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ON THE CONVERGENCE OF TRAJECTORY STATISTICAL SOLUTIONS

ANNE C. BRONZI, CECILIA F. MONDAINI, AND RICARDO M. S. ROSA

Abstract. In this work, a recently introduced general framework for trajectory statistical solutions is

considered, and the question of convergence of families of such solutions is addressed. Conditions for the

convergence are given which rely on natural assumptions related to a priori estimates for the individual

solutions of typical approximating problems. The first main result is based on the assumption that the

superior limit of suitable families of compact subsets of carriers of the family of trajectory statistical solutions

be included in the set of solutions of the limit problem. The second main result is a version of the former

in the case in which the approximating family is associated with a well-posed system. These two results are

then applied to the inviscid limit of incompressible Navier-Stokes system in two and three spatial dimensions,

showing, in particular, the existence of trajectory statistical solutions to the two- and three-dimensional Euler

equations, in the context of weak and dissipative solutions, respectively. Another application of the second

main result is on the Galerkin approximations of statistical solutions of the three-dimensional Navier-Stokes

equations.
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1. Introduction

The theory of statistical solutions for the Navier-Stokes equations, initiated by Foias and Prodi in the

early 1970s [33, 34, 39], and followed by Vishik and Fursikov later in the decade [64, 65], has seen many

advances in relation to the theory of turbulence in fluid flow problems [35, 52, 22, 7, 26, 36, 43, 38, 37, 5,

23, 57, 68, 50, 59, 8]. The concept has also been adapted to a number of other specific equations, or specific

classes of equations, for which a well-defined evolution semigroup does not exist or is not known to exist

[47, 44, 3, 46, 60, 12]. Later on, [40] developed a slightly different formulation of the statistical solutions in

[64, 65] which is compatible with those in [33, 34, 39], in the way that projections of the solutions in this

new formulation become solutions in the sense of the latter.

More recently, inspired by [40], the authors introduced, in [13], a general framework applicable to a wide

range of equations and containing the main results on the existence of statistical solutions for an associated

initial-valued problem, based on natural and amenable conditions. This greatly facilitates the application

of the notion of statistical solution both to the Navier-Stokes equations and to other systems. In this

manuscript, we address the problem of convergence of families of statistical solutions, within this general

framework.

Approximating a given problem is of fundamental importance in every branch of Mathematics, both pure

and applied, and in many scientific fields and applications. This is no different in regards to statistical

solutions. Be it with the aim of proving the existence of solutions, or in relation to asymptotic analysis,

numerical computations and other investigations on the nature of the given problem. With this in mind,

we present a couple of general results on the limit of trajectory statistical solutions and apply the results

to the Euler equations as inviscid limits of the Navier-Stokes equations and to the Galerkin approximations

of the Navier-Stokes equations. The inviscid limit is treated both in the two- and three-dimensional cases.

In particular, our results show the existence of trajectory statistical solution to the limit Euler equations.

The Galerkin approximation is considered in the three-dimensional viscous case, yielding, in particular, a

different proof of existence of statistical solutions for the three-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations than

given in [40, 13], see Remark 4.4.

Our two main results concern conditions for the limit of trajectory statistical solutions, of a given family of

problems, to be a trajectory statistical solution of the limit problem. The first result, Theorem 3.1, concerns

the more general case of a family of trajectory statistical solutions associated with an approximate problem

which is not necessarily well-posed. The second result, Theorem 3.2, concerns the special case in which

the family of trajectory statistical solutions of the approximate problem is associated with a well-defined

semigroup of individual solutions, although, at the limit, the well-posedness may not stand.

We recall that a U-trajectory statistical solution, as introduced in [13], is a Borel probability measure ρ

which is tight and is carried by a Borel subset of a set U on a space X = Cloc(I,X) of continuous functions

from a real interval I into a Hausdorff space X , with X endowed with the topology of uniform convergence

on compact subsets of I (see Definition 3.1). The term solution here is in regards to the problem of finding

such Borel probability measure carried inside U . This is not a problem per se, because any Dirac measure

carried at an individual element in U is a trajectory statistical solution, but the problem becomes nontrivial

when associated with an initial condition Πt0ρ = µ0, where Πt0 : X → X is the projection at a “initial” time

t0 ∈ I and µ0 is a given “initial” measure on X . In applications, U is, for example, associated with the set

of solutions of a given differential equation, with values in a phase space X , such as the Leray-Hopf weak

solutions of the 3D Navier-Stokes equations.
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Suppose now that we have a family {ρε}ε∈E of Uε-trajectory statistical solutions, for some index set E and

with Uε ⊂ X . Think of Uε as the space of solutions of a given differential equation depending on a parameter

ε (e.g. the Leray-Hopf weak solutions of the 3D Navier-Stokes equations with the viscosity as the parameter,

or a numerical approximation of a given equation depending on a certain discretization parameter) and of U

as a set of solutions of the limit problem (e.g. dissipative solutions of the Euler equations). We establish, in

Theorem 3.1, suitable conditions on the net {ρε}ε∈E so that it converges (passing to a subnet if necessary),

in a certain sense, to a U-trajectory statistical solution ρ. More precisely, Theorem 3.1 imposes a uniform

tightness assumption on {ρε}ε along with a suitable condition relating the limit of compact subsets of Uε to

U , i.e. concerning the limit of approximate individual solutions.

Theorem 3.2 treats the special case in applications where each member in the family of approximating

equations possesses a well-defined solution operator Sε : X → X . Namely, Sε takes each initial datum

u0,ε ∈ X to the unique trajectory uε = uε(t) in X of the corresponding approximate equation satisfying the

initial condition uε(t0) = u0,ε. In this case, a set of assumptions is required from the family of operators

{Sε}ε∈E to guarantee that, given any initial probability measure µ0 on X and suitable measures {µε}ε∈E on

X approximating µ0 in a certain sense, the family of measures ρε = Sεµε, ε ∈ E , on X has a convergent

subnet to a U-trajectory statistical solution ρ such that Πt0ρ = µ0.

In applications, such assumptions translate to verifying the following for the approximating equations:

(i) continuous dependence of solutions of each approximating equation with respect to initial data lying in

compact sets; (ii) suitable parameter-uniform a priori estimates; and (iii) convergence of individual solutions

of the approximating systems starting from a fixed compact set towards a solution of the limit equation.

This latter condition is weaker than the corresponding condition in Theorem 3.1 and more natural in this

context, and for this reason we do not apply Theorem 3.1 directly to prove Theorem 3.2; see Remark 3.6.

The applications are treated in detail in Section 4. The first example, in Section 4.2, concerns the inviscid

limit of the Navier-Stokes equations to the Euler equations in the two-dimensional case, illustrating an

application of Theorem 3.2. We consider, more precisely, the set of weak solutions of the 2D Euler equations

with periodic boundary conditions and initial vorticity in Lr, with 2 ≤ r < ∞. In this case, a semigroup

is not known to exist at the inviscid limit, but the viscous approximation has a well defined semigroup

associated to weak solutions of the 2D Navier-Stokes equations under this setting (see Theorem 4.1).

The second example, in Section 4.3, is the inviscid limit of the Navier-Stokes equations to the Euler

equations in three dimensions, where we consider periodic boundary conditions and initial data in L2. For

the 3D Euler equations, we consider the corresponding set of dissipative solutions, whereas for the 3D

Navier-Stokes equations we consider the set of Leray-Hopf weak solutions. This provides an application

of Theorem 3.1, given that no semigroup is available under this setting, neither at the limit, nor for the

approximating family (see Theorem 4.2). Here, the verification of item (iii), namely the convergence of

individual solutions of the 3D Navier-Stokes equations towards a solution of 3D Euler is in general a delicate

issue, but is nevertheless known to hold within the context of dissipative solutions for Euler. See a more

detailed discussion on this in Section 4.1, and also Proposition 4.4.

Our final example is given in Section 4.4 and concerns a spectral spatial discretization of the 3D Navier-

Stokes equations given by the standard Galerkin approximation. Since the initial-value problem associated

to the Galerkin system is well-posed, this gives another application of Theorem 3.2. Moreover, as we point

out in Remark 4.2 and Remark 4.3 below, the flexibility provided by the framework of Theorem 3.2 with the

approximating initial measures {µε}ε∈E allows not only for the natural example given by Galerkin projections
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of a given initial measure µ0 for the limiting system, namely µε = µm = Pmµ0, but also the example of

Monte Carlo approximations of µ0, provided the required conditions from Theorem 3.2 are met.

Regarding the first two applications, we first note that the two-dimensional inviscid limit that we present

here for the periodic case has also been treated by Wagner and Wiedemann [67], in the whole space, with

no forcing term. The result in [67] uses the general framework given in [13], and we take this opportunity to

show how the general framework developed here, specifically in Theorem 3.2, can be applied to simplify the

corresponding proof. Moreover, differently than [67], our application allows the presence of a time-dependent

forcing term.

In regard to the application for the inviscid limit in 3D, we point out that a similar question was tackled in

[31], although in the context of a certain notion of statistical solution in phase space called Friedman-Keller

statistical solution [29, 30], which particularly takes into account the temporal evolution of multi-point spatial

correlations in the flow. Specifically, [31] shows two main results. The first concerns an equivalence between

the definitions of Friedman-Keller statistical solution and Foias-Prodi statistical solution from [33, 34, 39] for

the 3D Navier-Stokes equations. Secondly, it is shown that, under a certain statistical scaling assumption,

any suitable sequence of Friedman-Keller statistical solutions for the 3D Navier-Stokes equations converges,

up to a subsequence, towards a corresponding one for the 3D Euler equations under the inviscid limit, in a

certain time-averaged sense.

While the statements of our general convergence results, Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2, are given with

respect to statistical solutions in trajectory space, we note that a general notion of statistical solution in phase

space was given in our previous work, [13]. These consist of time-parametrized families of Borel probability

measures on X satisfying suitable regularity conditions and a Liouville-type equation associated with an

evolution equation du/dt = F (t, u). We also show in [13] that any suitably regular trajectory statistical

solution ρ on X yields a phase-space statistical solution via the time projections µt = Πtρ, t ∈ I, called

a projected statistical solution, although the converse might not necessarily hold. As such, if {Πtρε}t∈I ,

ε ∈ E , is a collection of projected statistical solutions for which {ρε}ε∈E satisfies our conditions guaranteeing

convergence to a trajectory statistical solution ρ in ε, then it follows immediately from the continuity of

the projection operator Πt, together with the notion of convergence in the space of probability measures we

consider, that Πtρε converges to Πtρ in ε, for each t ∈ I. Therefore, under such conditions and provided ρ

is sufficiently regular, the projected statistical solutions {Πtρε}t∈I , ε ∈ E , converge to a projected statistical

solution of the limit problem, namely {Πtρ}t∈I .

Moreover, we recall that, as shown in one of the applications from [13], any suitable projected statistical

solution of the Navier-Stokes equations is also a Foias-Prodi statistical solution, and hence it corresponds

to a Friedman-Keller statistical solution as in [31]. Thus, in comparison to the aforementioned inviscid

convergence result from [31], it would be interesting to investigate: (a) whether a projected statistical solution

of the Euler equations corresponds to a solution in the Friedman-Keller sense, or, more generally, whether

the notion of phase-space statistical solutions of the Euler equations, in the sense of [13], is equivalent to the

concept of Friedman-Keller statistical solutions for such equations; and (b) what is the relation between the

required assumptions and type of convergence from the result in [31] and the pointwise-in-time convergence

for projected statistical solutions implied by our current results. We leave such investigation for future work.

We emphasize that, besides these illustrative applications, the framework is quite general and several

other limiting problems fit within the scope of our theory. For example, the results apply to various differ-

ent numerical discretizations; to the viscous approximations of the inviscid magnetohydrodynamic (MHD)

equations; to the NSE-α and MHD-α models as regularized approximations of the NSE and MHD equations,
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respectively; to compressible approximations of the incompressible 3D NSE equations; and to approximations

of other models such as reaction-diffusion equations and nonlinear wave equations [11, 13].

To further connect with the existing literature, we mention that there are a number of previous results

concerning the limit of statistical solutions in various senses, with the majority given in the context of the

Navier-Stokes equations. Those include the inviscid limit of the Navier-Stokes equations (or a damped version

of it) towards the Euler equations in [18, 23], besides the previously mentioned work [67]; the vanishing α

limit of the α-Navier-Stokes equations [66, 11]; the Navier-Stokes equations as the limit of the viscoelastic

Navier-Stokes-Voigt model [58]; and the infinite Prandtl number limit of Rayleigh-Bénard convection [68].

Our results, however, instead of focusing on a specific model, apply to a general framework that can be more

easily verified in specific cases.

It is also worth mentioning a yet another notion of statistical solution based on the concept of Markov

selection, developed in [17], for general class of evolutionary problems, and in [28], in the context of weak

solutions of the barotropic Navier-Stokes systems, inspired by previous works in the context of stochastic

equations [32, 10]. The connection of this type of statistical solution with our theory and the limiting process

of such solutions is not clear but is currently under investigation.

This manuscript is organized as follows. Section 2 recalls the necessary background on certain functional

analytical and measure theoretical tools, including the notions of convergence in spaces of probability mea-

sures that we consider. Our general results on convergence of statistical solutions are given in Section 3.

Finally, Section 4 presents our applications of these general results, namely the convergence of trajectory

statistical solutions in the 2D and 3D inviscid limits, and the Galerkin approximations.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we briefly recall the basic topological and measure theoretical concepts underlying our

framework. For further details, we refer to e.g. [2, 9, 13, 41, 63].

2.1. Functional setting. Given a topological vector space X , we denote its dual by X ′ and the correspond-

ing duality product as 〈·, ·〉X′,X . We employ the notation Xw to indicate that X is endowed with its weak

topology, whereas X ′
w∗ stands for X ′ endowed with the weak-star topology. Notice that, for any topological

vector space X , the space X ′
w∗ is always a Hausdorff locally convex topological vector space ([27, Section

1.11.1]). Further, if X is in particular a Banach space, we denote its norm by ‖ · ‖X, and by ‖ · ‖X′ the usual

operator norm in the dual space X ′.

For any Hausdorff space X and interval I ⊂ R, we denote by C(I,X) the space of continuous paths

in X defined on I, i.e. the space of all functions u : I → X which are continuous. When C(I,X) is

endowed with the compact-open topology, we denote X = Cloc(I,X). Here, the subscript “loc” refers to the

fact that this topology is based on compact subintervals of I. We recall that when X is a uniform space,

the compact-open topology in Cloc(I,X) coincides with the topology of uniform convergence on

compact subsets [48, Theorem 7.11]. In particular, this holds when X is a topological vector space, which

is the case in both applications presented in Section 4.

For any t ∈ I, let Πt : X → X be the “projection” map at time t, defined by

Πtu = u(t), for all u ∈ X . (2.1)

Moreover, given any subset I ′ ⊂ I, define ΠI′ : Cloc(I,X) → Cloc(I
′, X) to be the restriction operator

ΠI′u = u|I′ , for all u ∈ Cloc(I,X). (2.2)
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It is readily verified that Πt and ΠI′ are continuous with respect to the compact-open topology.

We also consider the space of bounded and continuous real-valued functions on X , denoted by Cb(X).

When X is a subset of Rm, m ∈ N, we further consider the space C∞
c (X) of infinitely differentiable real-valued

functions on X which are compactly supported in the interior of X .

When X is a Hausdorff topological space, (Γ,4) is a directed set, and {Aγ}γ∈Γ is a net in X , we recall the

definitions of topological inferior and superior limits (see [16, Definition 2.2.3], where they are called

interior and exterior limits, and also [6, Definition 5.2.1 and Proposition 5.2.2], where they are called lower

and upper closed limits, respectively):

lim inf
γ

Aγ =
⋂

{

⋃

λ∈Λ

Aλ : Λ is a cofinal subset of Γ

}

,

lim sup
γ

Aγ =
⋂

{

⋃

λ∈Λ

Aλ : Λ is a terminal subset of Γ

}

.

In these definitions, the overline denotes the closure of the set under the topology of X ; a subset Λ is cofinal

in Γ when for every γ ∈ Γ, there exists λ ∈ Λ such that γ 4 λ (like a subsequence); and a subset Λ is

terminal in Γ when there exists γ ∈ Γ such that Λ = {λ ∈ Γ; γ 4 λ} (like the tails of a sequence). Note that

these definitions of topological inferior and superior limits are different from the set-theoretic limits, where

no topological closure is used in the definitions.

When both limits agree, we define the result as the topological limit of the net:

lim
γ
Aγ = lim sup

γ
Aγ = lim inf

γ
Aγ .

In this work, we only use the superior limit, for which the following characterization is useful, relating it

to the classical definition for sequences (see [42, Theorem 2.10]):

lim sup
γ

Aγ =
⋂

γ∈Γ

⋃

γ4β

Aβ . (2.3)

2.2. Elements of measure theory. Consider a topological space X and let BX denote the σ-algebra of

Borel sets in X . We denote by M(X) the set of finite Borel measures in X , and by P(X) its subset of all

Borel probability measures in X .

Given a family K of Borel sets in X , we say that a measure µ ∈ M(X) is inner regular with respect

to K if for every set A ∈ BX ,

µ(A) = sup{µ(K) : K ∈ K, K ⊂ A}.

A measure µ ∈ M(X) is tight or Radon if µ is inner regular with respect to the family of all compact

subsets of X . Moreover, a measure µ ∈ M(X) is called outer regular if for every set A ∈ BX ,

µ(A) = inf{µ(U) : U is open, A ⊂ U}.

A net {µγ}γ∈Γ of measures in M(X) is said to be uniformly tight if for every ε > 0 there exists a

compact set K ⊂ X such that

µγ(X \K) < ε, for all γ ∈ Γ.

Here we follow the terminology in [9], and we remark that such concept of uniform tightness does not

necessarily imply tightness of each measure µγ . In what follows, however, we consider uniformly tight

families of tight measures.



ON THE CONVERGENCE OF TRAJECTORY STATISTICAL SOLUTIONS 7

We denote the set of all measures µ ∈ M(X) which are tight by M(X, tight), and its subset encompassing

all tight Borel probability measures by P(X, tight).

Let us recall some useful facts regarding these definitions. First, every tight finite Borel measure on a

Hausdorff space X is outer regular, see [2, Theorem 12.4]. Furthermore, if X is a Polish space then every

finite Borel measure on X is tight, see [2, Theorem 12.7]. We will make use of this latter result in Section 4

in connection with the fact that in every separable Banach space X , the Borel σ-algebras generated by the

strong and weak topologies coincide, i.e. BX = BXw , see e.g. [55, Section 2.2].

Now let X and Y be Hausdorff spaces and consider a Borel measurable function F : X → Y . Then every

measure µ on BX induces a measure Fµ on BY known as the push-forward of µ by F and defined as

Fµ(E) = µ(F−1(E)), for all E ∈ BY .

Moreover, if ϕ : Y → R is a Fµ-integrable function then ϕ ◦ F is µ-integrable and the following change of

variables formula holds
∫

X

ϕ(F (x))dµ(x) =

∫

Y

ϕ(y)dFµ(y), (2.4)

see e.g. [2]. Clearly, if µ is a tight measure and F is a continuous function then the push-forward measure

Fµ is also tight.

Next, we present a generalization for nets of the continuity of a finite measure with respect to a decreasing

sequence of measurable sets (see [41, Theorem 1.8] or [2, Lemma 4.51]). The following proof is based on

similar ideas from [49, Proposition 10].

Lemma 2.1. (Continuity from above) Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and let µ ∈ M(X) be an outer

regular measure. Then, for any monotone decreasing net (Eγ)γ∈Γ of compact sets in X, E =
⋂

γ∈ΓEγ is a

compact set and

µ(E) = lim
γ∈Γ

µ(Eγ).

Proof. It is clear that E =
⋂

γ∈ΓEγ is a closed subset of a compact set so that it is compact. Since µ is outer

regular then, for every ε > 0, there exists an open set U ⊂ X such that E ⊂ U and µ(U) < µ(E)+ε. Observe

that the compactness of X implies the compactness of U c and, since each Eγ is compact, we also have that

Ec
γ is an open set on X . Furthermore, U c ⊂

⋃

γ∈ΓE
c
γ so that there exists a finite subset {γ1, . . . , γN} ⊂ Γ

such that
⋂N

i=1 Eγi
⊂ U . Since (Γ,4) is a directed set then there exists γ̄ ∈ Γ such that γi 4 γ̄, for all

i = 1, . . . , N . Since the net (Eγ)γ∈Γ is monotone decreasing, we have that Eγ̄ ⊂ Eγi
for every i = 1, . . . , N .

Hence, Eγ̄ ⊂
⋂N

i=1Eγi
⊂ U . Therefore, infγ∈Γ µ(Eγ) ≤ µ(U) < µ(E) + ε. Since ε > 0 is arbitrary we

conclude that infγ∈Γ µ(Eγ) ≤ µ(E). On the other hand, it is clear that µ(E) ≤ infγ∈Γ µ(Eγ). Thus,

lim
γ∈Γ

µ(Eγ) = inf
γ∈Γ

µ(Eγ) = µ(E),

as desired. �

2.3. Topologies for measure spaces and related results. We recall the definitions of two specific

topologies in M(X), for any topological space X . First, the weak-star topology is the smallest one for

which the mappings µ 7→ µ(f) =
∫

X f(x)dµ(x) are continuous, for every bounded and continuous real-valued

function f on X , i.e. f ∈ Cb(X). If a net {µα}α converges to µ with respect to this topology, we denote

µα
w∗
⇀ µ. A less common topology is the one defined by Topsoe in [63], which is the smallest one for which

the mappings µ 7→ µ(f) are upper semicontinuous, for every bounded and upper semi-continuous real-valued

function f on X . Topsoe calls this topology the “weak topology”, but in order to avoid any confusion we
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call it here the weak-star semicontinuity topology on M(X). We denote convergence of a net {µα}α to

µ with respect to this latter topology as µα
wsc∗
⇀ µ.

From these definitions, it is not difficult to see that the weak-star topology is in general weaker than the

weak-star semi-continuity topology. Moreover, according to Lemma 2.2 below, if X is a completely regular

Hausdorff space, then these two topologies coincide when restricted to the space M(X, tight).

The following lemma summarizes some properties and useful characterizations for these topologies, see

[63, Theorem 8.1].

Lemma 2.2. Let X be a Hausdorff space. For a net {µα}α in M(X) and µ ∈ M(X), consider the following

statements:

(i) µα
wsc∗
⇀ µ;

(ii) lim supµα(f) ≤ µ(f), for all bounded upper semicontinuous function f ;

(iii) lim inf µα(f) ≥ µ(f), for all bounded lower semicontinuous function f ;

(iv) limα µα(X) = µ(X) and lim supµα(F ) ≤ µ(F ), for all closed set F ⊂ X;

(v) limα µα(X) = µ(X) and lim inf µα(G) ≥ µ(G), for all open set G ⊂ X;

(vi) µα
w∗
⇀ µ.

Then the first five statements are equivalent and each of them implies the last one.

Furthermore, if X is also completely regular and µ ∈ M(X, tight), then all six statements are equivalent.

We next state a result of compactness on the space of tight measures M(X, tight) that is essential for our

main result. For a proof of this fact, see [63, Theorem 9.1].

Theorem 2.1. Let X be a Hausdorff space and let {µα}α be a net in M(X, tight) such that lim supµα(X) <

∞. If {µα}α is uniformly tight, then it is compact with respect to the weak-star semi-continuity topology in

M(X, tight).

An important property of the space M(X, tight) is that it is Hausdorff when endowed with the weak-

star semi-continuity (respectively, weak-star) topology whenever X is a Hausdorff (respectively, completely

regular Hausdorff) space. This result was proved by Topsoe [63] but we also refer the reader to [13, Section

2.4] for a more detailed proof. As a consequence of this Hausdorff property and the definition of the weak-

star topology, one immediately obtains the following characterization of the equality of two measures in

M(X, tight) for any completely regular space X .

Proposition 2.1. Let X be a completely regular Hausdorff space and µ1, µ2 ∈ M(X, tight). Then

µ1 = µ2 if and only if

∫

X

ϕ(x)dµ1(x) =

∫

X

ϕ(x)dµ2(x) for all ϕ ∈ Cb(X). (2.5)

3. Convergence of trajectory statistical solutions

This section contains our main results regarding convergence of trajectory statistical solutions in the sense

defined in [13], which we recall in Definition 3.1 below. Throughout the section, we let X be a Hausdorff

space and denote as before by X = Cloc(I,X) the space of continuous functions from I into X endowed with

the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets. We also denote by BX and BX the Borel σ-algebras

of X and X , respectively.

As pointed out in [13], we note that the terminology “trajectory statistical solutions” refers to the fact

that these are measures on X carried by a measurable subset of a fixed set U ⊂ X which, in applications,

would consist of the set of trajectories, i.e. solutions in a certain sense, of a given evolution equation. As
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such, these trajectory statistical solutions represent the probability distribution of all possible individual

trajectories of the equation. At this abstract level, however, we do not specify the evolution equation, fixing

only its corresponding set of solutions U .

Definition 3.1. Let U be a subset of X . We say that a Borel probability measure ρ on X is a U-trajectory

statistical solution if

(i) ρ is tight;

(ii) ρ is carried by a Borel subset of X included in U , i.e. there exists V ∈ BX such that V ⊂ U and

ρ(X \ V) = 0.

From now on, we fix the following convention regarding notation. We use calligraphic capital letters to

denote subsets of X (e.g. K, U , A, etc.), and plain capital letters for subsets of X (e.g. K, A, etc.). The

letters E or Γ are used as index sets of nets, where the indices are usually represented by the letters α, β, ε,

or γ.

We prove below two theorems on the convergence of trajectory statistical solutions, as described in more

details in the Introduction. One is for arbitrary trajectory statistical solutions, suitable to approximations

which are not necessarily well-posed, and the other is for approximations which have a well-defined solution

semigroup.

The first result stems from the compactness of sets of uniformly tight Borel probability measures. The

main point is to localize the carrier of the limit trajectory statistical solution. The second one simplifies the

necessary conditions in the case there is a well-defined solution semigroup.

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a Hausdorff space, I be an interval in R, and {ρε}ε∈E be a family of Uε-trajectory

statistical solutions on subsets Uε ⊂ X , carried by Borel subsets Vε ⊂ X , where X = Cloc(I,X). Let U ⊂ X

and suppose there is a sequence {Kn}n∈N of compact sets in X such that, for all n ∈ N,

(A1) ρε(X \ Kn) < δn, for all ε ∈ E, with δn → 0;

(A2) lim supε∈E(Vε ∩ Kn) ⊂ U with respect to the topological superior limit in X .

Then, there exists a U-trajectory statistical solution ρ which is a weak-star semicontinuity limit of a subnet of

{ρε}ε∈E . Moreover, if the interval I is closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint t0 and Πt0ρε
wsc∗
⇀ µ0

for some tight Borel probability measure µ0 on X, then Πt0ρ = µ0.

Proof. From the assumption that ρε(X \ Kn) < δn, for all ε ∈ E , with compact sets Kn ⊂ X and δn → 0,

it follows immediately that {ρε}ε∈E is a uniformly tight family of probability measures in M(X , tight).

Therefore, from the compactness result in Theorem 2.1, there exists a subnet of {ρε}ε∈E which converges

in the weak-star semicontinuity topology to a probability measure ρ ∈ M(X , tight). To deduce that ρ is a

U-trajectory statistical solution, it remains to show that ρ is carried by a Borel subset of U , which is the

main component of this proof.

Using the carriers Vε ⊂ Uε of each Uε-trajectory statistical solution, define the set

V =

∞
⋃

n=1

lim sup
ε∈E

(Vε ∩Kn) =

∞
⋃

n=1

⋂

ε∈E

⋃

ε4γ

Vγ ∩ Kn, (3.1)

cf. (2.3). Thanks to condition (A2), it follows that V ⊂ U . Moreover, since an arbitrary intersection of

closed sets is closed and since each set
⋃

ε4γ Vγ ∩ Kn, ε ∈ E , is a closed subset of the compact subset Kn,

the sets
⋂

ε∈E

⋃

ε4γ Vγ ∩ Kn, n ∈ N, are compact, and V is a σ-compact subset of X , hence Borel.
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We now claim that ρ is carried by V . Since E is a directed set, then given any β ∈ E there exists α ∈ E

such that β 4 α and ε 4 α. For any such α, we have, by assumption,

ρα





⋃

ε4γ

Vγ ∩ Kn



 ≥ ρα (Vα ∩ Kn) = ρα(Kn) ≥ 1− δn,

for any given n ∈ N. Taking the supremum in α, we find that

sup
β4α

ρα





⋃

ε4γ

Vγ ∩Kn



 ≥ sup
β4α, ε4α

ρα





⋃

ε4γ

Vγ ∩ Kn



 ≥ 1− δn.

Since β ∈ E above is arbitrary, we take the infimum of this expression over β ∈ E and find that

lim sup
β∈E

ρβ





⋃

ε4γ

Vγ ∩ Kn



 ≥ 1− δn.

In view of Lemma 2.2, statement (iv), and the fact that ρβ
wsc∗
⇀ ρ in X , we obtain that

ρ





⋃

ε4γ

Vγ ∩ Kn



 ≥ lim sup
β∈E

ρβ





⋃

ε4γ

Vγ ∩ Kn



 ≥ 1− δn, for all ε ∈ E and n ∈ N. (3.2)

Clearly, if ε1 4 ε2 then
⋃

ε24γ Vγ ∩ Kn ⊂
⋃

ε14γ Vγ ∩ Kn. Thus, for each n ∈ N, the net
{

⋃

ε4γ Vγ ∩ Kn

}

ε∈E
is a monotone decreasing net of compact sets in the compact Hausdorff space Kn. Moreover, since ρ is a tight

Borel probability measure on a Hausdorff space then ρ is outer regular, see Section 2.2. Hence, Lemma 2.1

applies, and we deduce that

ρ

(

lim sup
ε∈E

(Vε ∩ Kn)

)

= ρ





⋂

ε∈E

⋃

ε4γ

Vγ ∩Kn



 = lim
ε∈E

ρ





⋃

ε4γ

Vγ ∩ Kn



 ≥ 1− δn

for all n ∈ N.

Hence, from (3.1),

ρ(V) = ρ

(

∞
⋃

n=1

lim sup
ε

(Vε ∩ Kn)

)

≥ ρ

(

lim sup
ε∈E

(Vε ∩ Kn)

)

≥ 1− δn, for all n ∈ N.

Since δn → 0, by taking n → ∞ we find that ρ(V) = 1. This completes the proof that the Borel set V ⊂ U

carries ρ and that ρ is a U-trajectory statistical solution.

For the second part of the statement, let us now suppose that I is closed and bounded on the left, with

left endpoint t0, and that Πt0ρε
wsc∗
⇀ µ0. Since Πt0 : X → X is a continuous mapping, the set Kn = Πt0Kn

is compact in X and Πt0Kn = Π−1
t0 Πt0Kn ⊃ Kn, so that

Πt0ρε(X \Kn) = ρε(Π
−1
t0 (X \Kn)) = ρε(X \Π−1

t0 Kn) ≤ ρε(X \ Kn) < δn,

showing that Πt0ρε is tight on X . Similarly, Πt0ρ is also tight on X . Let us show that Πt0ρε
wsc∗
⇀ Πt0ρ on

X using condition (v) of Lemma 2.2.

First, for the whole space X , since Π−1
t0 X = X , we have

Πt0ρε(X) = ρε(Π
−1
t0 X) = ρε(X ) → ρ(X ) = ρ(Π−1

t0 X) = Πt0ρ(X).

Now, for an open set G ⊂ X , the set Π−1
t0 G is open in X , so that

lim inf
ε

Πt0ρε(G) = lim inf
ε

ρε(Π
−1
t0 (G)) ≥ ρ(Π−1

t0 (G)) = Πt0ρ(G).
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Thus, from Lemma 2.2, we deduce that Πt0ρε
wsc∗
⇀ Πt0ρ on X .

On the other hand, by assumption, we have Πt0ρε
wsc∗
⇀ µ0. Since M(X, tight) is Hausdorff with respect to

the weak-star semicontinuity topology (see Section 2.3), the weak-star semicontinuity limit has to be unique.

Thus, we deduce that Πt0ρ = µ0. This concludes the proof. �

Remark 3.1. The hypothesis, in Theorem 3.1, of the existence of compact subsets Kn ⊂ X with ρε(X \Kn) <

δn and δn → 0 is, in fact, the condition of uniform tightness of the family {ρε}ε∈E , and this by itself

guarantees, from the compactness given in Theorem 2.1, the existence of the weak limit ρ. The importance

of making this condition explicit in the statement of the theorem is only to relate the sets Kn to the set U ,

via the condition that lim supε∈E(Vε∩Kn) ⊂ U , with respect to the topological superior limit in X . With this

extra condition, we prove that the limit measure ρ is carried by a Borel set included in U , and hence ρ is a

U-trajectory statistical solution. The localization of the carrier of ρ is in fact the main point of Theorem 3.1,

since the existence of a limit measure ρ follows directly from the underlying uniform tightness condition.

Remark 3.2. From the proof of Theorem 3.1, we have, more precisely, that ρ is carried by the σ-compact

Borel subset V defined in (3.1), which depends on the sets Vε, ε ∈ E, and also the sequence of compact sets

Kn ⊂ X , n ∈ N. In this regard, we note that a carrier set is in general not unique.

We turn to our second main result, relating to applications where the net of approximating trajectory

statistical solutions is induced by a well-defined solution operator Sε, ε ∈ E .

Theorem 3.2. Let X be a Hausdorff space and let I be an interval in R closed and bounded on the left

with left endpoint t0. Let U be a subset of X = Cloc(I,X). Consider a net {Sε}ε∈E of measurable functions

Sε : X → X and a net {µε}ε∈E of tight Borel probability measures on X. Set Uε = Sε(X) and define

Pε = Πt0Sε : X → X. Assume that

(H1) Pεµε
wsc∗
⇀ µ0, for some tight Borel probability measure µ0 on X.

Moreover, suppose that there exists a sequence {Kn}n∈N of compact sets in X with the following properties:

(H2) The map Sε|Kn
: Kn → X is continuous for all n ∈ N and all ε ∈ E, with the topology inherited from

X;

(H3) µε(X \Kn) ≤ δn, for all ε ∈ E and all n ∈ N, where δn → 0, when n→ ∞;

(H4) For each n, there exists a compact set Kn in X with Sε(Kn) ⊂ Kn, for all ε ∈ E.

(H5) For each n ∈ N,

lim sup
ε∈E

Sε(Kn) ⊂ U .

Then, each ρε = Sεµε is a Uε-trajectory statistical solution and the net {ρε}ε∈E has a convergent subnet, with

respect to the weak-star semicontinuity topology, to a U-trajectory statistical solution ρ such that Πt0ρ = µ0.

Remark 3.3. Note that, given {u0,ε}ε∈E ⊂ X, the family Pεu0,ε = Πt0Sεu0,ε represents a collection of

approximating initial data associated with the solution operators {Sε}ε∈E in a given application. Hence, con-

dition (H1) is a natural assumption that guarantees that the initial measures Πt0Sεµε for the approximations

converge to the limit initial measure. This should be checked in each application. In some cases, one has

simply Πt0Sε = I, i.e. the identity operator, as in the application to the inviscid limit of the 2D Navier-

Stokes equations given in Section 4.2. However, this is not the case in certain applications, for example,

when the approximating systems evolve in some lower-dimensional approximation of X, as in the application

to Galerkin approximations of the Navier-Stokes equations presented in Section 4.4. Indeed, in the Galerkin

case we have Πt0Sεu = PNu, u ∈ X, with PN denoting the projection onto the space spanned by N ∈ N basis

vectors of the vector space X.
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Remark 3.4. Condition (H2) pertains to the regularity of the approximation semigroup and is used for

measurability purposes, guaranteeing that ρε is carried by a Borel subset of Uε and, hence, is a statistical

solution. Condition (H3) guarantees that the initial measures µε are uniformly exhausted by the sets Kn,

which is then used together with (H4) to prove the uniform tightness of ρε = Sεµε with respect to the compact

sets {Kn}. Condition (H5) certifies that the family of operators are, in fact, an approximation of the limit

problem, i.e. the approximations do converge to a solution of the limit problem, as expressed by the space U ,

so that the limit measure ρ is a U-statistical solution.

Remark 3.5. In the particular case where Pε is the identity operator and µε = µ0 for all ε ∈ E, for some

µ0 tight Borel probability measure, assumptions (H1) and (H3) of Theorem 3.2 are immediately satisfied.

Several applications would fit into this setting. This is indeed the case in our application to the inviscid limit

of the 2D Navier-Stokes equations in Section 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. From the definition of ρε as Sεµε, we have

ρε(X \ Sε(Kn)) = µε(S
−1
ε (X \ Sε(Kn))) = µε(X \ S−1

ε (Sε(Kn))).

Since S−1
ε (Sε(Kn)) ⊃ Kn, it follows that X \ S−1

ε (Sε(Kn)) ⊂ X \Kn, so that

ρε(X \ Sε(Kn)) ≤ µε(X \Kn).

Using (H3), we obtain

ρε(X \ Sε(Kn)) ≤ δn, (3.3)

for all n ∈ N and arbitrary ε. Thus,

ρε(X \ ∪m∈NSε(Km)) ≤ ρε(X \ Sε(Kn)) ≤ δn,

for all n. Since δn → 0, this implies that

ρε(X \ ∪n∈NSε(Kn)) = 0.

Therefore, ρε is carried by the set

Vε =
⋃

n∈N

Sε(Kn). (3.4)

From (H2) we see that Sε(Kn) is compact in X , so that Vε is a σ-compact set in X . In particular, it is a

Borel set in X .

Let us now show that each ρε is tight. Using (H3), we see that, for every Borel set A ⊂ X ,

ρε(A) = µε(S
−1
ε (A))

= µε(S
−1
ε (A) ∩Kn) + µε(S

−1
ε (A) \Kn)

≤ µε(S
−1
ε (A) ∩Kn) + µε(X \Kn)

≤ µε(S
−1
ε (A) ∩Kn) + δn.

On the other hand,

µε(S
−1
ε (A) ∩Kn) ≤ µε(S

−1
ε (A)) = ρε(A).

Thus,

ρε(A) = sup
n
{µε(S

−1
ε (A) ∩Kn)}. (3.5)

Being tight, each µε is continuous from below with respect to compact sets. Thus,

µε(S
−1
ε (A) ∩Kn) = sup{µε(F ) : F ⊂ S−1

ε (A) ∩Kn, F compact in X}.
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Since F ⊂ S−1
ε (Sε(F )), we have the bound

µε(S
−1
ε (A) ∩Kn) ≤ sup{µε(S

−1
ε (Sε(F ))) : F ⊂ S−1

ε (A) ∩Kn, F compact in X}.

From the continuity of the restriction Sε|Kn
of Sε to the compact set Kn, we have Sε(F ) compact, for every

compact set F ⊂ Kn. Thus, we bound the right hand side extending Sε(F ) to any compact set K′ ⊂ A, i.e.

µε(S
−1
ε (A) ∩Kn) ≤ sup{µε(S

−1
ε (K′)) : K′ ⊂ A, K′ compact in X}.

Back to ρε = Sεµε, this means

µε(S
−1
ε (A) ∩Kn) ≤ sup{ρε(K

′) : K′ ⊂ A, K′ compact in X}.

Since the right hand side does not depend on n, this gives

sup
n
µε(S

−1
ε (A) ∩Kn) ≤ sup{ρε(K

′) : K′ ⊂ A, K′ compact in X}.

Plugging this back into (3.5) yields

ρε(A) ≤ sup
n
{µε(S

−1
ε (A) ∩Kn)} ≤ sup{ρε(K

′) : K′ ⊂ A, K′ compact in X} ≤ ρε(A).

In other words,

ρε(A) = sup{ρε(K
′) : K′ ⊂ A, K′ compact in X}.

This shows that ρε is tight. Thus, ρε is a tight measure carried by the Borel subset Vε of Uε, which means

that ρε is a Uε-statistical solution.

Now, using (H4) and the previous estimate (3.3), we see that

ρε(X \ Kn) ≤ ρε(X \ Sε(Kn)) ≤ δn.

This implies that the family {ρε}ε∈E is uniformly tight.

Since {ρε}ε∈E is uniformly tight, it follows from Theorem 2.1 that there exists a subnet which converges

in the weak-star semicontinuity topology to a tight probability measure ρ ∈ M(X , tight). Now we show

directly that ρ is carried by

V =

∞
⋃

n=1

lim sup
ε∈E

Sε(Kn).

Note that, by the definition (2.3) of lim supε as an intersection of closed sets, we have that lim supε Sε(Kn) is

a Borel set and so is V . Moreover, by assumption (H5), each lim supε Sε(Kn) is a subset of U , hence V ⊂ U

as well. Let us now mimic the proof in Theorem 3.1 and show that ρ is carried by V .

From the estimate (3.3), we find that

ρε(Sε(Kn)) ≥ 1− δn.

For every β ∈ E , there exists α ∈ E such that β 4 α and ε 4 α. Thus,

ρα





⋃

ε4γ

Sγ(Kn)



 ≥ ρα(Sα(Kn)) ≥ 1− δn,

for arbitrary n ∈ N. Taking the supremum over α ∈ E , for β 4 α,

sup
α∈E, β4α

ρα





⋃

ε4γ

Sγ(Kn)



 ≥ sup
α∈E, β4α,ε4α

ρα





⋃

ε4γ

Sγ(Kn)



 ≥ 1− δn.
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Taking, now, the infimum over β ∈ E ,

lim sup
β∈E

ρβ





⋃

ε4γ

Sγ(Kn)



 = inf
β∈E

sup
α∈E, β4α

ρα





⋃

ε4γ

Sγ(Kn)



 ≥ 1− δn.

Since ρβ
wsc∗
⇀ ρ along a subnet β ∈ E ′, it follows from Lemma 2.2, (iv), that

ρ





⋃

ε4γ

Sγ(Kn)



 ≥ lim sup
β∈E′

ρβ





⋃

ε4γ

Sγ(Kn)



 ≥ 1− δn.

Each Sγ(Kn) is included in the compact set Kn, so that the set
⋃

ε4γ Sγ(Kn) is a closed set in Kn, hence

compact. Moreover, the family of sets
⋃

ε4γ Sγ(Kn), ε ∈ E , is decreasing in ε. Hence, it follows from

Lemma 2.1 that

ρ

(

lim sup
ε∈E

Sε(Kn)

)

= ρ





⋂

ε∈E

⋃

ε4γ

Sγ(Kn)



 = lim
ε∈E

ρ





⋃

ε4γ

Sγ(Kn)



 ≥ 1− δn.

Therefore,

ρ(V) = ρ

(

⋃

m∈N

lim sup
ε∈E

Sε(Km)

)

≥ 1− δn.

Finally, since this holds for any n ∈ N and δn → 0, we find that

ρ(V) = 1.

Thus, we find a tight Borel probability measure ρ with ρε
wsc∗
⇀ ρ along a subnet ε ∈ E ′, with ρ carried by

the Borel subset V of U , which means that ρ is a U-trajectory statistical solution.

It remains to show that Πt0ρ = µ0. We have just proved that ρε
wsc∗
⇀ ρ as measures on X . Since Πt0

is continuous from X to X , this implies, as seen in the proof of Theorem 3.1, that Πt0ρε
wsc∗
⇀ Πt0ρ, and

Πt0ρε,Πt0ρ ∈ M(X, tight).

On the other hand, from hypothesis (H1), we obtain

Πt0ρε = Πt0Sεµε = Pεµε
wsc∗
⇀ µ0.

Combining the two limits together and invoking the uniqueness of the weak-star semicontinuity limit in

M(X, tight), it follows that Πt0ρ = µ0, which completes the proof. �

Remark 3.6. Notice we do not apply Theorem 3.1 to prove Theorem 3.2. If instead we assume lim supε∈E(Uε∩

Kn) ⊂ U in place of (H5), then the hypothesis (A2) of Theorem 3.1 is satisfied. However, condition (H5) is

weaker and, in fact, more natural in this context. For this reason, we prove hypothesis (A1) of Theorem 3.1

and then mimic the remaining part of the proof of Theorem 3.1 to complete the proof Theorem 3.2.

4. Applications

This section provides applications of our general framework for convergence of statistical solutions from

Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 above. Section 4.2 and Section 4.3 concern the inviscid limit of the Navier-

Stokes equations towards the Euler equations in two and three dimensions, respectively. And Section 4.4

deals with spectral Galerkin discretizations approximating the 3D Navier-Stokes equations. Before delving

into these applications, we first recall in Section 4.1 some preliminary background regarding the Euler and

Navier-Stokes equations.
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4.1. Mathematical setting for 2D and 3D incompressible flows. We consider the d-dimensional

incompressible Navier-Stokes equations (NSE) for either d = 2 or 3, given by

∂tu− ν∆u+ (u · ∇)u+∇p = f , ∇ · u = 0, (4.1)

where u = (u1, . . . , ud) and p are the unknowns and represent the velocity field and the pressure, respectively.

Moreover, f = (f1, . . . , fd) represents a given body force applied to the fluid and ν > 0 is the kinematic

viscosity. The functions u, p and f depend on a spatial variable x varying in Ω ⊂ R
d and on a time variable

t varying in an interval I ⊂ R. We will refer to (4.1) as ‘ν-NSE’ whenever there is a need to emphasize the

dependence on ν.

In the inviscid case, i.e. when ν = 0, (4.1) becomes the d-dimensional incompressible Euler equations

∂tu+ (u · ∇)u+∇p = f , ∇ · u = 0. (4.2)

We assume for simplicity that (4.1) and (4.2) are subject to periodic boundary conditions, with Ω =

(0, L1) × . . . × (0, Ld) ⊂ R
d denoting a basic domain of periodicity. We say that a function v : Rd → R

d is

Ω-periodic if v is periodic with period Li in each spatial direction xi, i = 1, . . . , d.

Let us fix the functional setting associated to these equations. Denote by C∞
per(Ω)

d the space of infinitely

differentiable and Ω-periodic functions defined on R
d, and let Dσ ⊂ C∞

per(Ω)
d be the set of divergence-free

and periodic test functions with vanishing spatial average, namely

Dσ =

{

u ∈ C∞
per(Ω)

d : ∇ · u = 0 and

∫

Ω

u(x) dx = 0

}

. (4.3)

We denote by H , V and W 1,r
σ , 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞, the closures of Dσ with respect to the norms in L2(Ω)d,

H1(Ω)d and W 1,r(Ω)d, respectively. Note that V = W 1,2
σ . The inner product and norm in H are defined,

respectively, by

(u,v) =

∫

Ω

u · v dx and |u| =
√

(u,u),

where u · v =
∑3

i=1 uivi. In the space V , these are defined as

((u,v)) = (∇u,∇v) =

∫

Ω

∇u : ∇v dx and ‖u‖ =
√

((u,u)),

where it is understood that ∇u = (∂xj
ui)

d
i,j=1 and that ∇u : ∇v is the componentwise product between ∇u

and ∇v. In the space W 1,r
σ , except for r = 2, we can only define a norm, given by

‖u‖W 1,r
σ

=











































d
∑

i,j=1

‖∂xj
ui‖

r
Lr





1
r

, 1 ≤ r <∞

d
∑

i,j=1

‖∂xj
ui‖Lr , r = ∞.

The fact that ‖ · ‖ and ‖ · ‖W 1,r
σ

, 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞, are indeed norms follows from the Poincaré inequality (4.4) and

the inequality (4.6) below.

We denote by H ′, V ′ and (W 1,r
σ )′ the dual spaces of H , V and W 1,r

σ , respectively. The dual spaces

are endowed with the classical dual norm of Banach spaces. Namely, for a given Banach space E, the

standard norm in the dual space E′ is given by ‖u‖E′ = sup‖v‖E≤1〈u,v〉E′,E, where 〈·, ·〉E′,E denotes the

duality product between E and E′. After identifying H with its dual H ′, we obtain V ⊂ H ⊂ V ′ and
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W 1,r
σ ⊂ H ⊂ (W 1,r

σ )′, with the injections being continuous, compact, and each space dense in the following

one. Also, since Ω is bounded, we have that W 1,r
σ ⊂ V , with continuous injection, for all r ≥ 2.

The negative Laplacian operator (−∆) on V ∩H2(Ω)d is a positive and self-adjoint operator with compact

inverse. As such, it admits a nondecreasing sequence of positive eigenvalues {λk}k∈N with λk → ∞ as k → ∞,

which is associated to a sequence of eigenfunctions {wk}k∈N that consists of an orthonormal basis of H . In

relation to the first eigenvalue λ1 of (−∆), we have the Poincaré inequality,

|u| ≤ λ
−1/2
1 ‖u‖, for all u ∈ V. (4.4)

Using Hölder’s inequality, we have

‖u‖ ≤ |Ω|(
1
2−

1
r )‖u‖W 1,r

σ
, for all u ∈W 1,r

σ , 2 ≤ r ≤ ∞, (4.5)

where |Ω| = L1 · · ·Ld is the area or volume of the d-dimensional domain. For the sake of simplicity, and

with the aim of using λ1 for dimensional consistency, we write (4.5) in terms of λ1, by introducing the

non-dimensional constant c = max{1, |Ω|λ
d/2
1 }1/2, so that

‖u‖ ≤ cλ
− d

2 (
1
2−

1
r )

1 ‖u‖W 1,r
σ
, for all u ∈ W 1,r

σ , 2 ≤ r ≤ ∞. (4.6)

For any normed space E, we denote by BE(R) the closed ball centered at 0 and with radius R > 0 in

E. Moreover, we denote by Ew and BE(R)w the spaces E and BE(R) endowed with the weak topology,

respectively.

For d = 2, we denote by ∇⊥ the operator defined as (−∂x2 , ∂x1). The vorticity ω = ω(x1, x2) associated

with a velocity field u(x1, x2) = (u1(x1, x2),u2(x1, x2)) is given by

ω = ∇⊥ · u = −∂x2u1 + ∂x1u2.

We recall that the Lr-norm of the vorticity controls the W 1,r
σ -norm of its associated velocity field. More

precisely, let u ∈ H be such that ∇⊥ · u ∈ Lr(Ω), for some 1 < r <∞. Then u ∈W 1,r
σ and

‖u‖W 1,r
σ

≤ c‖∇⊥ · u‖Lr , (4.7)

for some other positive constant c.

We don’t need to track the different constants that appear in the estimates, so, in what follows, we denote

as c a dimensionless positive constant whose value may change from line to line. We also occasionally use

the capital letter C to denote a positive dimensional constant.

Before proceeding to Section 4.1.1 and Section 4.1.2 with the types of solutions of NSE and Euler that

suit our purposes, let us briefly provide some context for the choice of such solutions and recall some of

the currently available results on existence and uniqueness. We keep the discussion restricted to the case

of periodic boundary conditions, although similar results are often valid with other types of boundary

conditions. We refer to the references cited below for further details.

Regarding the NSE in two dimensions, it is well known that given any forcing term f ∈ L2
loc([t0,∞), V ′),

for some t0 ≥ 0, and initial datum u0 in H, there exists a unique weak solution u of (4.1) on [t0,∞) satisfying

u(t0) = u0, see e.g. [21, 51, 62]. Here the exact meaning of “weak solution” is recalled in Definition 4.1

below. Therefore, the initial-value problem for weak solutions of the 2D ν-NSE is globally well-posed, and

we may thus define a solution operator Sν associating to each u0 ∈ H the corresponding unique solution u

of (4.1) on [t0,∞) satisfying u(t0) = u0.

In the three-dimensional case, it is known that for any given f ∈ L2
loc([t0,∞), V ′) and u0 ∈ H there exists a

Leray-Hopf weak solution of NSE (cf. Definition 4.3 below) on [t0,∞) satisfying the initial condition u(t0) =
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u0. This solution is typically obtained as an appropriate limit of the unique solutions of a corresponding

sequence of approximating Galerkin systems, see e.g. [21, 51, 62]. However, this Leray-Hopf weak solution is

not currently known to be unique, and hence a corresponding solution operator cannot be defined as of yet.

Regarding this uniqueness issue, it is worth pointing out the recent result in [1] where the authors show that

for a suitably constructed non-smooth forcing function f there exist two distinct Leray-Hopf weak solutions

of 3D NSE in R
3 × (0, T ) with initial data u0 ≡ 0, for some T > 0. Additionally, non-uniqueness results for

weak solutions of 3D NSE of non-Leray-Hopf type were proved in [15, 14, 19] by using convex integration

techniques.

For our applications, we focus on the notions of weak solutions of 2D NSE and Leray-Hopf weak solutions

of 3D NSE as recalled in Definition 4.1 and Definition 4.3 below, respectively. In view of the aforementioned

results, the examples showing convergence of statistical solutions in the 2D inviscid limit (Section 4.2) and

for Galerkin approximations in 3D (Section 4.4) follow as a consequence of Theorem 3.2. The 3D inviscid

limit case (Section 4.3), on the other hand, requires the setting of Theorem 3.1.

Specifically, for the Galerkin application, we take each Sε from Theorem 3.2 to be the solution operator

SN for the Galerkin system with N ∈ N Galerkin modes (see (4.46)), and U as the set Uν
I of Leray-Hopf

weak solutions of 3D ν-NSE on a fixed time interval I ⊂ R.

Regarding the inviscid limit examples, in the 2D case we take each Sε from Theorem 3.2 as the solution

operator Sν associated to the 2D Navier-Stokes equations with viscosity parameter ν > 0 (see (4.25)). In the

3D inviscid limit case, we consider each set Uε from Theorem 3.1 to be the family Uν
I of Leray-Hopf weak

solutions of 3D ν-NSE on the time interval I ⊂ R, and ρε = ρν as a corresponding trajectory statistical

solution in the sense of Definition 3.1. We note that existence of such trajectory statistical solution ρν in

3D satisfying a given initial condition Πt0ρν = µ0, for any Borel probability measure µ0 on H , follows from

the work [40], but is also obtained in [13, Theorem 4.2] with a more streamlined proof. Additionally, as

pointed out in Remark 4.4 below, this existence result also follows via convergence of statistical solutions of

corresponding Galerkin approximations, as a consequence of our application in Section 4.4.

To complete the setup for the 2D and 3D inviscid limit applications as required from Theorem 3.1 and

Theorem 3.2, respectively, it remains to choose an appropriate set U of solutions of the Euler equations (4.2).

In view of assumption (A2) from Theorem 3.1 or (H5) in Theorem 3.2, we must choose a set U for which

it holds that any vanishing viscosity convergent sequence of individual solutions uνj in Uνj , j ∈ N, lying in

a certain compact set, has as its limit a solution in U . In the 2D periodic case, this inviscid limit result

for individual solutions is known to hold with respect to the standard notions of weak solutions of NSE

and Euler (cf. Definition 4.2), provided enough regularity is assumed on the initial data. More precisely,

given any u0 ∈ H such that ∇⊥ · u0 ∈ Lr, 1 < r ≤ ∞, a vanishing viscosity convergent sequence of weak

solutions to the 2D NSE, each with initial datum u0, has as its limit a weak solution of 2D Euler with the

same initial datum. This is shown in [54] (see also [25]) under the assumption of zero forcing term, but it is

mentioned that more general forcing terms could also be considered. See Proposition 4.2 below for one such

more general case.

Here we recall that in the case r = ∞, namely when ∇⊥ · u0 ∈ L∞, there is at most one weak solution

u to the 2D Euler equations in vorticity formulation on [t0,∞) satisfying u(t0) = u0, as originally shown

in [70]. This implies that, given any Borel probability measure µ0 on H that is carried by the set O0 =

{u0 ∈ H : ∇⊥ · u0 ∈ L∞}, a trajectory statistical solution of the 2D Euler equations starting from this

initial measure can be simply obtained as Sµ0, where S is an associated and well-defined solution operator

on O0. Moreover, together with the inviscid limit result for individual solutions, one can easily establish
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the convergence Sνjµ0
wsc∗
⇀ Sµ0 for any sequence νj → 0, where as before Sν denotes the solution operator

associated to the 2D ν-NSE. For this reason, in our results below in Section 4.2 we consider only r <∞.

In the three-dimensional case, on the other hand, an analogous inviscid result for individual solutions

as previously described is not currently available. Alternative, and weaker, definitions of solutions for the

Euler equations were defined to circumvent the extra complications that arise in three dimensions, and

consequently obtain existence of a certain type of global-in-time solution of Euler as a vanishing viscosity

limit, under appropriate initial data. Two such weaker notions are the measure-valued solutions proposed in

[25] and the dissipative solutions from [54]. As mentioned in Section 1, here we focus on the latter definition

(cf. Definition 4.4 below), since it more directly fits our abstract framework from Section 3.

Finally, it is worth mentioning that global existence of weak solutions to the Euler equations from any

given initial datum in H and for any dimension d ≥ 2 was recently shown in [69], but not as a vanishing

viscosity limit. Specifically, [69] relies on the construction of “wild” solutions of the Euler equations developed

in [24] to show the existence of an infinite number of (wild) weak solutions of (4.2) departing from any fixed

initial datum in H , and under zero forcing term.

4.1.1. 2D incompressible flows. Let I ⊂ R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint

t0. We start by recalling the standard notions of weak solutions to the 2D Navier-Stokes and Euler equations

on I. For the definitions below, we recall the space Dσ of test functions defined in (4.3).

Definition 4.1. Let f ∈ L2
loc(I, V

′). We say that u is a weak solution of the 2D Navier-Stokes

equations, (4.1), on I if

(i) u ∈ Cloc(I,H) ∩ L2
loc(I, V );

(ii) ∂tu ∈ L2
loc(I, V

′);

(iii) For every v ∈ Dσ, the equation

d

dt

∫

Ω

u · v dx+ ν

∫

Ω

∇u : ∇v dx−

∫

Ω

u⊗ u : ∇v dx = 〈f ,v〉V ′,V (4.8)

is satisfied in the sense of distributions on I.

Definition 4.2. Let f ∈ L2
loc(I, V

′). We say that u is a weak solution of the 2D Euler equations,

(4.2), on I if

(i) u ∈ L∞
loc(I,H) ∩ Cloc(I,D

′
σ);

(ii) For every v ∈ Dσ, the equation

d

dt

∫

Ω

u · v dx−

∫

Ω

u⊗ u : ∇v dx = 〈f ,v〉V ′,V (4.9)

is satisfied in the sense of distributions on I.

As recalled in Section 4.1, when given u0 ∈ H with ∇⊥ ·u0 ∈ Lr(Ω), for some 1 < r ≤ ∞, the existence of

a weak solution u to the 2D Euler equations on I satisfying u(t0) = u0 in D′
σ can be shown via a vanishing

viscosity limit. A proof is given in e.g. [54, Theorem 4.1] in the case of zero forcing term. However, it is not

difficult to extend the proof to the case of nonzero forcing f , by assuming that f satisfies, e.g., f ∈ L2
loc(I,H)

and ∇⊥ · f ∈ Lr
loc(I, L

r(Ω)). Additionally, it follows from the proof that this weak solution u also belongs

to Cloc(I, (W
1,r
σ )w).

Moreover, under these same conditions on u0 and f , it is not difficult to verify that the corresponding

unique weak solution uν of the 2D Navier-Stokes equations on I satisfying uν(t0) = u0 in H also belongs to

Cloc(I, (W
1,r
σ )w).
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In our following results regarding the two-dimensional case, we shall maintain this assumption on f ,

namely f ∈ L2
loc(I,H) and ∇⊥ · f ∈ Lr

loc(I, L
r(Ω)). In this case, it thus follows that we may take the abstract

space X from Section 3 as (W 1,r
σ )w, with the corresponding trajectories of Euler and Navier-Stokes lying in

Cloc(I, (W
1,r
σ )w).

In the proposition below, we collect some useful inequalities valid for weak solutions of the 2D NSE,

(4.1). The proof follows with similar arguments from [54, Section 4.1] under the appropriate modifications

to include the forcing term f . We omit the details.

Here we point out that the upper bound in (4.11) below is uniformly bounded as ν → 0. Clearly, this

uniformity is crucial for the sake of our inviscid limit result, specifically for satisfying condition (H5) from

Theorem 3.2.

Proposition 4.1. Let I ⊂ R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint t0 and f ∈

L2
loc(I,H) with ∇⊥ · f ∈ Lr

loc(I, L
r(Ω)), 2 ≤ r < +∞. Then, for every weak solution uν ∈ Cloc(I, (W

1,r
σ )w) of

the 2D NSE (4.1) on I with forcing term f and for any ν0 > 0, the following inequalities hold for all ν > 0

and t ∈ I:

|uν(t)|2 ≤

(

|uν(t0)|
2 +

1

ν0λ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H)

)

eν0λ1(t−t0), (4.10)

‖∇⊥ · uν(t)‖rLr ≤
(

‖∇⊥ · uν(t0)‖
r
Lr + (ν0λ1)

1−r‖∇⊥ · f‖rLr(t0,t;Lr)

)

e(r−1)ν0λ1(t−t0), (4.11)

‖∂tu
ν‖L2(t0,t;V ′) ≤ cλ

−1/2
1 ‖f‖L2(t0,t;H)

+ cλ
−1/2+1/r
1

[

(

ν +

(

|uν(t0)|
2 +

1

ν0λ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H)

)

eν0λ1(t−t0)

)

(

‖∇⊥ · uν(t0)‖
r
Lr + (ν0λ1)

1−r‖∇⊥ · f‖rLr(t0,t;Lr)

)

]

e(r−1)ν0λ1(t−t0), (4.12)

where c > 0 is a universal constant.

We present below the inviscid limit result for individual solutions that will be needed to verify some of

the conditions from Theorem 3.2. The proof follows from standard arguments as in e.g. [54, Chapter 4], but

we include the details here for completeness.

Proposition 4.2. Let I ⊂ R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint t0, and let

f ∈ L2
loc(I,H) with ∇⊥ · f ∈ Lr

loc(I, L
r(Ω)), r ≥ 2. Let {uν}ν>0 ⊂ Cloc(I, (W

1,r
σ )w) be a vanishing viscosity

net of weak solutions of the 2D Navier-Stokes equations (4.1) on I with external force f , in the sense of

Definition 4.1. Then, for every convergent subnet {uν′

}ν′ with uν′

→ u in Cloc(I, (W
1,r
σ )w) as ν′ → 0, we

have that the limit u is a weak solution of the 2D Euler equations on I with external force f , in the sense of

Definition 4.2.

Proof. Suppose {uν′

}ν′ is a subnet converging to some u in Cloc(I, (W
1,r
σ )w) as ν

′ → 0. Let us show that u

is a weak solution of the 2D Euler equations on I.

Fix any compact subinterval J ⊂ I. Note that since, in particular, uν′

(t0) → u(t0) in (W 1,r
σ )w as

ν′ → 0, then {uν′

(t0)}ν′ is uniformly bounded in W 1,r
σ . Then, from the a priori bounds (4.11) and (4.12), it

follows that {uν′

}ν′ is uniformly bounded in L∞(J,W 1,r
σ ) and {∂tu

ν′

}ν′ is uniformly bounded in L2(J, V ′).
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Hence, since W 1,r
σ is compactly embedded in H for r > 1, we can apply Aubin-Lions Lemma ([38, Theorem

A.11]) to obtain that, up to a subnet, uν′

→ u in C(J,H) as ν′ → 0. In particular, u ∈ L∞(J,H) and,

consequently, u ∈ L∞
loc(I,H). Moreover, since u ∈ Cloc(I, (W

1,r
σ )w) ⊂ Cloc(I,D

′
σ), we deduce that condition

(i) of Definition 4.2 is satisfied.

To verify the remaining condition, (ii), fix any test function ϕ ∈ C∞
c (I) and v ∈ Dσ. By assumption, we

have that

−

∫

I

∫

Ω

(uν′

· v)ϕ′ dx dt+ ν′
∫

I

∫

Ω

(∇uν′

: ∇v)ϕ dx dt−

∫

I

∫

Ω

(uν′

⊗ uν′

: ∇v)ϕ dx dt

=

∫

Ω

(uν′

(t0) · v)ϕ(t0) dx+

∫

I

〈f ,v〉V ′,V ϕ dt (4.13)

for every ν′.

Since ϕ has compact support in I, in view of the convergence uν′

→ u in Cloc(I, (W
1,r
σ )w), we immediately

obtain
∫

I

∫

Ω

(uν′

· v)ϕ′ dx dt −→

∫

I

∫

Ω

(u · v)ϕ′ dx dt, as ν′ → 0,

ν′
∫

I

∫

Ω

(∇uν′

: ∇v)ϕ dx dt = −ν′
∫

I

∫

Ω

(uν′

: ∆v)ϕ dx dt −→ 0, as ν′ → 0,

∫

Ω

(uν′

(t0) · v)ϕ(t0) dt −→

∫

Ω

(u(t0) · v)ϕ(t0) dt, as ν′ → 0.

Regarding the nonlinear term in (4.13), we proceed as follows. Let J ⊂ I be a compact subinterval

containing the support of ϕ. Note that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

I

∫

Ω

(uν′

⊗ uν′

: ∇v)ϕ dx dt−

∫

I

∫

Ω

(u⊗ u : ∇v)ϕ dx dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

J

∫

Ω

[(

(uν′

− u)⊗ uν′

+ u⊗ (uν′

− u)
)

: ∇v
]

ϕ dx dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖uν′

− u‖L∞(J;L2(Ω))(‖u
ν′

‖L∞(J;L2(Ω)) + ‖u‖L∞(J;L2(Ω)))‖∇v‖L∞(Ω)‖ϕ‖L1(J).

Since uν′

→ u in L∞(J,H) as ν′ → 0, it follows that
∫

I

∫

Ω

(uν′

⊗ uν′

: ∇v)ϕ dx dt −→

∫

I

∫

Ω

(u⊗ u : ∇v)ϕ dx dt, as ν′ → 0.

Therefore, passing to the limit as ν′ → 0 in (4.13), we deduce that u satisfies item (ii) of Definition 4.2. This

concludes the proof. �

4.1.2. 3D incompressible flows. Let us again take I ⊂ R to be an interval closed and bounded on the left

with left endpoint t0. We recall the following standard notion of weak solution to the 3D Navier-Stokes

equations.

Definition 4.3. Let f ∈ L2
loc(I, V

′). We say that u is a Leray-Hopf weak solution of the 3D Navier-

Stokes equations (4.1) on I if

(i) u ∈ Cloc(I,Hw) ∩ L
2
loc(I, V );

(ii) ∂tu ∈ L
4/3
loc (I, V

′);
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(iii) For every function Φ ∈ C∞(I × R
3)3 that is Ω-periodic, divergence-free and compactly supported on

I, it holds
∫

I

∫

Ω

u · ∂tΦ dx dt− ν

∫

I

∫

Ω

∇u : ∇Φ dx dt+

∫

I

∫

Ω

u⊗ u : ∇Φ dx dt

= −

∫

Ω

u(t0) · Φ(t0) dx−

∫

I

∫

Ω

f · Φ dx dt. (4.14)

(iv) u satisfies the following energy inequality for almost all t′ ∈ I and for all t ∈ I with t > t′:

1

2
|u(t)|2 + ν

∫ t

t′
‖u(s)‖2 ds ≤

1

2
|u(t′)|2 +

∫ t

t′
〈f(s),u(s)〉V ′,V ds. (4.15)

(v) If I is closed and bounded on the left, with left endpoint t0, then u is strongly continuous in H at t0

from the right, i.e., u(t) → u(t0) in H as t→ t+0 .

The set of allowed times t′ in (4.15) are characterized as the points of strong continuity from the right of

u in H . In particular, condition (v) implies that t′ = t0 is allowed in that case.

We note that condition (iv) can be interchanged with the following inequality in the sense of distributions

on I:

1

2

d

dt
|u(t)|2 + ν‖u(t)‖2 ≤ 〈f(t),u(t)〉V ′,V , (4.16)

see e.g. [40].

Given any f ∈ L2
loc(I, V

′) and initial datum u0 ∈ H , it is well known that there exists at least one Leray-

Hopf weak solution of the 3D Navier-Stokes equations, (4.1), defined on I and satisfying u(t0) = u0. For a

proof of this classical result, we refer to e.g. [21, 51, 53, 62, 61].

Regarding the 3D Euler equations, we consider the notion of dissipative solution introduced in [54, Section

4.4], where the forcing term was taken to be zero for simplicity. With the appropriate modifications to include

an external force, we obtain the following definition.

Definition 4.4. Let f ∈ L1
loc(I,H). We say that u is a dissipative solution of the 3D Euler equations

(4.2) on I if

(i) u ∈ Cloc(I,Hw);

(ii) For every v ∈ Cloc(I,H) such that d(v) = 1
2 (∇v + (∇v)T ) ∈ L1

loc(I, L
∞) and E(v) = −∂tv − P[(v ·

∇)v)] ∈ L1
loc(I,H), where P denotes the projection onto Ω-periodic divergence-free vector fields with

zero spatial average, it holds

∫

Ω

|u(t)− v(t)|2 dx ≤ exp

(

2

∫ t

t0

‖d−(v)‖L∞ ds

)∫

Ω

|u(t0)− v(t0)|
2 dx

+ 2

∫ t

t0

∫

Ω

exp

(

2

∫ t

s

‖d−(v)‖L∞ dτ

)

(E(v) + f) · (u− v) dx ds, (4.17)

for all t ∈ I, where d−(v) = (inf{ξTd(v)ξ : ξ ∈ R
2, |ξ| = 1})− is the negative part of the smallest

eigenvalue of d(v).

As mentioned in Section 4.1, the main motivation behind this definition comes from establishing a notion

of solution to the 3D Euler equations that is obtained as an appropriate limit of a vanishing viscosity sequence

of Leray-Hopf weak solutions of the 3D NSE. This is indeed how the existence of a dissipative solution is

shown in [54, Proposition 4.2], under an initial condition u(t0) = u0, for any u0 ∈ H , and in the absence
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of external forcing term. With a simple adaptation, one can show the same holds for any given forcing

f ∈ L1
loc(I,H).

Following analogous steps from this proof, we obtain the inviscid limit result in Proposition 4.4 below,

which we later apply for verifying condition (A2) of Theorem 3.1. We present the details of its proof here

for completeness. Before proceeding, we show in the following proposition a few useful a priori estimates

regarding weak solutions of the 3D NSE. For this formulation and the subsequent results, we require the

forcing term to be in L2
loc(I,H), so it fits both Definitions 4.3 and 4.4.

Proposition 4.3. Let I ⊂ R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint t0 and f ∈

L2
loc(I,H). Let ν0 > 0. Then, for every Leray-Hopf weak solution uν of the 3D NSE (4.1) on I with forcing

term f and for all ν > 0, the following inequalities hold:

|uν(t)|2 + 2ν

∫ t

t0

eν0λ1(t−τ)‖uν(τ)‖2dτ ≤ eν0λ1(t−t0)

[

|uν(t0)|
2 +

1

ν0λ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H)

]

, (4.18)

for all t ∈ I, and

‖uν(t)− uν(s)‖(W 1,∞
σ )′

≤ c|t− s|1/2(ν1/2 + ν
1/2
0 )λ

−3/4
1 e

ν0λ1(t−t0)
2

[

|uν(t0)|
2 +

1

ν0λ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H)

]1/2

+ |t− s|eν0λ1(t−t0)

[

|uν(t0)|
2 +

1

ν0λ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H)

]

, (4.19)

for all s, t ∈ I with s ≤ t, and for some positive constant c which is independent of ν.

Proof. From (4.16), it follows that, for every non-negative test function ϕ ∈ C∞
c (I),

−
1

2

∫ t

t0

|uν(τ)|2ϕ′(τ)dτ + ν

∫ t

t0

‖uν(τ)‖2ϕ(τ)dτ ≤

∫ t

t0

(f(τ),uν (τ))ϕ(τ)dτ,

for all t ∈ I. Then, by choosing an appropriate sequence of test functions on I and invoking the Lebesgue

differentiation theorem, together with the fact that uν ∈ Cloc(I,Hw) and uν is strongly continuous at t0

from the right, we deduce that

|uν(t)|2ψ(t) + 2ν

∫ t

t0

‖uν(τ)‖2ψ(τ)dτ

≤ |uν(t0)|
2ψ(t0) +

∫ t

t0

|uν(τ)|2ψ′(τ)dτ + 2

∫ t

t0

(f(τ),uν (τ))ψ(τ)dτ, (4.20)

for all t ∈ I and for every non-negative function ψ ∈ C1(I); see e.g. [38, Chapter II, Appendix B.1] for a

similar argument.

In particular, choosing ψ(t) = e−ν0λ1t, and estimating the integrand in the last term of (4.20) as

(f(τ),uν (τ)) ≤ |f(τ)||uν (τ)| ≤
1

2ν0λ1
|f(τ)|2 +

ν0λ1
2

|uν(τ)|2,

it follows that

|uν(t)|2e−ν0λ1t + 2ν

∫ t

t0

‖uν(τ)‖2e−ν0λ1τdτ ≤ |uν(t0)|
2e−ν0λ1t0 +

1

ν0λ1

∫ t

t0

|f(τ)|2e−ν0λ1τdτ

≤ |uν(t0)|
2e−ν0λ1t0 +

e−ν0λ1t0

ν0λ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H),

which immediately yields (4.18).
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Regarding (4.19), let s, t ∈ I with s ≤ t. Since ∂tu
ν ∈ L

4/3
loc (I, V

′) ⊂ L1
loc(I, (W

1,∞
σ )′), then, for all

v ∈W 1,∞
σ ,

|〈uν(t)− uν(s),v〉(W 1,∞
σ )′,W 1,∞

σ
| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈∫ t

s

∂tu
ν(τ)dτ,v

〉

(W 1,∞
σ )′,W 1,∞

σ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

(∫ t

s

‖∂tu
ν(τ)‖(W 1,∞

σ )′dτ

)

‖v‖W 1,∞
σ

≤ |t− s|1/2‖∂tu
ν‖L2(s,t;(W 1,∞

σ )′)‖v‖W 1,∞
σ

.

Hence,

‖uν(t)− uν(s)‖(W 1,∞
σ )′ ≤ |t− s|1/2‖∂tu

ν‖L2(s,t;(W 1,∞
σ )′).

We proceed to obtain an estimate of ‖∂tu
ν‖L2(s,t;(W 1,∞

σ )′). From (4.14), it follows that, for all v ∈ V,

d

dt
(uν ,v) + ν(∇uν ,∇v) − (uν ⊗ uν ,∇v) = (f ,v) (4.21)

in the sense of distributions on I. In particular, again since ∂tu
ν ∈ L1

loc(I, (W
1,∞
σ )′) then for all v ∈ W 1,∞

σ

〈∂tu
ν ,v〉(W 1,∞

σ )′,W 1,∞
σ

=
d

dt
〈uν ,v〉(W 1,∞

σ )′,W 1,∞
σ

=
d

dt
(uν ,v).

From (4.21), along with Cauchy-Schwarz, Hölder’s inequality, Poincaré inequality (4.4), and the inequality

(4.6) for r = ∞, we thus obtain

〈∂tu
ν(τ),v〉(W 1,∞

σ )′,W 1,∞
σ

≤ ν‖uν(τ)‖‖v‖ + |uν(τ)|2‖v‖W 1,∞
σ

+ |f(τ)||v|

≤ cνλ
−3/4
1 ‖uν(τ)‖‖v‖W 1,∞

σ
+ |uν(τ)|2‖v‖W 1,∞

σ
+ cλ

−5/4
1 |f(τ)|‖v‖W 1,∞

σ
,

for a.e. τ ∈ I. Consequently,

‖∂tu
ν(τ)‖(W 1,∞

σ )′ ≤ cλ
−3/4
1 (ν‖uν(τ)‖ + λ

−1/2
1 |f(τ)|) + |uν(τ)|2, for a.e. τ ∈ I.

Hence,

‖∂tu
ν‖L2(s,t;(W 1,∞

σ )′) ≤ cλ
−3/4
1

(

ν‖uν‖L2(s,t;V ) + λ
−1/2
1 ‖f‖L2(s,t;H)

)

+ ‖uν‖2L4(s,t;H)

≤ cλ
−3/4
1

(

ν‖uν‖L2(t0,t;V ) + λ
−1/2
1 ‖f‖L2(t0,t;H)

)

+ |t− s|1/2‖uν‖2L∞(t0,t;H). (4.22)

Thus, (4.19) follows by invoking (4.18) to further estimate the right-hand side of (4.22). �

Proposition 4.4. Let I ⊂ R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint t0, and let

f ∈ L2
loc(I,H). Consider also a (strongly) compact set K in H, and let {uν}ν>0 be a vanishing viscosity

net of Leray-Hopf weak solutions to the 3D Navier-Stokes equations (4.1) on I with external force f and

with initial data uν(t0) ∈ K, in the sense of Definition 4.3. Then, for every convergent subnet {uν′

}ν′ with

uν′

→ u in Cloc(I,Hw) as ν
′ → 0, we have that the limit u is a dissipative solution of the 3D Euler equations

on I with external force f , in the sense of Definition 4.4.

Proof. Let {uν′

}ν′ be a subnet converging to some u in Cloc(I,Hw) as ν′ → 0. Thus, u satisfies condition

(i) of Definition 4.4.

Now let us prove that u satisfies condition (ii). By a simple density argument, it suffices to show that (4.17)

holds for any test function v ∈ C∞(I ×R
3)3 that is Ω-periodic, divergence-free and compactly supported on

I (see [54, Section 4.4]). Let v be such a test function. From (4.14), it follows that, for every ν′,

d

dt
(uν′

,v) − (uν′

, ∂tv) + ν′(∇uν′

,∇v)− (uν′

⊗ uν′

,∇v) = (f ,v)
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in the sense of distributions on I.

Since −∂tv = E(v) + P[(v · ∇)v] and

(uν′

,P[(v · ∇)v]) − (uν′

⊗ uν′

,∇v) = (uν′

, (v · ∇)v) − ((uν′

· ∇)v,uν′

)

= −([(uν′

− v) · ∇]v,uν′

) = −([(uν′

− v) · ∇]v,uν′

− v),

then

d

dt
(uν′

,v) + (uν′

, E(v)) − ([(uν′

− v) · ∇]v,uν′

− v) + ν′(∇uν′

,∇v) = (f ,v).

Note also that

d

dt
|v|2 = 2(v, ∂tv) = −2(v, E(v)).

Combining the last two equations with the energy inequality d
dt |u

ν′

|2 ≤ 2(f ,uν′

), which follows from (4.16),

we obtain

d

dt
|uν′

− v|2 ≤ 2(uν′

− v, E(v) + f) − 2([(uν′

− v) · ∇]v,uν′

− v) + 2ν′(∇uν′

,∇v).

Observe that

− 2([(uν′

− v) · ∇]v,uν′

− v) = −2

∫

Ω

[((uν′

− v) · ∇)v] · (uν′

− v)dx

= −2

∫

Ω

(uν′

− v)i∂ivj(u
ν′

− v)j dx

= −2

∫

Ω

(uν′

− v)i
∂ivj + ∂jvi

2
(uν′

− v)j dx = −2

∫

Ω

(d(v)(uν′

− v)) · (uν′

− v) dx

≤ 2

∫

Ω

sup{−(d(v)ξ) · ξ : |ξ| = 1}|uν′

− v|2 dx

= −2

∫

Ω

inf{ξTd(v)ξ : |ξ| = 1}|uν′

− v|2 dx

≤ 2

∫

Ω

d−(v)|uν′

− v|2 dx ≤ 2‖d−(v)‖L∞ |uν′

− v|2.

Thus,

d

dt
|uν′

− v|2 ≤ 2(uν′

− v, E(v) + f) + 2‖d−(v)‖L∞ |uν′

− v|2 + 2ν′‖v‖‖uν′

‖

in the sense of distributions on I. Choosing an appropriate sequence of test functions on I and invoking

the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, similarly as in [38, Chapter II, Appendix B.1], we obtain the following

Gronwall-type inequality

|uν′

(t)− v(t)|2 ≤ exp

(

2

∫ t

t0

‖d−(v)‖L∞ ds

)

|uν′

(t0)− v(t0)|
2

+ 2

∫ t

t0

exp

(

2

∫ t

s

‖d−(v)‖L∞ dτ

)

(uν′

− v, E(v) + f) ds

+ 2ν′
∫ t

t0

exp

(

2

∫ t

s

‖d−(v)‖L∞ dτ

)

‖v‖‖uν′

‖ ds, (4.23)

for all t ∈ I.



ON THE CONVERGENCE OF TRAJECTORY STATISTICAL SOLUTIONS 25

Fix ν0 > 0 such that all parameters ν′ satisfy ν′ ≤ ν0. From (4.18), we can bound the last term in the

right-hand side of (4.23) by

2ν′1/2 exp

(

2

∫ t

t0

‖d−(v)‖L∞ dτ

)

‖v‖L2(t0,t;V )

(

ν′
∫ t

t0

‖uν′

‖2 ds

)1/2

≤ cν′1/2 exp

(

2

∫ t

t0

‖d−(v)‖L∞ dτ

)

‖v‖L2(t0,t;V )e
ν0λ1

2 (t−t0)

[

|uν′

(t0)|
2 +

1

ν0λ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H)

]1/2

. (4.24)

Since the net {uν′

(t0)}ν′ is in the compact set K, and hence is bounded in H , then the expression in the

right-hand side of (4.24) vanishes as ν′ → 0.

Moreover, since uν′

→ u in Cloc(I,Hw), then together with the bound (4.18) it follows that the second

term in the right-hand side of (4.23) converges as ν′ → 0 to

2

∫ t

t0

exp

(

2

∫ t

s

‖d−(v)‖L∞ dτ

)

(u− v, E(v) + f) ds.

Additionally, again since {uν′

(t0)}ν′ ⊂ K then, modulo a subnet, we have the strong convergence:

uν′

(t0) → u(t0) in H . Combining these facts, we obtain by taking the lim inf as ν′ → 0 in (4.23) that

|u(t)− v(t)|2 ≤ lim inf
ν′→0

|uν′

(t)− v(t)|2 ≤ exp

(

2

∫ t

t0

‖d−(v)‖L∞ ds

)

|u(t0)− v(t0)|
2

+ 2

∫ t

t0

exp

(

2

∫ t

s

‖d−(v)‖L∞ dτ

)

(u− v, E(v) + f) ds,

which shows (4.17), and concludes the proof. �

4.2. Convergence of statistical solutions of 2D Navier-Stokes to 2D Euler. In this section, we

verify the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 to deduce the convergence of a net of trajectory statistical solutions

of the 2D NSE towards a trajectory statistical solution of the 2D Euler equations, as stated in Theorem 4.1

below.

We start by fixing the required setting from Theorem 3.2. Let I ⊂ R be an interval closed and bounded

on the left with left endpoint t0. Take X = (W 1,r
σ )w, for any given 1 < r < ∞, and define, for each fixed

ν > 0,

Sν : (W 1,r
σ )w → Cloc(I, (W

1,r
σ )w)

u0 7→ uν , (4.25)

where uν is the unique weak solution of (4.1) on I in the sense of Definition 4.1 satisfying uν(t0) = u0.

Thus, the operator Pν = Πt0Sν , as defined in Theorem 3.2, is the identity operator.

Note that since W 1,r
σ is a separable Banach space then every Borel probability measure on (W 1,r

σ )w is

also a Borel probability measure on W 1,r
σ (and vice-versa), and hence tight in W 1,r

σ , i.e. inner regular with

respect to the family of compact subsets of W 1,r
σ (see Section 2.2), which are also compact sets in (W 1,r

σ )w.

In summary, every Borel probability measure on (W 1,r
σ )w (or, equivalently, W 1,r

σ ) is tight in (W 1,r
σ )w. For

this reason, we consider µ0 as any Borel probability measure in W 1,r
σ in the statements of this section.

Then, given a Borel probability measure µ0 on W 1,r
σ , we set, for simplicity, µν = µ0 for all ν > 0. Thus,

Pνµν = µν = µ0 and assumption (H1) is immediately satisfied. Also, from the tightness of µ0 we obtain the

existence of a sequence {Kn}n∈N of compact sets in (W 1,r
σ )w satisfying (H3).
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As we shall see, assumptions (H2), (H4) and (H5) actually hold for any compact set K of (W 1,r
σ )w, with

U defined as

UI =

{

u ∈ Cloc(I, (W
1,r
σ )w) : u is a weak solution of the 2D Euler equations

(4.2) on I in the sense of Definition 4.2

}

. (4.26)

For simplicity, we assume throughout this section that r is restricted to the range 2 ≤ r < ∞. In

particular, this allows us to obtain the bound (4.11) below for the Lr-norm of the vorticity associated with

a weak solution of the 2D NSE. We note, however, that the case 1 < r < 2 can also be treated, by appealing

to the notion of renormalized solutions, see [54, Section 4.1]. This case is indeed considered in the work

[67], where an analogous convergence result for trajectory statistical solutions of the 2D NSE towards a

trajectory statistical solution of 2D Euler is obtained, albeit under the assumption of zero forcing term and

with a slightly different setting than ours, particularly concerning the definition of X and the fact that the

spatial domain is taken as R2.

The next proposition shows that condition (H2) from Theorem 3.2 holds true in this context.

Proposition 4.5. Let K be a compact set in (W 1,r
σ )w, 2 ≤ r < ∞. Then, for each ν > 0, the operator

Sν |K : K → Cloc(I, (W
1,r
σ )w) is continuous.

Proof. Since the weak topology is metrizable on bounded subsets of W 1,r
σ , it suffices to show that, for any

given u0 ∈ K and any sequence {u0,n}n∈N in K converging weakly to u0, it follows that Sν(u0,n) converges

to Sν(u0) in Cloc(I, (W
1,r
σ )w).

Consider any compact subinterval J ⊂ I with left endpoint t0. It is sufficient to show that Sν(u0,n)

converges to Sν(u0) in C(J, (W 1,r
σ )w). We first show that {Sν(u0,n)}n is relatively compact in C(J, (W 1,r

σ )w).

Since {u0,n}n is contained in the compact set K, then {u0,n}n is a bounded sequence in W 1,r
σ . Thus,

from (4.7) and (4.11) it follows that {Sν(u0,n)}n is uniformly bounded in C(J,W 1,r
σ ). We may thus consider

a ball BW 1,r
σ

(R) in W 1,r
σ , R > 0, such that Sν(u0,n)(t) ⊂ BW 1,r

σ
(R) for all n ∈ N and t ∈ J . Note also that,

from (4.12), it follows that {∂tSν(u0,n)}n is uniformly bounded in L2(J, V ′).

Let w ∈ (W 1,r
σ )′ and ε > 0. Since V is dense in (W 1,r

σ )′, we may take v ∈ V such that ‖v −w‖(W 1,r
σ )′ <

ε/(4R). Hence, for all n ∈ N and s < t, we have

|〈w, Sν(u0,n)(t)− Sν(u0,n)(s)〉(W 1,r
σ )′,W 1,r

σ
|

≤ |〈w − v, Sν(u0,n)(t)− Sν(u0,n)(s)〉(W 1,r
σ )′,W 1,r

σ
|+ |〈Sν(u0,n)(t)− Sν(u0,n)(s),v〉V ′,V |. (4.27)

The first term is estimated as

|〈w − v, Sν(u0,n)(t)− Sν(u0,n)(s)〉(W 1,r
σ )′,W 1,r

σ
| ≤ 2R‖w− v‖(W 1,r

σ )′ <
ε

2
.

Regarding the second term in (4.27), we have

|〈Sν(u0,n)(t)− Sν(u0,n)(s),v〉V ′,V | =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈∫ t

s

∂tSν(u0,n)(τ)dτ,v

〉

V ′,V

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

(∫ t

s

‖∂tSν(u0,n)(τ)‖V ′dτ

)

‖v‖ ≤ |t− s|1/2‖∂tSν(u0,n)‖L2(J,V ′)‖v‖

≤ C|t− s|1/2‖v‖. (4.28)

Hence, it follows from (4.27)-(4.28) that, for all s, t ∈ J with |t− s| < ε2/(2C‖v‖)2,

|〈w, Sν(u0,n)(t)− Sν(u0,n)(s)〉(W 1,r
σ )′,W 1,r

σ
| <

ε

2
+ C|t− s|1/2‖v‖ < ε.
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Since w and ε are arbitrary, this implies that {Sν(u0,n)}n is equicontinuous in C(J,BW 1,r
σ

(R)w). Moreover,

since BW 1,r
σ

(R) is a compact set in (W 1,r
σ )w, we also have that, for each fixed t ∈ J , {Sν(u0,n)(t)}n is

relatively compact in BW 1,r
σ

(R)w. Therefore, by the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, it follows that {Sν(u0,n)}n is

relatively compact in C(J,BW 1,r
σ

(R)w), and hence in C(J, (W 1,r
σ )w).

Thus, there exists a subsequence {Sν(u0,n′)}n′ and ũ ∈ C(J, (W 1,r
σ )w) such that Sν(u0,n′) → ũ in

C(J, (W 1,r
σ )w). In particular, Sν(u0,n′)(t0) = u0,n′ converges weakly to ũ(t0) in W

1,r
σ and, by uniqueness of

the limit, ũ(t0) = u0. Also, by Proposition 4.2, we have that ũ is a weak solution of the 2D NSE (4.1) on I.

By uniqueness of solutions, it follows that ũ = Sν(u0). Then, by a contradiction argument, we obtain that

in fact the entire sequence {Sν(u0,n)}n converges to Sν(u0) in C(J, (W 1,r
σ )w). This concludes the proof. �

To verify assumptions (H4) and (H5), we fix ν0 > 0 and introduce the following auxiliary space. Let

R > 0 and J ⊆ I be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint t0, and consider the

following inequalities for u ∈ C(J, (W 1,r
σ )w):

‖∇⊥ · u(t)‖Lr ≤
(

Rr + (ν0λ1)
1−r‖∇⊥ · f‖rLr(t0,t;Lr)

)1/r

e(r−1)ν0λ1(t−t0)/r, (4.29)

and

‖∂tu‖L2(t0,t;V ′) ≤ cλ
−1/2
1 ‖f‖L2(t0,t;H)+

cλ
−1/2+1/r
1

[

ν0 +

(

R2 +
1

ν0λ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H)

)

eν0λ1(t−t0)

]

×

(

Rr + (ν0λ1)
1−r‖∇⊥ · f‖rLr(t0,t;Lr)

)

e(r−1)ν0λ1(t−t0), (4.30)

for t ∈ J , where c > 0 is a universal constant. Then, we define

YJ(R) =
{

u ∈ C(J, (W 1,r
σ )w) : u satisfies (4.29) and (4.30) for all t ∈ J

}

. (4.31)

Note that, for all 0 < ν ≤ ν0 and for every initial datum in BW 1,r
σ

(R), the restriction to J of the

corresponding weak solution of the 2D ν-NSE belongs to YJ (R).

We observe that given any sequence of compact subintervals Jn ⊂ I, n ∈ N, each with left endpoint t0

and such that I =
⋃

n Jn, then

YI(R) =

∞
⋂

n=1

Π−1
Jn

YJn
(R), (4.32)

where ΠJn
: C(I, (W 1,r

σ )w) → C(Jn, (W
1,r
σ )w) denotes the restriction operator on Jn defined in (2.2). We

now show that this auxiliary space is compact.

Lemma 4.1. Let R > 0 and let J ⊂ I be a compact subinterval with left endpoint t0. Then, YJ (R) is a

compact subset of C(J, (W 1,r
σ )w). Consequently, YI(R) is a compact subset of Cloc(I, (W

1,r
σ )w).

Proof. First, from the definition of YJ (R) in (4.31) it follows that, for all u ∈ YJ (R), it holds

‖∇⊥ · u(t)‖Lr ≤ RJ and ‖∂tu‖L2(t0,t;V ′) ≤ R̃J , for all t ∈ J, (4.33)

where RJ , R̃J are positive constants which depend on J , but are independent of t. In particular, the first

inequality in (4.33) implies that YJ (R) ⊂ C(J,BW 1,r
σ

(RJ )w), so that YJ(R) is metrizable, and it suffices to

show that it is sequentially compact.

Let {un}n be a sequence in YJ(R). Then, {un}n is uniformly bounded in C(J,W 1,r
σ ) and {∂tun}n is

uniformly bounded in L2(t0, t, V
′) for all t ∈ J . With a similar argument as in the proof of Proposition 4.5, it
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follows that {un}n is relatively compact in C(J, (W 1,r
σ )w). Then, we can show that there exists a subsequence

{un′}n′ and u ∈ C(J, (W 1,r
σ )w) with ∂tu ∈ L2(t0, t, V

′) such that

un′ → u in C(J, (W 1,r
σ )w), (4.34)

∂tun′ ⇀ ∂tu in L2(t0, t;V
′), for all t ∈ J. (4.35)

To see this, first let {un′}n′ be a subsequence for which un′ → u in C(J, (W 1,r
σ )w). Then, consider a sequence

of points {tk}k∈N ⊂ J that is dense in J . We have that {∂tun′} is uniformly bounded in L2(t0, tk;V
′) for

all k. Then, by a diagonalization argument, we may construct a further subsequence of {un′}n′ , which we

still denote as {un′}n′ for simplicity, such that ∂tun′ ⇀ ∂tu in L2(t0, tk;V
′) for all k. Due to the continuity

of the functional t 7→
∫ t

t0
〈∂tun′ − ∂tu,v〉V ′,V ds for any v ∈ L2(J ;V ′), and the density of {tk} in J , we thus

obtain that in fact ∂tun′ ⇀ ∂tu in L2(t0, t;V
′) for all t ∈ J .

With the convergences in (4.34) and (4.35), we can pass to the limit in the inequalities from the definition

of YJ(R) and conclude that u ∈ YJ (R). This concludes the proof of the compactness of YJ (R).

Consequently, in view of the characterization (4.32), it follows by employing again a standard diagonal-

ization argument that YI(R) is compact in Cloc(I, (W
1,r
σ )w). �

Next, we invoke Lemma 4.1 to verify assumption (H4).

Proposition 4.6. Let K be a compact set in (W 1,r
σ )w, 2 ≤ r < ∞. Then, there exists a compact set

K ⊂ Cloc(I, (W
1,r
σ )w) such that

Sν(K) ⊂ K, for all ν ∈ (0, ν0].

Proof. Let R > 0 be such that K ⊂ BW 1,r
σ

(R) and let {Jn}n be any sequence of compact subintervals of I,

each with left endpoint t0, such that I =
⋃∞

n=1 Jn. From the estimates (4.11) and (4.12) in Proposition 4.1,

it follows that ΠJn
Sν(K) ⊂ YJn

(R) for all n ∈ N and for every ν ∈ (0, ν0]. Thus, from the characterization

(4.32), we deduce that Sν(K) is contained in the compact set K = YI(R) for all ν ∈ (0, ν0]. �

Finally, we verify that assumption (H5) from Theorem 3.2 is satisfied.

Proposition 4.7. Let K be a compact set in (W 1,r
σ )w, 2 ≤ r <∞. Then,

lim sup
ν→0

Sν(K) ⊂ UI ,

with UI as defined in (4.26).

Proof. From the proof of Proposition 4.6, we know that

lim sup
ν→0

Sν(K) ⊂ YI(R),

for any R > 0 such that K ⊂ BW 1,r
σ

(R). Since YI(R) is a metrizable space, given u ∈ lim supν→0 Sν(K),

there exists a sequence {uνj}j such that νj ∈ (0, ν0] and uνj ∈ Sνj (K) for all j ∈ N, with νj → 0 and

uνj → u in YI(R) as j → ∞. Moreover, since the metric in YI(R) is compatible with the topology in

Cloc(I, (W
1,r
σ )w), we also have that uνj → u in Cloc(I, (W

1,r
σ )w) as j → ∞. By Proposition 4.2, this implies

that u ∈ UI , as desired. �

Having verified all the required assumptions, we may now apply Theorem 3.2 with the choices of X , U ,

{Sε}ε∈E , and {µε}ε∈E fixed in the beginning of this section and obtain the following result on the convergence

of trajectory statistical solutions of the 2D Navier-Stokes equations to a trajectory statistical solution of the

2D Euler equations in the inviscid limit.



ON THE CONVERGENCE OF TRAJECTORY STATISTICAL SOLUTIONS 29

Theorem 4.1. Let I ⊂ R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint t0 and assume

f ∈ L2
loc(I, V

′). Fix r ∈ [2,∞), and let Sν : (W 1,r
σ )w → Cloc(I, (W

1,r
σ )w), ν > 0, and UI ⊂ Cloc(I, (W

1,r
σ )w) be

defined as in (4.25) and (4.26), respectively. Then, given a Borel probability measure µ0 on W 1,r
σ , the net

{Sνµ0}ν>0 has a subnet that converges as ν → 0, with respect to the weak-star semicontinuity topology, to a

UI-trajectory statistical solution ρ of the 2D Euler equations that satisfies Πt0ρ = µ0.

Clearly, Theorem 4.1 thus yields the existence of a UI -trajectory statistical solution of the 2D Euler

equations satisfying a given initial datum. To emphasize this fact, we state it as the following corollary.

Corollary 4.1. Let I ⊂ R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint t0 and assume

f ∈ L2
loc(I, V

′). Fix r ∈ [2,∞), and let UI ⊂ Cloc(I, (W
1,r
σ )w) be as defined in (4.26). Then, given a Borel

probability measure µ0 on W 1,r
σ , there exists a UI-trajectory statistical solution ρ of the 2D Euler equations

satisfying the initial condition Πt0ρ = µ0.

4.3. Convergence of statistical solutions of 3D Navier-Stokes to 3D Euler. In this section, we show

the existence of a trajectory statistical solution of the 3D Euler equations starting from any given initial

measure µ0 on H . This is done by considering, for each ν > 0, a trajectory statistical solution ρν of the

3D NSE starting from µ0, and constructing a suitable family of compact sets for which the assumptions of

Theorem 3.1 above are verified.

Here we consider the setting of Theorem 3.1 with the following choices. Let X = Hw, and let I ⊂ R

be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint t0. Moreover, for a fixed forcing term

f ∈ L2
loc(I,H), we define the following corresponding sets of solutions of the 3D ν-Navier-Stokes equations,

with ν > 0, and 3D Euler equations, in X = Cloc(I,Hw):

Uν
I =

{

uν ∈ Cloc(I,Hw) : uν is a weak solution of the 3D ν-Navier-Stokes

equations (4.1) on I in the sense of Definition 4.3

}

, (4.36)

and

Udiss
I =

{

u ∈ Cloc(I,Hw) : u is a dissipative solution of the 3D Euler equations

(4.2) on I in the sense of Definition 4.4

}

. (4.37)

As in Section 4.2, we also define an auxiliary space in view of the a priori estimates from Proposition 4.3.

Namely, for fixed ν0 > 0, R > 0, and any subinterval J ⊆ I that is closed and bounded on the left with left

endpoint t0, consider the following inequalities for u ∈ Cloc(J,Hw):

|u(t)|2 ≤

(

R2 +
1

ν0λ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H)

)

eν0λ1(t−t0), (4.38)

for t ∈ J , and

‖u(t)− u(s)‖(W 1,∞
σ )′ ≤ c|t− s|1/2ν

1/2
0 λ

−3/4
1 e

ν0λ1(t−t0)
2

[

R2 +
1

ν0λ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H)

]1/2

+|t− s|eν0λ1(t−t0)

[

R2 +
1

ν0λ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H)

]

, (4.39)

for s, t ∈ J with s < t, where c > 0 is a fixed universal constant. Then, we define

YJ (R) = {u ∈ Cloc(J,Hw) : u satisfies (4.38) for all t ∈ J and (4.39) for all s < t in J} . (4.40)

As in the two-dimensional case, note that for all 0 < ν ≤ ν0 and for every initial datum in BH(R), the

restriction to J of the corresponding weak solution of the 3D ν-NSE belongs to YJ (R).
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From the definition (4.40), it follows that for any nondecreasing sequence of compact subintervals Jn ⊂ I,

n ∈ N, each with left endpoint t0 and such that I =
⋃

n Jn, we may write

YI(R) =
∞
⋂

n=1

Π−1
Jn

YJn
(R), (4.41)

where we recall from (2.2) that ΠJn
denotes the operator that takes any function u ∈ Cloc(I,Hw) to its

restriction to Jn, namely ΠJn
u = u|Jn

∈ C(Jn, Hw).

We have the following compactness result.

Lemma 4.2. Let R > 0 and ν0 > 0. Then, for every compact subinterval J ⊂ I with left endpoint t0, YJ (R)

is a compact subset of C(J,Hw). Consequently, YI(R) is a compact subset of Cloc(I,Hw).

Proof. Let J ⊂ I be a compact subinterval with left endpoint t0. Denote

RJ =

(

R2 +
1

ν0λ1
‖f‖2L2(J;H)

)1/2

e
ν0λ1

2 |J|.

According to the definition in (4.40), it follows that every u ∈ YJ (R) satisfies:

|u(t)| ≤ RJ , for all t ∈ J, (4.42)

and

‖u(t)− u(s)‖(W 1,∞
σ )′ ≤ c|t− s|1/2ν

1/2
0 λ

−3/4
1 RJ + |t− s|R2

J

≤ C|t− s|1/2 for all s, t ∈ J. (4.43)

In particular, (4.42) implies that YJ (R) ⊂ C(J,BH(RJ)w). Thus, YJ (R) is metrizable, and it suffices to

show that YJ(R) is sequentially compact.

Let {un}n be a sequence in YJ (R). We first show that {un}n is equicontinuous in C(J,BH(RJ)w). Let

v ∈ H and ε > 0 be arbitrary. SinceW 1,∞
σ is dense inH , we may takew ∈ W 1,∞

σ such that |v−w| < ε/(4RJ).

Thus, together with (4.42) and (4.43), we obtain that, for any s, t ∈ J,

|(un(t)− un(s),v)| ≤ |(un(t)− un(s),v −w)|+ |〈un(t)− un(s),w〉(W 1,∞
σ )′,W 1,∞

σ
|

≤ 2RJ |v −w|+ ‖un(t)− un(s)‖(W 1,∞
σ )′‖w‖W 1,∞

σ

<
ε

2
+ C|t− s|1/2‖w‖W 1,∞

σ
,

so that, if |t− s| < ε2/(2C‖w‖W 1,∞
σ

)2, then

|(un(t)− un(s),v)| < ε, for all n.

Since v and ε are arbitrary, we deduce that {un}n is equicontinuous in C(J,BH(RJ)w). Moreover, for each

fixed t ∈ J , {un(t)}n ⊂ BH(RJ ), and thus {un(t)}n is relatively compact in BH(RJ)w. Therefore, by the

Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, it follows that {un}n is relatively compact in C(J,BH(RJ )w), and hence in C(J,Hw).

Thus, there exists a subsequence {un′}n′ of {un}n and u ∈ C(J,Hw) such that un′ → u in C(J,Hw). It

only remains to show that u ∈ YJ (R). The inequality (4.38) follows immediately from the weak convergence

un′(t) → u(t) in Hw. Moreover, denoting the right-hand side of (4.39) by K(s, t), it follows that for every

w ∈ W 1,∞
σ such that ‖w‖W 1,∞

σ
≤ 1 and for all s, t ∈ J with s < t, we have

|〈u(t)− u(s),w〉(W 1,∞
σ )′,W 1,∞

σ
| = |(u(t)− u(s),w)|

= lim
n′→∞

|(un′(t)− un′(s),w)| = lim
n′→∞

|〈un′(t)− un′(s),w〉(W 1,∞
σ )′,W 1,∞

σ
| ≤ K(s, t).
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This implies that

‖u(t)− u(s)‖(W 1,∞
σ )′ ≤ K(s, t),

and hence u satisfies (4.39). Consequently, u ∈ YJ (R), as desired.

The second part of the statement follows from the characterization in (4.41), and the fact that each

YJn
(R) is a compact set in C(Jn, Hw). By a diagonalization argument, we deduce that YI(R) is compact in

Cloc(I,Hw). This concludes the proof. �

We now obtain the following result as an application of Theorem 3.1. It shows convergence of a vanishing

viscosity net of Uν
I -trajectory statistical solutions of the 3D NSE towards a Udiss

I -trajectory statistical solution

of the 3D Euler equations.

Theorem 4.2. Let I ⊂ R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint t0 and assume

that f ∈ L2
loc(I,H). Consider Uν

I ,U
diss
I ⊂ Cloc(I,Hw), ν > 0, as defined in (4.36) and (4.37), respectively.

Also, let µ0 be a Borel probability measure on H, and, for each ν > 0, let ρν be a Uν
I -trajectory statistical

solution of the 3D ν-NSE such that Πt0ρν = µ0. Then, there exists a subnet of {ρν}ν>0 that converges as

ν → 0, with respect to the weak-star semicontinuity topology, to a Udiss
I -trajectory statistical solution ρ of the

3D Euler equations satisfying Πt0ρ = µ0.

Proof. As in the beginning of this subsection, let us denote X = Hw and X = Cloc(I,Hw). We proceed by

constructing a sequence of compact sets {Kn}n∈N in X which satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 3.1. First,

since H is a separable Banach space then, as recalled in Section 2.2, it follows that µ0 is tight. Moreover,

the Borel σ-algebras in H and Hw coincide. Thus, given any sequence of positive real numbers {δn}n∈N with

δn → 0, there exists a corresponding sequence of (strongly) compact sets {Kn}n∈N in H such that

µ0(X\Kn) < δn, for all n. (4.44)

For each n, let Rn > 0 such that Kn ⊂ BH(Rn), and define

Kn = YI(Rn) ∩ Π−1
t0 Kn,

with YI(Rn) as defined in (4.40), for fixed ν0 > 0. From Lemma 4.2, YI(Rn) is a compact set in X . Moreover,

since Kn is compact in H , hence also compact (and closed) in X = Hw, and Πt0 : X → X is a continuous

operator, then Π−1
t0 Kn is a closed set in X . This implies that each Kn is a compact set in X .

Let us verify that the sequence {Kn}n satisfies condition (A1) of Theorem 3.1. From Definition 3.1, for

each ν > 0 there exists a Borel set Vν in X such that Vν ⊂ Uν
I and ρν(X\Vν) = 01. Moreover, from

Proposition 4.3 and the definition of YI(Rn) in (4.40) and the fact that Uν
I ⊂ YI(Rn) when ν ≤ ν0, it follows

that

Vν ∩ Π−1
t0 Kn ⊂ Uν

I ∩ Π−1
t0 Kn ⊂ YI(Rn) ∩ Π−1

t0 Kn = Kn, for all 0 < ν ≤ ν0.

With these two facts, we obtain that, for all 0 < ν ≤ ν0,

ρν(X\Kn) ≤ ρν(X\(Vν ∩ Π−1
t0 Kn))

= ρν(X\Π−1
t0 Kn) = ρν(Π

−1
t0 (X\Kn)) = Πt0ρν(X\Kn) = µ0(X\Kn).

Thus, together with (4.44), we deduce that

ρν(X\Kn) < δn, for all n and 0 < ν ≤ ν0,

1In fact, since, as shown in [40, Proposition 2.12], Uν

I
is itself a Borel set in X , then we could take Vν = Uν

I
.
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as desired.

Regarding condition (A2) of Theorem 3.1, first note that

Vν ∩ Kn ⊂ Uν
I ∩ Kn ⊂ Cloc(I, BH(Rn)w)

for all ν > 0 and n ∈ N. Thus,

lim sup
ν→0

(Vν ∩ Kn) ⊂ Cloc(I, BH(Rn)w), for all n.

Since Cloc(I, BH(Rn)w) is metrizable, given u ∈ lim supν→0(U
ν
I ∩Kn) there exists a sequence {uνj}j∈N such

that uνj ∈ Vν ∩ Kn ⊂ Uν
I ∩ Π−1

t0 Kn for all j ∈ N, with νj → 0 and uνj → u in Cloc(I,Hw) as j → ∞.

By Proposition 4.4, this implies that u ∈ Udiss
I . Hence, condition (A2) of Theorem 3.1 is satisfied. The

conclusion now follows as an application of Theorem 3.1. �

Given any Borel probability measure µ0 on H and ν > 0, existence of a Uν
I -trajectory statistical solution

ρν of the 3D NSE in the sense of Definition 3.1 satisfying the initial condition Πt0ρν = µ0 is shown in [13,

Theorem 4.2] (see also [40]). This fact together with Theorem 4.2 thus yields the following corollary on the

existence of Udiss
I -trajectory statistical solutions of the 3D Euler equations satisfying a given initial datum.

Corollary 4.2. Let I ⊂ R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint t0 and assume

that f ∈ L2
loc(I,H). Let Udiss

I ⊂ Cloc(I,Hw) be as defined in (4.37). Then, given a Borel probability measure

µ0 on H, there exists a Udiss
I -trajectory statistical solution ρ of the 3D Euler equations satisfying the initial

condition Πt0ρ = µ0.

4.4. Convergence of statistical solutions of the Galerkin approximations of the 3D NSE. We

now address the Galerkin approximation of the three-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations (4.1) on a periodic

spatial domain Ω, on a time interval I ⊂ R closed and bounded on the left, with left endpoint t0 ∈ R, and

with f ∈ L2
loc(I,H). Our aim is to apply Theorem 3.2 to show that trajectory statistical solutions generated

by the well-defined solution operator of the Galerkin approximations converge to a trajectory statistical

solution of the 3D NSE. For the framework of Section 4.1.2, the phase space is taken to be X = Hw, so the

trajectory space is X = Cloc(I,Hw). The set Uν
I is that of the weak solutions of the 3D ν-NSE on I defined

in (4.36).

For each m ∈ N, let Pm denote the projection of H onto the finite-dimensional subspace of H spanned

by the first m eigenfunctions w1, . . . ,wm of the Stokes operator which, on the periodic case, coincides with

the negative Laplacian operator −∆ on V ∩H2(Ω)3. The Galerkin approximation in PmH of the 3D NSE

(4.1) is defined as

∂tum − ν∆um + Pm[(um · ∇)um] +∇pm = Pmf , ∇ · um = 0, (4.45)

see e.g. [61] for more details.

By taking the inner product of the first equation in (4.45) with each of the eigenfunctions w1, . . . ,wm and

writing um(t) =
∑m

i=1 αim(t)wi, it follows that the Galerkin approximation is equivalent to a system of m

ordinary differential equations on I of the form αt = F(t,α), where αm = (α1m, . . . , αmm). The right-hand

side F is quadratic (hence locally Lipschitz) in α and, due to f ∈ L2
loc(I,H), F is also measurable in t

and bounded by an integrable function of t on every compact subset of I × R
m. As such, we obtain, from

the classical Carathéodory theory of existence and uniqueness of solutions for ODEs [20, 45], an absolutely

continuous function um on [t0, tm], for some tm ∈ I, which satisfies (4.45) a.e. in t and a given initial

condition um(t0) = u0,m ∈ PmH . Moreover, from standard energy estimates, it follows that um satisfies the
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following inequality for any compact subinterval J ⊂ I with left endpoint t0 and containing [t0, tm]:

|um(t)|2 ≤ |u0,m|2e−νλ1(t−t0) +
1

νλ1
‖f‖2L2(J,H)

for every t ∈ [t0, tm]. This implies that um is uniformly bounded in t, and consequently um, in fact, exists

and is unique for all t ∈ I, with um ∈ Cloc(I, PmH).

Therefore, we can define a solution operator associated to (4.45), given as

Sm : Hw → Cloc(I, PmH) ⊂ Cloc(I,Hw)

u0 7→ um, (4.46)

where um = um(t) is the unique trajectory solving (4.45) on I subject to the initial condition um(t0) = Pmu0.

For the statistical solutions, we consider a sequence of initial measures {µ0,m}m∈N on Hw associated with

the Galerkin approximations. Since the initial conditions associated with the Galerkin operator Sm belong

to PmH, it is natural to assume that each µ0,m is a Borel probability measure on Hw (or, equivalently, on

H) which is carried by PmH. For the sake of convergence, we also assume that these measures converge to

a Borel probability measure on H, in the sense of weak-star semicontinuity topology.

With this setting, we have the following convergence result.

Theorem 4.3. Let ν > 0 and let I ⊂ R be an interval that is closed and bounded on the left with left

endpoint t0. Assume that f ∈ L2
loc(I,H). Let Sm : Hw → Cloc(I, PmH), m ∈ N, and Uν

I ⊂ Cloc(I,Hw) be

defined as in (4.46) and (4.36), respectively. Let µ0 be a (tight) Borel probability measure on Hw. Suppose

{µ0,m}m∈N is a sequence of (tight) Borel probability measures on Hw carried by PmH which is uniformly

tight on Hw and converges to µ0 in the sense of weak-star semicontinuity topology, i.e. µ0,m
wsc∗
⇀ µ0 in Hw.

Then, the sequence of measures {Smµ0,m}m∈N has a subsequence that converges, as m → ∞, with respect

to the weak-star semicontinuity topology, to a Uν
I -trajectory statistical solution ρ of the 3D Navier-Stokes

equations satisfying Πt0ρ = µ0.

Proof. We proceed to verify that assumptions (H1)-(H5) of Theorem 3.2 hold under this setting.

First, from the definition (4.46) of the Galerkin semigroup as the weak solution of the Galerkin approx-

imation (4.45) with the initial condition um(t0) = Pmu0, it follows that the operator Πt0Sm considered in

the statement of Theorem 3.2 is such that Πt0Smu0 = um(t0) = Pmu0, so that this operator is precisely the

Galerkin projector, i.e. Πt0Sm = Pm. Thus, condition (H1) reads Pmµ0,m
wsc∗
⇀ µ0. Since µ0,m is assumed to

be carried by PmH, we thus have Pmµ0,m = µ0,m. Indeed, for any Borel set A in H , we have

Pmµ0,m(A) = µ0,m(P−1
m A) = µ0,m(P−1

m A ∩ PmH) = µ0,m(A ∩ PmH) = µ0,m(A),

where, in the second and fourth equalities, we used the fact that µ0,m is carried by PmH, while, in the third

equality, we used that Pm is a projection operator, so that P−1
m A ∩ PmH = A ∩ PmH.

Thus, since Pmµ0,m = µ0,m, condition (H1) is precisely the assumption that we have, i.e. that µ0,m
wsc∗
⇀ µ0.

Hence, condition (H1) is satisfied.

From the equivalence between (4.45) and the system of m ordinary differential equations αt = F(t,α),

together with the properties of F recalled above, it follows again from classical ODE theory that any solution

um of (4.45) depends continuously on initial data. This implies that the solution operator Sm : Hw →

Cloc(I, PmH) ⊂ Cloc(I,Hw) is continuous, and hence assumption (H2) is verified.

The validity of assumption (H3) follows immediately from the condition that the sequence of initial

measures {µ0,m}m is uniformly tight in Hw. Indeed, given any sequence δn → 0, there is a corresponding



34 ANNE C. BRONZI, CECILIA F. MONDAINI, AND RICARDO M. S. ROSA

sequence of compact sets Kn in Hw, n ∈ N, such that (H3) holds. Since, as we show next, the remaining

assumptions hold for any compact set K in Hw, they hold in particular for such sequence.

To establish (H4) and (H5), we first define an auxiliary space analogous to (4.40). Since, in the current

setting, ν is a fixed parameter, we may invoke a different set of inequalities than (4.38)-(4.39) to define

this auxiliary space, which yield estimates in stronger norms. These alternative inequalities are indeed

necessary for guaranteeing compactness of such auxiliary space in the topology of L2
loc(I,H). This in turn

allows us to obtain a result analogous to Proposition 4.4, showing that individual solutions of the Galerkin

approximations converge to a Leray-Hopf weak solution of 3D NSE.

More precisely, under the present framework, we have that for any m ∈ N and any solution um of (4.45)

on I, the following inequalities hold:

|um(t)|2 + ν

∫ t

t0

‖um(τ)‖2dτ ≤ |um(t0)|
2 +

1

νλ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H), (4.47)

for all t ∈ I, and

‖um(t)− um(s)‖V ′ ≤ cν1/2|t− s|1/2
(

|um(t0)|
2 +

1

νλ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H)

)1/2

+ cν−3/4|t− s|1/4
(

|um(t0)|
2 +

1

νλ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H)

)

, (4.48)

for all s, t ∈ I with s ≤ t, and for some positive constant c which is independent of m.

The proof of (4.47) follows from typical energy estimates, see e.g. [61, Chapter 3]. Inequality (4.48) then

follows by proceeding similarly as in the proof of (4.19) in Proposition 4.3 and invoking (4.47). We omit

further details.

Now, given an arbitrary R > 0 and an arbitrary subinterval J ⊆ I that is closed and bounded on the left

with left endpoint t0, consider the following inequalities for u ∈ Cloc(J,Hw):

|u(t)|2 + ν

∫ t

t0

‖u(τ)‖2dτ ≤ R2 +
1

νλ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H), (4.49)

for t ∈ J , and

‖u(t)− u(s)‖V ′ ≤ cν1/2|t− s|1/2
(

R2 +
1

νλ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H)

)1/2

+ cν−3/4|t− s|1/4
(

R2 +
1

νλ1
‖f‖2L2(t0,t;H)

)

, (4.50)

for s, t ∈ J with s < t, where c is the same constant from (4.48). Based on these, we define the set

YJ (R) = {u ∈ Cloc(J,Hw) : u satisfies (4.49) for all t ∈ J and (4.50) for all s < t in J} . (4.51)

Then, the same characterization as in (4.41) holds for YI(R) in this case, and by analogous arguments

as in Lemma 4.2 we deduce that YI(R) is a compact subset of Cloc(I,Hw). Moreover, analogously as in

Proposition 4.6, we can invoke the inequalities (4.47) and (4.48) to show that for any compact set K in

Hw and any R > 0 such that K ⊂ BH(R), it holds that Sm(K) ⊂ YI(R) for all m ∈ N. This shows that

assumption (H4) is satisfied.

Finally, to verify assumption (H5), we argue similarly to the the proof of Proposition 4.7. Specifically,

given a compact set K in Hw, let R > 0 such that K ⊂ BH(R). As we showed in the verification of (H4),

this implies that Sm(K) ⊂ YI(R) for all m, and hence lim supm Sm(K) ⊂ YI(R). Since YI(R) is metrizable,



ON THE CONVERGENCE OF TRAJECTORY STATISTICAL SOLUTIONS 35

given u ∈ lim supm Sm(K) there exists a sequence {umj
}j∈N such that umj

∈ Smj
(K) for all j, and umj

→ u

in YI(R) as j → ∞. Consequently, umj
→ u in Cloc(I,Hw) as j → ∞.

Moreover, from the fact that umj
∈ Smj

(K) ⊂ YI(R) for all j and from the definition of YI(R) in

(4.51), it follows that the sequence {umj
}j has the uniform upper bounds implied by (4.49) and (4.50) on

every compact subinterval J ⊂ I with left endpoint t0. Then, standard compactness arguments yield that

u ∈ L2
loc(I, V ) and, modulo a subsequence, umj

→ u in L2
loc(I,H). Combining all these facts, we may thus

pass to the limit m→ ∞ in the weak formulation of (4.45) and deduce that u is a Leray-Hopf weak solution

of the 3D NSE, as defined in Definition 4.3. See e.g. [61, Chapter 3, Section 3] for similar arguments.

Therefore, u ∈ Uν
I , and we conclude that lim supm Sm(K) ⊂ Uν

I . This shows that (H5) holds.

We have thus verified all the assumptions from Theorem 3.2, which then yields the desired result. �

Remark 4.1. Note that if {µ0,m}m is a sequence of Borel probability measures on Hw which converges to

a Borel probability measure µ0 with respect to the weak-star semicontinuity topology in H (with the strong

topology), then it also converges in the weak-star topology in H, see Lemma 2.2. Since H is a Polish space,

then by Prohorov’s theorem [56] the relatively compact subsets of P(H) coincide with the uniformly tight

ones. In particular, it follows that {µ0,m}m is uniformly tight in H, and consequently in Hw. Therefore,

if µ0,m
wsc∗
⇀ µ0 in H for some µ0 ∈ P(H) then the condition from Theorem 4.3 that {µ0,m}m is uniformly

tight on Hw is immediately satisfied.

Remark 4.2. In the statement of Theorem 4.3, the conditions imposed on the initial approximating measures

µ0,m are, in a sense, generic. In practice, one would want to start with something more specific. For example,

given an initial tight Borel probability measure µ0 of interest for the limit problem, we may consider the

Galerkin projections µ0,m = Pmµ0 of that measure. Note that Pmµ0 is carried by PmHw. Let us verify that

such approximating measures satisfy the remaining conditions of Theorem 4.3.

In order to see that {Pmµ0}m is uniformly tight in Hw, fix δ > 0 and let K be a compact set in Hw such

that µ0(H\K) < δ. Let also R > 0 be such that K ⊂ BH(R). The subset BH(R) is a compact set in Hw,

and

Pmµ0(H\BH(R)) = µ0(P
−1
m (H\BH(R))) = µ0(H\P−1

m BH(R)) ≤ µ0(H\BH(R))

≤ µ0(H\K) < δ

for all m, where in the first inequality we used that PmBH(R) ⊂ BH(R). This shows that {Pmµ0}m is

uniformly tight in Hw.

The second condition is that Pmµ0
wsc∗
⇀ µ0 in Hw. This can be seen by noting that Pmu0 → u0 in H,

for all u0 ∈ H, and hence, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we have that for every bounded and

continuous real-valued function ϕ on H
∫

H

ϕ(u)d(Pmµ0)(u) =

∫

H

ϕ(Pmu)dµ0(u) →

∫

H

ϕ(u)dµ0(u),

so that Pmµ0
w∗
⇀ µ0 in H. Since H is completely regular, it follows from Lemma 2.2 that Pmµ0

wsc∗
⇀ µ0 in

H. Moreover, since any open set in Hw is open in H, we obtain from the equivalence between conditions (i)

and (v) in Lemma 2.2 that Pmµ0
wsc∗
⇀ µ0 in Hw.

Remark 4.3. Another useful practical example is with a Monte-Carlo approximation µN
0 = (1/N)

∑N
k=1 δuk

,

uk ∈ H, of a desired initial (tight) Borel probability measure µ0 on Hw. The convergence Pmµ0,Nm

wsc∗
⇀ µ0 for

a suitable subsequence {Nm}m is a delicate issue, though, but it can be proved in some cases. For a related

result for the two-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations and a Gaussian initial measure with the eigenvalues
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of the covariance operator decaying sufficiently fast, see [4]. This will be further discussed in subsequent

works.

Remark 4.4. As a byproduct of Theorem 4.3, we obtain, for any given initial measure µ0, the existence

of a Uν
I -trajectory statistical solution ρ of the 3D Navier-Stokes equations satisfying the initial condition

Πt0ρ = µ0. Theorem 4.3 thus provides an alternative proof of this fact to the one previously given in [13,

Theorem 4.2] (see also [40]), where existence was shown via an approximation by convex combinations of

Dirac measures, by invoking the Krein-Milman theorem together with a tightness argument. Here, existence

is derived instead via convergence of standard Galerkin approximations.
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[24] C. De Lellis and L. Székelyhidi Jr. On admissibility criteria for weak solutions of the Euler equations. Archive for Rational

Mechanics and Analysis, 195:225–260, 2010.

[25] R.J. DiPerna and A.J. Majda. Concentrations in regularizations for 2-D incompressible flow. Communications on Pure

and Applied Mathematics, 40(3):301–345, 1987.

[26] C.R. Doering and E.S. Titi. Exponential decay rate of the power spectrum for solutions of the Navier–Stokes equations.

Physics of Fluids, 7(6):1384–1390, 1995.

[27] R.E. Edwards. Functional analysis: theory and applications. Holt, Rinehart and Winston, Inc., New York, 1965.

[28] F. Fanelli and E. Feireisl. Statistical solutions to the barotropic Navier–Stokes system. Journal of Statistical Physics,

181:212–245, 2020.

[29] U.S. Fjordholm, S. Lanthaler, and S. Mishra. Statistical solutions of hyperbolic conservation laws: foundations. Archive

for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 226:809–849, 2017.

[30] U.S. Fjordholm, K. Lye, S. Mishra, and F. Weber. Statistical solutions of hyperbolic systems of conservation laws: numerical

approximation. Mathematical Models and Methods in Applied Sciences, 30(3):539–609, 2020.

[31] U.S. Fjordholm, S. Mishra, and F. Weber. On the vanishing viscosity limit of statistical solutions of the incompressible

Navier–Stokes equations. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 56(4):5099–5143, 2024.

[32] F. Flandoli and M. Romito. Markov selections for the 3D stochastic Navier-Stokes equations. Probab. Theory Related

Fields, 140:407–458, 2008.

[33] C. Foias. Statistical study of Navier-Stokes equations, I. Rendiconti del Seminario matematico della Università di Padova,
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Instituto de Matemática, Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro (UFRJ), Brazil

Email address: rrosa@im.ufrj.br


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Functional setting
	2.2. Elements of measure theory
	2.3. Topologies for measure spaces and related results

	3. Convergence of trajectory statistical solutions
	4. Applications
	4.1. Mathematical setting for 2D and 3D incompressible flows
	4.2. Convergence of statistical solutions of 2D Navier-Stokes to 2D Euler
	4.3. Convergence of statistical solutions of 3D Navier-Stokes to 3D Euler
	4.4. Convergence of statistical solutions of the Galerkin approximations of the 3D NSE

	Acknowledgements
	References

