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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 p
which is tight and is carried by a Borel subset of a set U on a space X = Cjoe(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 ¢. 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 Il;,p = p0, where II;, : X — X is the projection at a “initial” time
to € I and pg 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 {p. }.ce of U.-trajectory statistical solutions, for some index set £ and
with U, C X. Think of U, as the space of solutions of a given differential equation depending on a parameter
¢ (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 {p:}-ce so that it converges (passing to a subnet if necessary),
in a certain sense, to a U-trajectory statistical solution p. More precisely, Theorem 3.1 imposes a uniform
tightness assumption on {p.}. along with a suitable condition relating the limit of compact subsets of U. 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 S. : X — X. Namely, S, takes each initial datum
up,e € X to the unique trajectory us = uc(t) in X of the corresponding approximate equation satisfying the
initial condition wu.(tg) = ug.. In this case, a set of assumptions is required from the family of operators
{S:}ees to guarantee that, given any initial probability measure po on X and suitable measures {pc }ecs on
X approximating po in a certain sense, the family of measures p. = Scpe, € € £, on X has a convergent
subnet to a U-trajectory statistical solution p such that I, p = puo.

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 Fuler equations
with periodic boundary conditions and initial vorticity in L", with 2 < r < oo. 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 {ji. }ccg allows not only for the natural example given by Galerkin projections
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of a given initial measure po for the limiting system, namely pe = pm, = Ppto, but also the example of
Monte Carlo approximations of pg, 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 p on X yields a phase-space statistical solution via the time projections pu; = Il;p, t € I, called
a projected statistical solution, although the converse might not necessarily hold. As such, if {I;p. }ier,
e € &, is a collection of projected statistical solutions for which {p. }.c¢ satisfies our conditions guaranteeing
convergence to a trajectory statistical solution p in €, then it follows immediately from the continuity of
the projection operator I1;, together with the notion of convergence in the space of probability measures we
consider, that II;p. converges to Il;p in €, for each t € I. Therefore, under such conditions and provided p
is sufficiently regular, the projected statistical solutions {II;pc }ier, € € £, converge to a projected statistical
solution of the limit problem, namely {II;p}sc;.

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-a and MHD-« 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 «
limit of the a-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 Xy, to indicate that X is endowed with its weak
topology, whereas X/,. stands for X’ endowed with the weak-star topology. Notice that, for any topological
vector space X, the space X/ . 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 C 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' = Cjoc(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 Cj..(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 II; : X — X be the “projection” map at time ¢, defined by

IMu=u(t), foralluedlX. (2.1)
Moreover, given any subset I’ C I, define ITjs : Cioc (I, X) = Cloc(I’, X) to be the restriction operator

IIpu = u|[/, for all u € C]oC(I,X). (22)
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It is readily verified that II; and II;/ 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 Cp(X).
When X is a subset of R™, m € N, we further consider the space 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, (', ) is a directed set, and { A, }er 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):

liminf A, = ﬂ { U Ay : A is a cofinal subset of I‘} ,
¥
AEA

limsup 4, = ﬂ { U Ay : A is a terminal subset of I‘} .
ke AeA
In these definitions, the overline denotes the closure of the set under the topology of X; a subset A is cofinal

in T when for every v € T, there exists A € A such that v < A (like a subsequence); and a subset A is
terminal in I' when there exists v € I' such that A = {\ € T'; v < A} (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 Ay = limsup Ay = liminf A,.
v 0% vy

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]):

limsup A, = ﬂ U Ag. (2.3)

K vEr =B

2.2. Elements of measure theory. Consider a topological space X and let Bx denote the o-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 R of Borel sets in X, we say that a measure p € M(X) is inner regular with respect
to R if for every set A € By,

w(A) =sup{u(K): K € 8, K C A}.

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

subsets of X. Moreover, a measure u € M(X) is called outer regular if for every set A € By,
wu(A) =inf{u(U) : U is open, A C U}.

A net {p}yer of measures in M(X) is said to be uniformly tight if for every ¢ > 0 there exists a
compact set K C X such that
py(X\K)<e, forallyel.

Here we follow the terminology in [9], and we remark that such concept of uniform tightness does not
necessarily imply tightness of each measure j,. In what follows, however, we consider uniformly tight

families of tight measures.
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We denote the set of all measures u € 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 o-algebras generated by the
strong and weak topologies coincide, i.e. Bx = Bx, , 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 p on By induces a measure Fu on By known as the push-forward of y by F' and defined as
Fu(E) = u(F~Y(E)), forall E € By.

Moreover, if ¢ : Y — R is a Fu-integrable function then ¢ o F' is p-integrable and the following change of

variables formula holds
[ etr@yinte) = [ etaru) (2.4)
X Y

see e.g. [2]. Clearly, if u is a tight measure and F' is a continuous function then the push-forward measure
Fy 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 p € M(X) be an outer
regular measure. Then, for any monotone decreasing net (E,)~ycr of compact sets in X, E = mvel“ E, isa
compact set and
E) =lim pu(E,).
n(E) WEFM( v)

Proof. Tt is clear that F = mwer E, is a closed subset of a compact set so that it is compact. Since u is outer
regular then, for every € > 0, there exists an open set U C X such that E C U and p(U) < p(E)+e. Observe
that the compactness of X implies the compactness of U¢ and, since each FE, is compact, we also have that
ES is an open set on X. Furthermore, U® C Uvel“ EY so that there exists a finite subset {y1,...,7nv} C T
such that ﬂfil E,, C U. Since (I',x) is a directed set then there exists ¥ € I' such that v; < 7, for all
i=1,...,N. Since the net (E,) er is monotone decreasing, we have that E5 C E,, for every i =1,..., N.
Hence, E5 C ﬂfil E,, C U. Therefore, inf,cr u(E,) < p(U) < p(E) + €. Since € > 0 is arbitrary we

conclude that inf,er p(Ey) < p(E). On the other hand, it is clear that u(E) < inf,cr p(E,). Thus,
lim pu(Ey) = inf p(By) = p(E),

as desired. O

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 p — u(f) = [ f(2)du(z) are continuous, for every bounded and continuous real-valued
function f on X, ie. f € Cp(X). If a net {pq}ta converges to p with respect to this topology, we denote
ta = p. A less common topology is the one defined by Topsoe in [63], which is the smallest one for which
the mappings p — p(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 {4 }o to
. . WSC*
1 with respect to this latter topology as po — #

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 {pia}a in M(X) and p € M(X), consider the following
statements:
(i) pa s
(i) limsup pia(f)
(i) liminf po (f)
(iv) limg, e (
(v) limg f1a(
(vi) pa = .

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

< u(f), for all bounded upper semicontinuous function f;
> u(f), for all bounded lower semicontinuous function f;
w(X) and limsup po (F) < p(F), for all closed set F C X;

X) = nwX)
X) = w(X) and liminf 4o (G) > u(G), for all open set G C X;

Furthermore, if X is also completely reqular and p € M(X,tight), then all siz 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 Hausdor(f space and let {io}o be a net in M(X, tight) such that limsup pq (X) <
00. If {lia}o 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 Hausdorfl) 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 reqular Hausdorff space and p1, p2 € M(X,tight). Then
w1 = p2 if and only if / p(z)dp (z) = / o(x)dps(z) for all p € Cp(X). (2.5)
X X

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' = Cjo.(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 By the Borel o-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 Y C 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 p on X is a U-trajectory

statistical solution if
(i) p is tight;

(i) p is carried by a Borel subset of X included in U, i.e. there exists V € By such that V C U and
p(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 £ or I' are used as index sets of nets, where the indices are usually represented by the letters «, 3, ¢,
or 7.

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 {p:}ece be a family of U.-trajectory
statistical solutions on subsets U. C X, carried by Borel subsets V. C X, where X = Cioe(I,X). LetUd C X

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

(A1) pe(X\Ky) < 0p, for all e € €, with §,, — 0;
(A2) limsup,ce (Ve N Ky) CU with respect to the topological superior limit in X.

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

{pe}ecs. Moreover, if the interval I is closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint to and i pe — po
for some tight Borel probability measure po on X, then Iy, p = uo.

Proof. From the assumption that p.(X \ ) < d,, for all € € £, with compact sets K,, C X and 6, — 0,
it follows immediately that {pc}.cs 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 {p}.ce which converges
in the weak-star semicontinuity topology to a probability measure p € M(X,tight). To deduce that p is a
U-trajectory statistical solution, it remains to show that p is carried by a Borel subset of U, which is the
main component of this proof.

Using the carriers V. C U, of each U.-trajectory statistical solution, define the set

V= U hmsup V-NK,) U ﬂ U VyNK,, (3.1)

n=1 g€ n=1ecf exy

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

closed sets is closed and since each set |J__. Vy NK,, € € &, is a closed subset of the compact subset K,

ey
the sets ﬂses Usﬁ'y Vy N Ky, n €N, are compact, and V is a o-compact subset of X', hence Borel.
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We now claim that p is carried by V. Since £ is a directed set, then given any § € £ there exists a € £

such that § < a and € < a. For any such «, we have, by assumption,

Pa U V’y nK, | > Pa (Voz mK:n) = poz(lcn) >1- 5717

ey

for any given n € N. Taking the supremum in «, we find that

SUp Pa UVVﬂlCn > Sup  pa UVVﬂlCn >1-96,.

Sa B, exa

ey ey

Since 8 € £ above is arbitrary, we take the infimum of this expression over § € £ and find that
lim sup pg U VyNKy | 21 =6,
pee ey

In view of Lemma 2.2, statement (iv), and the fact that pg e p in X', we obtain that

o UJvynkn Zlir;lesguppg UWwnK.| >1-6,, forallee€andneN. (3.2)

ey ey

Clearly, if e; < €5 then Usﬁ,y VyNK, C U51<»y Vy N K,. Thus, for each n € N, the net {Usﬁ'y Vy N ICn}Seg
is a monotone decreasing net of compact sets in the compact Hausdorff space IC,,. Moreover, since p is a tight
Borel probability measure on a Hausdorff space then p is outer regular, see Section 2.2. Hence, Lemma 2.1

applies, and we deduce that

p (limsup(VgﬂlCn)> =p ﬂ U VyNK, | =limp U VoNKy, | >21-9,
e€s e€fexy ecé exy

for all n € N.
Hence, from (3.1),

p(V)=p <U limsup(Ve N ICn)> >p (limsup(VE N ICn)) >1-46,, forallneN.

n—1 ec&

Since d,, — 0, by taking n — oo we find that p(V) = 1. This completes the proof that the Borel set V C U
carries p and that p 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 ¢y, and that II;, p. Y5 11p. Since Iy, : X — X is a continuous mapping, the set K, = II, K,
is compact in X and II;, K, = H;)ll_[tolCn D Ky, so that

Htopa‘(X \ Kn) = pa(Hg)l(X \ Kn)) = pg(X \ Ht;lKn) < pa(-X \ ’Cn) < On,

SCx

showing that II;, p. is tight on X. Similarly, II;, p is also tight on X. Let us show that T, p. ‘X" II;,p on
X using condition (v) of Lemma 2.2.

First, for the whole space X, since HtfolX = X, we have
My pe(X) = pe(I;,' X) = pe(X) = p(X) = p(IT;' X) = TLy, p(X).
Now, for an open set G C X, the set H;DlG is open in X, so that

lim inf IT;, p. (G) = lim inf pE(Hg)l (@) > p(H;)1 (@) =, p(G).



ON THE CONVERGENCE OF TRAJECTORY STATISTICAL SOLUTIONS 11

wWSC*

Thus, from Lemma 2.2, we deduce that I, p. — Il p on X.
" pio. 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.

On the other hand, by assumption, we have Il p. feid

Thus, we deduce that II;,p = po. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 3.1. The hypothesis, in Theorem 3.1, of the existence of compact subsets K,, C X with p.(X\K,) <
dn and 6, — 0 is, in fact, the condition of uniform tightness of the family {p:}ece, and this by itself
guarantees, from the compactness given in Theorem 2.1, the existence of the weak limit p. The importance
of making this condition explicit in the statement of the theorem is only to relate the sets IC,, to the set U,
via the condition that limsup,c¢ (V- NK,) C U, with respect to the topological superior limit in X. With this
extra condition, we prove that the limit measure p is carried by a Borel set included in U, and hence p is a
U-trajectory statistical solution. The localization of the carrier of p is in fact the main point of Theorem 3.1,

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

Remark 3.2. From the proof of Theorem 3.1, we have, more precisely, that p is carried by the o-compact
Borel subset V defined in (3.1), which depends on the sets V., e € £, and also the sequence of compact sets

K, C X, ne€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 S¢, € € £.

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 tg. Let U be a subset of X = Cioc(I, X). Consider a net {S:}.ce of measurable functions
Se : X = X and a net {pc}tecs of tight Borel probability measures on X. Set U = Sc(X) and define
P. =11;,S: : X - X. Assume that

(H1) P.pe " o, for some tight Borel probability measure g on X.
Moreover, suppose that there exists a sequence { K, }nen of compact sets in X with the following properties:

(H2) The map Sc|k, : Kn — X is continuous for all n € N and all € € £, with the topology inherited from
X;

(H3) (X \ K,,) < 0p, for all e € € and all n € N, where §,, — 0, when n — oo;

(H4) For each n, there exists a compact set KCp, in X with Sc(Ky,) C Ky, for alle € £.

(H5) For each n € N,

limsup S.(K,,) C U.
ee&

Then, each p. = Se e is a U:-trajectory statistical solution and the net {p:}ece has a convergent subnet, with

respect to the weak-star semicontinuity topology, to a U-trajectory statistical solution p such that Il; p = po.

Remark 3.3. Note that, given {uge}tece C X, the family P.ug. = II;,Scug . represents a collection of
approximating initial data associated with the solution operators {Sc}ece in a given application. Hence, con-
dition (H1) is a natural assumption that guarantees that the initial measures Iy, Se e for the approximations
converge to the limit initial measure. This should be checked in each application. In some cases, one has
simply 11 S. = 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 approrimating 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 11, Scu = Pyu, u € X, with Py 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 p. is carried by a Borel subset of U. and, hence, is a statistical
solution. Condition (H3) guarantees that the initial measures p. are uniformly exhausted by the sets K,
which is then used together with (H4) to prove the uniform tightness of p. = Sec e with respect to the compact
sets {K,}. Condition (H5) certifies that the family of operators are, in fact, an approzimation of the limit
problem, i.e. the approzimations do converge to a solution of the limit problem, as expressed by the space U,

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

Remark 3.5. In the particular case where P. is the identity operator and pe. = po for all € € €, for some
o 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 p. as Sc e, we have
pe(X\ Se(In)) = pe(S2H X\ Se(Kn))) = pe(X \ ST (Se(Kn))).
Since S-1(S.(K,)) D Ky, it follows that X \ S-1(S.(K,)) C X \ Ky, so that
Pe(X\ Se(Kn)) < pe(X\ Kn).

Using (H3), we obtain
pe(X\ Se(Ky)) < 6n, (3.3)

for all n € N and arbitrary €. Thus,
P (X \ UnenSe (Km)) < pe(X \ Se(Ky)) < 6,

for all n. Since d,, — 0, this implies that

pE(X \ UneNSa(Kn)) =0.

Therefore, p. is carried by the set
Ve = ] Se(Kn). (3.4)

neN
From (H2) we see that S.(K,) is compact in X, so that V. is a o-compact set in X'. In particular, it is a
Borel set in X.

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

On the other hand,

Thus,
pe(A) = sup{p(S: (A) N K)}- (3.5)

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

pe(STHA) N K,) = sup{p(F) : F ¢ S-'(A) N K, F compact in X}.
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Since F' C S71(S:(F)), we have the bound
pe(STHA) N K,) < sup{ue(SH(S(F))) : F € S-'(A) N K, F compact in X}.

From the continuity of the restriction Sc|x, of S: to the compact set K, we have S.(F') compact, for every

compact set F' C K,,. Thus, we bound the right hand side extending S.(F) to any compact set K’ C A, i.e.
pe(STHA) N K,) < sup{u(S-H(K')) : K' € A, K' compact in X}.
Back to p. = Se e, this means
pe(S-HA) N K,) < sup{p.(K') : K' € A, K’ compact in X'}.
Since the right hand side does not depend on n, this gives
sup pe (S HA) N K,) < sup{p.(K') : K € A, K’ compact in X'}.
Plugging this back into (3.5) yields
pe(A) < sup{ue (S (A) N Kn)} < sup{pe(K) : K' € A, K compact in X} < pe(A).

In other words,
pe(A) = sup{p-(K") : K' € A, K' compact in X}.
This shows that p. is tight. Thus, p. is a tight measure carried by the Borel subset V. of U, which means

that p. is a U.-statistical solution.

Now, using (H4) and the previous estimate (3.3), we see that
pE(X \ ’Cn) < ps(X \ Ss(Kn)) < 6n.

This implies that the family {p.}.ce is uniformly tight.

Since {pe}eee 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 p € M(X,tight). Now we show
directly that p is carried by

V= U lirilesgup Se(Kp).

n=1
Note that, by the definition (2.3) of lim sup, as an intersection of closed sets, we have that limsup, Se(K,,) is
a Borel set and so is V. Moreover, by assumption (H5), each limsup, Sc(K,,) is a subset of U, hence V C U
as well. Let us now mimic the proof in Theorem 3.1 and show that p is carried by V.

From the estimate (3.3), we find that
pe(Se(Kn)) =1 = bn.

For every § € £, there exists o € £ such that < a and € < a. Thus,

Pa U S’y(Kn) Z pa(Sa(Kn)) Z 1 - 577.;

ey

for arbitrary n € N. Taking the supremum over a € &, for 8 < «a,

sip  pa | | JSH(ER) | = sup pa | | Sy(Kn) | =16

a€f, fxa a€f, faexa

exy exy
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Taking, now, the infimum over § € &,

limsup p S, (K,) | =inf sup pq S (K, | >1-0,.
BeE B U 'y( ) BEE ace, f<a U 'y( )

ey ey

Since pg X" p along a subnet 5 € &', it follows from Lemma 2.2, (iv), that

p U Sy (Ky) | > limsup pg U Sy(Kyp) | >1—=90,.

Bee’

ey ey

Each S,(K5) is included in the compact set Ky, so that the set [J. ., Sy () is a closed set in Ky, hence
compact. Moreover, the family of sets |J Sy(Ky), € € &, is decreasing in . Hence, it follows from

Lemma 2.1 that

ey

p (limsup SS(KH)) =p ﬂ U Sy(Ky) | =limp U Sy(Kp) | >1—0p.

e€€
c€s e€fexy exxy

Therefore,

€€

(V) = p < U nmsupss(m) >1-4,
meN
Finally, since this holds for any n € N and 4,, — 0, we find that

p(V) =1.

Thus, we find a tight Borel probability measure p with p. ““X" p along a subnet ¢ € £, with p carried by
the Borel subset V of U, which means that p is a U-trajectory statistical solution.

It remains to show that Il;,p = po. We have just proved that p. "¢ ) as measures on X. Since II,,
is continuous from & to X, this implies, as seen in the proof of Theorem 3.1, that IL; p. iy I, p, and
IL;, pe, Iy p € M(X, tight).

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

Scx*x

Htopa = Htosaﬂa = Ielle “ee Ho-

Combining the two limits together and invoking the uniqueness of the weak-star semicontinuity limit in
M(X, tight), it follows that Iy, p = po, which completes the proof. O

Remark 3.6. Notice we do not apply Theorem 3.1 to prove Theorem 3.2. If instead we assume limsup, g (U:N
Krn) CU 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
du—vAu+ (u-Vju+Vp=£f, V.-u=0, (4.1)

where u = (u1, ..., uq) and p are the unknowns and represent the velocity field and the pressure, respectively.
Moreover, f = (f1,..., f4) represents a given body force applied to the fluid and v > 0 is the kinematic
viscosity. The functions u, p and f depend on a spatial variable z varying in Q C R? and on a time variable
t varying in an interval I C R. We will refer to (4.1) as ‘v-NSE’ whenever there is a need to emphasize the
dependence on v.

In the inviscid case, i.e. when v =0, (4.1) becomes the d-dimensional incompressible Euler equations
ou+ (u-Viu+Vp=1f, V-u=0. (4.2)

We assume for simplicity that (4.1) and (4.2) are subject to periodic boundary conditions, with =
(0,L1) x ... x (0,Ly) C R? denoting a basic domain of periodicity. We say that a function v : R* — R? is
Q-periodic if v is periodic with period L; in each spatial direction x;, i =1,...,d.

Let us fix the functional setting associated to these equations. Denote by C;:T(Q)d the space of infinitely
differentiable and Q-periodic functions defined on R?, and let D, C C;;(Q)d be the set of divergence-free
and periodic test functions with vanishing spatial average, namely

DC,_{uecoo Q)¢ : V-u=0and /

per
Q

u(x) dx = 0} . (4.3)

We denote by H, V and W7 1 < r < oo, the closures of D, with respect to the norms in L?(2)4,
HY(Q)% and W17 (Q)?, respectively. Note that V = W2, The inner product and norm in H are defined,
respectively, by

(u,v) z/u-vdx and |u| = +/(u,u),
Q
where u-v = Z§:1 u;v;. In the space V, these are defined as
(u,v)) = (Vu,Vv) = / Vu:Vvdx and |ul| =+/(u,u)),
Q

where it is understood that Vu = (0,, ui)g j=1 and that Vu : Vv is the componentwise product between Vu

and Vv. In the space W) except for r = 2, we can only define a norm, given by

J v
Z 10z,uil|7- | 5 1<7r<oo
ij=1
ally 2 =
d
Z [0z uil| L, r = 00.
ij=1
The fact that || - || and [| - ||y, 1 <7 < 00, are indeed norms follows from the Poincaré inequality (4.4) and

the inequality (4.6) below.

We denote by H’, V' and (W)") the dual spaces of H, V and W2", 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 [[ul g = supy,<1(0, V) g/, 5, where (-,-) g £ denotes the
duality product between E and E’. After identifying H with its dual H', we obtain V. C H C V' and
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Whr c H c (Wl with the injections being continuous, compact, and each space dense in the following
one. Also, since € is bounded, we have that W 1" C V, with continuous injection, for all r > 2.

The negative Laplacian operator (—A) on VN H?2(Q)? is a positive and self-adjoint operator with compact
inverse. As such, it admits a nondecreasing sequence of positive eigenvalues {\; } ren with A\, — oo as k — oo,
which is associated to a sequence of eigenfunctions {wy, }ren that consists of an orthonormal basis of H. In

relation to the first eigenvalue A; of (—A), we have the Poincaré inequality,

u| < )\71/2 ul[, forallueV. 4.4
1

Using Holder’s inequality, we have
lull < 2G5 Juf e, forallue WET, 2<r < oo, (4.5)

where |Q] = Ly --- Lq is the area or volume of the d-dimensional domain. For the sake of simplicity, and
with the aim of using A; for dimensional consistency, we write (4.5) in terms of Aj, by introducing the
non-dimensional constant ¢ = max{1, |Q|)\f/2}1/2, so that
7g(%7%) 1,r
[lul| <)y [uflypr, forallue W,", 2<r<oco. (4.6)
For any normed space E, we denote by Bg(R) the closed ball centered at 0 and with radius R > 0 in
E. Moreover, we denote by Fy, and Bg(R)y the spaces E and Bg(R) endowed with the weak topology,
respectively.
For d = 2, we denote by V= the operator defined as (—0,,, 0., ). The vorticity w = w(z1, 72) associated

with a velocity field u(zq, z2) = (w1 (21, 22), uz2(x1,x2)) is given by
w=Vt.u= —0z, 01 + Oy, Us.

We recall that the L™-norm of the vorticity controls the W "-norm of its associated velocity field. More
precisely, let u € H be such that V+ -u € L"(2), for some 1 < r < co. Then u € W}l and

lullyar < eV - ule, (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 ¢ 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 € L ([to, 00), V'),
for some t¢ > 0, and initial datum ug in H, there exists a unique weak solution u of (4.1) on [tg, 00) satisfying
u(tp) = ug, 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 v-NSE is globally well-posed, and
we may thus define a solution operator S, associating to each uy € H the corresponding unique solution u
of (4.1) on [tg, 00) satisfying u(tg) = uo.

In the three-dimensional case, it is known that for any given f € L2 ([ty,o0), V) and ug € H there exists a

Leray-Hopf weak solution of NSE (cf. Definition 4.3 below) on [tg, 00) satisfying the initial condition u(ty) =
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ug. 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? x (0,T) with initial data up = 0, for some 7' > 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 S; from Theorem 3.2 to be the solution operator
Sy for the Galerkin system with N € N Galerkin modes (see (4.46)), and U as the set Uy of Leray-Hopf
weak solutions of 3D v-NSE on a fixed time interval I C R.

Regarding the inviscid limit examples, in the 2D case we take each S, from Theorem 3.2 as the solution
operator S, associated to the 2D Navier-Stokes equations with viscosity parameter v > 0 (see (4.25)). In the
3D inviscid limit case, we consider each set U, from Theorem 3.1 to be the family U} of Leray-Hopf weak
solutions of 3D v-NSE on the time interval I C R, and p. = p, as a corresponding trajectory statistical
solution in the sense of Definition 3.1. We note that existence of such trajectory statistical solution p, in
3D satisfying a given initial condition Il;,p, = po, for any Borel probability measure po 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 u,; in U,,, j € N, lying in
a certain compact set, has as its limit a solution in ¢. 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 ug € H such that V4 -ug € L™, 1 < r < oo, a vanishing viscosity convergent sequence of weak
solutions to the 2D NSE, each with initial datum ug, 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 » = oo, namely when V=+ - ug € L™, there is at most one weak solution
u to the 2D Euler equations in vorticity formulation on [tg, 00) satisfying u(tg) = up, as originally shown
in [70]. This implies that, given any Borel probability measure po on H that is carried by the set Oy =
{up € H : V* - ug € L>®}, a trajectory statistical solution of the 2D Euler equations starting from this
initial measure can be simply obtained as Sy, where S is an associated and well-defined solution operator

on Oy. Moreover, together with the inviscid limit result for individual solutions, one can easily establish
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the convergence S, 110 YEC" S for any sequence v; = 0, where as before S, denotes the solution operator
associated to the 2D v-NSE. For this reason, in our results below in Section 4.2 we consider only r < oc.

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 Fuler 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 C R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint
to. 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 D, of test functions defined in (4.3).

Definition 4.1. Let f € L (I,V'). We say that u is a weak solution of the 2D Navier-Stokes
equations, (4.1), on I if
(i) u € Coc(I, HYNLE (I,V);

loc

(ii) da e L2 (I,V');

loc

(iii) For every v € D, the equation
d
— u-vdx—l—y/Vu:Vvdx—/u®u:Vvdx:<f,v>V/1V (4.8)
dt Jo Q 0

is satisfied in the sense of distributions on I.

Definition 4.2. Let f € L2 _(I,V’). We say that u is a weak solution of the 2D Euler equations,
(4.2), on I if

(Z) ueL® (I,H) ﬁcloC(IaDé’)7'

loc

(i1) For every v € D,, the equation

d

— u-vdx—/u@u:Vvdx=(f,v>v/v (4.9)
dt Q Q ’

is satisfied in the sense of distributions on I.

As recalled in Section 4.1, when given uy € H with V+-uy € L"(Q), for some 1 < r < oo, the existence of
a weak solution u to the 2D Euler equations on I satisfying u(tg) = ug in D/, 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 € L (I, H)
and V* - f € LT (I, L"(2)). Additionally, it follows from the proof that this weak solution u also belongs
t0 Cloc (I, (W2)w).

Moreover, under these same conditions on ug and f, it is not difficult to verify that the corresponding
unique weak solution u” of the 2D Navier-Stokes equations on I satisfying u”(tg) = up in H also belongs to

Cloc (I, (W;T)W)
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In our following results regarding the two-dimensional case, we shall maintain this assumption on f,
namely f € L (I, H) and V*-f € L] (I, L"(2)). In this case, it thus follows that we may take the abstract
space X from Section 3 as (W1")y, with the corresponding trajectories of Euler and Navier-Stokes lying in
Cloc(Iu (W;W)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 v — 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 C R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint ty and £ €
L3 (I,H) with V+-£f € LT, _(I,L"(Q)), 2 <r < +o0. Then, for every weak solution u” € Coc(I, (Wr")y) of

the 2D NSE (4.1) on I with forcing term £ and for any vy > 0, the following inequalities hold for all v > 0
andtel:

v v 1 o (f—
[’ (#)]” < ([0 (to)|* + —— €720 00y ) €707, (4.10)
Vg1

IV 0 @ < (1950 (t)llzr + @A) IV - 5y gy ) € 7D9ON ), (41

—1/2
1060”2 toivy < AL 211 L2 o 0

—1/241/r v 1 Vo (t—
/2+1/ <y—|— <|u (t0)|2 + H||f”%2(t0’t;H)) evor(t t0)>

+ )

(19 (o)l + o) 19 - £l ) ] elr=Dron=to) (419)

where ¢ > 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 C R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint to, and let
fel? (I,H) withV*+-fe Ll (I,L"(Q)), r>2. Let {u’},>0 C Cioc(L, (WLT)w) be a vanishing viscosity
net of weak solutions of the 2D Navier-Stokes equations (4.1) on I with external force £, in the sense of
Definition 4.1. Then, for every convergent subnet {u” },, with u”’ — u in Cioc(I, (W2")y) as v/ — 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 {u”'}, is a subnet converging to some u in Cioc(I, (W2")y) as v/ — 0. Let us show that u
is a weak solution of the 2D Euler equations on I.

Fix any compact subinterval J C I. Note that since, in particular, u” (to) — u(to) in (W2"), as
v — 0, then {u” (to)}, is uniformly bounded in W2". Then, from the a priori bounds (4.11) and (4.12), it
follows that {u*'},/ is uniformly bounded in L>°(.J,W2") and {8;u*'}, is uniformly bounded in L2(J,V").
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Hence, since W1 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, v — uin C(J,H) as v/ — 0. In particular, u € L*°(J, H) and,
consequently, u € L2 (I, H). Moreover, since u € Cioc(I, (W2")w) C Cioc(I, D), we deduce that condition
(i) of Definition 4.2 is satisfied.

To verify the remaining condition, (ii), fix any test function ¢ € C°(I) and v € D,. By assumption, we
have that

// dxdt—l—u// u”’ Vv<pdxdt—//u ®u”’ : Vv)p dx dt
= [ ) vpptto) dxt [ (Ev)vivode (@13

for every v/'.

Since ¢ has compact support in I, in view of the convergence u”’ — u in Cloc(I, (WET)y), we immediately

// dxdt—>//u V) dxdt as v — 0,
Q Q

// Vu”' : Vv)p dx dt = —1/// cAv)pdxdt — 0,  asv — 0,

obtain

/(u” (to) - v)p(to) dt —» /(u(to) -v)p(tg) dt, asv —0.
Q Q

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

containing the support of ¢. Note that

(u”/®u”/ 1 Vv)p dx dt—//(u@u:Vv)gp dx dt‘
1Jo

Q )ou’ +u® (v )):Vv}gpdxdt‘

< ||Ul - UHLOO(J;L?(Q))(HUV | oo (g522(0)) + 1allzoe (g2 IV VI Lo (@) |2l 1 () -

Since u”’ — uin L>®(J, H) as v/ — 0, it follows that

//(u”/ ®u” Vv)gpdxdt—)//(u®u:Vv)<pdxdt, as v — 0.
Q Q

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

concludes the proof. O

4.1.2. 3D incompressible flows. Let us again take I C R to be an interval closed and bounded on the left
with left endpoint t5. We recall the following standard notion of weak solution to the 3D Navier-Stokes

equations.

Definition 4.3. Let f € L% (I,V’). We say that u is a Leray-Hopf weak solution of the 3D Navier-
Stokes equations (4.1) on I if

(i) W E Cioe(I, Hy) N L2,
(i) dpa € L3I, V');

loc

(I, V);
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(iii) For every function ® € C*°(I x R3)3 that is Q-periodic, divergence-free and compactly supported on

I, it holds
//u-@tfbdxdt—l///Vu:V@dxdt—i—//u@u:V@dxdt
1Ja 1Ja 1Ja

:—/Qu(to)-fb(to) dx—/I/Qf-tbdx dt. (4.14)

(iv) u satisfies the following energy inequality for almost all t' € I and for allt € T witht > t':

Sl + [ ()| ds < 5P + [ (56, u)vy ds (4.15)

(v) If I is closed and bounded on the left, with left endpoint to, then u is strongly continuous in H at tg
from the right, i.e., u(t) — u(to) in H ast —tJ.

The set of allowed times ¢’ in (4.15) are characterized as the points of strong continuity from the right of
u in H. In particular, condition (v) implies that ¢’ = ¢y is allowed in that case.
We note that condition (iv) can be interchanged with the following inequality in the sense of distributions

on I:

[a(t)]” + vifu®)]* < (@), u)vv, (4.16)

&~

1
2
see e.g. [40].

Given any f € L2 (I,V’) and initial datum ug € 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(tg) = ug. 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 € L] (I, H). We say that u is a dissipative solution of the 3D Euler equations
(4.2) on I if

(i) u € Cioc(I, Hy);
(ii) For every v € Cioc(I, H) such that d(v) = 3(Vv + (Vv)T) € L{ (I,L*) and E(v) = —9,v — P[(v -

loc

V)v)] € L _(I,H), where P denotes the projection onto 2-periodic divergence-free vector fields with

loc

zero spatial average, it holds
t
/ lu(t) — v(t)]* dx < exp (2/ ld= (V)| L= ds) / lu(to) — v(to)|? dx
Q to Q

+2/t:/Qexp (2/:|d(v)|m dT) (E(v)+£)- (u—v) dx ds, (4.17)

for all t € I, where d=(v) = (inf{€7d(v)¢ : € € R2,[£] = 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(tg) = ug, for any uy € 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
felLl (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 (I, H), so it fits both Definitions 4.3 and 4.4.

loc

Proposition 4.3. Let I C R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint ty and £ €
L2 (I,H). Let vg > 0. Then, for every Leray-Hopf weak solution u” of the 3D NSE (4.1) on I with forcing

loc

term £ and for all v > 0, the following inequalities hold:
t
1
W+ 2 [ Dy < O W)+ | 019)
to VoAl
forallt €I, and

(1) = 0”(8) | gy =,

1/2
1/2\—3/4 rorilt—to) v 1
<t — 8|22 + ’/o/ AL /4705 [|u (to)|? + W ||f||2L2(t07t;H)]

1

voA1 (t—t v 2 2

+ |t - S|e 0 1( 0) |:|u (t0)| + —V()Al ||f||L2(to,t;H):| 5 (419)
for all s,t € I with s <t, and for some positive constant ¢ which is independent of v.

Proof. From (4.16), it follows that, for every non-negative test function ¢ € C°(I),

1 K v K 17 K v
3 [ R @y [P < [ (@@,
to to to
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 u” € Cioe(I, Hy) and u” is strongly continuous at to

from the right, we deduce that

u” () () +2V/t [u” (7| (r)dr

< 0 (to) P (to) + / ¥ ()P (r)dr + 2 / (E(r).u? (r))(r)dr, (4.20)

to
for all t € I and for every non-negative function v € C!(I); see e.g. [38, Chapter II, Appendix B.1] for a
similar argument.

—voA1t

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

(E(7),w (1) < [EIIu ()] < oo P + 25 e ()P,

it follows that

t t
1
|uu(t)|2€—1/0)\1t+2y ||u1/(7_)||2e—u0>\17d7_ S |uu(t0>|2e—u0>\1t0 + |f(7_)|2e—u0)\17d7_
to VO)\l to
—l/())\lt()

< Vit 2 —voAito € f 2 ‘
< [u”(to)["e o £ 22 (20,0521

which immediately yields (4.18).
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Regarding (4.19), let s,¢t € I with s < ¢t. Since gu” € Lfo/cg(l V") C L (I, (W), then, for all
v e Whe,

|<uV(t) - uU(S) >(W1 oo Wl ool </ 6t dT V>
(War™) . W™

(/ 190 () gy e df) Wllyae < 16— S1Y200007 gy o IVl =

Hence,

[w” () = u” ()l waoeys < [t = 51211000 || 2 4wty
(Wi (s,6:(W2)7)

We proceed to obtain an estimate of [[0pu”[[ 2, ;. qy1.yy- From (4.14), it follows that, for all v € V,

d
E(u“, v) +v(Vu”,Vv) — (0’ ®@u”,Vv) = (f,v) (4.21)
in the sense of distributions on I. In particular, again since dyu” € Li (I, (W2°)') then for all v € W >

14 d d v
<8tu 7V>(W01,00),1W;,oo = dt (u V>(W1 00), loo = dt(u ,V).

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

(4.6) for r = oo, we thus obtain

(O (7), V) ooy e < VI (DIVI [0 (D[] 2 + £()]]V]

3/4)..v 5/4
< A @IV + [0 ORIV + AT E@ Ve,

for a.e. 7 € I. Consequently,
1000 (7) [ gyraoeyy < AT @l (7)]| + AT IE(D)]) + 0t (7)]?, for ace. 7€ 1.

Hence,

v —3/4 v —1/2 v
1000” || Lo (g gy wrroeyy < €Ay / ( 10”2 gs,e) + A ||f||L2(s,t;H)) [ P
< CA;3/4 (V”uU”B(to,t;V) + A;1/2l|f||L2(to,t;H)) + |t — S|1/2HUVH%°°(tO,t;H)- (4.22)
Thus, (4.19) follows by invoking (4.18) to further estimate the right-hand side of (4.22). O

Proposition 4.4. Let I C R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint ty, and let
f e L2 (I,H). Consider also a (strongly) compact set K in H, and let {u”},~¢ be a vanishing viscosity
net of Leray-Hopf weak solutions to the 3D Navier-Stokes equations (4.1) on I with external force £ and
with initial data u”(ty) € K, in the sense of Definition 4.3. Then, for every convergent subnet {u’/}l,/ with
u’ = uin Cioc(I, Hy) as V' — 0, we have that the limit u is a dissipative solution of the 8D Euler equations

on I with external force £, in the sense of Definition 4./.

Proof. Let {u”/}l,/ be a subnet converging to some u in Cioc(I, Hy) as v/ — 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 x R?)? that is Q-periodic, divergence-free and compactly supported on
T (see [54, Section 4.4]). Let v be such a test function. From (4.14), it follows that, for every v/,

d ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
5 — ", v)— (" ,0v) +v(Vu”,Vv)— (0 @u”,Vv) = (f,v)
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in the sense of distributions on I.
Since —0yv = E(v) +P[(v - V)v] and

(' P[(v-V)V]) — (0 @u’,Vv)= U, (v:-V)v) — (0 - V)v,u")

then
d ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
E(u” V) + (U, EWv)) — ([(u” —=v)-V]v,u” —v)+(Vu”,Vv) = (f,v).
Note also that
d
E|V|2 =2(v,0v) = =2(v, E(v)).
Combining the last two equations with the energy inequality % lu”’ |2 < 2(f,u”"), which follows from (4.16),
we obtain
d
dt
Observe that

’ ’ ’

u — v? < 2w - v,E(v) + ) — 2([(w = v) - Viv,u” — v) + 2/(Vu’,Vv).

_2([(u'/_v)-V]v,uV’_v):_2/9[((u'/_v)-V)v]-(u”'_v)dx
= —2/0(11” = Vv)idivj(u” —v);dx
= - u”l—v»mu”l—V<x=— v)(u¥ —v))-(u¥ —v)dx
=2 [ (= P v ax = <2 [ (A =) = v)d
<2 [ sup{-(d(v)9) - €5 ¢ = 1Hu’ ~ v dx
Q
= - inf{cTd(v)¢ : |¢] = 1}u” — v|? dx
= =2 [ int{eTdw)e s Ig) = 1’ — v
§2/Qd_(v)|u”/ — v[2dx < 2l|d- ()| e [u” — v[2.

Thus,
d
dt

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

0 = v <200 = v, B(v) + ) +2]ld" (v) ][z [0 = v[* + 2/ |[v]|[[u”]

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

[ () = V(1) < exp (2 / = ()~ ds) [0 (t0) — V(o) ?
+ 2/t: exp (2 /St ld™(v)llLe dT) (u” —v,E(v) +f)ds
Lo / o (2 () ar ) vl ds, (4.23)

forall t € I.
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Fix vp > 0 such that all parameters v/ satisfy v’ < 1. From (4.18), we can bound the last term in the
right-hand side of (4.23) by

, " 1/2
2u/'1/? exp (2 [d™(v)ll L=~ dT) IvllL2(to,tv) (V// [ln” ||2ds)
to

to

t 2R3 ’ 1 1/2
S CV/1/2 exp (2/ ||d7(V)||Loo dT> ||V||L2(t07t;v)e 02 L (t—to) |:|u’/ (t0)|2 + m”f”%2(t0;t;H) . (424)
to

Since the net {u”/ (to)}. 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 v/ — 0.

Moreover, since u” — u in Cioe(I, Hy,), then together with the bound (4.18) it follows that the second
term in the right-hand side of (4.23) converges as v’ — 0 to

2[ exp (2/: ld= ()] dT> (u—v, B(v) +f)ds.

Additionally, again since {u” (t)},» C K then, modulo a subnet, we have the strong convergence:

u”'(ty) = u(ty) in H. Combining these facts, we obtain by taking the liminf as v/ — 0 in (4.23) that
) ¢
lu(t) — v(t)]* < limir(}f [u” (t) — v(t)]* < exp (2/ ld= (V)| L= ds) lu(to) — v(to)|?
v — to

+2/t: exp (2/: ld™(v)llLe dT) (u—v,E(v) +f)ds,

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

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 C R be an interval closed and bounded
on the left with left endpoint to. Take X = (WL1")y, for any given 1 < r < oo, and define, for each fixed
v >0,

Syt (W;’T)w = Cioc(, (W;T)W)
u — u’, (4.25)

where u” is the unique weak solution of (4.1) on I in the sense of Definition 4.1 satisfying u”(tg) = uo.
Thus, the operator P, = II;,S,, as defined in Theorem 3.2, is the identity operator.

Note that since W17 is a separable Banach space then every Borel probability measure on (W17),, is
also a Borel probability measure on W} (and vice-versa), and hence tight in W17 i.e. inner regular with
respect to the family of compact subsets of W1 (see Section 2.2), which are also compact sets in (W217"),.
In summary, every Borel probability measure on (W21 "), (or, equivalently, W1") is tight in (W}1"),,. For
this reason, we consider po as any Borel probability measure in W1 in the statements of this section.

Then, given a Borel probability measure o on W7, we set, for simplicity, p, = po for all v > 0. Thus,
P,py, = w1y, = po and assumption (H1) is immediately satisfied. Also, from the tightness of 1o we obtain the
existence of a sequence { K, },en of compact sets in (WLT),, satisfying (H3).



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

As we shall see, assumptions (H2), (H4) and (H5) actually hold for any compact set K of (W1"),, with
U defined as

Ur =

{ u € Coc(I, (WET)) : uis a weak solution of the 2D Euler equations } (4.26)

(4.2) on I in the sense of Definition 4.2

For simplicity, we assume throughout this section that r is restricted to the range 2 < r < oco. In
particular, this allows us to obtain the bound (4.11) below for the L"-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 (Wr")y, 2 < r < co. Then, for each v > 0, the operator
Sulk : K = Coc(I, (WET)y) is continuous.

Proof. Since the weak topology is metrizable on bounded subsets of W1 it suffices to show that, for any
given ug € K and any sequence {ug , }nen in K converging weakly to ug, it follows that S, (uo ) converges
to Sy (up) in Cioc (1, (WE")y).

Consider any compact subinterval J C I with left endpoint to. It is sufficient to show that S, (ugn)
converges to S, (ug) in C(J, (W}h")y). We first show that {S,(ug.n)}n is relatively compact in C(J, (W2")y).

Since {ug,}n is contained in the compact set K, then {ug}, is a bounded sequence in W2l". Thus,
from (4.7) and (4.11) it follows that {S, (ug,,)}» is uniformly bounded in C(J, W}"). We may thus consider
a ball By,1.-(R) in WLr R >0, such that S, (ug,)(t) C Byy1.-(R) for all n € N and t € J. Note also that,
from (4.12), it follows that {0;S, (o)} is uniformly bounded in L2(J, V).

Let w € (W}2")" and € > 0. Since V is dense in (W}")’, we may take v € V such that ||v — W[y <
¢/(4R). Hence, for all n € N and s < t, we have

|<W; Su(uO,n)(t) - Su(uo,n)(S»(W(}’T)’,W(}’T|
< W = v, Sy (uo,n) () = S0 (w0,n)(8)) (yyr2ry wror | + 1Sy (o) () = Sy (o0 ) (), vivev].  (4.27)

The first term is estimated as

€
(W —v, 5, (a0,n)(t) — SV(UO,n)(S»(W(}W)/,W(}’T| < 2R[lw — VH(wj’T)/ < B

Regarding the second term in (4.27), we have

(54 (a0.)(6) = 51 a0,) (). )y | = ‘< [ o5t rary)

A%
= (/t ||6t5u(uo,n)(7)llwd¢) vl < [t = s"2110:S0 (a0,0) | L2y V]
< Ot —s|V2||v|. (4.28)
Hence, it follows from (4.27)-(4.28) that, for all s, € J with |t — s| < 2/(2C||v|)?,

g
|<W7 Su(uo,n)(t) - SU(U-O,R)(S»(W;‘T)’,W;’T| < 5 + C|t - S|1/2HV” <e.
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Since w and ¢ are arbitrary, this implies that {:S,(uo,n)}n is equicontinuous in C(J, Byy1.-(R)w). Moreover,
since By1.-(R) is a compact set in (WL, we also have that, for each fixed t € J, {S,(ug,)(t)}n is
relatively compact in Byy1.-(R)w. Therefore, by the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, it follows that {S,(1on)}n is
relatively compact in C(J, By (R)w), and hence in C(J, (W7 )w).

Thus, there exists a subsequence {S,(ugn/)}n and u € C(J,(W}E")y) such that S,(ug.,/) — U in
C(J,(WrT)y). In particular, S, (ug)(to) = ug s converges weakly to u(tp) in W™ and, by uniqueness of
the limit, 0(tp) = ug. Also, by Proposition 4.2, we have that @ is a weak solution of the 2D NSE (4.1) on 1.
By uniqueness of solutions, it follows that @ = S, (ug). Then, by a contradiction argument, we obtain that

in fact the entire sequence {S,(up )}, converges to S, (ug) in C(J, (W2")y). This concludes the proof. O

To verify assumptions (H4) and (H5), we fix vy > 0 and introduce the following auxiliary space. Let
R > 0 and J C I be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint ¢y, and consider the
following inequalities for u € C(J, (W217")y):

1/r
9% u®)lar < (B + oh) IV ey ) Dm0, (1.29)

and

—1/2
18]l 210,007y < AT NEN L2 00 00y +

ATV [VO n (Rz n ﬁ”f”%ﬁ(to,t;H)) euokl(t—to):| y
(B + oA IVl iy ) €0 7D7M T, (430)
for t € J, where ¢ > 0 is a universal constant. Then, we define
Vi(R)={ueC(J,(Wy")yw) : usatisfies (4.29) and (4.30) for all t € J}. (4.31)

Note that, for all 0 < v < 1y and for every initial datum in BW;,T(R), the restriction to J of the
corresponding weak solution of the 2D v-NSE belongs to Y (R).

We observe that given any sequence of compact subintervals J, C I, n € N, each with left endpoint ¢
and such that I =J,, Jn, then

YVi(R) = () 11V, (R), (4.32)
n=1

where I1;, : C(I,(WLT)y) = C(Jn, (WLET)y) denotes the restriction operator on J, defined in (2.2). We

now show that this auxiliary space is compact.

Lemma 4.1. Let R > 0 and let J C I be a compact subinterval with left endpoint to. Then, Yj(R) is a
compact subset of C(J,(WL")y). Consequently, Vi(R) is a compact subset of Cioc(I, (WE")y).

Proof. First, from the definition of Y;(R) in (4.31) it follows that, for all u € Y;(R), it holds
[VE-u()|r- <Ry and  [|0pu|2qre, vy < Ry, forall t € J, (4.33)

where Ry, Ry are positive constants which depend on .J, but are independent of ¢. In particular, the first
inequality in (4.33) implies that V;(R) C C(J, Byy1.+(Ry)w), so that Y;(R) is metrizable, and it suffices to
show that it is sequentially compact.

Let {u,}, be a sequence in Y;(R). Then, {u,}, is uniformly bounded in C(J,W}!") and {dyu,}, is
uniformly bounded in L?(to,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 {u,,}, is relatively compact in C(J, (W2 ")y,). Then, we can show that there exists a subsequence
{uy}n and u € C(J, (WET)y) with dpu € L%(t,t, V') such that

u,, — uin C(J, (W01—7T)W)7 (434)
atu'n/ N atu in L2(t0, t, V/), for all t € J. (435)

To see this, first let {u, },» be a subsequence for which u,, — uin C(.J, (W2l ")y,). Then, consider a sequence
of points {tx}ren C J that is dense in J. We have that {9;u,} is uniformly bounded in L?(to, tx; V') for
all k. Then, by a diagonalization argument, we may construct a further subsequence of {u,,}, , which we
still denote as {u,}, for simplicity, such that d;u,, — dyu in L?(tg,tx; V') for all k. Due to the continuity
of the functional ¢ — ftz (O, — Opu, v)y vds for any v € L2(J; V'), and the density of {¢;} in J, we thus
obtain that in fact d;u,, — dyu in L?(to,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 Y;(R) and conclude that u € Y;(R). This concludes the proof of the compactness of V;(R).

Consequently, in view of the characterization (4.32), it follows by employing again a standard diagonal-
ization argument that Y;(R) is compact in Cioe (I, (W2")y). |

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

Proposition 4.6. Let K be a compact set in (W;’T)w, 2 < r < oo. Then, there exists a compact set
K C Coc(I, (WET)y) such that

S,(K)CK, forallve (0,

Proof. Let R > 0 be such that K C By1.r (R) and let {J,}, be any sequence of compact subintervals of I,
each with left endpoint ¢, such that I =J,_, J,. From the estimates (4.11) and (4.12) in Proposition 4.1,
it follows that II;, S, (K) C Y, (R) for all n € N and for every v € (0,1]. Thus, from the characterization
(4.32), we deduce that S, (K) is contained in the compact set K = Y;(R) for all v € (0, vg]. O

Finally, we verify that assumption (H5) from Theorem 3.2 is satisfied.
Proposition 4.7. Let K be a compact set in (Wr")y, 2 <r < oo. Then,
limsup S, (K) C Uy,

v—0
with Uy as defined in (4.26).
Proof. From the proof of Proposition 4.6, we know that
limsup S, (K) © Vr(R),
v—0

for any R > 0 such that K C By,1.-(R). Since YV;(R) is a metrizable space, given u € limsup,_,, S, (K),
there exists a sequence {u*i}; such that v; € (0,19] and u*s € S,,(K) for all j € N, with v; — 0 and
u”’ — uin Y;(R) as j — oo. Moreover, since the metric in Y;(R) is compatible with the topology in
Cloc(I, (WET)y,), we also have that u” — u in Cioe(I, (W27")y) as j — oo. By Proposition 4.2, this implies
that u € Uy, as desired. O

Having verified all the required assumptions, we may now apply Theorem 3.2 with the choices of X, U,
{S:}ece, and {pe }ece 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.
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Theorem 4.1. Let I C R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint ty and assume
fe Ll (I,V'). Fizr € [2,00), and let S, : (WET)yw = Cloc(I, WET)y), v >0, and Ur C Cioc(I, (WET)y) be
defined as in (4.25) and (4.26), respectively. Then, given a Borel probability measure po on WLT, the net
{Syup0}v>0 has a subnet that converges as v — 0, with respect to the weak-star semicontinuity topology, to a

Ur-trajectory statistical solution p of the 2D Euler equations that satisfies I, p = po.

Clearly, Theorem 4.1 thus yields the existence of a Uj-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 C R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint ty and assume
fe Ll (ILV). Fizr € [2,00), and let U; C Cioc(I,(WET)y) be as defined in (4.26). Then, given a Borel
probability measure po on W7, there exists a Ur-trajectory statistical solution p of the 2D Euler equations

satisfying the initial condition Iy, p = po.

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 po on H. This is done by considering, for each v > 0, a trajectory statistical solution p, of the
3D NSE starting from pug, 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 = Hy,, and let I C R
be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint ¢3. Moreover, for a fixed forcing term
fe L (I,H), we define the following corresponding sets of solutions of the 3D v-Navier-Stokes equations,

loc

with v > 0, and 3D Euler equations, in X = Cioc(I, Hy):

U — u” € Coc(I, Hy) :  u” is a weak solution of the 3D v-Navier-Stokes (4.36)
r equations (4.1) on I in the sense of Definition 4.3 |’ '
and
Ldiss _ u € Coc(I, Hy) :  uis a dissipative solution of the 3D Euler equations (4.37)
- (4.2) on I in the sense of Definition 4.4 ' '

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 vy > 0, R > 0, and any subinterval J C I that is closed and bounded on the left with left
endpoint tg, consider the following inequalities for u € Cioc(J, Hy):

1 v _
|u(t)|2 < <R2 + m“f‘”%ﬂ(toqt;f‘l)) eror(t 750)7 (4.38)

for t € J, and
1/2,1/2y—3/4 Yo(i(t=to) | o 1 9 1/2
() = u(s)llyaey < eft = s Fup A e T RS 4 o B )

5 _ 1
—|—|t _ S|€ oA1(t—to) |:R2 + m“f‘”%%to,t;H)] , (439)
for s,t € J with s < t, where ¢ > 0 is a fixed universal constant. Then, we define
Yi(R) = {u € Cioc(J, Hy,) : u satisfies (4.38) for all ¢ € J and (4.39) for all s <t in J}. (4.40)

As in the two-dimensional case, note that for all 0 < v < vy and for every initial datum in By (R), the

restriction to J of the corresponding weak solution of the 3D v-NSE belongs to V;(R).
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From the definition (4.40), it follows that for any nondecreasing sequence of compact subintervals J,, C I,

n € N, each with left endpoint ¢y and such that I =J,, J,, we may write
YVi(R) = () 11V (R), (4.41)
n=1

where we recall from (2.2) that II;, denotes the operator that takes any function u € Cioe(f, Hy) to its
restriction to J,, namely II; u = ul|;, € C(Jy, Hy).

We have the following compactness result.

Lemma 4.2. Let R > 0 and vy > 0. Then, for every compact subinterval J C I with left endpoint ty, V(R)
is a compact subset of C(J, Hy,). Consequently, Yi(R) is a compact subset of Cioc(I, Hy).

Proof. Let J C I be a compact subinterval with left endpoint ¢y. Denote

voA1 IJI

1 1/2
Ry = (R4 2l ¢
According to the definition in (4.40), it follows that every u € Y;(R) satisfies:
lu(t)] < Ry, forallteJ, (4.42)
and
() = u(s)| ) < elt — s/ 2 ARy + |t — s|R3
<Clt—s[Y?  foralls,t e J (4.43)
In particular, (4.42) implies that Y;(R) C C(J, Bg(RJs)w). Thus, Y;(R) is metrizable, and it suffices to
show that V;(R) is sequentially compact.
Let {u,}, be a sequence in V;(R). We first show that {u,}, is equicontinuous in C(J, By(Rs)w). Let
v € H and € > 0 be arbitrary. Since W} > is dense in H, we may take w € W1 such that [v—w| < /(4R ).
Thus, together with (4.42) and (4.43), we obtain that, for any s,t € J,
[(un () — un(s), V)| < [(un(t) —un(s), v — w)| + [(un(t) — un(s)vw>(wjv°°)/7wjv°°|
S2Ry[v = W]+ [[un(t) = wn(s)l[ ey Wy
< 5+ Clt = s 2wy,
so that, if |t — s| < 52/(2C||W||W;,m)2, then
|(un(t) — un(s),v)| <e, for all n.
Since v and ¢ are arbitrary, we deduce that {u,}, is equicontinuous in C(J, By (Rs)w). Moreover, for each
fixed t € J, {un(t)}n € Bu(Ry), and thus {u,(t)}, is relatively compact in By (Ry)w. Therefore, by the
Arzela-Ascoli theorem, it follows that {u,}, is relatively compact in C(J, Bg(Ry)w), and hence in C(J, Hy).
Thus, there exists a subsequence {u,}, of {u,}, and u € C(J, Hy,) such that u,, — uin C(J, Hy). It
only remains to show that u € Y;(R). The inequality (4.38) follows immediately from the weak convergence

u,/(t) — u(t) in Hy. Moreover, denoting the right-hand side of (4.39) by K(s,t), it follows that for every
w € W} such that |[w]|y1.0 <1 and for all s,¢ € J with s < ¢, we have

[(u(t) —als), W) ey yioe| = |(u(t) —uls), w)|
= Jim (W (8) — wp(s), W)l = lm (U () = (8), W) gyt gprie| < K (s, 8).

n’— oo n’—oo
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This implies that

lu(t) = u(s)ll ey < K(s.8),

and hence u satisfies (4.39). Consequently, u € Y;(R), as desired.

The second part of the statement follows from the characterization in (4.41), and the fact that each
Yy, (R) is a compact set in C(J,,, Hy). By a diagonalization argument, we deduce that Y;(R) is compact in
Cioc(I, Hy). This concludes the proof. O

We now obtain the following result as an application of Theorem 3.1. It shows convergence of a vanishing
viscosity net of UY-trajectory statistical solutions of the 3D NSE towards a U{*5-trajectory statistical solution

of the 3D Euler equations.

Theorem 4.2. Let I C R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint ty and assume
that £ € L2 _(I,H). Consider UY,UYsS C Cioc(I, Hy), v > 0, as defined in (4.36) and (4.37), respectively.
Also, let po be a Borel probability measure on H, and, for each v > 0, let p, be a U -trajectory statistical
solution of the 3D v-NSE such that I, p, = po. Then, there exists a subnet of {p,}v>0 that converges as
v — 0, with respect to the weak-star semicontinuity topology, to a U™ -trajectory statistical solution p of the

3D Euler equations satisfying Iy, p = po.

Proof. As in the beginning of this subsection, let us denote X = Hy, and X = Cioc(I, Hy). We proceed by
constructing a sequence of compact sets {/C,, }nen 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 pg is tight. Moreover,
the Borel o-algebras in H and Hy, coincide. Thus, given any sequence of positive real numbers {4, },en with

dn — 0, there exists a corresponding sequence of (strongly) compact sets { K, }nen in H such that
po(X\Ky) < 0, for all n. (4.44)
For each n, let R,, > 0 such that K,, C By (R,), and define
Ky = Yi(R,) N1 K,

with Y7 (R,,) as defined in (4.40), for fixed vy > 0. From Lemma 4.2, Y;(R,,) is a compact set in X. Moreover,
since K, is compact in H, hence also compact (and closed) in X = Hy, and IT;, : X — X is a continuous
operator, then H;}lKn is a closed set in X. This implies that each K, is a compact set in X.

Let us verify that the sequence {K,}, satisfies condition (A1) of Theorem 3.1. From Definition 3.1, for
each v > 0 there exists a Borel set V, in X such that V, C U} and p,(X\V,) = 0. Moreover, from
Proposition 4.3 and the definition of Y7 (R,,) in (4.40) and the fact that Uy C V;(R,) when v < vy, it follows
that

Vo NI K, cUy N1 Ky, C Yr(Ry) NI K, = Ky, for all 0 < v < wg.
With these two facts, we obtain that, for all 0 < v < vy,
pu(X\Kn) < pu (X\(V, NI K))
= pu(X\I K) = py (I, (X\K) = Ty po(X\K) = 10(X\K).
Thus, together with (4.44), we deduce that

pu(X\K,,) < 6y, forallm and 0 < v <y,

In fact, since, as shown in [40, Proposition 2.12], Uy is itself a Borel set in X, then we could take V, = Uy.
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as desired.
Regarding condition (A2) of Theorem 3.1, first note that

VK CUY N Kn C Cloe(I, Brr (Rn)w)
for all v > 0 and n € N. Thus,
limsup(V, NK,,) C Cioc(I, Bu(Ry)w), for all n.
v—0
Since Cioc(I, B (Rn)w) is metrizable, given u € limsup,,_,o(U7 NKC,,) there exists a sequence {u,, }jen such
that u,, € V, N K, C Uy N1I;;'K,, for all j € N, with v; — 0 and u,, — u in Cioe(I, Hy) as j — oc.
By Proposition 4.4, this implies that u € U, Hence, condition (A2) of Theorem 3.1 is satisfied. The

conclusion now follows as an application of Theorem 3.1. O

Given any Borel probability measure yug on H and v > 0, existence of a Uy -trajectory statistical solution
py of the 3D NSE in the sense of Definition 3.1 satisfying the initial condition Iy, p, = o 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 U8 trajectory statistical solutions of the 3D Euler equations satisfying a given initial datum.
Corollary 4.2. Let I C R be an interval closed and bounded on the left with left endpoint to and assume
that £ € L2 (I, H). Let U C Cioc(I, Hy) be as defined in (4.37). Then, given a Borel probability measure

o on H, there exists a L{}ﬁss-tmjectory statistical solution p of the 3D FEuler equations satisfying the initial

condition Il p = pg.

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 €2, on a time interval I C R closed and bounded on the left, with left endpoint ¢t € R, and
with f € L120C(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 = Hy, so the
trajectory space is X = Cioc(I, Hy). The set UY is that of the weak solutions of the 3D v-NSE on I defined
in (4.36).

For each m € N, let P,, denote the projection of H onto the finite-dimensional subspace of H spanned
by the first m eigenfunctions wh, ..., w,, of the Stokes operator which, on the periodic case, coincides with
the negative Laplacian operator —A on V N H?(Q)3. The Galerkin approximation in P, H of the 3D NSE
(4.1) is defined as

Opup, — VAU, + Pp[(um - Vun] + Vo = Ppf, V-u, =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 wi, ..., w,, and
writing w,, (t) = Y%, aim(t)w;, it follows that the Galerkin approximation is equivalent to a system of m

ordinary differential equations on I of the form a; = F(¢, &), where a,, = (@1, - -+, @mm ). The right-hand

2
loc

side F is quadratic (hence locally Lipschitz) in e and, due to f € L{ (I,H), F is also measurable in ¢
and bounded by an integrable function of ¢ on every compact subset of I x R™. As such, we obtain, from
the classical Carathéodory theory of existence and uniqueness of solutions for ODEs [20, 45], an absolutely
continuous function wu,, on [tg,ty], for some t,, € I, which satisfies (4.45) a.e. in ¢ and a given initial

condition uy,(tg) = ug,m € PynH. Moreover, from standard energy estimates, it follows that u,, satisfies the



ON THE CONVERGENCE OF TRAJECTORY STATISTICAL SOLUTIONS 33
following inequality for any compact subinterval J C I with left endpoint ¢y and containing [tg, tm]:
1
2 2 —vAi(t—t 2
[ ()] < [ag [0 710) 4 y—)\leHm(J,H)

for every t € [to,t;]. This implies that u,, is uniformly bounded in ¢, and consequently u,,, in fact, exists
and is unique for all ¢ € I, with u,, € Cioc(I, P H).

Therefore, we can define a solution operator associated to (4.45), given as

Sm i Hy = CiocI, PrnH) C Cioc(I, Hy)
u = U, (4.46)

where u,, = u,,(t) is the unique trajectory solving (4.45) on I subject to the initial condition u,,(tg) = P, uo.

For the statistical solutions, we consider a sequence of initial measures {po.m }men on Hy, associated with
the Galerkin approximations. Since the initial conditions associated with the Galerkin operator S,, belong
to PpH, it is natural to assume that each po , is a Borel probability measure on Hy, (or, equivalently, on
H) which is carried by P, H. 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 v > 0 and let I C R be an interval that is closed and bounded on the left with left
endpoint to. Assume that £ € LE (I,H). Let Sy, : Hy — Cioc(I, PH), m € N, and UY C Cioc(I, Hy,) be
defined as in (4.46) and (4.36), respectively. Let o be a (tight) Borel probability measure on Hy,. Suppose
{10,m }men is a sequence of (tight) Borel probability measures on H,, carried by P, H which is uniformly
tight on Hy, and converges to po in the sense of weak-star semicontinuity topology, i.e. [o.m Y Ly in Hy,.
Then, the sequence of measures {Smfto,m}men has a subsequence that converges, as m — oo, with respect
to the weak-star semicontinuity topology, to a Uy -trajectory statistical solution p of the 3D Navier-Stokes

equations satisfying Iy, p = uo.

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 u,,(to) = Pmnuo, it follows that the operator Il Sy, considered in
the statement of Theorem 3.2 is such that IT;, S,,ug = u,,(to) = Prug, so that this operator is precisely the

w

Galerkin projector, i.e. Il Sy, = Pp,. Thus, condition (H1) reads Py, tto,m iy fo. Since po m, is assumed to

be carried by P, H, we thus have Py, (i0,m = [t0,m- Indeed, for any Borel set A in H, we have
Prjiom(A) = ,UO,m(PﬁlA) = /LO,m(PﬁlA N PnH) = pom(ANPnH) = pom(A),

where, in the second and fourth equalities, we used the fact that pg , is carried by P, H, while, in the third
equality, we used that P, is a projection operator, so that P,*AN P, H = AN P, H.

Thus, since Py, f1o,m = f0.m, condition (F1) is precisely the assumption that we have, i.e. that pg, =5 po.
Hence, condition (H1) is satisfied.

From the equivalence between (4.45) and the system of m ordinary differential equations oy = F(¢, ),
together with the properties of F recalled above, it follows again from classical ODE theory that any solution
u,, of (4.45) depends continuously on initial data. This implies that the solution operator S,, : Hy —
Cioc(I, P H) C Cioc(I, Hy,) is continuous, and hence assumption (H2) is verified.

The validity of assumption (H3) follows immediately from the condition that the sequence of initial

measures {/0,m }m is uniformly tight in Hy,. Indeed, given any sequence d,, — 0, there is a corresponding
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sequence of compact sets K,, in Hy, n € N, such that (H3) holds. Since, as we show next, the remaining
assumptions hold for any compact set K in Hy,, 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, v 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 L (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 u,, of (4.45)

on I, the following inequalities hold:

t
1
[ () + V/t [ ()27 < Jug, (o) + Y IE1Z2 00,150 (4.47)
9

for all t € I, and

1/2
1
R R Al (X Ol ey

+ CV—3/4|t - S|1/4 (|um(t0)|2 + yi)q||f||%2(to)t;H)) , (4.48)
for all s,t € I with s <t, and for some positive constant ¢ 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 C I that is closed and bounded on the left
with left endpoint tg, consider the following inequalities for u € Cioc(J, Hy):

t
1
[a®)> +v [ fu(r)|Pdr < R? + V_AleH%Q(to,t;H)’ (4.49)

to

for t € J, and

1/2
1
Jtt) = (o)l < 02t =2 (B i |

- 1
+ cv 3/4|t - 5|1/4 (Rz . V—)\leH%Q(to)t;H)) , (4.50)
for s,t € J with s < ¢, where c is the same constant from (4.48). Based on these, we define the set
Vi (R) = {u € Cioc(J, Hy,) : 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 Y;(R) in this case, and by analogous arguments
as in Lemma 4.2 we deduce that Y;(R) is a compact subset of Cioc(I, Hy). 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
H,, and any R > 0 such that K C Bgy(R), it holds that S,,(K) C Y;(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 Hy, let R > 0 such that K C By (R). As we showed in the verification of (H4),
this implies that Sy, (K) C Yr(R) for all m, and hence limsup,,, Sy (K) C Yr(R). Since Yr(R) is metrizable,
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given u € limsup,,, S, (K) there exists a sequence {u,; }jen such that u,,; € Sp,; (K) for all j, and u,,, — u
in Y7(R) as j — oo. Consequently, u,,; — u in Cioc(I, Hy) as j — oo.

Moreover, from the fact that w,,, € S, (K) C Yr(R) for all j and from the definition of Y;(R) in
(4.51), it follows that the sequence {u,,,}; has the uniform upper bounds implied by (4.49) and (4.50) on
every compact subinterval J C I with left endpoint ¢y. Then, standard compactness arguments yield that

ue L} (I,V) and, modulo a subsequence, u,,,, — u in L7

(I, H). Combining all these facts, we may thus
pass to the limit m — oo 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 € UY, and we conclude that limsup,, Sy, (K) C Uy. This shows that (H5) holds.

We have thus verified all the assumptions from Theorem 3.2, which then yields the desired result. g

Remark 4.1. Note that if {pio.m}m s a sequence of Borel probability measures on Hy, which converges to
a Borel probability measure po 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 {uo m}tm is uniformly tight in H, and consequently in Hy,. Therefore,
if [o,m " o in H for some o € P(H) then the condition from Theorem 4.3 that {1t0,m }m is uniformly
tight on Hy, is immediately satisfied.

Remark 4.2. In the statement of Theorem 4.3, the conditions imposed on the initial approrimating measures
Lo,m are, in a sense, generic. In practice, one would want to start with something more specific. For example,
giwven an initial tight Borel probability measure pg of interest for the limit problem, we may consider the
Galerkin projections pio.m = Pmpo of that measure. Note that Py, po is carried by P, Hy,. Let us verify that
such approrimating measures satisfy the remaining conditions of Theorem /.5.

In order to see that { Py o }m is uniformly tight in Hy, fix § > 0 and let K be a compact set in Hy, such
that po(H\K) < 0. Let also R > 0 be such that K C By (R). The subset By (R) is a compact set in Hy,

and

Propio(H\Bp (R)) = po(P,, (H\Bu(R))) = po(H\P,," B (R)) < po(H\Bp (R))
< po(H\K) <6

for all m, where in the first inequality we used that P, By(R) C By(R). This shows that {Pppo}m is
uniformly tight in H.

The second condition is that Py, o iy o i Hy. This can be seen by noting that Pphug — ug in H,
for all ug € H, and hence, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we have that for every bounded and

continuous real-valued function ¢ on H
[ o) = [ e(Pawdote) = [ pla)duow).

50 that Pmpo =X po in H. Since H is completely regular, it follows from Lemma 2.2 that Ppio "5 pg in
H. Moreover, since any open set in Hy, is open in H, we obtain from the equivalence between conditions (i)
and (v) in Lemma 2.2 that Poo "5 po in Hy.

Remark 4.3. Another useful practical evample is with a Monte-Carlo approzimation ) = (1/N) fgvzl Oy »
uy, € H, of a desired initial (tight) Borel probability measure po on Hy,. The convergence Py, pio,N,, Y2 L for
a suitable subsequence { Ny} 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 o, the existence
of a U} -trajectory statistical solution p of the 8D Navier-Stokes equations satisfying the initial condition
I p = po. 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 arqgument. Here, existence

is derived instead via convergence of standard Galerkin approximations.
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