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ABSTRACT

In the present work, we show the existence and uniqueness of the two-dimensional turbulent vorticity
term under conditions given on the weak solutions to the classical incompressible Navier-Stokes
problem in a compact domain R with periodic boundary conditions and initial conditions in Sobolev
space Hm(R). To achieve this, we derive a pressureless incompressible system and calculate kinetic
energy quantities on the turbulent vorticity from the properties of the classical curl. Finally, since the
system obtained is algebraic, we experimented with the possibilities of reducing it by applying the
Rosenfeld-Gröbner algorithm.
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Introduction

It is a well-known practice to use the rotational operator on the Navier-Stokes equations to derive pressureless systems.
However, we have not come across similar approaches for the Navier-Stokes equations that take into consideration
velocities for the two-scale decomposition of the flow, as outlined in the Reynolds-Averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS)
equations statement before the time average hypothesis is considered. The system of equations obtained includes
non-linear differential polynomials, the factorization of which corresponds to limit cases that could also be obtained
from scenarios with small parameters. We look for terms that persist during different algebraic simplifications, to
estimate the maximum time of existence and uniqueness of a classical solution, and to recommend using algorithms
from the theory of differential algebra to investigate the multiplicity of formal solutions beyond that maximum time. It
is our belief that this method gives a unique perspective on exploring causal terms in various turbulent scenarios.

Olga Ladyzhenskaya, stated the: “Problem 1. Do the Navier-Stokes equations together with the initial and boundary
conditions actually give a deterministic description of the dynamics of an incompressible fluid?”[19, p. 252]. However,
there are inaccuracies in the description of flows given by ideal models and real fluids [13, 14]. In particular, there is
turbulence, and study of fluid dynamics, especially turbulent flow, is pivotal in engineering applications. The Reynolds-
averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS) equations remain central in this field and offer valuable insights to increasingly
complex problems relating to the flow of fluids.

In this article, we lay the existence and uniqueness foundations for our search for sufficient conditions to establish
well-posed problems in the context of the algebraically simplified cases of the Reynolds-Averaged Navier-Stokes
equations (RANS). Our far-reaching objective is to establish the conditions required for the existence and uniqueness of
periodic solutions, which are empirically observed, and for which, even recently, no mathematical proofs have been
reported, such as the case of a fluid flowing past a cylinder and having Reynolds numbers between 50 and 250 [25].
Moreover, we hope that the identification of the terms that prevail in the limit when the viscosity tends to zero will allow
us to propose explanations for why this periodicity is lost for Reynolds numbers greater than 250 [25]. The results
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Figure 1: R= [0, L1]× [0, L2]× [0, L3]

obtained in this research were presented, without detailed proofs, at the Engineering Mechanics Institute Conference
and Probabilistic Mechanics & Reliability Conference (EMI/PMC 2024).

In particular, we see value in examining the theoretical implications of the issues associated with the RANS approach to
gain insight into the dynamics of the Earth’s Atmosphere. The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC)
states that “Atmospheric models include representations of (...) turbulence, convection and gravity waves that are not
fully represented by grid-scale dynamics”[28, p. 277]. Both the general existence and uniqueness problem and the
specific need to address this Issues point us towards the broader question at hand: Do the limit models derived from
Reynolds-Averaged Navier-Stokes Equations’ problems could give a better understanding of the dynamics of a turbulent
fluid in the Atmosphere? We would like to highlight that there are very few fundamental results on local and global
existence and uniqueness of solutions for a two scale decomposition of the flow, as it appears on the RANS equations
[23, p. 126] and LES initial statements of the problem [26, p. 11], [21, 22].

We analyze the new system of equations with both the classical energy method, and as a system of differential
polynomials through the Rosenfeld-Gröbner algorithm [7], [6], and [1]. In recent years, the field of differential algebra
has been extending its reach, offering a promising alternative approach for gaining ground against complex differential
systems. We propose analyzing fluid dynamics theory from an algebraic standpoint. This is achieved through the
implementation of Rosenfeld-Gröbner algorithms, a method pioneered by Francois Boulier. Boulier’s extensive work in
differential algebra provides the main framework for our investigation [3]. We aim to obtain decomposed systems of
from the original system of equations.

1 Problem Statement

Here, we present the general form obtained by applying the rotational to the Navier-Stokes equations where the velocity
is split as a linear combination of two parts, v + ṽ, where v, ṽ ∈ C∞(D) are infinitely differentiable functions on
R= [0, L1]× [0, L2]× [0, L3], for fixed L1, L2, L3 > 0, so that the results can be extended to starshaped real domains
(where any ray with an origin in a fixed point has a unique common point with the topological boundary of the domain)
and distributions in the Sobolev spaces W k

p (R), with p ∈ [1,∞), thanks to the fact that, in particular, C∞(R) is dense
in W k

p (R) if R is a rectangular prism.
Remark 1. While a necessary and sufficient condition for a distribution in a Sobolev space to be the limit of a
succession of analytic functions is unknown it is possible to assume that the domain is starshaped with respect to a point
to say that the space C∞(R̄) of infinitely differentiable functions on a domain D is dense in the Sobolev space W k

p (R)
of distributions on R with derivatives of order 0 ≤ l ≤ k in the Lebesgue space Lp(R), for p ∈ [1,∞). Therefore, we
can just assume that the domain is a rectangular prism R and v is an element of the space C∞(R̄) that satisfies both
the Leibinz rule for the product derivative, the Gauss-Green formula [31, p. 699], and the generalisation of Schwarz’s
Theorem [31, p. 280] to exchange the order of the generalised second partial derivatives with respect to the spatial and
temporal independent variables [29, 30].
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Figure 2: Periodic boundary conditions at ∂R

Theorem 1. Let p,v, ṽ ∈ C1
(
[0, T ), C∞(R̄)

)
, for some 0 < T < ∞, with periodic conditions for v and ṽ at ∂R,

where ∂R denotes the topological boundary of R. This is, v(x1, x2, x3, t) = v(x1 + L1, x2 + L2, x3 + L3, t), and
ṽ(x1, x2, x3, t) = ṽ(x1 + L1, x2 + L2, x3 + L3, t), ∀(x1, x2, x3) ∈ ∂R. If v, ṽ, and p verify the following system of
equations: 

∇ · v = 0,

∇ · ṽ = 0,
D(v+ṽ)

Dt = ν∆(v + ṽ)−∇p.

(1)

Then, for at least one point x0 = (x0
1, x

0
2, x

0
3) ∈ R, v and ṽ satisfy:

∂ω

∂t
+

∂ω̃

∂t
+ (v · ∇)ω + (ṽ · ∇)ω̃ + (v · ∇)ω̃ + (ṽ · ∇)ω − ν∆(ω + ω̃) = 0, (2)

where ∆ denotes the Laplacian operator, ω = ∇× v, and ω̃ = ∇× ṽ.

Proof. In order to obtain Eq. (10), we will integrate each term on both sides of the Conservation of Momentum Law of
Eq. (1) over the entire physical domain R:∫∫∫

R

(
D(v + ṽ)

Dt

)
dx =

∫∫∫
R

(ν∆(v + ṽ)−∇p)dx,

where dx = dx1dx2dx3 is the volume differential in R3. By the monotone convergence theorem [31], if:

∇×
(∫∫∫

R

(
D(v + ṽ)

Dt

)
dx

)
= ∇×

(∫∫∫
R

(ν∆(v + ṽ)−∇p)dx

)
,

then, ∫∫∫
R

(
∇× D(v + ṽ)

Dt

)
dx =

∫∫∫
R

(∇× (ν∆(v + ṽ)−∇p)) dx. (3)

Given that v, ṽ ∈ C∞(D) and the Schwarz theorem, we can exchange the order of derivation. Because both v and ṽ
have zero divergence and periodic conditions, by direct calculations and integration by parts, the left hand side of Eq.
(3) becomes: ∫∫∫

R

(
∇× D(v + ṽ)

Dt

)
dx =

∫∫∫
R

(A1 +B1 +M1 +M2 +M3 +M4) dx,

where:
A1 =

∂

∂t
(∇× v) , B1 =

∂

∂t
(∇× ṽ) .

M2 +M3 = (v · ∇) (∇× ṽ) + (ṽ · ∇) (∇× v) ,

and
M4 = (ṽ · ∇) (∇× ṽ) .

On the right hand,
∇× (ν∆(v + ṽ)−∇p) = ν∆((∇× v) + (∇× ṽ)) .

We can remove the triple integral through the Intermediate Value Theorem [32, p. 124], knowing there is at least one
x0 ∈ R such that, putting together the expressions for the left and right hand sides, we obtain Eq. (10).
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2 Existence and Uniqueness Theorems

In light of the problem statement above, the system that arises is algebraic. This allows for the classical energy method
to be applied in order to obtain estimates and quantities that are unaffected by viscosity, and only dependant on the
initial and boundary conditions.

Remark 2. If f = (f1, f2, f3), g = (g1, g2, g3) ∈ L2(R;R3), we denote its inner product as: (f , g)0 =∫∫∫
R
(f · g) dx =

∫∫∫
R
(f1g1 + f2g2 + f3g3) dx. Similarly, (f, f)0 = ∥f∥20=

∫∫∫
R

(
f2
1 + f2

2 + f2
3

)
dx. Addi-

tionally, let ∂k
α be a differential operator that express the partial derivative of absolute order k with order α for the

different spatial variables: ∂k
α = ∂k

∂xα1∂xα2∂xα3
, where α = (α1, α2, α3) ∈ N3 and α1 + α2 + α3 = k.

Lemma 1. Let f , g ∈ C1
(
[0, T ), C∞(R̄)

)
, for some 0 < T < ∞ satisfy periodic conditions at ∂R, such that

∇ · f = 0. In that case, for k ∈ N, α = (α1, α2, α3) ∈ N3 and α1 + α2 + α3 = k, we have that:
(
∂f
∂t ,f)0 = 1

2
∂
∂t (f ,f)0 = 1

2
∂
∂t∥f∥

2
0;

((f · ∇)f ,f)0 = 0;

((f · ∇)g,f)0 = −((f · ∇)f , g)0;

((f · ∇)f , g)0 = −((f · ∇)g,f)0;

(∂k
α∆f , ∂k

αg)0 = −(∇∂k
αf ,∇∂k

αg)0.

(4)

Proof. Direct calculation, integration by parts, and applying the Schwarz theorem to interchange the order of the partial
derivatives lead to each of the above identities.

Lemma 2. Assume the same conditions as the Theorem 1. Therefore, using the energy method, we find that:

1

2

∂

∂t

∥∥∂k
αw̃

∥∥2
0
+

(
∂k
α

(
∂ω

∂t

)
, ∂k

αω̃

)
0

+
(
(∂k

α [(v · ∇)ω] , ∂k
αω̃

)
0
+

+
(
(∂k

α [(ṽ · ∇)ω̃] , ∂k
αω̃

)
0
+
(
∂k
α [(v · ∇)ω̃] , ∂k

αω̃
)
0
+
(
(∂k

α [(ṽ · ∇)ω] , ∂k
αω̃

)
0
+

+ ν
(
∂k
α∇ω, ∂k

α∇ω̃
)
0
+ ν∥∂k

α∇ω̃∥20= 0, (5)

∀k ∈ N and ∀α = (α1, α2, α3) ∈ N3 such that k = α1 + α2 + α3.

Proof. Consider the Eq. (1), and apply the differential operator ∂k
α to each of its terms:

∂k
α

[
∂ω

∂t
+

∂ω̃

∂t
+ (v · ∇)ω + (ṽ · ∇)ω̃ + (v · ∇)ω̃ + (ṽ · ∇)ω − ν∆(ω + ω̃)

]
= 0. (6)

Now, we apply the inner product in the Lebesgue space L2(R;R3) of each side of Eq. (6) with ∂k
αω̃. According to the

properties established in Eq. (4), we reach Eq. (5).

Corollary 1. If k = 0:

1

2

∂

∂t
∥ω̃∥20 +

(
∂ω

∂t
, ω̃

)
0

+ ((v · ∇)ω , ω̃)0 + ((ṽ · ∇)ω̃ , ω̃)0 + ((v · ∇)ω̃ , ω̃)0 +

+ ((ṽ · ∇)ω , ω̃)0 + ν (∇ω,∇ω̃)0 + ν ∥∇ω̃∥20 = 0. (7)

In particular, for planar fields v = (v1, v2, 0), ṽ = (ṽ1, ṽ2, 0):

1

2

∂

∂t
∥ω̃∥20 +

(
∂ω

∂t
, ω̃

)
0

= 0. (8)

Proof. Here, we can recall the relationships between the inner product and the norm in the Lebesgue Space of Eq. (4)
for R and periodic boundary conditions for both v and ṽ over ∂R to deduce Eq. (7). Moreover, if v and ṽ are two
dimensional, by definition of ω and ω̃, the components ω1, ω2, ω̃1, ω̃2 = 0, and ω3, ω̃3 are independent of x3, so that
the terms: ∥∇ω∥20 = 0 and (∇ω,∇ω̃)0 = 0.
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Theorem 2. Let p,v, ṽ ∈ C1
(
[0, T ), C∞(R̄)

)
, for some 0 < T < ∞, with initial conditions v0 = v(·, 0), ṽ0 =

ṽ(·, 0) ∈ V m(R), for m ≥ 2, and periodic conditions for v and ṽ at ∂R. Assume that (v, ṽ, p) is a solution of:
∇ · v = 0,
Dv
Dt = ν∆v −∇p,

∇ · ṽ = 0,
D(v+ṽ)

Dt = ν∆(v + ṽ)−∇p.

(9)

Additionally, if the dimension n = 2, R = (0, L1)× (0, L− 2), there exist a unique weak solution ω̃ = ∇× ṽ such
that:

∂ω

∂t
+

∂ω̃

∂t
+ (v · ∇)ω + (ṽ · ∇)ω̃ + (v · ∇)ω̃ + (ṽ · ∇)ω − ν∆(ω + ω̃) = 0, (10)

for a finite time T < 0.

Proof. First, we recall the Picard Theorem for Banach Spaces, and consider the subspace of divergence free distributions
V m(R) of the Sobolev space Hm(R) = W k,2 (R), whose elements f , and weak derivatives ∂k

αf have finite kinetic
energy for 0 ≤ k ≤ m. Second, we notice that the Conservation of Volume and Momentum laws corresponding to
v have a unique weak solution v ∈ C1

(
[0, T );Ck(Rn)

)
, for a finite time T < 0, and whose vorticity ω = ∇ × v

satisfies a non-linear parabolic partial equation with a Maximum Principle, and the classical energy constraints. Finally,
we extend the application of the Gagliardo-Niremberg inequalities to the convective terms of the form (f · ∇g), and
apply the Grönwall lemma to verify uniqueness.

Let B is a Banach space with a distance ∥.∥B , and U ⊂ B is an open subset in B, then F : U → B is a Lipschitz
operator if there is a magnitude L such that

∥F (x)− F (y)∥B ≤ L ∥x− y∥B , ∀x, y ∈ U.

Assume a fixed initial condition f(0) = f0 ∈ C∞(R̄) of f(t) ∈ B. Let U = BR
f0

⊂ B an open ball with center in f0

and radius R. If F : U → B is a bounded, continuous and a Lipschitz operator in U , then there is a unique generalized
solution f ∈C1 ([0, T ) ;U) to:

∂f

∂t
= F (f (t)) , (11)

for that initial condition, and for t ∈ [0, T ), where T = min
(
R
M , 1

L

)
and M > 0 is a bound of F is on U [4].

Let B = Hk (R). This is, f and ∂m
α f belong to the Lebesgue space L2 (R) for all 0 ≤ m ≤ k. Hk (R) is a Banach

space [30]. In particular, V k (R) is the subspace of Hk (R) of divergence free fields. The norm is indicated as:
∥·∥B= ∥·∥m, where (f , g)m =

∑
0≤k≤m

∫∫∫
R
(Dkf ·Dkg)dx is an inner product on Hm(R), and ∥f∥m= (f ,f)m.

This result has been applied to show that the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations of system (9) with an initial
condition v0 ∈ V m(R) have a weak unique solution v ∈ V m(R) for a finite time T > 0 [4].

We define the operator F :Hm(R) → Hm(R):

F (ω̃) = −∂ω

∂t
− (v · ∇)ω − (ṽ · ∇)ω̃ − (v · ∇)ω̃ − (ṽ · ∇)ω + ν∆(ω + ω̃),

with: 

F1(ω̃) = −∂ω
∂t ,

F2(v,ω) = −(v · ∇)ω,

F3(ṽ, ω̃) = − (ṽ · ∇)ω̃,

F4(v, ω̃) = −(v · ∇)ω̃,

F5(ṽ,ω) = −(ṽ · ∇)ω,

F6(ω) = ν∆ω,

F7(ω̃) = ν∆ω̃.

(12)

The first operator, F1, is determined by the parabolic equation satisfied by ω, where ∂ω
∂t + (v · ∇ω) = ν∆ω, that is

naturally reduced to an equation for the third component ω3 of ω = (ω1, ω2, ω3). The last two Laplacian operators,
F6 and F7, are bounded and Lipschitz operators in V m(R). The second operator, F2 inherits this properties from the
classical case, where one can apply the Gagliardo-Niremberg inequalities. As far as we know, there are no improvements
of the Gagliardo-Niremberg classical inequalities as it appear in [3, 4, 26], and [5, p. 81].
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Figure 3: Experimental results

3 Experiments on multiplicity

Our empirical experiments suggest that the 3D Navier-Stokes equations as well as the 3D Reynolds-averaged Navier-
Stokes equations (RANS) are irreducible as it is shown in the Figure 3 above. After attempting to utilize Boulier’s
algorithm on either Navier-Stokes or Reynolds-averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS) equations, the algorithm fails to
converge unless the dimension is n = 2 and the problem is restated in terms of the stream-function. The complexity of
the convective derivative has proved to be a major challenge in the path towards solving complex differential systems.

4 Conclusions

If we consider the existence and uniqueness of a classical velocity in the Navier-Stokes incompressible equations
over a two dimensional domain for a finite time, then, we might think about the associated fluctuation properties as a
consequence the original classical variables. The symmetry showed in the vorticity equations show that the fluctuation
itself depends on the original one. Moreover, the application of Differential Algebra methods through the algorithm
developed by Boulier and Lemaire allow new possible reductions and comparisons in the turbulent regime.

From the existence and uniqueness point of view, we will review the Maximum Principles available for quasi-linear
parabolic equations (For example, those given by Oleinik in 1963.) to see if the result might be extended to n = 3. We
would like to see the impact of different classical vorticity ω frequencies over ω̃. In this direction, we will experiment
with the algorithm to count rational solutions over differential polynomial systems; in particular, for periodic solutions.
We greatly appreciate the support of the Universidad Iberoamericana Ciudad de México in the framework of the 18th
call for scientific, humanistic and technological research 2023; in particular, the Direction of Research and Graduate
Studies. We deeply appreciate the constant support of our families, friends and colleagues, without whom any journey
would only be a dream.
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