Euler equations in two dimensions

Ou+diviu®@u)+Vp=0
divu =0

for a time-parametrized velocity field u = (u!(z,t), u%(z,t))! : R? x (0,7) — R? and the
scalar pressure p : R? x (0,7) — R, where T > 0 is fixed.

In the classic literature, assumptions on the initial vorticity w(u) := curlu = dyu? — dou'
yielded some of the first existence and uniqueness results for the corresponding Cauchy
problem. The result of existence and uniqueness for weak solutions with vorticity in
L is due to Yudovich (see [35]). Existence of weak solutions with vorticity in LP,
1 < p < o0, was first proved by DiPerna and Majda in [14]. Weak solutions in the class
of vortex-sheets with a distinguished sign, i.e. bounded and positive Radon measures in
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the negative Sobolev space H~! were constructed by Delort in [I2]. Delort’s arguments
were later used by Vecchi and Wu in [31] to also show existence of weak solutions with
vorticity in the class L' N H~'. While there are many more classes that one could
consider, these are the ones that we will restrict ourselves to in this article.

The problem of uniqueness has still not been resolved in the aforementioned cases, with
exception of the case of uniformly bounded vorticity, considered by Yudovich. Let us also
point here towards the recent preprints by Vishik ([32], [33]), where non-uniqueness of
the forced Euler equations with vorticity in some LP space has been shown, or the work
of Albritton, Brué and Colombo in [I], in which non-uniqueness of Leray-Hopf solutions
of the forced Navier-Stokes equations has been proved. A lack of well-posedness and in
some way uncertainty of the evolution of an initial state may lead one to the approach
of considering a whole ensemble of weak solutions which may display desired properties
in a statistical sense. This concept of considering ensembles and ensemble averages is
common in the theory of turbulence, where individual flows may exhibit wild behaviour,
while quantities, averaged in space and time, appear to be sort of universal over an
ensemble of flows (see e.g. [20]).

A mathematically rigorous concept of statistical solutions in the context of the two and
three-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations has been introduced in the seventies by Foias
in [I6] and [I7] based on discussions with Prodi. Another concept of statistical solutions
of the Navier-Stokes equations is due to Fursikov and Vishik (see [34]). The two notions
differ in the way that Foias considered time parametrized probability measures on the
phase space, while Vishik and Fursikov constructed single probability measures on an
appropriate space of trajectories.

A connection between the two approaches was drawn not too long ago by Foias, Rosa
and Temam in [19], where they consider probability measures on the space of weak
(Leray-Hopf) solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations in the spirit of Vishik and Fursikov
and show that the projections in time of these measures are statistical solutions, as
originally considered by Foias. The former measures were then called Vishik-Fursikov
measures by the authors and the resulting statistical solutions, obtained by projecting
these in time, Vishik-Fursikov statistical solutions. The proof of existence of Vishik-
Fursikov statistical solutions in [19] also differed significantly from the one given in [16],
in which approximating sequences of probability measures were used, based on Galerkin
approximations of the deterministic equations. The new proof, originally presented in
18], uses approximations by discrete measures, constructed using the Krein-Milman
theorem. This latter proof has the flexibility of being generalized and applied to other
equations. The theory of statistical solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations has in fact
served as motivation for Bronzi, Mondaini and Rosa to develop an abstract concept
of statistical solution in [3], in which, to some extent, not even an underlying partial
differential equation is required. In their work, they label the analogue of the Vishik-
Fursikov measures trajectory statistical solutions and the analogue of the aforementioned
statistical solutions is labelled more specifically phase space statistical solution.

Though we will not require the same generality kept in [3], we will use their framework
as a unifying concept for each class of weak solutions of the Euler equations mentioned
earlier in this introduction.



The main results we prove in this work are essentially the following three: For each of
the aforementioned classes of weak solutions of the Euler equations in the phase space X
and every T' > 0, given a distribution pg on an appropriate space of initial data Xg C X,

D)

1)

111)

there exists a trajectory statistical solution p satisfying Ilgpp = ug, where II; is the
time evaluation map at time ¢ for every 0 <t <7T.
We also have energy type inequalities for the velocity and vorticity:

Lo man®lzzeey dptu) < [ a0 g ) douo
C([0,7);X) X
for almost every 0 <t < T, a constant a > 1 and

/ ()| e dplts) < / (1)1 u0re dpio(to) (L1)
C([0,T];X) X

for every 0 < ¢ < T. In case that X ot = LP, 1 < p < 00, equality holds in (LI]).
In the Yudovich class, this trajectory statistical solution is unique.

If [y, 7(u0)? duo(ug) < oo, where y(ug) := al™ (1 + [lug pin| 2(r2)), then the
pI‘OJeCtIOIlb {pt = Iipo<i<r form a phase space statistical solution with py = po,
so that

[ oot = [ @wan+ [ [ ()@ us). 7w e dosto) ds

(1.2)
for every 0 <t/ <t < T and every appropriate test functional ®. Moreover

/X etk 2 g2, dpe(u) < /X a0 g i | 22y dpo (o)

for almost every 0 <t < 7T and

J 10 o) < [ 0] e o) (13)

for every 0 <t < T. In case that X, = LP, 1 < p < 00, equality holds in (L3)

the statistical solutions may be constructed in a weak sense as the inviscid limit of
a sequence of statistical solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations, which attain the
initial distribution pg in the same sense.

For I), we remark that the case of weak solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations and of
the Euler equations with uniformly bounded vorticity is special due to uniqueness of the
weak solutions and we will treat their construction separately.

The idea of the abstract proof of existence of trajectory statistical solutions in [3] will
then, purely for didactic purposes, be displayed in the particularly simple situation of
the vorticity being in LP(R?), 1 < p < oo, where one may utilize strong compactness
properties. We could, however, as we will do in all other cases, directly refer to the



existence results in [3] and only check the required conditions.

Likewise, for existence of phase space statistical solutions as just stated in II), we will
demonstrate the abstract arguments in [3] for the specific case of vorticity being in
L>°(R?) and note that all other cases may be treated similarly.

Since trajectory statistical solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations are essentially proba-
bility measures having support in the set of weak solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations,
the discussion of the inviscid limit of those trajectory statistical solutions will be reduced
to the study of the behaviour of the support and in essence, the deterministic inviscid
limit. The inviscid limit results for phase space statistical solutions that we are going to
state are then going to be the direct consequences of the results for trajectory statistical
solutions.

We mention here that statistical solutions of the Euler equations have been considered
in similar ways before by D. Chae in [4] and [5], P. Constantin and J. Wu in [9] and J.
Kelliher in [22]. Chae constructs (phase space) statistical solutions of the Euler equa-
tions on the two-dimensional torus in [4] under an assumption on the mean enstrophy
with respect to the initial distribution, which corresponds to the situation of solutions
of the Euler equations with vorticity in L? for p = 2. Our work here can be thought of
as a generalization as we allow for any 1 < p < oo. A lesser difference lies in our article
using R? as the underlying domain. More fundamentally, our work differs in the used
constructions. Chae uses the rather sophisticated compactness arguments that were used
in Foias’ original article in [16] to obtain statistical solutions of the Euler equations by
means of a vanishing viscosity argument. These arguments include the Banach-Alaoglu
theorem, applied to a family of functionals which are related to the statistical solutions of
the Navier-Stokes equations, in combination with results from the theory of the Daniell
integral and the theory of lifting to recover a suitable family of measures.

While we have also included an inviscid limit argument, our focus lies on the results and
ideas from [3], in which discrete approximations are used, given by the Krein-Milman
theorem.

Constantin and Wu consider statistical solutions of the Navier-Stokes and of the Euler
equations with uniformly bounded vorticity on R2, i.e. the case p = co. In contrast to
this and the other articles previously mentioned, they work with the vorticity equation
opposed to the velocity formulation. Also, they consider both phase space as well as
trajectory statistical solutions for both the FEuler and Navier-Stokes equations. Their
proof of existence for trajectory statistical solutions of the Euler equations is in close
proximity to the work of Vishik and Fursikov who also relied on Prokhorov’s theorem to
construct trajectory statistical solutions by an inviscid limit argument. For phase space
statistical solutions, they used similar arguments as Chae to obtain these by an inviscid
limit argument.

Kelliher also considers phase space statistical solutions of the Navier-Stokes and of the
Euler equations in the Yudovich class but in their velocity formulation. The phase space
statistical solution of the Euler equations is also obtained by an inviscid limit argument.
However, while Constantin and Wu immediately employ the solution operator for the
two-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations to construct corresponding statistical solutions,
Kelliher first considers phase space statistical solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations



on balls of finite radius as constructed by Foias and then constructs statistical solutions
of the Navier-Stokes equations on R? by employing the theory of the expanding domain
limit for the deterministic Navier-Stokes equations.

Unlike Chae or Constantin and Wu, who make assumptions on the L? or H' norm of
the mean vorticity with respect to the initial distribution, we will, similarly to Kelliher,
consider infinite energy solutions and require a bound on the mean total mass of vorticity
and the L? norm of the finite kinetic energy parts with respect to the initial distribution.
This is necessary for the Foias-Liouville equation (L2)) of phase space statistical solutions
to be well-defined due to the connection between the (local) L? norm and the total mass
of vorticity.

We will begin by giving an overview of the well-known results of existence and uniqueness
of weak solutions in each of the aforementioned classes and highlight certain properties.
In the second part of the introduction, we briefly review the abstract framework of sta-
tistical solutions given in [3].

In the main part, we construct statistical solutions in each class using the properties of
weak solutions and by applying the ideas and results for abstract statistical solutions,
both of which are described in the two preliminary sections.

1.1 Preliminaries on the Euler and Navier-Stokes equations

We denote by LP(R?) and LP(R?;R?), 1 < p < oo, the standard Lebesgue spaces on R?
with values in R and R? respectively. The associated standard LP Sobolev spaces of order
s on R? will be denoted by W*P(R?) and W*P(R?;R?) for all s € N,1 < p < oco. For
the specific case of p = 2, we let H*(R?) := W*2(R?) and H*(R?*R?) := W*2(R% R?)
for all s € N. The dual of H*(R?) and H*(R? R?) will be denoted by H*(R?) and
H~%(R?; R?) respectively.

Related spaces of local integrability or compact support will generally be denoted by the
addition of the subscript loc or ¢ respectively.

We say that a vector field v € Lj, (R?; R?) is weakly divergence-free if for every ¢ in the
class of smooth and compactly supported functions C2°(R?), we have ng v-Vedr =0.
The subset of weakly divergence-free vector fields of L?(R?;R?) will be denoted by H.
In our notation for the standard norms on these spaces, we will not differ between spaces
of functions with values in R or R?, e.g. || - | £2(r2) Will denote the norm on both L?(R?)
and L?(R?;R?).

Let us also point out here that 7' > 0 will be a fixed final time for all equations considered
throughout this article.

Definition 1.1. A weakly divergence-free vector field u € L*(0,T; Hjo.) is called a
weak solution of the Euler equations with initial data ug € Hy if for any v = (v, v?)! €
C*(R?%;R?) N H, we have
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in the sense of distributions on (0,T), where (u@u) = (uju;); j=1,2, VU = (%—f) s
/[/7]: K
R?*2 gnd : denotes the Frobenius inner product between two matrices;

i) u € C([0,T); H X (R%R?)) for some L > 1 and u(0) = ug in H,*(R?*R?).

loc

If u only satisfies i), then we simply say that u is a weak solution of the Euler equations.

Definition 1.2. A weakly divergence-free vector field uw € L°°(0,T; Hj.), for which
Vu € L?(0,T; L?(R?**?)), is called a weak solution of the Navier-Stokes equations with
viscosity v > 0 and initial data ug € Hjoe if for any v = (v',0?)! € CX(R%R?) N H, we
have
i)

d

— | v-udr = Vo:(u@u)de+v [ Av-udr

dt R2 R2 R2

in the sense of distributions on (0,T);
ii) u € C([0,T]; Hipe) and u(0) = ug in Hipe.

If uw only satisfies i), then we simply say that u is a weak solution of the Navier-Stokes
equations (with viscosity v ).

As indicated here, throughout this article we will use R? as the underlying domain. This
is oftentimes convenient for two reasons. First, one may ignore boundary conditions
and effects. Second, the Biot-Savart law, which constitutes how to recover velocity from
vorticity, has an explicit form. In general, for a vector field u = (u!,u?)! € L} (R%R?),
we define the (distributional) vorticity w(u) = dju? — doul.

The downside is that for a velocity field with compactly supported vorticity and given
by the Biot-Savart law to have finite kinetic energy, its total mass of vorticity necessarily
needs to vanish. We take care of this by only considering those vector fields which have
a radial-energy decomposition. Now following [7][Chapter 1], for any m € R, let E,, be
the set of weakly divergence-free vector fields u € Hj,. such that there exists a stationary
vector field o € C*°(R?;R?), whose total mass of vorticity Jgew(o) is equal to m, for
which

u—o € H.

Here, a vector field o € C*°(R?;R?) is called stationary if there exists g € C°(R) such

that Ll il
X z 1 —1’2 £ 1’1 2
o(x) = W/o sg(s)ds = BB < o1 > /0 sg(s)ds,z = <x2> € R°.

The stationary vector fields are smooth exact solutions of the Euler equations and in the
situation above, w(o)(z) = g(|z|),» € R%. A stationary vector field o also satisfies the

decay properties o € O (i> and Vo € O (#) While this implies Vo € L?(R?*?), it

||
is not enough for ¢ to be square integrable. However, o is at least bounded and vanishes
at infinity.



Consequently, u = o+ (u—o0) as above is the sum of a smooth exact solution of the Euler
equations with radially symmetric vorticity and a vector field of finite kinetic energy.
As indicated before, o € H if and only if [, w(0) = 0 so that E,, = o + H is an affine
space.

Throughout this article, we fix one stationary vector field ¥ satisfying

/ wX)der =1 (1.4)
R2
so that E,, = (mX) + H. By fixing ¥, the decomposition

u=m%+ (u—md)

is now unique for any u € E and we will occasionally write ug;, := u —mX for the finite
kinetic energy part of this decomposition and m(u) := [po w(u — ugs,) for the total mass
of vorticity of the stationary field. Moreover, if w(u) is a finite Borel measure in H ~1(RR?)
so that (1 4 |z|)w(u) is also a finite Borel measure, then as a consequence of the proof
of [7][Lemma 1.3.1], we may even tell m(u) = [g. w(u).

We then also introduce the space

E:= U E,p.

meR

We note that E is in fact a separable Banach space with norm || - ||z given by |ul|r =
[m(u)| + [[ugin | 22y for all u € E. By having fixed %, the radial energy decomposition
is unique and || - ||g well-defined.

Let us also briefly recall that for a weak solution u € L*(0,T; Hy,.) of the Euler equa-
tions and v € C2°(R% R?) N H, the function ¢ — [po v - u(t) dz is absolutely continuous
on [0, 7] with

d

— [ v-u(t)de = Vo (u(t) @ u(t))de

dt R2 R2
for almost every 0 <t < T.

The following theorem contains the classic results of all four classes of functions in
which we consider weak solutions of the Euler equations. By M*(R?) and M(R?), we
mean the spaces of finite (non-negative) Borel measures on R%. Oftentimes, we will also
identify the latter space with the dual of the separable Banach space Co(R?) of continu-
ous functions, vanishing at infinity.

In the following, for two Banach spaces (X7, ||-||x,) and (X2, |||/ x,), we define the norm
I lxinx =11 llx; + 1+ llxe on X3 N Xo.

Theorem 1.3. Let ug € E,, for some m € R and fir 1 < p < oo.

A) Yudovich [35]: If w(ug) € L'(R?)N L>®(R?), then there exists a unique weak solution
u € C([0,T]; Ey) with vorticity w(u) € L>(0,T; L' (R?) N L*°(R?)) and initial data
uQ -



B) DiPerna and Magjda [T])): If w(ug) € L*(R?) N LP(R?), then there exists a weak solu-
tionu € C([0,T]; Hjoe)NL>®(0, T Wlf)f(RQ)ﬂEm) with vorticity w(u) € L>(0,T; L*(R?)N
LP(R?)) and initial data ug.

C) Delort [12]: If w(ug) € MF(R?), then there ewists L > 1 and a weak solution
u € C([0,T); HR(R%R?)) N L0, T; Eny) with vorticity w(u) € L®(0,T; M+ (R2))
and initial data ug.

D) Vecchi and Wu [31)]: If w(ug) € LE(R?), then there exists L > 1 and a weak solution
u € C([0,T); H, X (R% R?)) N L>(0,T; Ey,) with vorticity w(u) € L=(0,T; L (R?))
and initial data ug.

Remark 1.4. Sometimes the condition of w(ug) being in H~Y(R?) or H; 1(R?) is im-
posed. This is already included in our assumption uy = mE+ug gin, € Ep, in Theorem[L3:
Indeed, w(X) is an element of C°(R?) C H~Y(R?) due to the very definition of station-
ary vector fields. Moreover, from ug i, € H C L*(R*R?), it follows immediately that

w(ug kin) € HH(R?).

In case of the Navier-Stokes equations, no assumptions on the vorticity are required to
obtain unique weak solutions.

Theorem 1.5. Let ug € E,, for some m € R. Then there exists a unique weak solution
u € C([0,T]; Ep,) of the Navier-Stokes equations with initial data uy and viscosity v > 0
so that Vu € L%(0,T; L>(R?*2)). Moreover, uy;, satisfies the energy inequality

lurinlloqom;L2®2y) + VIIVUuginll L2 (0,r;02®2)) < Clltgin(0)] L2 2y (1.5)
where C' is a constant depending exponentially on T and m (see also (L9])).

Lemma 1.6. Let uw € E be a vector field having a radial-energy decomposition with
vorticity w(u) € M(R?). Then u is given by the Biot-Savart law, that is

u= K xw(u),
where K(z) = Lae 2 cR2 In particular, vector fields in E are uniquely determined

27 |z]??

by their vorticity.

This can be proved based on the observation that a vector field whose coefficients are
tempered distributions is uniquely determined by its divergence and vorticity, up to a
vector field whose coefficients are harmonic polynomials (see [7][Proposition 1.3.1]).
Let us also recall the following theorem on classical solutions (see e.g. [7][Theorem 4.2.4]
in case of the Euler equations):

Theorem 1.7. Let m € R and r > 2 be a natural number. For every ug € Ep N
C"(R%,R?) there exist unique solutions in C([0,T]; Ey) N L(0,T; C™(R?;R?)) of the
FEuler or Navier-Stokes equations with initial data ug.



One can even show that the weak solution of the Navier-Stokes equations becomes in-
stantaneously smooth.

In general, for two smooth solutions w1, us of the Euler or Navier-Stokes equations with
radial-energy decompositions

U] = 01 + V1, U2 = 02 + V3,

where 01,09 are stationary solutions and v; := u; — 01,v9 := ug — 09 € H are vector
fields of finite kinetic energy, we have a relative energy inequality for the finite kinetic
energy parts (see [25][Proposition 3.4])

sup Hvl — UQHLQ(RQ)
0<t<T

B T
< oxp ( /0 V0l ey + [V e ) dt) (|rv1<o> 0 (0)| e
T
+/0 o1 = o2l Lo 2y [ Vo2 ()| 222y + Vo1 = Voo| oo me) lv2 ()] 2 (2) dt)a
(1.6)

which can be proved using the Gronwall inequality. For this, in [25], the estimate

/]R2((Ul —v2) - Vuz) - (1 — va) dzr < [[o1 = v2| o e [ V02| oo m2)

was used. In the Navier-Stokes case, one can use Ladyzhenskaya’s inequality to estimate

/2((1)1 —wvg) - Vug) - (v1 — ve) dx (1.7)
R

<[lv1 — UQH%‘l(R?)“VUQ“L?(R?)

<Cllvr = v2ll 2®2)[IV(v1 — v2) [l L2®2) [ Vvl L2 (R2)

v

<Cllor — s 72 (ge) | VU2 |72 2y + SIIV(vr = v2) |72 m2)
for a constant C' depending on v, which we altered between the last and second last
inequality, so that the term exp <fOT Vsl oo m2) + [V poo (r2) dt) on the right-hand
side (@) can be replaced by exp <C fOT ||Vv2\|%2(R2) + Vol oo r2) dt). In case of the

Navier-Stokes equations, one also obtains the gradient control
T
v [ IV ) ey (1.9
0

T
SC/O lor = w2l 72 ge) (IV02llZ2 g2y + Vo1l o0 (2))

+ IV (o1 = 02) || o 2y llv2ll L2 (m2) + |01 — 02| poo (m2) [ V2| L2 (R2) dE.



In particular, letting us = 0 yields in ([L6]) for both equations the energy inequality

sup |[v1lz2r2y < exp (T[[Vor |l poer2y) [[01(0) ]| £2(re2) (1.9)
0<t<T

for the finite kinetic energy part and, in combination with (8], specifically for the
Navier-Stokes equations, the energy inequality (LHl).

We also see from (L0, using the variation (7)), whenever a sequence of weak solutions of
the Navier-Stokes equations in C([0,7T]; E) has bounded gradients in L?(0, T; L?(R?*?))
and whose initial data is Cauchy in E, then that sequence is Cauchy in C([0,T];E). We
are going to use this fact later on to prove closedness in C([0,7T];E) of the set of weak
solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations with fixed viscosity.

We now fix up € E and suppose that w(up) is in one of the classes described in The-
orem Then a weak solution u of the Euler or Navier-Stokes equations may be
constructed by smoothing of the initial data and using the corresponding smooth solu-
tions of the Euler or Navier-Stokes equations as approximating sequences. The weak
solution u inherits several properties and a priori estimates from the smooth approxi-
mations, which we will list now and assume in the following sections. These are by no
means granted. For instance in [29], weak solutions with vortex-sheet initial data (case
() in Theorem [[3]) are constructed, using convex integration methods, whose vorticity
will in general no longer be a bounded measure in positive time.

From (L.9]), we derive

eos<s s<ujp [uinll L2r2) < exp (T|m(uo)| |V Lo (r2)) I1u0,kinll £2(R2)- (1.10)
<t<

We introduce the constant
a = exp(T|| VX poo (r2)), (1.11)

whose dependency on 7" and ¥ we omit in our notation as both are fixed throughout.
Then

[w®) L2 (B, (20)) < lm(u0) 2| L2(B, (20)) T tkin(t) | L2(B, (20)) (1.12)
() I e gy /) + A0 a2y
- <||EHL<><>(R2)\/7_T7“
T\ TIIVE|l g (r2)
< Cmax{L,7}(1 + [[uo kinl| 12 (r2))a™ !
= C'max{1,r}vy(ugp)

IN

+ ||u07kin||L2(R2)> alm@o)]

for any r > 0,29 € R? and almost every 0 < ¢t < T, where C is a constant depending on
T and ¥ and y(ug) := (1 + Huo,kaLz(Rz))a‘m(“‘)”. We remark here that v is continuous
with respect to || - |, depends exponentially on m(ug) and, in a sense, linearly on ug .
There exists L € N and a constant C' = C(L) such that

esssup||8tu||H_L(R2)§/ |w(uo)|,s (1.13)
0<t<T R2

10



where the term on the right-hand side denotes the total variation norm of w(ug). The
proof of this in [2I][Theorem 2.1] works for both equations. This will usually guarantee
equicontinuity of the velocity in H~"(R?;R?).

We may also infer continuity of the vorticity w(u) for both equations depending on the
class of initial vorticity that is considered. If

w(ug) € (L* N L*>)(R?), then w(u) € C([0,T]; LY(R?)) for every 1 < g < 0o
w(ug) € (L' N LP)(R?) for some 1 < p < oo, then w(u) € C([0,T); LP(R?))
w(ug) € LLR?) or w(ug) € MF(R?), then w(u) € Cy([0,T]; M(R?)).

The last condition means that for any ¢ € Co(R?), t — [0 ¢ dw(u)(t) is continuous.

We are also interested in conservation of the LP(R?) norm of the vorticity for the Euler
equations. For this, we consider weak solutions whose vorticity w(u) is a renormalized
solution of the vorticity equation of the Euler equations, i.e. in the sense of distributions

0B(w) +u-VB(w) =0

is satisfied for all 3 € C'(R?) that are bounded and vanishing near 0 with u = K * w
given by the Biot-Savart law (see for instance [I3] and [I5] for more details).

At least for vorticity in LP(R?), p > 1, we may smoothly implement this into the pre-
sented work here. We remark though that [10] suggests that this also works in the L'(R?)
case with some adaptations.

For p > 2, the vorticity of every weak solution is already renormalized [I5]. For 1 < p < 2,
the vorticities of weak solutions obtained by (smooth) approximations of the Euler or
Navier-Stokes equations in the inviscid limit are also renormalized ([15],[I1]) and con-
vergence holds in the strong sense ([8], [23]).

Lemma 1.8. Suppose that (w™)n,en C C([0,T]; LP(R?)), 1 < p < oo, is a sequence of
renormalized solutions of the vorticity formulation of the Euler equations or a sequence
of vorticities of solutions (u" = K *w")nen of the Navier-Stokes equations with viscosity
v —0(n — o). If w(0) — wo in LP(R?), then a subsequence of (w™)nen converges in
C([0,T); LP(R?)) to a renormalized solution of the Euler equations with initial data wp.

Renormalized solutions conserve all L9(R?) norms, 1 < ¢ < oo, of the vorticity, i.e.

llow(w) ()l ar2y = llw(wo)ll La(r2) (1.14)

for every 0 < ¢t < T (with both sides possibly being o). In case of the Navier-Stokes
equations, these quantities may at least not increase, i.e. ([[LI4]) holds by replacing =
with <. Moreover, for solutions with initial vorticity in L.(R?) or M (R?), i.e cases C)
and D) in Theorem [[3] we have

f]R2 w(u)(t) < fRz W(UQ) . C)
{fRa w(w)(t)dz < [go lw(ug)|dz : D) (1.15)
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for all 0 <t < T in case of both equations.
For the initial data considered in case B), i.e. when w(ug) € L'(R?) N LP(R?) for some
1 < p < 0o, we have

esssup [|Vu(t)|| Lrr2) < C(p)llw(uo)ll e (r2),

0<t<T
which comes from a Calderén-Zygmund argument. Splitting the Biot-Savart kernel into
a sum in L'(R?) + L>°(R?), Young’s convolution inequality shows that v = K * w(u) €
LP(R?) + L°°(R?) — L (R?). Hence, for any ball B,(zy) C R? of radius r > 0, there

exists a constant C' = C(r,p) so that

HUHLP(BT(xo)) < C(T,P)||W(U0)||L1(R2)0LP(R2)

and consequently also

ess sup [|ullw1r (B, (20)) < C(7,p)l|w(uo0) || ®2)nLe ®2): (1.16)
0<t<T

For the case of w(ug) just being an element of MT(R?) or L!(R?), we will later use
the following theorem, which may be derived from Theorem 6.3.1 in [7]. A measure
p € M(R?) is called continuous if it has no atoms, i.e. u({z}) = 0 for every x € R?. By
Lemma 6.3.2 in [7], u being an element of H~!(R?) is a sufficient condition for u to be
continuous. Compare this to Remark [[.4]

We also recall the Hahn decomposition g = p+ — p~, where p+ and p~ are positive,
finite measures in M*(R?). Then |u| := u* + p~ denotes the associated total variation
measure.

Theorem 1.9. Let (u")neny C L°(0,T;5E) be a sequence of weak solutions of the Euler or
Navier-Stokes equations, converging weakly-* to some uw € L>(0,T;E) and suppose that
the vorticities (w(u™))nen converge weakly-*to w(u) in L>=(0,T; M(R?)). If (Jw(u™)|)nen
converges weakly-* to some wt in L>(0,T; M(R?)), where w(t) is continuous for al-
most every 0 <t < T, then u is a weak solution of the Euler equations.

Later on, when we consider case C') in Theorem of the initial vorticity being in
MZF(IR?), this will be very easy to check since for any p € MT(R?), |u| = pu.

In case D) in Theorem [Tl some more care is required. The following property that we
may demand for the weak solution u of the Euler or Navier-Stokes equations, which has
also been the key in the original arguments by Vecchi and Wu in [31], will be of great
help showing the non-concentration assumptions of Theorem [L.Ot

sup/ lw(u)|dz < sup /]w(uo)\dx, (1.17)
0<t<T J Br(x0) |E|=nr2JE

for all » > 0 and zg € R?, where on the right-hand side, we consider the supremum
over the set of all Borel measurable sets E in R? whose Lebesgue measure |E| is equal
to 2. For smooth solutions of the Euler equations, this follows from the fact that the
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vorticity is being transported by the velocity. As pointed out in the proof of Theorem
3.5 in [28], in case of the Navier-Stokes equations, one may derive this by constructing
the Navier-Stokes solution via viscous-splitting, i.e. approximation of iteratively solving
the Euler and heat equation over time scales of vanishing size (see the discussion on p.
1089 in [28] and [24] [Section 3.4] for an introduction to viscous splitting), both of which
leave the estimate (LI7)) intact.

1.2 Preliminaries on the abstract framework of statistical solutions

The Borel-o-algebra on a topological space X will be denoted by B(X). For an interval
I C R, the Lebesgue-o-algebra on I will be denoted by £(I). Then the space of con-
tinuous functions between I and X, endowed with the compact-open topology, will be
denoted by Cjoe(I; X).

Definition 1.10. Let X be a Hausdorff space, I C R some arbitrary interval and let
U C X = Cie(I; X). A Borel probability measure p on X is called a U-trajectory
statistical solution (over I) if

i) p is inner regular, i.e.

p(A) = sup  p(K)
KCA
K compact in X

for every Borel measurable subset A of X;

ii) there exists V C U which is Borel measurable in X such that p(V) = 1. In this case,
we say that p is carried by U.

Remark 1.11. i) The set U can be thought of as the set of solutions of a partial
differential equation with phase space X. Also, the carrier U does mot necessarily
have to Borel measurable.

ii) The assumption of inner reqularity is owed to the generality in which statistical so-
lutions are discussed in [3]. There, a special topology on the space of finite Borel
measures M(X) is used, introduced by F. Topsoe in [30], which the authors label
weak-* semicontinuity topology. This topology turns the subspace of inner reqular
measures in M(X) into a Hausdorff space. For a completely reqular Hausdorff space
X, this topology coincides with the standard weak-* topology on M(X).

Moreover, on Polish spaces, i.e. completely metrizable spaces, every finite Borel
measure is already inner regular ([26/[Theorem 3.2]). Most of the spaces consid-
ered here are Polish spaces and consequently, we will usually ignore condition i) in

Definition [L10.

Let us also recall here the precise definition of the support of a Borel measure. Let
X be a topological space and for every = € X, we denote by O, the set of all open
neighbourhoods of z. For a measure i on the Borel-o-algebra of X, the support of u is
defined as

suppu = {x € X : VO € O, : u(O) > 0}.
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The support of a measure is closed. Indeed, its complement is the union of all open sets
of measure 0.

One can also consider time parametrized measures. The notations used in the following
definition are explained below.

Definition 1.12. Let X, Z be Hausdorff spaces and let Y be a topological vector space
such that Z C X C Y, with continuous injections. Let I C R be an arbitrary interval
and consider a function F : I x Z —Y'.

A family {pi}ier of Borel probability measures on X is called a statistical solution (in
phase space) of the evolution equation uy = F(t,u), over the interval I, if

t'-)/ dpt

belongs to Cy(I), the space of bounded continuous functions on I, for every ¢ €

Cb(X);

ii) for almost every t € I, p; is carried by Z and u — (F(t,u),v)y y is pi-integrable
for everyv € Y;

i) the mapping

iii) the mapping
t / (F(t,u),v)yry dpi(u)
X
belongs to Llloc([) for everyv € Y;

iv) for any cylindrical test function ® € Y', we have

[ e dn) = [ oot / [ Fe. @y dowds (115)

forallt,t' € 1.

Here, (-,-)y+y denotes the duality product between Y and its topological dual Y. More-
over, Y, . specifically denotes Y’ endowed with the weak-* topology.

A function ® : Y’ — R is called cylindrical test function in Y if there exists ¢ € C}(R¥)
for some k € N and v, ...,v; € Y such that

D(u) = o((u,v1)y v, s (U, VE)y7Y)

for all u € Y.
For such a cylindrical test function ® and w € Y’, one may compute the Gateaux
derivative ®'(u) of ® at u € Y’ in direction of w € Y’ by

k
<’U), (I),(u)>y/7y// = Z @gb((u, v1>Y/,Y’ ceey <u, Uk>y/7y)<w, ’Uj>y/7y
j=1

k
= (w, Z Qi d((u, v1)y 1y, ooy (U, VE) Y7 ¥ )V )y v

j=1
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Consequently, we identify ®'(u) with Z?:l 0;0((u,v1)y7y, ..., (u,vg)yr y)v; as an ele-
ment in Y. Moreover, we see from this representation that @' is continuous on Y, ..

In [3], we are provided with existence results for both trajectory statistical solutions and
statistical solutions in phase space.

Theorem 1.13. Let X be a Hausdorff space and let I be some arbitrary interval, which
is closed and bounded on the left with endpoint tg. Let U C X := Cjo(I; X) and suppose

(H1) 1L,,U = X, where Iy, : X — X, u > u(ty) is the time evaluation mapping at the
watial time to;
there exists a family K'(X) of compact subsets of X such that

(H2) every inner reqular Borel probability measure g on X (see Definition[L10) is inner
regular with respect to K'(X), i.e. sup xca po(K) for every Borel measurable set
KeK(X)

Ain X;
(H3) for every K € K'(X), the set H;OI(K) NU is compact in X.

Then, for any inner reqular Borel probability measure g on X, there exists a U-trajectory
statistical solution p over I such that I p = o, i.e. p(H%l(A)) = po(A) for every Borel
measurable subset A of X.

Remark 1.14. i) (H1) means that for each initial value in X, we may find a trajec-
tory in U to the corresponding initial value problem on I.

i1) (H2) allows one to pull back to the case of inner regular initial distributions of
compact support as arbitrary inner regular initial distributions may be approximated
through exhaustion of their support by sets in K'(X).

iii) (H3) states that the set of solution trajectories with initial data in K € K'(X) is
compact. This can usually be shown by adapting the compactness proofs that yield
existence of solutions in the first place and will also be our strategy later.

In case that the conditions of Theorem only hold for a subset of inner regular Borel
probability measures or, in a related way, continuity of the solutions only holds in a
coarser topology, there is another version of this existence theorem available, which is
going to be the content of the following theorem.

Theorem 1.15. Let X be a Hausdorff space and let I be some arbitrary interval, which
is closed and bounded on the left with endpoint ty. Let U C X := Cioe(I; X) and let Xy
be a Borel subset of X. Suppose that

(H1°) T,U > Xo;

there exists a family K'(Xo) of compact subsets of Xo such that
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(H2’) every inner reqular Borel probability measure pg on X (see Definition [L10),
which is carried by Xo, is inner regular with respect to K'(Xy), i.e. po(A) =
sup gca po(K) for every Borel measurable A C X;
KGK/(X())

(H3’) for every K € K'(Xy), the set H;OI(K) NU is compact in X.

Then, for any inner reqular Borel probability measure g on X, which is carried by Xo,
there exists a U-trajectory statistical solution p over I such that Il;,p = po,

We are going to use this theorem later in the first way described right before Theo-
rem [LT5l X will be a very general space, whose natural topology is the one in which
we have continuity of our solutions, e.g. HfOCL (R%;R?) (see Definition [[LI)), whereas X
incorporates the assumptions on the initial velocity and vorticity that are required to
obtain solutions in each specific class, so that (H1’) is satisfied.

Different choices of X or X, are absolutely possible though. Let us also point here
towards Remark 3.7 in [3]: In case of the Navier-Stokes equations on a bounded do-
main, one could use Theorem with the choice of X = H,,, i.e. H endowed with
the weak topology, as weak Leray-Hopf solutions are continuous with respect to this
topology. Alternatively, one could apply Theorem with the choice of Xy = H,, and
X = D(A_l/ 2), i.e. viewing Leray-Hopf solutions as continuous functions with values in
the domain of sufficiently large negative powers of the Stokes operator.

For the existence result of statistical solutions in phase space, let us give some explana-
tion beforehand in which sense the evolution equation u; = F'(t,u) is to be understood.
As before, let I C R be some arbitrary interval, Y a topological vector space and X, Z
Hausdorff spaces such that Z C X C Y., with continuous injections. As in [3], we say
that w : I — Y’ has a certain property P weak-* scalarwise if for every v € Y, the
function I — R, ¢ — (u(t),v)y" y, has the property P. Then we define Z to be the space
of functions u : I — X such that u(t) € Z for almost every t € I. Let )1 be the space
of functions u € X := Cj,.(I; X) that are weak-* scalarwise absolutely continuous such
that there exists w : I — X which is weak-* scalarwise locally integrable and satisfies
L (u(t), v)yy = (w(t),v)yy for almost every t € I and for all v € Y.

Theorem 1.16. Let X, Z be Hausdorff spaces and Y be a topological vector space such
that Z C X C Y, with continuous injections. Let I C R be an arbitrary interval and
consider a function F : I X Z — YY" as well asU C X := Co.(I; X). Suppose that p is
a U-statistical solution with p(V) =1 for some V C U, which is Borel measurable in X .
We assume

i) B(Z) C B(X);
ii) UCX:=2ZNJY;

iii) F:IxZ =Y is(L(I)®B(Z))-B(Y') measurable such that

o t+— F(t,u(t)) is weak-* scalarwise locally integrable on I for u € X;
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o uy = F(t,u) in the weak sense for every u € U, i.e.

d

%(u(t),wy/,y = (F(t,u(t)),v)yy

i the sense of distributions on I, for all v € Y;

iv) the mapping

tes /V (F(t ult)), o)y | dp(u)

belongs to L} (I) for everyv € Y.

loc
Then
- / o(u(t)) dp(u) € Cy(I)
y

for every ¢ € Cy(X) and for every cylinder functional ® in'Y' and t',t € I, we have

/V B(u(t)) dp(u) = /V B(u(t')) dp(u) + / /V (F(s,u(s)), & (u(s)))yy dp(u).

In particular, the family of projections {ptrer, pr = Wyp, is a statistical solution in phase
space of the equation u; = F(t,u) over I.

The statistical solutions in phase space as constructed in Theorem by projecting
trajectory statistical solutions in time will also be called projected statistical solutions
i phase space. It may not always be clear whether every statistical solution in phase
space is already a projected statistical solution in phase space.

In combination with Theorem and Theorem [[LT5], we obtain the following results.

Theorem 1.17. Let X and Z be Hausdorff spaces and Y be a topological vector space
such that Z C X C Y, with continuous injections. Let I C R be an arbitrary interval,
which is closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint ty, and let U C X := Clpe(1; X)
satisfy the hypotheses (H1), (H2) and (H3) of Theorem[L13. We assume

(Hi) B(Z) C B(X);

(H5) U C Xy := ZN ) (see the explanation above Theorem[L16) and F : I x Z — Y’
is (L(I) @ B(Z))-B(Y') measurable such that
o t— F(t,u(t)) is weak-* scalarwise locally integrable on I for u € Xy;
e uy = F(t,u) in the weak sense for every u € U, i.e.

d

%<u(t),v>y/,y = (F(t,u(t)),v)yy

in the sense of distributions on I, for allv € Y;
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(HG) there exists a function v : 1 x X XY — R such that for every v € Y the mapping
(t,u) = y(t,u,v) is L(I) ® B(X) measurable and

t

; ’<F(Svu(s))av>Y’,Y‘ ds < V(tvu(tO)ﬂ})

forallte Ibuel.

Then, for any inner reqular Borel probability measure pg on X, satisfying

/ (¢, wo, v) dpio(ug) < 00 (1.19)
X

for almost every t € I and all v €Y, there exists a projected statistical solution {p;}ier
such that py, = po.

Theorem 1.18. Consider the framework of Theorem [I.17 and let Xy be a Borel sub-
set of X. Suppose, however, that U satisfies the conditions (H1’), (H2’) and (H3’) in
Theorem [I. 14 instead of (H1), (H2) and (H3). If also (H4), (H5) and (H6) from The-
orem [I.17 hold, then for any inner regular Borel probability measure po on X which
is carried by Xo and satisfies (LI9), there exists a projected statistical solution {p}ier
such that py, = po.

We remark that v, as defined by us in (LI2]), has a slightly different form compared to
~ in ([LI9), but it will play the same role.

2 Trajectory statistical solutions of the Euler equations

In this section, we are going to construct trajectory statistical solutions of the Euler equa-
tions in each of the discussed classes of Section [I.I] and of the Navier-Stokes equations.
We will begin by discussing trajectory statistical solutions in the class of weak solu-
tions as in A) in Theorem [[3] i.e. weak solutions of the Euler equations with uniformly
bounded vorticity and in the class of weak solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations.
These two cases are somewhat similar as we do have unique solutions. Moreover, we
will not need the existence results from Section but instead construct the trajectory
statistical solutions in a more straightforward way as pushforward measures of the initial
distribution under the corresponding solution operator. Our only task here is to check
the required measurability properties.

In the second part of this section, we consider the remaining classes of solutions B) - D)
in Theorem Even though each case there has its own intricacies, all of them may be
handled similarly by making use of the existence result Theorem We will in fact
demonstrate the idea behind Theorem [[LT3] and Theorem in the particular case of
B), when the vorticity is in LP(R?), 1 < p < oo.
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2.1 Vorticity in L°(R?) and the Navier-Stokes class

We consider the spaces
o X®=X{q=E;
o X5° = {up € E:w(upg) € L'(R?) N L= (R?)};

e U/, the space of weak solutions of the Euler equations v € C([0,T];E) with
vorticity w(u) € C([0,T); L4(R?)) N L*°(0,T; L*(R?) N L>=(R?)), 1 < ¢ < oo, and
initial data in X§°;

e Uf g, the space of weak solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations u € C([0,7T];E)
such that Vu € L?(0,T; L?(R?*?)) with initial data in E and viscosity v,

where v > 0 will be a fixed constant in the following, unless stated otherwise.

Remark 2.1. i) We introduced X*° = X% ¢ = E here to indicate the connection to
Definition[1.10. However, hoping to keep things clearer, we will usually not use this
notation but rather write out IE, so it is particularly clear which norm or topology is
considered.

i1) Unlike in the next subsection, properties such as (LI4) need not be explicitly de-
manded in the definition of U™ since all weak solutions in U™ have vorticities that
are renormalized solutions of the vorticity formulation of the Euler equations.

There exists a solution operator S : X§° — U> C C([0,T]; E) so that for any ug € X§°,
S (ug) is the unique weak solution of the Euler equations with initial data ug as given
by Theorem [[3l Likewise, there exists an operator S% g : E — U g C C([0,T];E) so
that S%¢(uo) is the unique weak solution of the Navier-Stokes equations with initial
data ug and viscosity v as given by Theorem L5l

For instance in the latter case, given an initial distribution pg, the natural way to describe
the distribution p%;¢ of the solutions in Uy ¢ with respect to po would be to define p%;¢
as the pushforward measure S¥ gpuo, that is p5g(A) = uo((S%g) " 1(A)) for all Borel
measurable sets A in C([0,T];E). This would immediately imply that p% ¢ is carried
by UJ ¢ in the sense of Definition [LT0] if we could find a measurable subset of Uy ¢ in
C([0,T];E) with measure 1, or just show that U5 ¢ is measurable itself. This definition,
however, requires that S% ¢ is Borel measurable.

We begin by proving the Borel measurability of X3° in E.

Lemma 2.2. The space X{° is Borel measurable in E.

Proof. Letting Ay = {u € X§°: [|w(u)||p1(®2), [|[w(u)|| Lo @2y < k} for all k € N, we may

write
X5 = A
keN
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Therefore, to prove the lemma, it suffices to prove that Ay is closed in E. Let (u"),en
be a sequence in Ay which converges in E to some u. Due to the definition of A and
weak-* compactness, we may also find subsequences for which

w(u™) = w(u) (n — oo) in M(R?),

w(u™) = wu) (n — 0o) in L°(R?).

The fact that on the right-hand side we could write w(u) instead of some unspecific
element in the according spaces follows from the convergence of (u"),en in E. Now with
w(u) being an element of L>(R?) C L}, (R?), we obtain from weak-* convergence in the
sense of measures that for any r > 0

leo ()2 (8, (o)) < lﬂ{gf\\w(un)\\Ll(Br(O)) <k,

so that [lw(u)|| 1 g2y < k. By also concluding from weak-* convergence in L>°(R?) that
| (u)|| oo m2) < K, we obtain u € Ay. O

Before proceeding with the following lemma, let us define the smoothing operators
(J)e0: Fix a non-negative n € C°(R?) having support in the closed unit ball B1(0)
and satisfying [z. ndz = 1. Then define 7 (z) = a%n (%) .o € R?, and finally let

Tf=n"xf
for all f € L} (R?).

loc

Lemma 2.3. The operator S is B(X§°)-B(C([0,T];E)) measurable, the operator S¥ ¢
is B(E)-B(C([0,T];E)) measurable.

Proof. We prove the stated measurability of S, where we begin by introducing the
following operators (for the definition of 3, see (L4])):

o G:Xg" = Rx H, ug— (m(uo), v kin);
o SBXH R x H —UX, (m,v) = S®(mX +v).
We are going to argue that S can be written as the pointwise limit (¢ — 0) of
55%° 0 X5 — U™, 55 = (S¥*H o (Idg, J¢)) 0 G, e > 0,

which we now prove to be measurable as a composition of measurable functions.

The definition of || - || immediately implies that G is even continuous.

As for the measurability of S®*H o (Idg, J¢), we note that for any (m,v) € R x H, the
function u = (S®*H o (Idg, J°))(m,v) is the smooth solution of the Euler equations in
U with smooth initial data m¥ + Jv € E,, (see Theorem [L7]).

The stability estimate (6] for smooth solutions of the Euler equations yields the conti-
nuity of S®¥* o (Idg, J¢) between the spaces R x H and C([0, T]; E).

The pointwise convergence of S to S is now a classic argument by which the weak
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solutions in the Yudovich class may actually be constructed. See for instance [7][Chapter
5], where it is proved that for m € R and any ug € E,,, the solutions with smoothed
initial data (J%up)e>o are Cauchy in C([0,7T]; Ey,). The fact that in the definition of
5% we only smoothed the initial finite kinetic energy part does not make a difference
because || Y — X[ 12(r2) — 0 (e — 0) (see [7][Lemma 5.1.2]).

The measurability of S%;¢ may be proved analogously as we chose X3¢ = X*° = E and
the important ingredient in the proof above being the stability estimate (IG]), which also
holds in the Navier-Stokes case. U

Lemma 2.4. The space U is Borel measurable in C([0,T];E), the space U g is closed
in C([0,T;E).

Proof. We may write U = [ ;2 A with Ay = {u € U™ : [lw(u(0))|[ L1 r2)nLoer2) < Kk}
for every k € N. Then we show that each set Ay, k € N, is closed in C([0,T];E). Fix
k € N and let (u"),eny C Ag be a sequence converging to some w in C([0,7];E). This
also implies convergence in C([0, T]; Ho), which is strong enough to conclude that u is a
weak solution of the Euler equations with initial data «(0). From the definition of Ay, we
may derive similarly to Lemma 22 that u(0) € X§° satisfies |lw(u(0))|| 11 r2)n o r2) < k-
Moreover, by ([LI4), ||w(u)||L1(®2)nre(r2) Temains essentially bounded in time by k, so
that w(u) € L>(0,T; L' (R?) N L>(R?)) and we conclude u € Ay

Now we show the closedness of Uf g in C([0,T];E). Let (u")nen C UK g be a se-
quence converging to some u in C([0,T]; E). Due to (LH), (Vu"™),en is also bounded in
L?(0,T; L?(R?*?)), from which we may derive weak-* convergence of (Vu™),en to Vu
in L2(0,T; L?(R?*?)) so that u is in the desired space of functions. Both of these types
of convergence suffice to pass to the limit in each term in the weak formulation of the
Navier-Stokes equations so that u is once again a weak solution of the two-dimensional
Navier-Stokes equations with viscosity v. U

As outlined at the beginning of this section, we now obtain an existence result for /°°-
trajectory statistical solutions, which we will state in a moment. Here, we would like
to add that this trajectory statistical solution has a certain dissipation property of the
vorticity as in (LI4)). Proving this will require the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. The mappings X§° — R,u = [|w(u)||zr®2) are Borel measurable for every
1 <p < oo. In particular, they are also Borel measurable when extended by oo to E.

Proof. Recall from Lemma [2.2] that X§° is Borel measurable in E.
For every 1 < p < 00, u = [lw(u)||r»r2) can be written as the pointwise limit (¢ — 0)
of the functions u — [|[J°w(u)||rr(B, . (). For each € > 0, these functions can be
seen to be continuous on X§° with respect to || - [[g. But then also u > [lw(u)[ e m2)
is Borel measurable as the pointwise limit (p — oo0) of the Borel measurable maps
s () o).

O

In the following, II§ : C([0,T];E) — E is the time evaluation mapping at time ¢ = 0.
We are also going to use the constant a as given in (LII]).
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Theorem 2.6. Let ug be a Borel probability measure on X§°. The Borel probability
measure p>= on C([0,T];E), given by

p>(A) = S%po(A) = no((5%)71(A))

for all Borel measurable sets A in C([0,T];E), is the well-defined and unique U>-
trajectory statistical solution satisfying 115 p> = pg. If f]E aqlm (o)l w0 kin |l 2 (r2) dito(uo) <
o0, then

/ leakin ()] 22 dp () < / a0 g i sy dpo(w0)  (2.1)
C([0,T];E) E

for every 0 <t <T.
Moreover, if jug satisfies [g [lw(uo)| L1 (m2)nree (r2) dpto(uo) < 0o, then also

[ Ol s (@ = [ lotun)los g duotu) — (2:2)
C([0,T];E) E

for every 0 <t < T.

Proof. Due to the measurability of S*°, which was proved in Lemma 23 p> is well-
defined, clearly carried by U°°, which is measurable due to Lemma 2.4] and satisfies

gp™ = (I 0 S%)po = po

since H]g 08 = Idxgo.

We now prove ([22]). The energy inequality (2.1) follows analogously based on (LI0).
Let U : [0,T] x C([0, T|;E) — E, (t,u) — u(t) be the evaluation mapping. As U is
continuous, it is also £([0,7]) ® B(C([0,T];E))-B(E) measurable. Using Lemma 23]
U o (Id,7y, S%) is L([0,T]) @ B(E)-B(E) measurable.

The fact that then also (t,ug) + [|w(S*(u0)) ()1 (r2)nLee w2y 18 £([0,T]) @ B(E) mea-
surable follows from Lemma

Let up € X§°. Recall from ([LI4) that for every 0 <t < T, we have

(S (u0)) (D) L1 (R2ynLoe m2) = lw (w0l L1 (R2)N Lo (R2)-

Integrating this equality with respect to pg immediately yields (2.2]).

To finish the proof, we show the claimed uniqueness. Let pu be any U-trajectory
statistical solution with initial distribution g in the sense that II§u = .

Let Q € B(C([0,T];E)). As p is carried by the measurable set U/*°, we have

wQ) = (@ NU®) = p((IIg) " IIF(Q NU>)) NU™)
= () (IF(Q NU™))) = po(II5(Q NU™)),

where we used that II5(Q NU®) = (5°)71(Q NU>®) is measurable in X = E by
Lemma 23] and Lemma 2.4l This particularly shows that p is equal to S®puy = p>. O
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We likewise obtain the following theorem on existence of U} g-trajectory statistical solu-
tions.

Theorem 2.7. Let g be a Borel probability measure onE. The Borel probability measure
pis on C([0,T;E), given by

Plis(A) = SKsro(A) = no((Sks) ™ (A))

for all Borel measurable sets A in C([0,T};E), is the well-defined and unique Uz q-
trajectory statistical solution satisfying lop%rq = po-

Remark 2.8. Similarly to (2Z1]), one can also obtain an energy inequality for trajectory
statistical solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations as well as other properties, derived
from the deterministic equations. We omit the discussion here as these properties are
neither original nor do we need them in the following. Instead, we refer the reader for
instance to Sections 6 and 7 in [22)].

To close this section, we briefly argue in what way the U*°-trajectory statistical solution
in Theorem 2.6 can also be obtained in the inviscid limit of the U g-trajectory statistical
solution in Theorem 27T as (v — 0).

The following theorem due to Chemin (see [6]) in the deterministic case will make things
quite convenient.

Theorem 2.9. Let ug € X5°. Then

lim S%rg(up) = S™(ug) in C([0,T]; E).

v—0

Then, by a simple application of the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain the
following result from Theorem 2.9

Theorem 2.10. Let uy be a Borel probablity measure on X3°. Then (S gp0)v>0 con-
verges to S®uy as (v — 0) in the sense that for every real-valued, bounded continuous
function ® on C([0,T];E),

/ O (u) dSFgpo(u) — / O (u) dS™ po(u) (v — 0).
C([0,T];E) C([0,T};E)

2.2 Vorticity in LP(R?), 1 < p < oo, and in M™(R?)

In this subsection, we construct trajectory statistical solutions for the class of weak
solutions of the Euler equations with vorticity in LP(R?), 1 < p < oo, and in the space
MT(R?) of finite, non-negative Borel measures, considered by Delort.
We fix 1 < p < oo and define the spaces

o X? = Hj,, XV5 = X! = H,I(R% R?);

loc

o X! ={up€E:w(u) e L}(R?*) NLP(RY)};
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o XV9 ={up €E:w(ug) € MFH R},
e X} ={u €E:wlu) € LL(R?H)};

e UP, the set of weak solutions of the Euler equations v € C([0,77; X?) N L*>(0, T}
VV&)’E(RQ; R?) N E) whose vorticity w(u) € C([0, T]; LP(R?)) is a renormalized solu-
tion of the vorticity formulation of the Euler equations having initial data in X}

and satisfying (LI0), (LI3) and (LI6);

o UYS, the set of weak solutions of the Euler equations u € C([0,T]; XV5)NL>*(0,T; E)
with vorticity w(u) € Cy([0,T]; M(R?)) N L>(0,T; M*(R?)) and initial data in
XYS satisfying (LI0), (TI3) and (LI5H);

e U', the set of weak solutions of the Euler equations u € C([0,T]; X1)NL*>®(0,T;E)
with vorticity w(u) € Cy ([0, T]; M(R?)) N L>(0,T; L*(R?)) and initial data in X
satisfying (LI0), (T3), (LT5) and (LID).

As in the previous subsection, we will typically write out Hj,. or H, l;(:L (R%;R?) in the
following instead of X?, XV9 or X! in order to make it clearer which topology we
consider.

We will treat these cases simultaneously whenever it is possible and seems reasonable.
Should certain aspects vary too much though, then we will state and prove the results
separate from one another. For the occasions where we consider all cases at once or
formulate statements which hold in each case, we may write X, Xy and U as placeholders.
Unlike the weak solutions considered in the previous subsection, the weak solutions
considered here may no longer be unique and we will make use of the abstract existence
result Theorem [[LT5l Even though it would not be necessary, we will in fact demonstrate
the nice arguments used in the proof of Theorem [[L.T5lin the particularly simple situation
when the vorticity is in LP(R?).

To begin with, let us prove a few measurability properties of these spaces.

Lemma 2.11. The Borel-o-algebras on E generated by the topology induced by || - ||&
and the (subspace-) topologies of Hj,. and Hl;cL(RQ;RZ) coincide. Moreover, the set E is
Borel measurable itself in Hj,. and Hl;f(RQ; R?).

Proof. We will only explicitly prove the case of Hj,.. Showing measurability of E in
H l;é; (R%;R?) and equality between the Borel-o-algebras as stated in the lemma can be

done in the exact same way by simply replacing H;,. with H l_OCL (R%;R?) in the following.
Due to the continuous embedding E < Hj,.., relatively open sets in E with respect to
the topology of Hj,. are also || - |z open. This implies one inclusion between the two
Borel-o-algebras.

Next, we note that since [E is a separable Banach space, the Borel-o-algebra on E gener-
ated by the norm topology and the weak topology coincide. The latter is also generated
by the weakly compact subsets, as E = (J;-; EIE(O) with the weak topology is o-compact.
Therefore, to prove the other inclusion stated in the lemma, we show that weakly com-
pact subsets of [E are closed in Hj,.. Both points just mentioned will then also yield the
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measurability of E in Hj,,.

Let K be such a weakly compact subset in E and consider a sequence (u"),¢cn in K which
converges to some u € Hj,. with respect to the metric of Hj,.. By the Eberlein-Smulian
theorem, K is also weakly sequentially compact and, after passing to a subsequence of
(u")nen, there exists some v € K such that u" — v(n — oo) in E. Weak convergence
of (u")nen = (M(u™)X + u};, )nen in E is equivalent to (m(u"))nen converging in R and
(ull. Jnen converging weakly in H. Consequently, (u™)nen converges weakly in L?(B) to
v for every bounded measurable subset B C R2.

By testing with some ¢ € C2°(R?), the two types of convergence yield u = v, which
particularly implies v € K and thereby the closedness of K. O

Recall that in Theorem [[.TH] a fundamental assumption was the measurability of Xy in
X, which we are going to check in the following lemmata.

Lemma 2.12. The spaces X}, 1 < p < oo, and XS/S are Borel measurable in E. In
particular, they are also Borel measurable subsets of Hy. and Hl_OCL(R2;R2).

Proof. Both cases may be proved similarly to Lemma by writing

X8 = Jfue Xp - @)l g, lw(@)e <k}
k=1
and N
Xg¥ = U{u e X7 : suppw(u) € Bi(0)}.
k=1

The remaining part of measurability of X and Xé/ Sin Hjy. and HfocL (R%;R?) now
follows from Lemma 2111 0

Showing the measurability of X} in E or H l_OCL(RQ; R?) is a bit more difficult and has to
be treated differently, compared to the previous cases, due to the lack of reflexivity of
L'(R?). We first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2.13. The spaces L'(R?) and L(R?) are Borel measurable in M(R?) endowed
with the weak-* topology.

Proof. We first note that from the definition of the total variation norm via the duality
M(R?) 22 Cy(R?Y, it follows that the total variation norm is weakly lower semicontinuous
as a mapping from M(R?), endowed with the weak-* topology, into the real numbers.
Consequently, open balls with respect to the total variation norm are measurable with
respect to the Borel-o-algebra generated by the weak-* topology.

Let (f™)nen be a dense subset of L'(R?). To conclude the proof of measurability of
L' (R?), it now suffices to show

p@) = U {neme): [ 1rm-u<i} (23

keNneN
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Indeed, a measure ;1 € M(RR?) is an element of the set on the right-hand side if and only
if there exists a strictly increasing sequence (n,,)men C N such that f"™ — p (m — 00)
with respect to the total variation norm. In particular, (f"),en is a Cauchy sequence
in M(R?) with respect to the total variation norm. As the total variation norm and
the L'(R?) norm coincide on L'(R?) € M(R?), (f™")en is also a Cauchy-sequence in
L'(R?). Due to the completeness of L'(R?), necessarily u € L'(R?).

The other inclusion in (Z3)) follows from the density of (f")nen.

As for LL(R?), we may write

LYR?) = LY(R*) N G{w € M(R?) : suppw C By(0)},
k=1

where each set in the countable union is closed in M(R?) with respect to the weak-*
topology. O

Lemma 2.14. The space X& is Borel measurable in E. In particular, it is also a Borel
measurable subset of H, *(R?R?).

Proof. In this proof, measurability in M (RR?) is always meant with respect to the Borel-
o-algebra generated by the weak-* topology as in the previous lemma.
We introduce the mapping ¥ : {u € E : w(u) € M(R?)} = M(R?),u + w(u).
Consider the closed and hence measurable subsets B, = {u € E : w(u) € M(R?), [po [w(u)| <
k} of E for every k € N and denote by Wy the restrictions of ¥ to Ey for all £ € N. We
argue that every mapping Wy is continuous: Let (u™),en be a sequence in Ej converging
to some u € E. Then (w(u™)),en is a sequence in the closed total variation ball of ra-
dius k, centred at 0. By the Banach-Alaoglu theorem there exists a subsequence, again
denoted by (w(u"))nen, converging weakly-* to some w € M(R?). From convergence in
E, it follows that necessarily w = w(u) and the weak-* convergence already holds for the
sequence itself, i.e. lim, o Yi(u™) = ¥i(u) with respect to the weak-* topology.
Finally, X} = Upen X6 NEr = Upen T, 1(LL(R?)) is measurable by Lemma 213

O

To meet the requirements of Theorem [LI3] we will need to construct families K'(X))
of compact subsets of the space of initial data such that solutions having initial data in
one of those compact sets are compact in the whole set of solutions. We remark here
that this required closedness in particular includes that the limits need not only be weak
solutions of the Euler equations, but also satisfy the a priori estimates that we impose
in the definition of UP,U"S and U'. Estimating the left-hand side may usually be done
by an argument of weak or weak-* lower semicontinuity. Estimating the right-hand side,
which involves the initial data, is a different matter. In the construction of weak solutions,
convergence of the right-hand side involving the initial data is usually obvious from the
approximation scheme, e.g. smoothing of the initial data. For general sequences of
solutions as considered here, it is not clear. In the case of the three-dimensional Navier-
Stokes equations considered for instance in [I9], the same problem arises as it is not clear
whether weak limits of Leray-Hopf solutions satisfy the energy inequality.
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Therefore, the sets in K'(X() particularly need to be compact in a compatible way with
the a priori estimates demanded above.

Interestingly enough, no infinite dimensional Banach space may be exhausted by compact
subsets, which can be seen by a Baire category argument. Yet in a measure theoretic
way this is possible, if the space is Polish, in the sense that every Borel measure is inner
regular (see Theorem 3.2 in [26]). This fact will be heavily exploited later on.

For the precise definition of those families of compact sets, we introduce the operator
curl? © Xp — LY(R%) N LP(R?),up + w(up), as well as the operator curl' : X} —
LY (R?), ug — w(ug).

Using the smoothing operator as in Lemma 23] it is not hard to see that curl” and curl®
are measurable as pointwise limits of continuous functions and may then also be seen as
measurable maps on E, extended by oo, due to Lemma and Lemma 214l Now we
define

o K'(X}) to be the family consisting of all sets of the form S N (curl”) "' (K), where
S c X} is compact in E and K is a compact set in L!(R?) N LP(R?);

° IC’(XS/ %) to be the family consisting of all subsets of XS/ S which are compact in
E.

)

e K'(X}) to be the family consisting of all sets of the form S N (curl')~!(K), where
S C X} is compact in E and K is a compact set in L!(R?).

For a compact set K in L'(R?) N LP(R?), (curl’)"1(K) is a subset of X[, (relatively)
closed in E, which implies that with S as above, SN (curl”)"}(K) is a subset of X} which
is compact in E. Due to the continuous embedding E < Hj,,, the sets in K’ (Xg ) are
indeed compact in Hj,.

Likewise, one may argue that IC’(X&) consists of sets in X& which are compact in E —
H, L(R%R?).

Compactness of the sets in K'(X)%) in E — H_ Y(R?R?) follows directly from the
definition.

We now show that these families satisfy (H2’) in Theorem

Lemma 2.15. Let pg be a Borel probability measure on Xg. Then pg is inner reqular
with respect to the family K'(Xy).

Proof. We begin with the easiest case of pg being a Borel probability measure on Xé/ s,
By Lemma 2T1T] and Lemma 2121 ug can be seen as a Borel probability measure on [E.
Since E is a Polish space, pg is inner regular with respect to the || - ||z compact sets in
X9, which form by definition K'(X}).

Now we consider the case of iy being a Borel probability measure on X}. Let A be a
Borel subset of X!. Due to Lemma ZT1] and Lemma 212] we may also view fg as a
measure on E, which is a Polish space. In this sense, pg is already inner regular and we
obtain

w(A)= s polS)= s pof(curl?) L (curl(S)))
SCA SCA
S compact in E S compact in E
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We would now like to argue that for any compact subset S in E, curl’(S) is Borel
measurable in L!'(R?) N LP(R?). First of all, let T : L(R?) N LP(R?) — L}, .(R%* R?) be
the Biot-Savart operator (see Lemmal[L.0]). Note that 7" is continuous even considered as
an operator on L!(R?) as it is a convolution operator with a kernel that may be written

as a sum in L'(R?) + L°°(R?). By Lemma [[G] we have
curl’(S) = T71(9). (2.4)

Since convergence in E implies convergence in Hj,., which again implies convergence in
L} (R%R?), S is not only compact with respect to || - |z but also with respect to the

loc

topology of L} (R?;R?). Due to ([Z4)), curl’(S) is closed and hence Borel measurable in
LY(R?) N LP(R?).

We may then introduce the pushforward measure pf := curl? o on L' (R?) N LP(R?). As
a Borel probability measure on a Polish space, uf is also inner regular.

Continuing where we left of with our computation of py(A), we now have

(A= s p(ent?(s)
SCA
S compact in E
= sup sup 16 (K)
SCA KCcurl?(S)
S compact in B pe oppact in L1 (R2)NLP(R?)
= sup sup po((curl”)"HK) N S)
SCA | (curl?)~1(K)CS
S compact in E g compact in L' (R?)NLP(R?)
< sup po((curl”)"HEK) N S)

SN(curl?)~H(K)CA
SCX?E compact in E
K compact in L1(R2)NLP(R?)

< po(A),

as desired. The remaining case of y being a Borel probability measure on X} may be
proved analogously to the previous one due to the similarity between the definition of
K'(XF) and K'(X}) and due to the fact that the Biot-Savart operator T above is still
continuous when changing its domain to L!(IR?). O

Next, we prove that our families of compact sets also satisfy (H3’) in Theorem [[.T5]
For this, let IIX" : C([0,T); Hipe) — Hyoe and I TIXY" + C([0,T); H; X (R% R2)) —

loc

Hl;cL (R%;R?) be the time evaluation maps between the given spaces at time t = 0.

When we discuss all cases simultaneously, we will simply write H()f .

Lemma 2.16. Let S be a subset of X} which is compact in E and let K be a compact
subset of LY(R?) N LP(R?) such that SN (curl’) "1 (K) is an element of K'(XY). Then the
set kP = (IE")71(S N (curl?) LK) NUP is compact in C([0,T]; Hyoe)-

Proof. Consider an arbitrary sequence (u")nen C 7. From (LI6]), we obtain uniform

boundedness of (u")pen in L*(0,T; VVlif(R%RQ)). Moreover (0;u")pen is uniformly
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bounded in L*°(0,T; H~*(R?;R?)) for some L > 1 by (LI3). Due to the compact
embeddings
1 _
Wod (R* R?) N Hige = Hioe = Hipy' (R R?),

c loc

the Aubin-Lions lemma and a diagonal sequence argument imply convergence of a sub-
sequence of (u™)pen in C([0,T]; Hipe) to some u, so it only remains to show that u € kP.
As each field in the sequence (u"),en satisfies the weak velocity formulation of the Euler
equations given in (1), the precompactness in C([0,T]; H,.) allows us to pass to the
limit in all terms, in particular the quadratic one, so that u is also a weak solution of
the Euler equations.

Moreover, from compactness of S in E and from compactness of K in L'(R?) N LP(R?),
we may assume

u"(0) = u(0) (n = o0) in E
w(u™)(0) = w(u)(0) (n — o) in L'(R?) N LP(R?).

Therefore, u(0) € K and properties (ILI0), (II3]) and (LI6]), demanded in the definition
of UP, can be seen to be satisfied by w from combining this strong convergence of the
initial data along with an argument of weak or weak-* lower semicontinuity involving
(u")peny and (w(u™))pen in the respective space. Also, the strong convergence of the
initial vorticities shows that after passing yet to another subsequence that w(u) is a
renormalized solution of the vorticity formulation of the Euler equations (see Lemma[LS]).
In particular, u € kP. O

Lemma 2.17. Let K be a compact set in the family K'(XY®). Then the set KV =
(Hé(vs)*l(K) NUYS is compact in C([0,T); H; ¥ (R%;R?)).

loc

Proof. Let (u")pen C "9 be a sequence. Since w(u™)(0) € MZF(R?) for every n €
N, by our comments preceding Theorem L3 ug = m(ug)X + ugy,;, with m(ug) =
Jge w(uf). Therefore, by compactness of K in E, this implies that (a subsequence of)
the total mass of initial vorticity converges. Hence, (Oyu™)nen is uniformly bounded in
L>(0,T; H-*(R?;R?)) due to (LI3). The bound on the local kinetic energy (LI2) and
the definition of K yield that (u")nen is uniformly bounded in L*°(0,T'; Hj,.), where
H,,. compactly embeds into Hl_OCL (R%;R?). Consequently, (u"),en is equicontinuous in
C([0,T; H, X (R?;R?)) with values in a relatively compact subset of H, % (R? R?). Then
the Arzela-Ascoli theorem implies that after passing to a subsequence, (u™),cn converges

in C([0,T7; Hl;cL (R%;R?)) to some u, so it only remains to show u € £"°. Due to (LI0)
and the compactness of K in E, (u"),en is uniformly bounded in L*(0,T;E), so that u
may also be seen as the weak-* limit in that space.

We are now going to apply Theorem [[L9 Due to (ILIH)), (w(u™))nen is uniformly bounded
in L>(0,T; M*(R?)). Then w(u) can be seen as the weak-* limit of (w(u™)),en =
(Jw(u™)|)nen in L®(0,T; MF(R?)). Since u € L*®(0,T;E), w(u)(t) is continuous for
almost every 0 < t < T (see Remark [[.4] and the comments prior to Theorem [LJ).
Therefore, Theorem yields that u is indeed a weak solution of the Euler equations.

The a priori estimates (LI0), (TI3) and (LIH), demanded in the definition of 4V, are
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also satisfied by the weak limit u. Indeed, one may estimate the left-hand side by classic
weak-* compactness arguments along with weak lower semicontinuity in an appropriate
sense. The right-hand side in each estimate involving the initial data converges due to
the compactness of K with respect to || - ||z.

As for the continuity of w(u) demanded in the definition of &4V, from boundedness
of (Opu™)pen in L>(0,T; H-*(R?;R?)) we obtain boundedness of (9;w(u™))nen in the
space L>(0,T; H~L~1(R?;R?)). Then, as remarked in [28][Lemma 3.2], the weak-* con-
vergence of (w(u™))nen to w(u) in L(0,T; M(R?)) allows one to derive that (w(u™))nen
converges in Cy, ([0, T]; M(R?)) to w(u). O

Lemma 2.18. Let S be a subset of X&, which is compact in E and let K be a compact
subset of L'(R?) such that S N (curl))™'(K) is an element of K'(X{}). Then the set
kb= (Hgfl)_l(S N (curl)) = (K)) nU' is compact in C([0,T); H, F(R?* R?)).

loc

Proof. Let (u"),eny C k' be a sequence. The precompactness of (u"),en in the space
C([0,T]; H, l;CL(RQ;RQ)) follows again from the Aubin-Lions lemma as in Lemma 217
We denote the limit of a subsequence by u and keep on writing (u"),en for this and for
further subsequences. Due to the compactness of K in L'(R?), we may also suppose
that w(u™)(0) — w(u)(0) in L'(R?) and we can also see u as the weak-* limit of (u"),en
in L*°(0,T;E) as this sequence is bounded in that space by (LI0).

We now argue that u satisfies (ILI5). As at the end of the proof of Lemma 217 we
not only obtain weak-* convergence of (w(u"))nen in L>(0,T; M(R?)) to w(u), but in
fact convergence also holds in C,([0,T]; M(R?)). We particularly obtain w(u")(t) =
wu)(t) (n — oo) in M(R?) for every 0 < t < T. We combine this with the fact
that due to (ILI7) and the Dunford-Pettis theorem, by which uniform integrability and
weak (sequential) precompactness in L}, (R?) are equivalent (see Chapter 4 in [2] and
in particular Theorem 4.7.18), (w(u")(t))nen is weakly precompact in L], (R?) for every
0 <t < T. We then necessarily obtain w(u™)(t) — w(u)(t) in L} (R?) for every 0 <t <

T. Weak lower semicontinuity of the norm then yields for every r > 0

() ()22 5, 07y < Hrm nf (™) (]| 2, opy < N inf o) (8) 1 e

< liminf [|w(u™)(0)[| 21 @2) = lw(w)(0)]| 21 @2)

for every 0 <¢ < T. This means that u also satisfies (L.I5]), which we demanded in the
definition of U1

Likewise, one may argue that |w(u™)| converges weakly-* in L°°(0,T; M(R?)) to an
element of L>(0,T; L' (R?)) so that the continuity assumption in Theorem [dlis satisfied.
Therefore, u is indeed a weak solution of the Euler equations.

The properties (LI0), (LI3) and (LI4) demanded in the definition of U! follow as
in Lemma 2I7 Property (LI7) follows from strong convergence lim,, o w(u™)(0) =
w(u)(0) in L'(R?) and from weak-* lower semicontinuity due to weak-* convergence of
(@) Jnen in L2(0,T; M*(R2)). 0

We are now able to state the existence result of trajectory statistical solutions in the
classes considered in this subsection. As mentioned in the introduction to this subsection,
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for the case of X? = Hj,. being the phase space, we will provide the arguments used in
the proof of Theorem [[.13] applied to our specific situation for illustrative purposes. In
the other two cases we will directly refer to the statement of Theorem

In the following, for u € X, we define

HW(U)HLI(R2)0LP(R2) X = XP
lo(u)llx = q Jg2 w(uo) P X =XV, (2.5)
[[w (W)l L1 (r2) X = X!

with the right-hand side being oo if w(u) does not lie in the appropriate space. For the
next theorem, recall the constant a as given in (LIT).

Theorem 2.19. Let pg be an arbitrary Borel probability measure on Xo. Then there
exists a U-trajectory statistical solution p satisfying Hé( P = lo.
If [ ™M ug pinl| L2(r2) dpo(uo) < oo, then

/ l[wkin(t) | 2 (r2) dp(w) S/am(uo)Huo,kaH(R?)duo(uo) (2.6)
C([0,TIE) E

for almost every 0 <t < T.
Moreover, if po satisfies [ ||lw(uo)| x dpo(uo) < 0o, then

/ lw(u(®)llx do(u) < / Jw(uo)llx dpzoo), (2.7)
C([0,7);X) X

for every 0 <t < T with equality in case X = XP.

Proof. We consider the case of p being a Borel probability measure on X{]. Assume that
po is concentrated on some compact set kb := S N (curl”)"}(K) in the family K'(X}),
where S is a subset of X which is compact with respect to || - ||z and K is a compact
set in L!(R?) N LP(R?).

Then C(xf)" is the space of finite (signed) Borel measures on f. As C'(kf) is separable
due to the compactness of f), the unit ball B in C'(sf))" is weak-* sequentially compact
by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem. The non-negative Borel measures B, of total mass less
than or equal to one form a weakly-* closed, hence weakly-* compact, and also convex
subset of B. Now the Krein-Milman theorem (see [27][Theorem 3.23]) implies that B
is equal to the closed convex hull of its extremal points, which are the Dirac measures
in our case. Hence, for each n € N, there exists J" € N such that for every j =1,..., J"
there are

07 € (0,1, up; € K

satisfying Zj; 07 =1 and

Jn
po = Z 05 0us X o (n— 00)
j=1
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on C(kp). For each n € N and j € {1,...,n} let u € UP be a weak solution of the
Euler equations with initial data ug ;. The sequence of Borel probability measures on
C([O’ T]; Hloc)

g
= Zeyau;,n €N,

then belongs already to C(kP)’, where kP := (IIf") = (kb )NUP is compact in C ([0, T]; Hioc)
by Lemma Consequently, C'(kP) is separable and by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem
there exists a Borel probability measure p € C'(kP)’ such that, after possibly passing to
a subsequence, p" = p (n — o0). In particular, p is a UP-trajectory statistical solution
as it is carried by the compact set xP in UP.
Now we show that II{"p = pg. On the one hand, due to the very definition of the
measures p”, n € N,

My p" = py = po (n — o0)

on C(kf)". On the other hand, for every ¢ € C(kf)), we have

[ #tu0) dT ") o) = [ (0o I )(w) do" ()

¢ €C(kP)

%/ (¢ o TIX") () dp(us) (n — 50)

— [ eluo) AT p) ),

0

ie. IMYX" p" ST p (n — oo) in O(kh)’. Due to uniqueness of the weak-* limit, we obtain

equality of Hé(p p and po as measures on rj. But then equality also holds as measures

on X? = Hj,,..

Now we consider the case where g is an arbitrary Borel probability measure on X5, not
concentrated on an element of K'(X}). By Lemma 215 p is inner regular with respect
to the family K'(X})) and we may find a sequence (k5" )p,en C K'(X?) such that

Furthermore, we may assume po(kh Jrl) (Iig’n) > 0 and kf’ S kp™ for all n € N.
Also, let Dy, := wb"™ \ k"™ "forall n € N (k5" :=0). Then

(o)1)

and for every Borel measurable set A in X, we have

IUO(A) = Ho <Aﬂ U Dn) = ZMO(AmDn)'

n=1 n=1
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Since po(Dy) > 0 for all n € N, we may define the Borel probability measures

_ MO(' N Dn)
0" :U’O(Dn)

for all n € N. For each n € N, g is concentrated on Kg’n and, by the first part of this
proof, we may find a UP-trajectory statistical solution p” satisfying Hé(p Pl =g
Now we define the Borel probability measure

o0
p:=>_ po(D
n=1

Since for each n € N, the measure p™ is carried by a measurable subset of UP, the
same applies for p, which means that p is a UP-trajectory statistical solution. So it only
remains to show that Hg(pp = po. Let ¢ € Cp(Hjpe). Then

/ (o) dITX” plug) = / o (u(0)) dp(u)
Hioe C([0,T];Hyoc)

n _ - u XP n(,
/ C([0, T} Hioe) O(DN)()O(U(O)) dp (U) _nZlMO(Dn)/l (p( O) dHO p ( 0)

oc
/I‘I

which yields the claim.

We remark here that in all cases, (Z6]) can be proved same as ([21]) or ([Z2]), based on the
deterministic inequality (LI0). Estimate (2.7)) also follows analogously to (2.2]) based
on ([[LI4]) and a measurability result for the p-norm of the vorticity, similar to that of
Lemma

Next, we consider the case of py being a Borel probability measure on X VS We apply
Theorem [[LT5l Condition (H1’) is satisfied by Delort’s theorem (see Section [ILT]). Condi-
tion (H2’) of inner regularity of o with respect to the family K'(XY*®) is satisfied due to
Lemma [ZT5l The final condition (H3’) in Theorem [[T5 was just proved in Lemma 2171
Likewise to the previous case, estimate (Z7]) can be proved analogously to (2.2]) based on
(CI5) and the Borel measurability of the mapping E — R, u — fRQ w(up) with respect
to E or the topology of H, . L(R%;R?) (see Lemma [ZII)), which may be proved similarly
to Lemma

Finally, we also apply Theorem to the case of ug being a Borel probability measure
on X¢. Condition (H1’) is satisfied as described in Section [T} i.e. for every ug € X}
there exists a weak solution of the Euler equations in ¢!. Condition (H2’) of inner
regularity of yo with respect to the family K'(X}) is satisfied by Lemma[2TI5 The final
condition (H3’) in Theorem was just proved in Lemma 2I8 Estimate ([2.7) may
also be proved similarly to (2.2)) based on (IL.I4]) and a measurability result for the 1-norm
of the vorticity, similar to that of Lemma in combination with Lemma 2171 O

o (u10) Ay (ug) = /H i (u1p) dpio (o),

loc

>

loc
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In the final part of this subsection, we also provide arguments by which U?, UV or
U'-trajectory statistical solutions can alternatively be constructed by consideration of
the inviscid limit of Uy g-trajectory statistical solutions as (v — 0). Our strategy here
will be to first consider the Uy g-trajectory statistical solutions as probability measures
on a compact set, similar to those in K'(X}), K'(XY) or £'(X}), uniformly in v and
obtain a measure as a weak-* limit using the Banach-Alaoglu theorem. Then we argue
that this measure does have support in the desired class of weak solutions so that it will
ultimately be a trajectory statistical solution as desired.

Lemma 2.20. Let M be a compact metric space and (7, )nen be a sequence of measures
on the Borel-o-algebra of M converging weakly-* to some measure . For every x € M
denote by O, its system of open neighbourhoods. Then

supp 7 C lim inf(supp 7y, )
n—o0

={x € M :YO € O, and all but finitely many n € N: O Nsuppm, # 0}

o0
={x € M : x is the limit of a sequence (y)neN € H Supp 7, }-

n=1

Proof. Let x € supp7 and consider an open ball B,.(z) with radius r > 0, centred at .
Let ¢ € C(M) be given by

2
o) = max {01~ 2 dist(y. B, o) o € M,
Then, as B, (z) is an open neighbourhood of z, we have

0 < 7(B,a(z)) < / pdr = lim pdmr, <liminf 7, (B, (x)).

Therefore, for n € N large enough, m,(B,(z)) > 0. This does suffice to show that
B,.(z) Nsuppm, # 0 for such an n € N. Indeed, suppose the opposite was true, i.e.
B.(z) Nsuppm, = (. Then for every y € B,(x), there exists an open neighbourhood
Oy of y in B,(z) such that m,(Oy) = 0. For every ¢ > 0 small enough, the sets
(Oy) yeBr_. () form an open cover of the compact ball B,_.(x). Hence, for finitely many
Y5, Y, € Br(x), Br_c(x) C U;V:EI Oye. In particular 7n(Br_c(x)) = 0 by subadditivity.
From o-continuity, we arrive at the contradiction 7, (B,(x)) = 0.

Hence, B,(x) Nsuppm, # 0 for all but finitely many n € N, which suffices as the balls
(B (x))r>0 form a basis of the neighbourhood system O,. O

To be able to tell that the support of the Uy g-trajectory statistical solutions are indeed
contained in UY;g, we may show closedness of this space. The following lemma will be
of use in the following sections.

Lemma 2.21. Let kg be a compact set in E. Then k= (II§) (ko) NUX 4 is compact
in C([0,T;E).
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Proof. Let (u™)nen be any sequence in . From combining the relative energy inequality
(L6 with the gradient control (L8] (see also the comments thereafter), the compactness
of the initial data in kg yields the existence of a subsequence of (u};,)nen, which is
Cauchy in C([0,T]; H). Then the corresponding subsequence of (u"),en will be Cauchy
in C([0,T);E), whose limit v € C([0,7];E) has initial data in k9. From closedness of
Ufg in C([0,T]; E) (Lemma [Z4)) we obtain u € x as desired. O

Lemma 2.22. Let ug be a Borel probability measure on E which is concentrated on
some compact set ko in K'(Xo). Then the support of S¥ g0 with respect to C([0,T];E)
is contained in (II§) ™ (ko) N U g-

Proof. We recall that in each case kg is in fact compact in E. Lemma [2Z27] then implies
that (II§) (ko) NU% g is compact in C([0,T];E) and in particular closed.

Since in each case this set has measure one with respect to Sy g0, we conclude the
proof. O

Theorem 2.23. Let pug be a Borel probability measure on Xo. Then there exists a
sequence v N\, 0 such that (S]’(,nsuo)neN converges to some Borel probability measure p
on C([0,T); X) in the sense that

/ () dSKsp10(u) — / () dp(u) (n — o)
C([0,T];X) C([0,T];X)

for all bounded and continuous functions ¢ on C([0,T]; X).
Moreover, p is a U-trajectory statistical solution of the Fuler equations satisfying Hé( p=

Ho-

Proof. We will discuss all three cases simultaneously. First, we suppose that ug is con-
centrated on some compact set kg € K'(Xp). The right-hand side in each of the a priori
estimates demanded in the definition of U does not depend on the viscosity v, i.e. they
are uniform. Therefore, if we let x C (TIF) ~L(ko) C C([0,T]; X) be the set of functions
with initial data in kg, which satisfy the same a priori estimates demanded in the defini-
tion of U, then as in Lemma 216l Lemma 217 or Lemma 218, using the Aubin-Lions
lemma or the Arzela-Ascoli theorem yields the compactness of x in C([0,T]; X).

Due to the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, there exists a sequence v™ \, 0 and a Borel prob-
ability measure p on s such that p”NnS = S]‘(,nsuo X pin C (k). The measure p may be
seen as a measure on C([0,7]; X) due to the Borel measurability of x. In particular, the
convergence of (S]ansﬂo)neN towards p holds in the sense described in the theorem.

We now show that p is indeed a trajectory statistical solution satisfying II{ p = puo.

By Lemma[Z22] the support of p ¢ with respect to C([0, T]; E) is contained in (II§)~*(k0)N
UX's for every n € N, which is compact in C([0,T];E) due to Lemma 2211 In general,
the support is of course depending on the considered topology and not just the Borel-
o-algebra. However, as we have the compact embeddings E — Hj;,. — H l;(:L (R%;R?),
for any n € N, (IIf) (ko) NUKg is compact in C([0,T]; X). Consequently, the support
in C([0,T); X) of p4rg will be contained in (II§) (ko) NUXg in all three cases and any
n e N.
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Let w € suppp C k. By the point we just made about the support of (Pﬁj\?s)neN and
Lemma 2:20} there exists a sequence (uX q)nen such that u§'s € (II5) ™ (ko) N U g for
all n € N and uXs — u(n — o) in C([0, TT; X).

To conclude that u is a weak solution of the Euler equations in the desired class UP, UV
or U, one would need to consider each case individually as we have done for Lemma 216}
Lemma 217 and Lemma I8 The arguments provided in those lemmata can be used
analogously here mainly for three reasons: First, for the convergence to 0 of the term
involving the viscosity, one only needs a uniform bound on the local kinetic energy for
the Navier-Stokes equations, which holds due to (LI2]) and by k¢ being compact in E.
Second, the a priori estimates to extract a subsequence which converges in an appropri-
ate way are likewise satisfied in each case by the Navier-Stokes equations as outlined in
Section [Tl Finally, u”NnS(O) € ko for every n € N, which allows us to conclude that the
a priori estimates demanded in the definition of U?, U"S and U are satisfied by u in
the respective case. This latter fact of strong convergence of the initial vorticities also
implies in the case X = X?, due to Lemmal[[.§ that w(u) will be a renormalized solution
of the vorticity formulation of the Euler equations (see Lemma [[8]).

Omitting further details, we conclude that p is a trajectory statistical solution on the
considered set of weak solutions of the Euler equations.

It remains to show I p = pp. Note that for any continuous function ¢ on X, @ o IT is
continuous on C([0,7]; X), from which we immediately derive

/ i (11p) dIT plug) = / (0 0 TI) () dp(u) = / (0 0 TI) () dp(u)
X C([0,1];X)

K

= tim [ (¢ 0 TE) ) dSKspo(w) = |

n—oo [, Ko

SD(UO)d,UO(UO):/XSD(UO)dMO(UO)-

Hence, Hé( p = o as desired.

The general case when g is no longer concentrated on some set ko € K'(Xp) is quite
similar to that in Theorem 219 By Lemma 215 uq is inner regular with respect to the
family K'(Xy) and we may find a sequence (k{)nen C K'(Xp) such that

(e o]
Lo <U ﬁS) = 1.
n=1

We may assume o(kg) > po(kf) > 0 and s O kf for all n € N. Also, let
Dy, := k& \ k" for all n € N (k9 := 0)). Then

SARIER

and for every Borel measurable set A in X, we have

IUO(A) = Ho <Aﬂ U Dn) = ZMO(AmDn)'

n=1 n=1
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Since po(Dy) > 0 for all n € N, we may define the Borel probability measures

no.__ MO(' N Dn)
o =
,U'O(Dn)

for all n € N. For each n € N, pu{ is concentrated on g and by the first part of this proof
and a diagonal sequence argument, we can find a sequence v™ \, 0 such that (S]’(,nsulg)neN
converges to p* for every k € N in the sense described in the statement of the theorem,
where p¥ is a trajectory statistical solution on the considered class, satisfying Hé( ok = ulg.
Next, we now show that (S¥gp0)nen converges to p := 372 | uo(Dy)p* in the described
way. In before, we mention that p is a trajectory statistical solution of the Euler equations
satisfying HS( p = o, which can be shown identically to Theorem

Let ¢ be a bounded continuous function on C([0,T]; X') and let £ > 0. Then there exists
ko € N such that for every k € N satisfying k& > kg

k
l%(Lﬂ%)Zl—&
=1

For k > kg, we thereby obtain

limsup‘/ o(u) dS]’([nSuo(u)—/ o(u) dp(u)
n—oo | JC([0,T];X) C(0,71:X)
k
<timsup > po(D)| [ plu)dSFerb) - [ plwddw)
n—oo C([0,T];X) C([0,T];X)
+2llelloe Y po(Dy)
I=k+1
=2||¢pl|soe-

3 Statistical solutions of the Euler equations in phase space

In this section we construct phase space statistical solutions of the Euler equations by
projecting the trajectory statistical solutions, which we constructed in the previous sec-
tion, in time as suggested by Theorem

So far, we have worked with the velocity formulation of the (deterministic) Euler and
Navier-Stokes equations and will continue to do so here. As the vorticity does not
explicitly play a role in this formulation, we may actually use more or less the same
definition of phase space statistical solution of the Euler equations in all considered
cases, by which we also mean the usage of the same class of test functionals throughout,
based on the set of divergence-free test functions C°(R?;R?) N H. We remark though
that for instance when considering the Yudovich class, one could relatively effortlessly
use a larger class of test functionals due to more integrability of the velocity field. As
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it makes little to no difference for our work here, we will restrain ourselves from doing so.

Throughout this section, we let Y = DN H be the space of divergence-free test functions,
considered as a subspace of D := C°(R?; R?), endowed with the inductive limit topology
(see [27][Chapter 6]): We define the spaces Dk := {¢ € C°(R?%;R?) : suppp C K} for
every compact set K C R? as Fréchet spaces with the topology 7x coming from the
norms || - ||y := max|y<n [|[0% - |[or2), N € N. On D, we then consider the topology
associated to the local basis of the origin of convex, balanced sets W C D such that
D NW € 1 for every compact set K C R2.

On Y’, we consider the strong topology of topological dual spaces, i.e. the topology of
uniform convergence on bounded sets. If E is a bounded subset of Y, then £ C Dy for
some K C R? and there are numbers My < oo such that

leollny < My (3.1)

forall N e Ny e E.

Throughout all considered cases, in the setting of Definition [[T2] we will choose Z = E
and X will be one of the spaces X®° = E, XP = Hj,. or XV9 = X! = Hl;(:L(RQ;RQ) as
in the previous section. We are likewise going to use Xy and U as general placeholders
for the times we wish to prove or formulate a statement that is valid in all cases.

We have the continuous embeddings
E—X <Y,

and we are going to consider the function F : E — Y’, given by

(F(u),v)yry = /2(u ®@u) : Vodz
R

for every u € E;v € Y.

Clearly, u € L*>(0,T;E) N C(]0,T]; X) is a weak solution of the Euler equations in
the sense of Definition [T if and only if w; = F(u) in the weak sense described in
Theorem We note that compared to the introductory section on the abstract
framework of statistical solutions, we omitted the time interval [0,7] from the domain
of F', as F does not explicitly depend on the time.

Lemma 3.1. The mapping F : E — Y’ is B(E)-B(Y') measurable. Moreover, the
corresponding Nemytskii operator (t,u) — F(u(t)) is L([0,T]) @ B(C([0,T]; X))-B(Y”)
measurable when F' is extended by O from E to X.

Proof. We show that F' is even continuous. As [E is a normed space, it suffices to show
sequential continuity. Let (u"),en be a converging sequence in E with limit u. We now
show lim, o F(u™) = F(u) in Y. Let B C Y be bounded. By (B.I)), there exists some
compact set K C R? and M; > 0 such that for all ¢ € B, we have

supp ¢ C K and |[Vep||poo 2y < M.
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Consequently,
sup [(F'(u”) = F(u), @)y | < [l(u” ©u”) = (u @)l g M-
e

The right-hand side converges to 0 since convergence in E particularly implies conver-
gence in L7 (R?R?) so that (u" @ u™)nen converges in L} (R?*R?*?).

The measurability of the corresponding Nemytskii operator is a general result (see Propo-
sition 2.1 in [3]). O

As before, ILX : C([0,T]; X) — X denotes the time evaluation mapping at time ¢ € [0, T7.
We are now going to construct projected phase space statistical solutions. In the Yu-
dovich class, we may construct them in an elementary way using the solution operator
S X5 — C([0,T]; X*°) that we introduced in Section Il The arguments are very
close to the ones used in the proof of Theorem [[L17] and Theorem [[I8 in [3], to which
we will refer in the other cases.

In the following, for u € X, [|w(u)|/x is defined as in @3) if X = X?, XV X! and

lw(w)l[xee = llw(w)llL1nre)@2)-

Theorem 3.2. Let pug be a Borel probability measure on Xo satisfying
/ 'y(uo)2 dpg(up) < 0o (3.2)
Xo
with v as in (LCI2).

Let p be a U-trajectory statistical solutzon satisfying HO p = po- Then the family of Borel
probability measures {pt}o<t<T, pr = I Xo for every 0 < t < T, is a statistical solution
in phase space of the equation uy = F(u), satisfying po = po as well as

/]EHukz‘n|!L2(R2) dpi(u) S/Eam(u“)Huo,kaL2(R2)duo(uo) (3.3)

for almost every 0 < t < T in the cases X = XP, XV9 X' and every 0 < t < T if
X =X,
Moreover, if po satisfies [y |lw(uo)||x dpo(uo) < oo, then

/ (@)l dpr / Jew(uo) 1 x dpio(uo) (3.4)

or every 0 <t < T, with equality if X = X or X = XP.
[ Y quality

Proof. We begin with the case X = X = E. Let p™ = S®uy be the U>®-trajectory
statistical solution from Theorem so that pf° = IIfp™ for all 0 < t < T. We will
check in an elementary way in this case that {p®}o<i<r = {(II}' 0 S°°)ug bo<i<T satisfies
all four conditions in Definition

i) Let ¢ € Cy(E). We obtain from the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem that

£ / w) dpr(u /C g PO d000)

is continuous and obviously bounded.
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ii), iii) Since solutions in U are in C([0,T];E), it is clear that p; is carried by Z = E
for every 0 <t <T. As we have already shown sufficient measurability properties
of F and its associated Nemytskii operator in Lemma B.J] to verify ii) and iii) in
Definition [L.T2] we only need to show that F' is bounded appropriately by integrable
functions, which we will do in one step.

Let 0 <t < T and ug € X3° with associated weak solution of the Euler equations
u = S®(ug) € U®. For any v € Y, there exists » > 0 such that v has compact
support in B,(0). Then we may estimate using (L12)

[(F (u(t)), v)vy| < |[Voll Lo @2y l[u(®) 1725, (0
< OVl oo g2y max{1, r* }y(up)?

with the right-hand side being independent of ¢. Therefore, the integrability as-
sumption (B2) shows that [(F(u(t)),v)yy| can even be dominated by a dt ® p
integrable function on [0,7] x C([0,T];E). As p; is given as the projection of p at
time ¢, this shows that both ii) and iii) hold.

iv) Finally, let ® be a cylindrical test function in Y”, i.e. there exists ¢ € C}(RF) for
some k € N and vy, ...,v; € Y, such that

q)(w) = ¢(<U}, v1>Y’,Ya ey (’U), vk>Y/,Y)

for all w € Y'. Let u € U be a weak solution. We note that for almost every
0<s<T, we have

d
E‘I’(U(S))

:%qb«u(s), VI)YY s - (U(8), Vi) vy y)

k
=3 0, B({u(s), 0y (), k) ) (), )y

j=1
k
= Zaquﬁ((u(s),vﬁy/y, s (u(s),vk>y/,y)/ (u(s) ®u(s)) : Vv, dz
i=1 R
k
=(ul(s) @u(s), Y 0 d((u(s), 01y, ooy (u(3), 1)yr,y ) V) L2(2), L2(82)
j=1

=(u(s) @ u(s), V' (u(s))) 12 (r2), L2 (r2)
(F(u(s)), (I),(U(S)»Y’,Y-

Integrating from ' to ¢, 0 < ¢ <t < T, then yields

t

Bu(t)) = B(u(t)) + [ (F(uls). &' (uls))yy ds

t/
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Due to the measurability of F' shown in Lemma B3] and the estimates in part ii),
we may integrate with respect to g, apply Fubini’s theorem and use the definition
of {pt}o<i<T to obtain

[ 2 dntw) = [ @) dpu / [P @ @)y dpufu) s

Estimates ([B.3]) and ([3:4]) are immediate consequences of (2.1)) and (2.2)).

For the remaining cases, we will directly apply Theorem [[LI8l Conditions (H1’) - (H3’)
have been checked in preparation for Theorem 219 Condition (H4) is satisfied by
Lemma 2111 (H5) follows from U C L*°(0,T;E), our choice of F', Lemma B and the
weak formulation of the Euler equations. Finally, (H6) can be verified as we just did in
step ii) in the case of X = X*>° =E.

Finally, (34)) and ([B8.3]) are consequences of (2.0) and (Z.7). O

Remark 3.3. From the uniqueness of the U -trajectory statistical solutions we can
immediately conclude that {p:}o<i<r in Theorem [32Q is the unique projected statistical
solution in phase space in that specific case.

However, there may be other statistical solutions in phase space which cannot be obtained
from projecting a U -trajectory solution. Formally, computations as in [I8] in the case
of the two-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations on bounded domains, or adaptations for
the case of R?, as indicated in [22], may be used to show uniqueness among all statistical
solutions in phase space. However, making those computations rigorous requires some
kind of Fréchet-differentiable dependence on the initial data. In [18], this problem was
overcome with quite some effort by considering the Galerkin approzimations which stem
from an ordinary differentiable equation, where differentiable dependence on the initial
data clearly holds.

To close this section, let us briefly point out that the inviscid limit results Theorem 210
and Theorem also yield analogous results for the phase space statistical solutions.

For phase space statistical solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations with viscosity v > 0
in the framework of [3], we let Z = X = E and choose Y as in the previously considered
case of phase space statistical solutions of the Euler equations. To be more in line
with previous work on phase space statistical solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations,
in particular [22], we could also choose X = E and Zyg = {u € E : Vu € L?(R?**2)},
endowed with the norm ||-||zys := [|-[[e+[|V"[|2(r2x2) and for the space of test functions
let Yns = H(R%;,R?) N H with a similar type of inductive limit topology. We remark
that the different choice here makes little difference since in either case, the projected
phase space statistical solution is given by {(S% g o IIf")uo fo<t<r and the only difference
is that we would view them as measures on different subspaces.

Let F{ g : E — Y’ be given by

(Frns(u),v)yry 2/ (u@u) : VvdaH—u/ u- Avdx
R2 R2
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for every u € Eand v € Y. A function u € C([0,7T]; E) with gradient Vu € L2(0, T; L?(R?*2))
is a weak solution of the Navier-Stokes equations with viscosity v in the sense of Def-
inition if and only if dyu = F{g(u) in the weak sense described in Theorem
Moreover, similarly to Lemma .1, F} ¢ can be shown to be continuous so that all de-
sired measurability properties are satisfied.

Lemma 3.4. The mapping FYg : E — Y’ is B(E)-B(Y') measurable. Moreover, the
corresponding Nemytskii operator (t,u) — F¥¢(u(t)) is L([0,T]) ® B(C ([0, T};E))-B(Y")
measurable.

We then obtain (see also Theorem 7.1 in [22]).

Theorem 3.5. Let pug be a Borel probability measure on E satisfying

/ o (110)? dpioup) < o0
E

with v as in (LI2)). Then the family of Borel probability measures {p{ }o<i<T,p{ =
(ITF o SYrg)u for every 0 <t < T, is a statistical solution in phase space of the equation

w = FYg(u), satisfying pfy = po.

Remark 3.6. i) As we pointed out for the trajectory statistical solutions of the Navier-
Stokes equations, one can also obtain an energy inequality for phase space statistical
solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations as well as other properties, derived from
the deterministic equations. As these serve no further purpose here, we again refer
the reader to Sections 6 and 7 in [22).

ii) In [22][Theorem 7.1], it has been shown that under the assumption of g having
support in {u € E : Vu € L*(R**?)}, bounded with respect to || - ||g, the phase
space statistical solution in Theorem[3.1 is unique. The case of uniqueness of phase
space statistical solutions with unbounded initial supports appears to be open. The as-
sumption of a bounded support of the initial distribution could also not be completely
omitted in the classical case, where the underlying domain is bounded, but only be
relaxed by instead making further assumptions on {p}}o<i<T (see for instance the
discussion on p. 266 in [18]).

Going back to the phase space statistical solutions of the Euler equations with phase
space X, for any bounded continuous function ¢ : X — R, the composition ¢ o II}* is a
real-valued, bounded continuous function on C([0,77; X).

Therefore, we immediately obtain the following result from Theorem 210, Theorem 2.23]
and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem.

Theorem 3.7. Let pg be a Borel probablity measure on Xq satisfying
/ (u0)? dpo(up) < 00
Xo

with v as in (LI2). Then there exists a U-trajectory statistical solution p satisfying
Ilgp = po and a sequence v™ 0 such that the projected phase space statistical solutions
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{HtXS]VVnSMO}OSth of the Navier-Stokes equations converge to a family of projected phase
space statistical solutions {H;fxp}ogtST of the Euler equations, in the sense that for every
bounded continuous function ¢ on X and every 0 <t <T

/X o (u1) d(IT Ss0) () — /X () (X p) () (n — 00).

In the case X = X, this holds for every subsequence v™ 0.

Remark 3.8. The inviscid limit result of phase space statistical solutions here is funda-
mentally different from previous work that we pointed at in the introduction of this article
such as [{)], [9] or [22]. Unlike we did here, in these articles, the phase space statistical
solutions of the Euler equations have been constructed by an inviscid limit argument.
Not only does this require the construction of a family of measures as some sort of limit
of the time-parametrized measures that are the phase space statistical solutions of the
Navier-Stokes equations. The sense in which this convergence holds needs to be strong
enough to prove that each term in the Foias-Liouville equation (LI8) corresponding to
the Navier-Stokes equations converges appropriately to conclude that this limit satisfies
the Foias-Liouville equation corresponding to the Fuler equations.

In our work, in the cases X = E or X = Hj,., we have convergence of the phase space sta-
tistical solutions in an Hj,. related sense, which would suffice to argue that each integral
in the Foias-Liouville equation of the Navier-Stokes equations converges appropriately.
Howewver, this is not even necessary, as we do already know from the discussions on
the inviscid limit for the trajectory statistical solutions that we obtain convergence of a
subsequence to a projected phase space statistical solution of the Euler equations, where
we know independently from this convergence that it satisfies the desired Foias-Liouville
equation.
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