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4 Weak solutions to the steady incompressible Euler

equations with source terms

Anxiang Huang∗

Abstract

In this paper, we prove the non-uniqueness of stationary solutions to steady incom-
pressible Euler equations with source terms. Based on the convex integration scheme
developed by De Lellis and Székelyhidi, the Euler system is reformulated as a differ-
ential inclusion. The key point is to construct the corresponding plane-wave solutions
via high frequency perturbations. Then we use iteration and Baire category argument
to conclude that there exist a large amount of weak solutions with given energy profile.

Key words. Non-uniqueness, Self-similar solution, Compact support, Convex integration.

1 Introduction

Consider the following d-dimensional steady incompressible Euler system with source
terms:

{

div(v ⊗ v) +∇p = Bv,

div v = 0,
(1)

where x ∈ Ω with Ω ⊂ Rd or Td(d ≥ 2), v and p denote the velocity and the pressure of the
flows respectively, and B is a d× d constant matrix.

The Euler system expresses the conservation laws of mass and momentum. The well-
posedness to the Euler system has always been a concern. The local well-posedness for
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smooth solutions to the Euler system is established in [30], and the global well-posedness is
known to hold under the assumption that the L∞-norm of the velocity is L1-integrable in
time ([1]). However, for smooth solutions to three-dimensional Euler equations, the global
well-possedness is a challenging open problem. For the recent progress, one may refer to
Hou-Luo ([23, 26]) that three-dimensional Euler equations may develop a singularity.

In the modern theory of partial differential equations, studies were more concerned with
the weak solutions to (1). Recall that v ∈ L∞(Ω) is a weak solution to (1) if

{

∫

(v ⊗ v : ∇φ+ φ ·Bv)dx = 0,
∫

(v · ∇ψ)dx = 0

for every divergence-free vector field φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω) and every scalar test function ψ ∈ C∞

c (Ω).

Within the class of weak solutions, the Euler equations are known to have strange be-
havior. In particular, weak solutions might dissipate the total kinetic energy which is called
”anomalous dissipation”. The existence of dissipative solutions is first considered by Onsager
in 1949 [33], where he conjectured that

• Any weak solution v belonging to the Hölder space Cθ
x,t for θ > 1/3 conserves kinetic

energy;

• For any θ < 1/3 there exist weak solutions v ∈ Cθ
x,t which dissipate kinetic energy.

The first part of the Onsager’s conjecture was partially proved by Eyink ([21]), and later
fully proved by Constantin, E and Titi ([13]). For the second part of the Onsager’s conjec-
ture, the first result traces back to Scheffer ([34]), who constructed a nontrivial weak solution
of the incompressible Euler equations in R2×R with compact support in space-time. Strictly
speaking, these weak solutions are not dissipative, as dissipative solutions are required to
have non-increasing energy. A different construction of the existence of a compactly sup-
ported nontrivial weak solution in T2 × R was given by Shnirelman ([35]). The first proof
of the existence of a solution with monotone decreasing total kinetic energy was given by
Shnirelman ([36]). In the groundbreaking papers[17, 18], De Lellis and Székelyhidi showed
the existence of infinitely many bounded weak solutions to the incompressible Euler solu-
tions, yielding an alternative proof of Scheffer’s non-uniqueness results. This breakthrough
provides a better understanding of turbulence, and gives a new approach to proof the On-
sager’s conjecture. After that, a series of studies ([2, 16, 19, 20]), which mainly based on
the same method, proved the existence and non-uniqueness of energy disspative solutions
with Hölder exponent θ < 1/3. Finally, the remaining part of the proof to the Onsager’s
conjecture is accomplished in [3, 24].
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Besides, the convex integration method also can be used to prove the existence and non-
uniqueness of dissipate solutions to compressible Euler system ([9, 8, 10]), steady incompress-
ible Euler system ([11]), and other fluid dynamic systems such as Navier-Stokes equations
([7, 5, 12, 6, 29, 27]), MHD equations ([15, 14, 15, 22]), SQG equations ([4, 25]), active scalar
equations ([37]) and so on ([32, 32, 31]). Most of these studies consider about the case when
B = 0. When the source terms are non-trivial, the non-uniqueness of L∞ solutions to the
compressible Euler equations has been proved in [28].

In this paper, we consider incompressible Euler equations with source terms. We show that
under periodic boundary condition, the non-uniqueness and the analogue of the h-principle
for stationary weak solutions in L∞ still holds even when the source terms are nontrivial.
Moreover, without the periodic condition, we show the existence of infinitely many bounded
weak solutions with compact supports. Our main results are as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let d ≥ 2,

(a) let Ω = T
d, v0 be a smooth stationary flow to (1) on T

d. Given a smooth function
e(x) > |v0(x)|2 for x ∈ Td. Then, for any σ > 0, there exist infinitely many weak
solutions v ∈ L∞(Td;Rd) to (1) such that |v(x)|2 = e(x) and |v − v0|H−1 ≤ σ;

(b) let Ω ⊂ Rd be a bounded open set. Assume e(x) ∈ C∞
c (Ω;R+) is a non-trivial function,

then there exist infinitely many compact supported weak solutions v ∈ L∞(Rd;Rd) to
(1) such that |v(x)|2 = e(x).

Remark 1.1. Compared with the results obtained by Choffrut and Székelyhidi ([11]), Theo-
rem 1.1(a) shows that, when the source terms are nontrivial, there still exist a large amount
of weak solutions in the neighbourhood of any smooth solution.

The proof is mainly based on the convex integration framework for the Euler equation.
In Section 2, we reformulate the Euler equation as a differential inclusion. By using Tar-
tar’s framework, we can reformulate the nonlinear system as a linear system with nonlinear
constraints. In Section 3, localized solutions are constructed, which is the building block to
the iteration scheme. And in Sections 4 and 5, we construct suitable constraint sets which
ensure the existence of the plane-wave solutions. Finally, by using Baire category argument,
we prove the existence and non-uniqueness of the solutions to the Euler system.

2 Reformulation As A Differential Inclusion

First of all, recall the Tartar’s framework for nonlinear systems. Consider the nonlinear
partial differential equations which can be expressed as a system of linear partial differential
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equations

m
∑

i=1

Ai∂iz = 0 (2)

with corresponding nonlinear constraint

z(x) ∈ K ⊂ R
d a.e.,

where z : Ω ⊂ Rm → Rd is the unknown state variable. Define the plane-wave solutions to
(2) as the solutions of the form

z(x) = ah(x · ξ), (3)

where h : R → R is a smooth profile. Define the wave cone Λ to (2) as the set of states a ∈ Rd

such that for any choice of profile function h, the function z defined in (3) is a solution to
(2). By direct computation, the wave cone Λ can be expressed as

Λ :=

{

a ∈ R
d : there exists a ξ ∈ R

m\{0} s.t.
m
∑

i=1

ξiAia = 0

}

. (4)

Under this framework, one can reformulate the nonlinear system to a linear system with
nonlinear constraints. Since the plane wave solutions can be added linearly, the oscillatory
behavior of solutions to the nonlinear system is then determined by the nonlinear constraints,
that is the compatibility of the set K with the corresponding wave cone Λ.

The steady Euler system with source terms can then be reformulated as a differential
inclusion under Tartar’s framework. Set Rm = Rd and the state variable z := (v,U) with

U = v ⊗ v − 1

d
|v|2 Id,

where Id denotes d × d identity matrix, and set the corresponding function q = p + |v|2 /d.
Denote the set of d× d symmetric, trace-free matrices by

S
d×d
0 = {U ∈ R

d×d : UT = U, tr(U) = 0}.

By definition, Sd×d
0 is a linear subspace of Rd∗ with d∗ = d(d+1)/2−1. Denote the operator

norm of U ∈ S
d×d
0 by |U|. For convenience, we assume that Ω = Rd or Td. By direct

computation, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let d ≥ 2, let e(x) ∈ C(Ω) be a positive function. Assume that (v,U, q) ∈
L∞(Ω;Rd)× L∞(Ω; Sd×d

0 )×D′(Ω;R) is a weak solution to
{

div U+∇q = Bv,

div v = 0,
(5)
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in the sense of distribution. If

U = v ⊗ v − e

d
Id, a.e. x ∈ Ω,

then (v, p) is a weak solution of (1), where p = q − e/d and |v(x)|2 = e(x) for a.e. x ∈ Ω.

We can now define the subsolution to the Euler system. We call a pair w := (v,U) ∈ Ω →
R

d × S
d×d
0 a stationary subsolution, if there exists a distribution q ∈ D′(Ω) such that the

triple (v,U, q) is a weak solution to (5). One important thing is that, though the source term
of the Euler system may be non-trivial, this source term is linear under Tartar’s framework.
Hence, it only appears and makes differences in the plane-wave solutions. The nonlinear
constraints are the same as the system without source terms.

In order to construct solutions with specific energy profile, the nonlinear constraint set is
defined as follows. For any r > 0, denote

Kr :=
{

(v,U) ∈ R
d × S

d×d
0 : U = v ⊗ v − r

d
Id

}

⊂ R
d∗ , (6)

where d∗ = d(d+1)/2−1. Since for any r > 0, the set Kr is a compact, smooth submanifold
of Rd∗ with dimension d, a weak solution to Euler equations (1) with energy profile e(x) is
therefore a subsolution w = (v,U) which satisfies the pointwise inclusion

w(x) ∈ Ke(x) for a.e. x ∈ Ω.

The idea of convex integration is then to relax the constraint setKe(x) to a suitable non-empty
open subset of the convex hull:

Ue(x) ⊂ Kco
e(x).

The key property required of the sets Ur ⊂ Kco
r is the following:

Perturbation Property(P): There is a strictly increasing function Φ : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞)
with Φ(0) = 0 and satisfies the following properties. Let Q = (0, 1)d be the open unit cube in
R

d, then for every w̄ = (v̄, Ū) ∈ Ur, there exists a subsolution w = (v,U) ∈ C∞
c (Q;Rd×S

d×d
0 )

with associated pressure q ∈ C∞
c (Q) such that

• w̄ + w(x) ∈ Ur for all x ∈ Q;

•

∫

Q
|w(x)|2 dx ≥ Φ(dist(w̄,Kr));

•

∫

Q
w(x)dx = 0.
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Recall that, for the constraint set Kr defined in (6), the convex hull of Kr can be explicitly
formulated as

Kco
r =

{

(v,U) ∈ R
d × Sd×d

0 : v ⊗ v −U ≤ r

d
Id

}

. (7)

Thus, for given w̄ = (v̄, Ū) ∈ Kco
r , |v̄|2 = r implies w̄ ∈ Kr. Hence, there exists a continuous

strictly increasing function Ψ : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞) with Ψ(0) = 0 such that

dist(w̄,Kr) ≤ Ψ(r − |v̄|2) for all w̄ = (v̄, Ū) ∈ Kco
r .

One can then replace dist(w̄,Kr) by r − |v̄|2 in Property (P).

In order to obtain the precise statement of the Theorem 1.1, in addition to the Property
(P) we require:

Kr ⊂ Ur′ for r < r′. (8)

Property (8) will ensure that smooth stationary flows belong to the set of subsolutions given
by the relaxed set Ur.

3 Localized Plane-waves

In this section, the wave cone and the corresponding plane-waves are constructed, which
form the building blocks for the iteration scheme.

First, consider the stationary Euler system:
{

div(v ⊗ v) +∇p = 0,

div v = 0,

and the corresponding differential inclusion is of the form
{

div U +∇q = 0,

div v = 0.
(9)

With the form of differential inclusion and the corresponding nonlinear constraint set, one
can then determine the corresponding wave cone to the linear system.

Consider the (d+ 1)× d matrix in block form

Ū′ =

(

U+ qId
v

)

.
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Then, the system (9) becomes the form div U′ = 0. Substituting the plane-wave solutions
(3) to the linear system (9) gives

div Ū′ = div

[(

U + qId
v

)

h(x · ξ)
]

=

(

U+ qId
v

)

· ξh′(x · ξ) = 0.

By definition of the wave cone, z(x) = (v,U)h(x · ξ) are plane-wave solutions for any choice
of profile function h, hence the wave cone corresponding to system (9) can be expressed as

Λ =
{

(v̄, Ū) ∈ (Rd\{0})× S
d×d
0 : ∃q̄ ∈ R, ξ ∈ R

d\{0} s.t Ūξ + q̄ξ = 0, v̄ · ξ = 0
}

. (10)

In order to construct solutions to the nonlinear system, one needs to find plane wave
like solutions which are localized in space. In fact, the exact plane-wave solutions with
compact supports are identically zero. Therefore, for given wave state a ∈ Rd, one needs to
introduce an error and construct the plane-wave solutions to the nonlinear system such that
this error is under control. For the incompressible Euler equations, the set of the wave-cone
(10) corresponds to the plane-wave solutions to (9). Hence, one can construct stationary
subsolutions with specific oscillatory behavior. Recall that, if the source term is trivial, i.e.
B = 0, one can construct the localize the plane-wave solutions by using the same potentials
as in the time-dependent case. More precisely, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. ([17, Proposition 3.2] and [38, Proposition 20]) Let d ≥ 2, given w̄ = (v̄, Ū) ∈
Λ, then

(a) there exists an η ∈ R
d\{0} such that for any h ∈ C∞(R),

w(x) := w̄h(x · η)
is a subsolution;

(b) there exists a second order homogeneous linear differential operator Lw̄ such that

w := Lw̄[φ]

is a subsolution for any φ ∈ C∞(Rd);

(c) moreover, if φ(x) = H(x · η) for some H ∈ C∞(R), then

Lw̄[φ](x) = w̄H ′′(x · η).

However, when the source terms are nontrivial, for w1, w2 ∈ Ke(x), there may not be plane
wave solutions to (5) with profiles w1 −w2. But we note that, in the high-frequency regime,
localized plane waves with sources can be constructed as perturbations of the plane waves
of the homogeneous system.

In order to compute the errors from the source terms, we need the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.2. ([28, Lemma 8]) For any f ∈ C∞
c (Rd;Rd), there exists an R[f ] ∈ C∞(Rd; Sd×d

0 )
satisfying

∇ · R[f ] = f.

Furthermore, R satisfies the following properties:

(a) R is a linear operator;

(b) R[∆2f ] is a linear combination of third order derivatives of f ;

(c) suppR[∆2f ] ⊂ suppf and R[∆2f ] ∈ L(Rd) i.e.

∫

Rd

R[∆2f ]dx = 0;

(d) there exists a constant 0 < α < 1 such that

‖R[f ]‖Cα(Rd) ≤ Cmax(‖f‖L1(Rd), ‖f‖L∞(Rd)),

where the constants C and α depend only on dimension d.

By using Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, one can construct the localized plane-wave solutions
to (5), which form the basic building-block to obtain more complicated oscillatory behavior.

Lemma 3.3. Let d ≥ 2, let w,w1, w2 ∈ R
d × Sd×d

0 , and µ1, µ2 > 0 be such that

w̄ = w2 − w1 ∈ Λ, w = µ1w1 + µ2w2, µ1 + µ2 = 1.

Given a bounded open set O ∈ Rd, and any ε > 0, there exists a subsolution w̃ ∈ C∞
c (O;Rd×

S
d×d
0 ) such that

(a) dist(w(x) + w̃, [w1, w2]) < ε for all x ∈ O;

(b) there exist disjoint open subsets O1,O2 ∈ O such that for i = 1, 2,

|w + w̃ − wi| < ε for x ∈ Oi,
∣

∣Hd |Oi| − µiHd(O)
∣

∣ < ε.

Proof. Let δ be a small positive constant and φ ∈ C∞
c be a smooth cut-off function satisfying

0 ≤ φ ≤ 1 and Hd ({x ∈ O : φ(x) 6= 1}) < δ,



9

and let

h(s) =

{

−µ2, s ∈ (0, µ1],

µ1, s ∈ (µ1, 1].

Clearly,
∫ 1

0
h(s)ds = −µ2 · µ1 + µ1 · (1− µ1) = 0.

Extend h as a periodic function with period 1 and let h0 be a smooth approximation of h
satisfying

−µ2 ≤ h0 ≤ µ1, H1 ({s ∈ [0, 1] : h(s) 6= h0(s)}) < δ,

∫ 1

0

h0(s)ds = 0.

Define hk by induction as

h̃k+1(s) =

∫ s

0

hk(t)dt, hk+1(s) = h̃k+1(s)−
∫ 1

0

h̃k+1(t)dt.

Hence, for k ≥ 0, we have

djhk
dsj

= hk−j,

∫ 1

0

hk(s)ds =

∫ 1

0

(

h̃k(s)−
∫ 1

0

h̃k(t)dt

)

ds = 0,

and

‖hk‖L∞ ≤ ‖hk−1‖L∞ ≤ · · · ≤ ‖h0‖L∞ .

Since w̄ = w2 − w1 =
(

v̄, Ū
)

∈ Λ, by Lemma 3.1, there exists a ξ ∈ Rd\{0} such that

(̄w)h(x · ξ) is a subsolution. Let q̄ be the corresponding function such that Ūη+ q̄η = 0. For
a given large constant λ ∈ R, let

v′ = λ−6∆3[v̄h6(λξ · x)φ], U′ = λ−6∆3[Ūh6(λξ · x)φ], q′ = λ−6∆3[q̄h6(λξ · x)φ],

and

v′′ = −∇∆−1∇ · v′, U′′ = R[B(v′ + v′′)−∇q′ −∇ ·U′].

Define

w = (v,U) = (v′ + v′′,U′ +U′′).

It suffices to show that w is the function which satisfies the properties of this lemma.

Direct computation shows that

∇ · v = ∇ · (v′ + v′′) = ∇ · v′ −∇ · ∇∆−1∇ · v′ = 0,
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and

∇ ·U = ∇ ·U′ +∇ · R[Bv −∇q′ −∇ ·U′] = ∇ ·U′ +Bv −∇q′ −∇ ·U′ = Bv −∇q′.

Hence, (v,U) is a subsolution to the system (1) with q = q′ = λ−6∆3[q̄h6(λξ · x)φ]. Further-
more,

v′ = v̄h0(λξ · x)φ+ λ−6v̄ Σ
|β|≥1,|α+β|=6

Cα,β∂
α
xh6(λξ · x)∂βxφ

= v̄h0(λξ · x)φ+ λ−6v̄ Σ
|β|≥1,|α+β|=6

λ|α|Cα,βh6−|α|(λξ · x)∂βxφ,

and

U′ = Ūh0(λξ · x)φ+ λ−6Ū Σ
|β|≥1,|α+β|=6

λ|α|Cα,βξ
αh6−|α|(λξ · x)∂βxφ.

Since supp (n′,U′) ⊂ supp φ, and
∫

(v′,U′)dx = 0, then one has

‖(v′,U′)− (v̄, Ū)h0(λξ · x)φ‖L∞ ≤ C(|v̄| ,
∣

∣Ū
∣

∣ , φ, h0)λ
−1.

It follows from v̄ · ξ = 0 that one has

v′′ = −λ−6∇∆−1∆3∇ · [v̄h6(λξ · x)φ] = −λ−6∇∆2[(v̄ · ∇φ)h6(λξ · x)].

Therefore, supp v′′ ⊂ supp φ,
∫

v′′dx = 0 and

‖v′′‖L∞ ≤ C(|v̄| , φ, h0)λ−1.

As for U′′, since Ū · ξ + q̄ξ = 0, one can compute directly that

U′′ =−R[∇ ·U′ −Bv +∇q′]
=− λ−6R{∆3[∇ · (Ūh6(λξ · x)φ)]−B∆3[v̄h6(λξ · x)φ]
+B∇∆2[(∇φ · v̄)h6(λξ · x)] + ∆3[∇ · (q̄h6(λξ · x)φId)]}

=− λ−6R{∆3[Ū · ∇φh6(λξ · x)]−∆2B[∇((∇φ · v̄)h6(λξ · x))
−∆(v̄h6(λξ · x)φ)] + ∆3[q̄ · ∇φh6(λξ · x)Id]}.

Then,

U′′ = −λ−6R[∆2f ],

where

f = ∆[Ū · ∇φh6(λξ · x)]−B[∇((∇φ · v̄)h6(λξ · x))−∆(v̄h6(λξ · x)φ)] + ∆[q̄ · ∇φh6(λξ · x)Id].
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Hence, supp U′′ ⊂ supp f ⊂ supp φ, and
∫

Rn U
′′dx = 0. Furthermore,

‖U′′‖L∞(Q) = λ−6‖R[∆2f ]‖L∞ ≤ C(|v̄| ,
∣

∣Ū
∣

∣ , φ, h0)λ
−1.

Then, we conclude that

‖w(x)− w̄h0(λξ · x)φ(x)‖L∞ ≤ C(w̄, φ, h0)λ
−1.

For x ∈ Q, it holds that w̄(h0φ)(x) ∈ [−µ2w̄, µ1w̄]. Thus,

dist(w, [w1, w2]) ≤ dist(w̄h0φ, [w1, w2]) + |w − w̄h0(λξ · x)φ|
≤ C(w̄, φ, h0)λ

−1.

Define the disjoint open sets Oi as

Oi =

{

x ∈ O : |w̄h0(λξ · x)φ(x)− wi| < min

(

ε

2
,
|w2 − w1|

4

)}

.

Thus, for x ∈ Oi,

|w(x)− wi| ≤ |w̄h0(λξ · x)φ− wi|+ |w − w̄h0(λξ · x)φ|
≤ ε

2
+ C(w̄, φ, h0)λ

−1.

Therefore, if δ is small enough and λ is large enough, all the properties hold. This finishes
the proof of the lemma.

With these localized plane waves, one can show that the wave cone has the following
properties.

Lemma 3.4. Let Λ be defined as (10), Q1 = (0, 1)d be the open unit cube. Then there
exists a constant C > 0 such that for any (v̄, Ū) ∈ Λ, there exist a sequence of subsolutions
(vk,Uk) ∈ C∞

c (Q;Rd × S
d×d
0 ) such that

(a) dist((vk, Uk), [−(v̄, Ū), (v̄, Ū)]) → 0 uniformly in Q1 as k → ∞;

(b) (vk, Uk) → 0 in the sense of distribution as k → ∞;

(c)
∫

Q1

|vk, Uk|2 (x)dx ≥ C
∣

∣(v̄, Ū)
∣

∣

2
for all k ∈ N.
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Proof. Let w̄ = (v̄, Ū) ∈ Λ. For each k ∈ N, let w = 0 = −w̄/2 + w̄/2, ε = 2−kd/k,
O = Q2−k , applying Lemma 3.3, one can obtain a sequence of subsolutions w̃k ∈ C∞

c (Q2−k)
with corresponding q̃k satisfying

dist(w̃k, [−w̄, w̄]) <
2−kd

k
.

Furthermore, there exist O(k)
i such that

∣

∣w̃k − (−1)iw̄
∣

∣ <
2−kd

k
for x ∈ Oi,

∣

∣

∣
Hd(O(k)

i )− 2−kd−1
∣

∣

∣
<

2−kd

k
.

Let {Q2−k(x(j,k))} be the decomposition of the unit cube Q1 into mutually disjoint cubes
with length 2−k. Denote

wk =

2kd
∑

j=1

w̃k(x− x(j,k)), qk =

2kd
∑

j=1

q̃k(x− x(j,k)).

Note that supp(q̃k) ∈ Q2−k(x(j,k)) since w̃k ∈ C∞
c (Q2−k(x(j,k))) are subsolutions with cor-

responding q̃k. Hence, wk is also a subsolution, and dist(wk, [−w̄, w̄]) → 0 as k → ∞.
Furthermore, since diam(supp w̃k) ≤

√
n2−k → 0, then wk → 0 in the sense of distribution.

By direct computations,

∫

Q1

|wk|2 − |w̄|2 =
2kd
∑

j=1

∫

|wk|2 − |w̄|2 = 2kd
∫

Q
2−k

|w̃k|2 dx− |w̄|2

=
1

|Q2−k |

∫

Q
2−k

|w̃k|2 − |w̄|2 dx

=
1

|Q2−k |

(

2
∑

i=1

∫

Oi

|w̃k|2 − |w̄| dx+
∫

Q
2−k\(O1∪O2)

|w̃k|2 dx− |w̄|2 dx
)

< C
1

k
.

Then, for sufficiently large k, it follows that
∫

Q1

|wk|2 dx ≥ 1

2
|w̄|2 .

We have shown that, even when the source terms are nontrivial, there exist abundant
localized plane waves in Λ−direction. In the next two sections, we aim to construct suitable
relaxation sets for convex integration scheme. This part closely follows [11]. We continue to
use the construction of the relaxation set and prove the compatibility with the wave cone
under the appearance of the nontrivial source terms. For more details, we refer to Sections
4 and 5 in [11].
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4 The case d ≥ 3

For given r > 0, we call a line segment σ ⊂ Rd × S
d×d
0 to be admissible if

(a) σ is contained in the interior of Kco
r ;

(b) σ is parallel to (a, a⊗ a)− (b, b⊗ b) for some a, b ∈ Rd with |a|2 = |b|2 = r and b 6= ±a.

First, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let d ≥ 2, then there exists a constant C = C(d, r) > 0 such that for any
w = (v,U) ∈ K̊co

r , there exists an admissible line segment σ = [w − w̄, w + w̄], w̄ = (v̄, Ū)
such that

|v̄| ≥ C(r − |v|2) and dist(σ, ∂Kco

r ) ≥ 1

2
dist(w, ∂Kco

r ).

Proof. Let w = (v,U) ∈ K̊co
r , then, (v,U) lies in the interior of a convex polytope of Rd×S

d×d
0

spanned by N∗ elements of Kr. Denote such elements by wi = (vi, vi ⊗ vi −
|r|2
d

Id), where

vi ∈ Rd and |vi| = r. Since (v, u) is contained in the interior of the polytope, by possibly
perturbing the wi, we ensure that vi 6= ±vj whenever i 6= j.

By Carathéodory’s theorem, w can be written as a positive convex combination of at most
N + 1 of the wi, where N = d(d+ 3)/2− 1, i.e.

w =
k+1

Σ
i=1

λiwi,

where λi ∈ (0, 1), Σd+1
i=1λi = 1, and 1 ≤ k ≤ N . Assume further that the coefficients are

ordered so that λ1 = max
i
λi. For any j > 1, consider the segment σj = [w− λj

2
(wj −w1), w+

λj

2
(wj − w1)], then

dist(σj , ∂K
co
r ) ≥ 1

2
dist(w, ∂Kco

r ).

In fact, if B = Bρ(w) ⊂ Kco
r , then Kco

r contains the convex hull of B ∪ {w ± λj(wj − w1)},
which obviously contains the open balls Bρ/2(w) for every w ∈ σj .

On the other hand, w − w1 =
k+1

Σ
i=2

λi(wi − w1), so that

|v − v1| ≤ k max
i=2,3,...,k+1

λi |vi − v1| ≤ N max
i=2,3,...,N+1

λi |vi − v1| .
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Let j > 1 be such that λj |vi − v1| = max
i=2,...,k+1

λi |vi − v1|, and let

(v̄, Ū) =
1

2
λj(wj − w1) =

1

2
λj(vj − v1, vj ⊗ vj − v1 ⊗ v1).

Then, σ = [(v,U)− (v̄, Ū), (v,U) + (v̄, Ū)] is contained in the interior of Kco
r , hence it is an

admissible segment. Moreover, by the choice of j, we have

1

4rN
(r2 − |v|2) = 1

4rN
(r + |v|)(r − |v|) ≤ 1

2N
|v − v1| ≤ |v̄| .

This finishes the proof of the lemma.

Furthermore, it should be noted that the admissible line segments are in Λ−directions in
the case d ≥ 3.

Lemma 4.2. Let d ≥ 3, let a, b ∈ Rd be such that |a| = |b| = r for some constant r, and
b 6= ±a, Let (v̄, Ū) = (a, a⊗ a)− (b, b⊗ b). Then, (v̄, Ū) ∈ Λ.

Proof. Since d ≥ 3, there exists a ξ ∈ Rd\{0}, satisfying ξ · a = ξ · b = 0. Then, by directly
computations, we have

ξ · v̄ = ξ · (b− a) = ξ · b− ξ · a = 0,

Ū · ξ = (a⊗ a− b⊗ b) · ξ = ξ · a(a− b) = 0.

Hence, (v̄, Ū) ∈ Λ with associated q = 0.

Lemma 4.3. Let d ≥ 3, Ur := K̊co

r satisfies the perturbation Property (P) and Property (8).

Proof. Note that

Kco
r =

{

(v, u) ∈ R
n × S

n×n
0 : v ⊗ v −U ≤ r

d
Id

}

.

Hence, Property (8) holds.

To show Property (P), let w̄ ∈ Ur, then by Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, we can find w̃ ∈ Λ
such that

[w̄ − w̃, w̄ + w̃] ⊂ Ur, dist([w̄ − w̃, w̄ + w̃], ∂Kco
r ) ≥ 1

2
dist(w̄, ∂Kco

r ).

Furthermore,

|ṽ| ≥ 1

4
C(r − |v̄|2).
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Applying Lemma 3.4 with ε <
1

4
dist(w̄, ∂Kco

r ), we can construct a subsolution w =

(v,U) ∈ C∞
c (Q;Rd × S

d×d
0 ) such that w̄ + w(x) ∈ Ur for all x ∈ Q and

∫

Q

|w(x)|2 dx ≥ 1

2
|w̃|2 ≥ C ′(r − |v̄|2)2

for some constant C ′ > 0. Hence the Property (P) holds.

5 The case d = 2

Consider the case d = 2. Note that in this case, we cannot use Lemma 4.2. In order
to ensure the relaxation set is neither too large nor too small, we need to set up suitable
coordinates and construct the relaxation set explicitly.

Note that, in the case d = 2, the wave cone Λ can be written as

Λ =
{

(v̄, Ū) ∈ (R2\{0})× S
2×2
0 : Ūv̄ · v̄⊥ = 0

}

.

In fact, (v̄, Ū) ∈ Λ if U possesses an eigenvector perpendicular to v. In two dimensions, this
means that v̄⊥ is an eigenvector of v.

We set up new coordinates on the state-space R2 × S
2×2
0 . The state variables (v,U) ∈

R2 × S2×2
0 can be rewritten as

v =

(

a
b

)

, U =

(

c d
d −c

)

.

Let

z = a+ ib, ζ = c+ id.

then, we can write

w = (z, ζ) ∈ R
2 × S

2×2
0 .

Under this coordinates, we can rewrite the relaxation set and wave-cone as

Kr = {(z, ζ) : |z|2 = r and ζ =
1

2
z2},

Λ = {(z, ζ) : Im(z2ζ̄) = 0}.
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Since Kr and Λ are invariant under the transformations

Rθ : (z, ζ) 7→ (zeiθ, ζe2iθ), θ ∈ [0, 2π],

and

(z, ζ) 7→ (z̄, ζ̄).

It’s natural to consider the three-dimensional subspace

L = {(z, ζ) ∈ C× C : Im(ζ) = 0},

where we can use the coordinates (a+ ib, c) ∈ C× R ∼= L. Then, we have

Kr ∩ L = {(
√
r,

1

2
r), (−

√
r,

1

2
r), (i

√
r,−1

2
r), (−i

√
r,−1

2
r)},

and

Λ ∩ L = {(a+ ib, c) : abc = 0}.

For fixed r > 0, we define

fr(a + ib, c) :=

√
r |a|

r
2
+ c

+

√
r |b|

r
2
− c

, |c| < r

2
,

and set

Vr = {(z, c) ∈ L : fr(z, c) < 1, |c| < r

2
}.

Moreover, define

Vr := {(zeiθ, ce2iθ) ∈ C× C : (z, c) ∈ Vr, 0 < |c| < r

2
, θ ∈ R} and Ur := V lc

r , (11)

where the lamination convex hull U lc of the set U with respect to the wave-cone Λ is defined
as

U lc :=
∞
∪
i=0

U (i), (12)

where

U0 = U ,
U (i+1) := U (i) ∪ {tξ + (1− t)ξ′ : ξ, ξ′ ∈ U (i, ξ − ξ′ ∈ Λ, t ∈ [0, 1]}.

Under this definition, we have the following Lemma:

Lemma 5.1. ([11, Corollary 16]) The set Ur satisfied the perturbation Property (P) and
(8).
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6 Proof of Theorem 1.1

The proof of the Theorem 1.1 is divided into two parts. For the first part, we consider the
case in periodic space.

Proposition 6.1. Let d ≥ 2, let v0 be a smooth stationary Euler flow on T
d. Given a smooth

function e(x) > |v0(x)|2 for x ∈ Td. Then, for any σ > 0, there exist infinitely many weak
solutions v ∈ L∞(Td;Rd) to (1) such that |v(x)|2 = e(x) and ‖v − v0‖H−1 ≤ σ.

Proof. Step 1: Functional setup. Let e = e(x) be a positive smooth function. Define

X0 = {w ∈ C∞(Td;Rd × S
d×d
0 ) : w is a subsolution s.t. w(x) ∈ Ue(x) for all x ∈ R

d}.

We claim that X0 is bounded in L2. In fact, let ē = max
x∈Rd

e(x). Notes that, for the set

Kco
ē = {(v,U) ∈ Rd × S

d×d
0 : v ⊗ v −U ≤ e

d
Id}, if w(x) = (v(x),U(x)) ∈ Ue(x) ⊂ Kco

ē , by

taking the trace, we have

|v|2 ≤ ē,

Therefore, ‖v‖2L∞ ≤ ē. Furthermore, since U is symmetric and trace-free, the operator
matrix norm can be estimated as

|U|∞ ≤ (d− 1) |λmin(U)| ,

where λmin(U) denote the smallest eigenvalue of U. In turn, for any ξ ∈ Rd\{0}, we have

−ξTUξ = ξT (v ⊗ v −U)ξ − |vξ|2 ≤ ē

d
.

Therefore, ‖U‖L∞ ≤ ē.

Take the divergence on both side of the equation (5), one has

div div U+∆q = div Bv.

Since w = (v,U) ∈ C∞(Td), one can decompose the term q as q = q1 + q2 where

∆q1 = div Bv and ∆q2 = −div div U.

Note that, v,U ∈ C∞(Td). By standard elliptic estimate, ‖q‖L2 ≤ Cē. Hence, X0 is bounded
in L2. We define X be the closure of X0 in the weak L2 topology, which is metrizable by
boundedness.
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Step 2: X contains smooth stationary flows. Let v0 be a smooth solution of (1) with
pressure p0, and let e = e(x) be a smooth function such that e(x) > |v0(x)|2 for all x ∈ Td.
Let

U0 = v0 ⊗ v0 −
|v0|2
d

Id, q0 = p0 +
|v0|2
d
.

By definition, w0 = (v0,U0) is a subsolution and it satisfies

w0(x) ∈ K|v0|
2(x) for all x ∈ T

d.

By assumption (8), K|v0(x)|
2 ⊂ Ue(x) since e(x) > |v0(x)|2. Hence, w0(x) ∈ Ue(x) for all x ∈ Td.

Therefore,

w0 ∈ X0.

Step 3: Continuity points of I(w) :=
∫

|w|2 dx. The mapping I(w) :=
∫

|w|2 dx for

w ∈ X is a Baire-1 map in X . In fact, consider Iε(w) =
∫

|ρε ∗ w|2 dx, Iε(w) are continuous
functions and Iε(w) → I(w) as ε → 0 for all w ∈ L2. Hence its continuity points form a
residual set in X . On the other hand, Property (P) with an covering and rescaling argument
leads to the following statements: there exists a strictly increasing continuous function Φ̄ :
[0,+∞) → [0,+∞) with Φ̄(0) = 0 such that for any w ∈ X0, there exists a sequence wk ∈ X0

such that

• wk ⇀ w weakly in L2(Td);

•

∫

Tn |wk − w|2 dx ≥ Φ̄(
∫

Tn dist(w(x), Ke(x))).

Consequently, using a diagonal argument and the metrizability of X , continuity points of
the map w →

∫

|w|2 dx in X are subsolutions w such that w(x) ∈ Ke(x) for almost every
x ∈ Tn. Indeed, assume that I is continuous at w ∈ X where

∫

dist(w(x), Ke)dx > ε. Let
wj ∈ X0 satisfy wj ⇀ w with

∫

dist(wj(x), Ke)dx > ε. Let w̃j ∈ X0 such that w̃j − wj ⇀ 0

(as j → ∞) and
∫

|w̃j(x)− wj(x)|2 dx > c(ε). Then, it contradicts with w̃j → w (as j → ∞)
in L2.

Since a residual set in X is dense, there exists a sequence wk = (vk,Uk) ∈ X with
wk(x) ∈ Ke(x) almost everywhere such that wk ⇀ w0. In particular, this means that vk is a
weak stationary solution of (1).

Proposition 6.2. Let d ≥ 2, let Ω be a bounded open subset on Rd. Assume e(x) ∈
Cc(Ω;R+) is a non-trivial smooth function, then there exist infinitely many compact supported
weak solutions v ∈ L∞(Rn) to (1) such that |v(x)|2 = e(x) for a.e. x ∈ Ω.
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Proof. Step 1: Functional setup. Let e = e(x) be a smooth function satisfying supp e(x) ∈
Ω. Let X0 be the set of elements (v,U) ∈ C∞(Rn) such that

• supp (v,U) ⊂ Ω;

• (v,U) is a subsolution to (1);

• (v,U)(x) ∈ Ue(x) for all x ∈ Ω.

We claim that X0 is bounded in L2. In fact, since e(x) ∈ C∞
c (Ω), let ē = max

x∈Rd
e(x). Note

that, if w(x) = (v(x),U(x)) ∈ Ue(x) ⊂ Kco
ē , by taking the trace, we have

|v|2 ≤ ē.

Therefore, ‖v‖L∞ ≤
√
ē. Furthermore, since U is symmetric and trace-free, the operator

matrix norm can be estimated as

|U|∞ ≤ (d− 1) |λmin(U)| .

In turn, for any ξ ∈ Rd\{0}, we have

−ξTUξ = ξT(v ⊗ v −U)ξ − |vξ|2 ≤ ē

d
.

Therefore, ‖U‖L∞ ≤ ē.

Take the divergence on both side of the equation (5), one has

div div U+∆q = div Bv.

Since w = (v,U) ∈ C∞(Ω), one can decompose the term q as q = q1 + q2 where

∆q1 = div Bv and ∆q2 = −div div U.

Note that, both q1 and q2 are compact supported since e ∈ Cc(Ω) and supp(v,U) ⊂ Ω. By
standard elliptic estimate, ‖q‖L2 ≤ Cē. Hence, X0 is bounded in L2. We define X to be the
closure of X0 in the weak L2 topology, which is metrizable by boundedness.

Step 2: X contains smooth stationary flows. By definition, w0 = (0, 0) is a subsolution,
and it suffices to show that w0 ∈ X0. By construction of the relaxation set, for d ≥ 3,
Ue(x) = K̊co

e(x), and by definition, w0 ∈ K̊co
e(x). For d = 2, though in (11), the case c = 0 is

excluded in the definition of Vr, it can be showed that under the induction (12), w0 ∈ Ue(x)

still holds.
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Step 3: Continuity points of I(w) :=
∫

|w|2 dx. The mapping I(w) :=
∫

|w|2 dx for

w ∈ X is a Baire-1 map in X . In fact, consider Iε(w) =
∫

|ρε ∗ w|2 dx, Iε(w) are continuous
functions and Iε(w) → I(w) as ε → 0 for all w ∈ L2. Hence its continuity points form a
residual set in X . On the other hand, property (P) with an covering and rescaling argument
leads to the following statements: there exists a continuous strictly increasing function Φ̄ :
[0,+∞) → [0,+∞) with Φ̄(0) = 0 such that for any w ∈ X0, there exists a sequence wk ∈ X0

such that

• wk ⇀ w weakly in L2(Rd);

•

∫

Rd |wk − w|2 dx ≥ Φ̄(
∫

Rd dist(w(x), Ke(x))).

Consequently, using a diagonal argument and the metrizability of X , continuity points of
the map w →

∫

|w|2 dx in X are subsolutions w such that w(x) ∈ Ke(x) for almost every
x ∈ R

d. Indeed, assume that I continuous at w ∈ X where
∫

dist(w(x), Ke)dx > ε. Let
wj ∈ X0 satisfying wj ⇀ w with

∫

dist(wj(x), Ke)dx > ε. Let w̃j ∈ X0 such that w̃j−wj ⇀ 0

(as j → ∞) and
∫

|w̃j(x)− wj(x)|2 dx > c(ε). Then, it contradicts with w̃j → w (as j → ∞)
in L2.

Since a residual set in X is dense, there exists a sequence wk = (vk,Uk) ∈ X with
wk(x) ∈ Ke(x) almost everywhere such that wk ⇀ w0. In particular, this means that vk is a
weak stationary solution of (1).

Combining Propositions 6.1 and 6.2, we complete the proof of the Theorem 1.1.
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