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STABILITY OF TWO-DIMENSIONAL VISCOUS INCOMPRESSIBLE
FLOWS UNDER THREE-DIMENSIONAL PERTURBATIONS AND
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ABSTRACT. In this article we consider weak solutions of the threeatisional
incompressible fluid flow equations with initial data adinigta one-dimensional
symmetry group. We examine both the viscous and invisci@sad-or the
case of viscous flows, we prove that Leray-Hopf weak solstiohthe three-
dimensional Navier-Stokes equations preserve initiafipased symmetry and
that such symmetric flows are stable under general threerdiional perturba-
tions, globally in time. We work in three different contextisvo-and-a-half-
dimensional, helical and axi-symmetric flows. In the inidscase, we observe
that, as a consequence of recent work by De Lellis and Sg@kiel there are
genuinely three-dimensional weak solutions of the Eularaéigns with two-
dimensional initial data. We also present two partial ressithere restrictions on
the set of initial data, and on the set of admissible solstioite out spontaneous
symmetry breaking; one is due to P.-L. Lions and the othercgresequence of
our viscous stability result.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we consider the equations for incomprdsdilid motion:
Opu+ (u-V)u=—-Vp+vAu+ f,
{ divu = 0, €1

supplemented by appropriate initial and boundary data.v&po = (u, us, us)

is the fluid velocity andp is the scalar pressure. The external fofcand the
kinematic viscosityy > 0 are given. Systeni (1.1) is referred to as the Navier-
Stokes equations in the viscous cése> 0), and as the Euler equations of ideal
fluid motion in the inviscid casés = 0).

Letu = u(t,x) = u(t,z1,x2,z3) be a Leray-Hopf weak solution (see Defini-
tion[2.1) of the Navier-Stokes equations {1.1) for same 0 in a domainf2, with
zero forcing. Assume that the domd&nhc R3 and the initial velocityug = (0, -)
are symmetric with respect to a one-parameter group whistvasiant under the

Date January 18, 2012.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1201.2742v2

2 C. BARDOS, M.C. LOPES FILHO, D. NIU, H.J. NUSSENZVEIG LOPES\D E.S. TITI

Navier-Stokes evolution. For example, one may think of flowthie full three-
dimensional space, which is periodic in all three direciofor which the initial
velocity is periodic and invariant under vertical tranglas, i.e., whose compo-
nents do not depend on the vertical variable. Our main nemitrisgglobal-in-time
stability in the energy space of solutions which presereesymmetry, within the
class of Leray-Hopf weak solutions of the three-dimendidtavier-Stokes equa-
tions. As a consequence, any Leray-Hopf weak solution ofhitee dimensional
Navier-Stokes equations which starts symmetric will stapmetric for positive
time, ruling out spontaneous symmetry breaking within ti&ss of weak solu-
tions. We will also see that, as a special case of a congirudiie to C. De Lellis
and L. Székelyhidi, spontaneous symmetry breaking doesr @mong weak solu-
tions of the three-dimensional Euler equations.

Our analysis, in the viscous case, is closely related to vgé@kg uniqueness
results for the Leray-Hopf weak solutions of the incompitdses3D Navier-Stokes
system, a subject with an old, large and deep literature.nSstmic flows, regarded
as a special class of three-dimensional flows, are moreaethan a general three-
dimensional Leray-Hopf weak solution. The idea behind wstaéng uniqueness
is to impose additional regularity assumptions on a givealksslution in order to
guarantee it is unique. Our point of departure is whetherdlditional regularity
of symmetric weak solutions is enough to ensure uniqueness.

The first weak-strong uniqueness result for Leray-Hopftsmhs of the Navier-
Stokes equations is due to Sather and Serrin,[see [18], andsually referred to
as Sather-Serrin Uniqueness Criterion, see also the wdg Bfodi [16]. Briefly
stated, a weak solution i84((0,7"), LP(Q2)) is unique if3/p +2/¢ = 1,3 <
p < oco. Recently this criteria was extended to the limit case 3, ¢ = oo, see
[17,13,[4].

General two-dimensional flows, for example, ar&((0,7); L?)NL2((0,T); H'),
which, by interpolation and Sobolev imbedding, areZif{(0,7"); LP(Q2)) with
2<p<o0,2<gq<2/(p—2) or(pq) = (2,00). We call this region of
the extendedp, ¢)-planeR. The hyperbol&/p + 2/q = 1 lies strictly above the
regionR, approachingR only as(p, q) — (o0, 2). Hence, the Sather-Serrin crite-
rion (or its extension to the limit cage= 3, ¢ = oo) does not ensure uniqueness
of two-dimensional flows, when viewed as three-dimensidloals. The terminol-
ogytwo-dimensional flowsn this work, means that the components of the velocity
fields do not depend on the vertical variabtg, We observe that, depending on
the context, the velocity fields of two-dimensional flows dsave either two or
three components. We also recall that two-dimensional flne@sometimes called
two-and-a-half-dimensional flows (deno@%iD flows) when the velocity field has
three non-trivial components (see, e.g., Section 2.3./13) .

There is a large literature dedicated to extensions of thibheS&errin crite-
rion, see([5] and references therein. However, the resutishwhave been ob-
tained tend to obey the same scaling as the Sather-Serrditioon The prob-
lems treated in the current paper are, in a sense, off-saatk, therefore, only
the extensions which have been obtained near the critisal (ea, 2) are poten-
tially relevant to our work. One particularly noteworthysudt was established by
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H. Kozono and Y. Taniuchi, see][8] and it concerns extendimey $ather-Serrin
uniqueness criterion to vector fields which are boundefi°it{(0, T); L?(R?)) N
L?((0,T); BMO(R?)). In fact, vector fields which are ih?((0,T; H!(R?)),
such as the solutions of the two-dimensional Navier-Stekgmtions, are actually
bounded inL2((0,T); BMO(R?)) becausdf! (R?) ¢ BMO(R?) ¢ BMO(R?)
(we note emphatically that these vector fields are indepenalethe third vari-
able). However, these vector fields are not square-integiaR?, so we cannot
use Kozono and Taniuchi’s criterion to address uniquenasstébility) of two-
dimensional solutions viewed as three-dimensional flows.

The original argument in_[18] was formulated in an arbitrdgmain, but, as
in Kozono and Taniuchi’s result, the extensions have bekssace results mak-
ing use of harmonic analysis machinery. Of course, to ciramhthe fact that
two-dimensional flows are not square integrable in full spane should look for
uniqueness among 3D flows in another domain, such as flowswein& periodic
in the third variable. It seems likely that one could adaptphoof of Kozono and
Taniuchi’s criterion to flows which are periodic in the thwdriable, and then ob-
tain an unigueness and stability result along the linesestgg above. However, in
this work, we would like to take a more elementary approaldses to Sather and
Serrin’s original argument, which works on a verticallyipdic flow in cylindrical
domain of general shape, and in other situations as well.

The problem of stability of two-dimensional flows under #w@dimensional per-
turbations is very natural and interesting from the phygiot of view, and it has
been the subject of previous work. The first results in thisalion were obtained
by G. Ponce, R. Racke, T.C. Sideris and E.S. Titi, See [15kirTiain result is
global existence of a strong solution which starts closé] irto a two-dimensional
solution, also a stability estimate. Their result was latggroved in [7] 14], by re-
laxing regularity conditions on the perturbation, but afeavorking in the class of
strong solutions, and therefore, focusing their concerglobal existence, rather
than stability. Our work may be regarded as an extensionesktlarticles to weak
Leray-Hopf solutions.

We are going to prove uniqueness and stability results foay-€lopf weak
solutions in three different contexts:

() two-dimensional flow in an infinite straight cylinder Wwitbounded and
smooth cross-section, with no-slip boundary condition thnele-dimensional
perturbations which are periodic in the vertical direction

(i) helical flow in a straight circular cylinder, with noiplboundary condition
and general three-dimensional perturbations with the gaenied as the
helical flow;

(iii) axi-symmetric flow in the interior of an axi-symmetriorus with smooth
cross-section bounded away from the symmetry axis, nobslijndary
condition and a general three dimensional perturbation.

In each case, existence of a symmetric weak solution for #wei Stokes equa-
tions when the initial data is symmetric is an implicit regment of our analysis,
and can be obtained by an easy adaptation of the classiaainarg by Leray.
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Global well-posedness of weak solutions is also known ithatle cases. We em-
phasize that these well-posedness results all refer tootiesponding symmetry-
reduced equations. For case (i), it was pointed out in Pitpo<.7 of [13], that
global existence of two-dimensional flows, regarded asetdimnensional flows,
reduces to the global well-posedness result of weak sokitid the standard 2D
Navier-Stokes equations in a bounded domain, which waslestad in [9]. For
global existence and uniqueness of weak solutions in caseé [12] and, in case
(iii), see [10,20].

Concerning the inviscid case, we discuss three results.fildteesult is exis-
tence of a genuinely 3D weak solution of the 3D Euler equatiora periodic cube,
with two-dimensional initial data. The result is a specase of a construction by
De Lellis and Székelyhidi inJ1], as formulated by Wiedeman [21]. The sec-
ond result is a consequence of a weak-strong uniqueneseithdor dissipative
solutions of the Euler equations, due to P.-L. Lionslinl [1The third result is a
corollary of our viscous stability estimates, applied tdetsolutions which are
vanishing viscosity limits in a specific way.

The remainder of this work is divided into four sections. t®ec?2 contains
basic definitions and notation, Section 3 concerns the uscesults, Section 4
contains the inviscid results, and Section 5 is final comsant conclusions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we fix notation and set down some basic dedirsti In this arti-
cle, we are concerned with incompressible flows in threeecast- triply periodic
flow in a box, flow in an infinite vertical cylinder whose hori#al cross sections
are bounded and smooth and which are periodic in the vedioattion and flows
in a bounded axi-symmetric domain. To discuss the incorsfiriesNavier-Stokes
equations in these contexts we first introduce the Hilbextep usually denoted by
H andV in the literature, adjusting things according to the speciise as follows:

(1) for the periodic boxX2 = (0,1)3, the space$/ (Q2) andV (Q2) are the clo-
sure of theC'*, periodic, divergence-free vector fields{with respect to
the L? and H' norms inf2, respectively.

(2) for the periodic cylindef2? = D x (0, L), whereL > 0 andD is a bounded
smooth domain ifR?, the spaced7 (2) and V' (€2) are the closure of the
C*° vector fields which are, periodic in the vertical variablempactly
supported in the horizontal sections and divergence-fréewith respect
to the L? and H' norms inS), respectively.

(3) for a smooth axi-symmetric domain, the spaced?(2) and V (Q2) are
the closure of the’>° vector fields which are, compactly supported and
divergence-free if2 with respect to thel? and H' norms in{2, respec-
tively.

We denote byD(2) the space o€ test functions, periodic in the case of the
cube, compactly supported for the axi-symmetric domainam periodic in the
vertical variable, compactly supported in the horizonfe¢ction for the periodic
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cylinder. We will also use the notatiat,, (2) for the vector spacé (?) endowed
with the weak topology ir.>.
Let us recall the definition of a Leray-Hopf weak solution lodé tNavier-Stokes

system:

Definition 2.1. Let Q2 be either the periodic box, the periodic cylinder or an axi-
symmetric domain as above andidet C°([0, 00); H,, (2))NL>((0,00); H(Q))N
L2 ([0,00); V(£2)). Thenu is a weak Leray-Hopf solution df{1.1) with initial data

ug € H(Q) and forcingf € L2((0,T); H~1(Q)) if:
(1) for any test functiorp € C£°([0, 00); D(£2)) such that diy = 0 we have:

/OOO/Q{—at¢-u—[(u-V)¢]-u—|—uVu:V¢} dmdt—/S)uo.(b(O’w)dx

=Amwmmﬂn»@

whereA : B =}, ;a;;b;; is the trace product of two matrices afd-)
denotes the duality pairing betweéft (2) and H~1(€).
Additionally,
(2) foranyt > 0,

t t
HMHM§@+%AHVM&M§@®SWM@mﬁ?AW@JJ@JM&
2.1)

Note that by density arguments, and the continuity of thenseused in the
identity in item (1) of Definitio 211, one can extend the Diiim 2.1 to allow
for the use of test functions € C2°([0,00); V(€2)) in the identity in item (1) of
Definition[2.].

We also require a definition of weak solution for the Euleragipns, but only
in the case of the periodic box and without forcing, seé [1, 21

Definition 2.2. LetQ = (0, 1) be the periodic box and lete C°([0, 00); H,, (2)).
We say that. is a weak solution of the Euler equations ({1 )= 0) with initial
velocity ug € H(Q) if for any test functionp € Cg°([0,00); D(£2)) such that
divg = 0 we have:

/()OO/Q{at¢-u+[(u-V)¢]-u} dacdt—|—/ﬂu0.¢(07x)d$:0'

3. VISCOUS FLOW

In this section we will state and prove stability results lferay-Hopf weak so-
lutions of the Navier-Stokes equations (1.1), with zeraifug, in the three contexts
described in the introduction.

We start with three-dimensional perturbations of two-digienal flows. Re-
call that two-dimensional flows refer to solutions of thesiwdimensional Navier-
Stokes equations which are independent pf
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Theorem 3.1.Let D C R? be a bounded domain with smooth boundary. Consider
up € H(D) and letu € C°([0,00); H, (D)) N L?((0,00); V(D)) be the unique
weak solution of thé%D incompressible Navier-Stokes equations having, as ini-
tial data, ug. Fix L > 0 and setC = D x (0,L). Letv € L>®((0,00); H(C)) N
L?((0,00); V(C)) be a Leray-Hopf weak solution of the three-dimensional imco

pressible Navier-Stokes equations with initial datg wherevy, € H(C). The
following estimate holds true:

27
lv = w20 (t) < llvo — wol|72 (¢ exp <WHUOH%Q(D)>7 forall ¢ > 0.
Proof of Theorerh 311We begin by following the argument in the proof of Theo-

rem 6 in [18]. FixT" > 0 and letn. be a standard-dimensional mollifier (smooth,
non-negative, even, supported(ine, £) and with unit integral). Define

T
u® =u(t,x) = /0 Ne(t — s)u(s,x)ds.

Define in an analogous manner = v° (¢, x).
Then, usingu® as test function in the weak formulation of the equation«pr
andv® as test function for the equation far we find the following two identities:

T T
— (u,v%)(T) —I—/O (u, 0pv%)ds — 1//0 (Vu, Vo) ds (3.2)

T
- /0 (- V)%, u) ds — (o, 05);

T T
— (v,u®)(T) —I—/O (v,0pu®)ds — 1//0 (Vo,Vus)ds (3.2)

T
— _/0 ((v-V)uf,v)ds — (vo, uf),

where(-, -) denotes the inner product it? (C).
We add these two identities, using the fact tfHT:l(u, 0pv®) ds = — fOT(v, Opu®) ds,
and we find

T
— (u, v*)(T) — (v, u®)(T) — 1//0 [(Vu, Vo©) + (Vu, Vu®)| ds (3.3)

T
= —/0 [((u - V)o%s ) + ((v - V)&, v)] ds — (uo, v5) — (vo, ug)-

We multiply (3.3) by2 and lets — 0 to obtain
T
—2(u,v)(T) — 41// (Vu, Vo) ds (3.4)
0

T
_ 2/0 (0 = u) - V)0 — u), u) ds — 2(ug, vo).
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Next, we use the energy inequality, satisfied by betAnd v (see Definition
2.7):

T
nuﬁHC¢T>+2u[;HVu@fn&%@dssnua@%@; (3.5

T
[0]172(0y(T) + 2”/0 Vo (s, )72y ds < llvollF2c)- (3.6)
Introducew = v — v and add[(34)[(3]5) and (3.6) to find

T
HwH%%C)(T)Jr?V/ IVl ds < llwollZa (e +2/0 (w-Vw, u)ds. (3.7)

This is precisely inequality (27) in [18]. At this point wembet from the argu-
ment presented in [18] and use the fact thas two-dimensional. We analyze the
nonlinear term using the two-dimensional Ladyzhenskagquality inD:

T T L
/ (w-V)w,u)ds = / / / [(w - V)w] - udridrodrsds
0 o Jo JD
T L
< [0 [ Wl 19wl dosds
1/2 1/2
< 21/4/ / 0l ) 1@ B w2 Il 2l ) sl

1/2
<21/4/ / el o) V035l o) dzsdls

T
Su/o /0 HVwHZLQ(D)dxgderl%g/ / HwHL2 HuH py dsds,

by Young's inequality. Therefore, using the fact that's, - )|]L4(D is independent
of 23, we obtain

T 27 T
/0 ((w-V)w,u)dsgu/ [Vel2a(c ds+ oes 3/ el o l10]12 ) ds.
(3.8)
We input [3.8) in[(3.17) to find
ollaier () < lolBagey + o [ sy l0laey ds. (3:9)
w LQ(C) = ||[Wo LQ(C) 641/3 0 u L4(D) w L2(c) S. .
Therefore, by Gronwall’'s Lemma we deduce that
2 2 27 T 4
||w||L2(c)(T)§Hw0HL2(c)eXP 643 ) ||U‘|L4(D)d3 : (3.10)

Finally, we use again the Ladyzhenskaya inequality to egtm
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T T
Hu||‘i4(D)ds < 2 HUH%%D)HVUH%?(D)dS
0 0

< 2fullZee o.rysr20o IV llZ2 0,722 ())
which, using[(3.b) together with the fact thats independent af3 yields the de-
sired result, once we repla@eby an arbitraryt > 0 and notice that the dependence
on L cancels out. O

Remark3.1 An immediate corollary of Theorem 3.1 is the uniqueness ohie
Hopf weak solutions for two-dimensional initial data.

Next, we will examine a variant of Theordm B.1, pertainindpédical flows.
A vector fieldU is called helical, wittrsteps € R\ {0} if, for any § € R and

anyz € R3,
cosf sinf O 0
U —sin@® cosf® 0O | x+ 0 =U(x).
0 0 1 29

We refer the reader to [12] for well-posedness results ferNavier-Stokes equa-
tions with helical symmetry. For simplicity, we will focusndhe special case of
helical flows in a straight circular pipe.

Theorem 3.2. Let D be the unit disk in the plane, whité denotes the unit cylin-
der D x (0,1). Letuy € H(C) be a helical vector field with step equal 1o
Letu € CY([0,00); Hy(C)) N L3((0,00); V(C)) be the unique weak solution
of the helical incompressible Navier-Stokes equationsniganas initial data,uy,
given in Theorem 3.3 dfL2]. Letvy € H(C) and letv € C°([0,00); H,, (C)) N
L?((0,00); V(C)) be a Leray-Hopf weak solution of the three-dimensional imco
pressible Navier-Stokes equations with initial daga Then, the following inequal-
ity is valid:

27
2 2 4
H'U — UHLz(C)(t) S H'U(] — UOHLQ(C) exp <—641/4 ||UOHL2(C)>7 fOI’ a.” t 2 0.

Proof of Theorerh 312We can use the same proof as for L‘@D case once we
make the following observations:

(i) the LP(D)-norms ofu are independent afs, for anyp > 1;
(i) the L?(D)-norm of(9,, , 0., )u is independent of ; and bounded
above by the ?(C)-norm of Vu.

O

Remark3.2 As before, this easily yields uniqueness of Leray-Hopf wealtions
with helical initial data.

Lastly, we discuss the case of axi-symmetric flows.
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Theorem 3.3.Let D be a bounded, smooth domain compactly containdéhir:) | 0 <
r < oo,z € R} and setC = {(r,z2,0) | (r,z) € D,0 < 6 < 2w}. Let

ug € H(C) be an axially symmetric vector field. Letc C°([0,00); H,,(C)) N
L?((0,00); V(C)) be the unique weak solution of the axi-symmetric incompress
ible Navier-Stokes equations having, as initial datg, given in[10,[20] Let

vo € H(C) and letv € C°([0,00); H(C)) N L?((0,00); V(C)) be a Leray-Hopf
weak solution of the three-dimensional incompressiblei®te®tokes equations
with initial data vg. There exists a constad/ = M (D,v) > 0 such that the
following inequality is valid:

o — ullZ2y (£) < llvo — uol|22 () exp (M\|u0||§2(0)>, for all ¢t > 0.

Proof of Theorerfi 313We must make small modifications of the proof for ﬂgeD

case, beginning by writing the integral oweras foz” | p With respect to the mea-
surerdrdzdf.
We estimate the nonlinear term as follows:

/()T((w V)w,u)ds = /OT /02“/[)[(w -V)w] - urdrdzdfds

T pr2r
< / / “w“L4(D,TdeZ) ”vw”L2 (D,rdrdz) HUHL‘l(D,rdrdz) dfds

1/2 1/2
<K/‘/ 1012 i[O 0001152 e IV 2ty 5t s,

where K > 0 is a constant appearing in the two-dimensional Ladyzhemska
equality in D, valid sincew vanishes on the boundary &f for each fixed, to-
gether with the fact thab is bounded away from the axis of symmetry, so that
r > a, for some fixed: > 0;

1/2
< K/ / ”w”L/2 D,rdrdz) ”VQUHL%D rdrdz) HUHL‘I(D,rdrdz) dfds

27 _ T o
< V/O /0 va“%2(D,T’dT’dz) d0d3+K/0 /0\ Hw”%/z(D,T’dT’dz)”uH%‘J‘(D,rdrdz) d9ds,

for someK > 0, resulting from using Young's inequality,

T T
~ 1
< [ IVulayds+ K [ solullbaelholf ds

where we have used the fact tHat(-, )HL4(D rdrdz) 1S independent of and is

equal t0(1/27r)\|u||‘i4(0). We observe that, above, the constantlepends om.
By the Gronwall Lemma we deduce, as before, that

R— T
[wliZ2(0y(T) < llwollZ2(cy exp <%/O lullfs e ds>.

Finally, we use again the two-dimensional Ladyzhenskayajuality for u,
noticing that the derivatives which appear are with respeetand z and, hence,
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their L?(D, rdrdz)-norms are independent éf This, together with the energy
inequality [3.5), yields the desired result, replacifigpy an arbitrary timg > 0.
This concludes the proof.

O

Global existence and uniqueness of weak solutions for theyammetric Navier-
Stokes equations was established by O. Ladyzhenskayé]sbat/only under the
assumption that the axi-symmetric fluid domain be boundeaydrom the sym-
metry axis, i.e.;y > a, for somea > 0. This restriction has the same origin as
in Theoreni 3.B, namely, loss of essential 2D scaling at thensstry axis. (Addi-
tional results on global regularity of special solutionghe axi-symmetric Navier-
Stokes equations, defined in a domain which includes the gtmnaxis, have
been obtained ir [6].) We note that Theorem] 3.3 leaves opepdksibility that
there might exist Leray-Hopf weak solutions of the (3D) MNanbtokes equations
with L? axi-symmetric initial velocity, for which the symmetry ipantaneously
broken.

Remark3.3. We have considered, throughout this section, viscous floivszero
forcing. It should be noted that, if the forcing terfrdoes not vanish and respects
the same symmetry as the initial velocity, then the proofteforems 3]1, 312 and
[3.3 can be easily adapted to show that

t 2
||U—U‘|%2(c)(t) < ||U0—U0H%2(c) ©Xp {M <||U0H%2(c) + 2/0 (u(s, ‘)af(3>‘)>d3> }7

for someM = M(D,v) > 0. This implies, clearly, continuous dependence with
respect to initial data and, in particular, uniqueness.

4. INVISCID FLOW

In this section we discuss the possibility of spontaneounsnsgtry breaking for
the Euler system. Our first observation is that spontanegpusngtry breaking is
possible for weak solutions of the Euler system, in contnai$t what we observed
for the Navier-Stokes equations. This is a special case @natriction due to
De Lellis and Székelyhidi in_J1], see Proposition 2. We widle this construction
as formulated in Theorem 2 of [21]. Before we begin we needtt@duce some
terminology. Since, in this section, we deal only with flowsai periodic box we
introduce the notatio®” = [0, 1]V for the periodic box irR" .

Definition 4.1. Let f € L'(Q?). We say thatf is essentially independent of;
(which is shortened to eis) if, for almost everya,b € (0,1), f(x1,22,a) =
f(z1,29,b), for almost all(x1, z2) € Q2.

With this, we are now ready to state precisely the symmegking result.

Theorem 4.1. Letug = (u$,ud) € C*(Q?) be divergence-free and periodic.

There exists a weak solution (in fact infinitely mamyg w(t, z1, z2, 23) € C°([0,00); H,(Q?))
of the incompressibl8 D Euler equations such that(t = 0) = (ug,0), andu is

not ei«xs.



STABILITY OF 2D FLOWS UNDER THREE-DIMENSIONAL PERTURBATI®S 11

Proof. Let v = v(t, z1,z2) be the unique solution of the 2D Euler systenij,
given in [2] with initial velocity ug. We use Theorem 2 of [21] with = (v,0) and
we define the trace-free matrixby

I 6

U=TRV 3 Id.

Sincew is a solution of the Euler system, it follows that there exstsmooth,
periodic (in space) pressugesuch that the tripletv, u, g) satisfies the linear system
(1) from Theorem 2 in[21]. In addition, the conditions of Dnem 2 in [21], that
7 € CY([0,00); Hy(Q?)) and(t, x) be a trace-free symmetricx 3 matrix, are
also satisfied. Note that

[v]?

e(F(t,2), T(t,2) = S Amas(FOT—T) = 10

where, for any symmetric matri/, \,,..(M) is the largest eigenvalue dff.
Next, takeg = g(t, =) to be a positive)3-periodic and continuous function on
(0, 00) x R3, belonging toCP([0, c0); L*(Q?)), and define
t 2

E(t> l‘) = ‘Q}(’Tx)’ + g(tv 'm)
Then, using Theorem 2 in_[21], there exist infinitely many wealutionsu €
CY(]0,00); Hy, (Q3)) of the incompressibl8 D Euler equations ir§)® with initial
data(ug, 0), and such that for everyc (0, c0) and almost every € @3,

lu(t,z)]?  Jo(t,2)]?
2 - 2

+9g(t, ).
We choose, for example

g(t,x) = L(1 +sin?(2mx3)).

t2+1
Clearly, |u|?/2 is not constant with respect to any of the three spatial besar;,
o andxs, which trivially implies thatu is not eix3. O

Remark4.1 Observe that the solution = wu(t, ) satisfies||u(t, )| 12(gs) >
(0, )|l L2 (@3, for all £ > 0.

This example is not the final word on this issue, since it isiratto restrict
the search of weak solutions to a smaller class, perhasysadi some physically
motivated entropy-like criterion. Indeed, even in the wiss case, we ruled out
spontaneous symmetry breaking only for Leray-Hopf wealdtamis, and not for
weak solutions in general. 10 [11], P.-L. Lions introducedadion of generalized
solution to the Euler equations which he calldidsipative solution He proved
weak-strong uniqueness, in this class, see Propositionf41], for flows sat-
isfying certain regularity assumptions. The definition afsipative solution, as
given in [11], is complicated, but it was later noticed thatak solutions of the
incompressibles D Euler equations, which satisfy the weak energy inequadity,
dissipative solutions in the sense of Lions, s€e [1], Prtiposl, for a proof of
this fact. The weak-strong uniqueness of dissipative &wist together with the
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observation regarding weak solutions which satisfy thekwer@ergy inequality,
imply that spontaneous symmetry breaking can be ruled auhfse dissipative
solutions. More precisely, we have the following result:

Theorem 4.2. Letug = (u},u) € H(Q?) be such that there exists a weak solu-
tionw € C°([0,00); H(Q?)) of the incompressible 2D Euler equations such that
the symmetric part oz belongs toL;, ([0, 00); L>=(Q?%)). Then any weak so-
lution u of the incompressible 3D Euler equations@, with initial data (ug, 0),
which satisfies the weak energy inequality, i.e., such tbegll ¢ > 0,

w(t, M e@s) < (o, O)llzgs) = lluoll g2y,
is independent of; (and is equal tqw, 0)).

The proof of Theorem 412 is based on Proposition 4.1 df [1#ljlanProposition
1 of [1]. We will not present a complete proof of Theorem| 4.2dese this would
exceed the scope of this work. However, we will provide afboigtline of the
proof in three steps.

(1) The results contained in Proposition 4.1 [ofl[11] and io@esition 1 of
[1] are stated and proved for flows R/Y. The first step is to adapt these
results to periodic flows i)”¥, which can be done in a straightforward
manner.

(2) Letw be the weak solution in the statement of Theofem 4.2. Then
(@, 0) is a weak solution of th8 D Euler equations satisfying (0, -) =
(ug,0), U € C°([0,00); H(Q?)) and the symmetric part 87U belongs to
L} ([0,00); L°(Q?)). Hence, by (the adaptation of) Lions’ Proposition
4.1, [11], any dissipative solution with the same initialogty will be
equal toU.

(3) By (the adaptation of) Proposition 1,/ [1], any weak Solutof the 3D
Euler equations which satisfies the weak energy inequalitype a dissi-
pative solution and, hence, equéls Clearly,U is independent afs.

Note that the regularity requirement, which we wrote in tewhexistenceof a
weak solution, is not very restrictive. Indeed, with initerticity in L°°, we al-
ready have existence and uniqueness of a global weak solotie ([0, co); H(Q?))
such that all first derivatives of velocity are Irf° ([0, 00), BMO(Q?)), see([22]
and Theorem 7.1 in [19]. The condition in Lions’ result igklily more restrictive,
and is certainly satisfied by strong solutions as in [2].

As we noted, any solution constructed using the strateghe@ofen 4.1 will not
satisfy the weak energy inequality, which places them oth@&cope of Theorem
[4.2. In[1], C. De Lellis and L. Székelyhidi constructed eyaes of nonunigueness
of dissipative solutions of the Euler equations withinitial velocities (this does
not contradict the Yudovich criteria since vorticity of sumitial data does not
belong toL>°) so uniqueness for dissipative solutions in general cahalot. Up
to now we have no example of spontaneous symmetry breakindigeipative
solutions, but it would not be a surprise if the convex indigin techniques would
allow the construction of such an example as well.
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Ultimately, the most precise entropy criterion for weakusioins of the Euler
equations is to be attained as a vanishing viscosity limgtcan call such solutions
viscosity solution®f the Euler equations. (Observe that in the absence of phys-
ical boundaries, as in the present situation, any viscasitytion is a dissipative
solution, see Proposition 4.2 of [11]).

Our work already provides one result on retaining symmelfyu is a weak
solution of the 3D Euler equations which@s-periodic, with initial datau, and if
ug is independent af 3 then, as we have proved in the previous section, any Leray-
Hopf weak solution of the Navier-Stokes equations withahidata precisely equal
to up will be independent ofcs. It is easy to see that essentially any limit of
xg-independent flows will bers-independent as well. Restricting the notion of
viscosity solutions to those which are limits of Leray-Heygak solutions is quite
reasonable, as those are the physically meaningful weakieut of the Navier-
Stokes equations. However, insisting that viscosity smhstbe limits of vanishing
viscosity limits with exactly the same data might be too dedmag. In this sense,
let us define aviscosity weak solutionf the Euler system with initial data, as a
solution which is a weak-star limit in>°((0, 00); L?(Q?3)), asv — 0+, of Leray-
Hopf weak solutions of the- Navier-Stokes system i@? with initial datauy,
whereu} — (ug, 0) strongly inL? whenv — 0+. We will state and prove a result
on retaining symmetry for viscosity solutions; we beginhwé& measure theory
lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let f € L?(Q?). Thenf is ei-3 if and only ifd,, f = 0 in the sense
of distributions.

Proof. The fact thatrs-independence implie8,, f = 0 is an application of Fu-
bini's Theorem. Indeed, lep € C2.(Q?). Fix b € (0,1) such thatf(z',a) =
f(a',b) for almost everyu € (0,1) and almost every’ € Q%. Let A C (0,1) be
defined by

A= {a S (07 1) ’ f(wl7a) = f(w/7b)}§

notice thai A| = 1. Then we have

/‘ Orsp(2) () dw:/ / Oz p(@', 23) f (2', 23) da'das
Q.i (071) 9
= /A/Q? ax3§0(1'/, a)f(x/,a) dl’/da = /A/Q2 a:c;;@(wl, a)f(x/7 b) dx/da
— /QQf(lﬁ,b)/AamgSO(fU 7(1)dadl' = /Q2f($7b)/(071)8m390(1' ,a)dadm —0.

Conversely, assume thét, f = 0 in the sense of distributions. We write the
Fourier series of as:
f — Z f(k,)e%rzk-x'

kez3
Sincef € L*(Q?), it follows that the truncations

fN — fN(x) = Z f(k)e%rikm

keZ3,|k|<N
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converges inL2, and therefore, admits a subsequence, which we do not felabe
converging pointwise almost everywherefto

It can be verified that, for each fixe € N, fy is a function ofx; and x-
alone. Indeed, it = (k1, ko, k3) € Z3 andks # 0 then

. 1

_ —2mik-x _ —2mik-x
f(k) = o f(x)e dr = Smiks /Q3 f(2)0xqe dzx.

Hence, since trigonometric polynomials belong@ggr(Q?’), it follows that, if
ks #£ 0, thenf(k) = 0. Consequentlyfy is independent of3.

To conclude we note that, by Fubini's theorem, we have thlatafmost all
a,b € (0,1), fy(2';a) — f(2',a) and fy(2',b) — f(2,b) pointwise almost
everywhere. It follows thaf (z’,a) = f(a’,b) for almost everys, b € (0,1), as
desired.

d

Theorem 4.4. Letuy € H(Q?) be eixz and letu € L>((0,00); H(Q?)) be

a weak solution of the 3D Euler equations ¥ with initial data uy. For each

v > 0, assume that there exist&, a Leray-Hopf weak solutions of the Navier-
Stokes equations @3 with viscosityr and with initial datauf € H(Q?), such
that ¥ — w in the sense of distributions i, o) x Q3, and that there exists

27 4 )

o — ullzzqn) = 0 (") (4.1)
Thenu is ei«s for almost all time.

Proof. First considern” = v¥(x,t) to be the Leray-Hopf weak solutions of the
Navier-Stokes equations with viscosity > 0 in Q3 with initial datauy. By
Theoren{ 311" is x3-independent for almost all time. Using the fact théte
CY(]0, 0); Hy, (Q3)) and Lemm&4l13 we can assume tifats x3-independent for
all time. We write

u=(u—u")+ (u’ —v")+0".
Using Theorem 311, we have the following estimate:

27 A
H’UV _ u’/HLQ(Qg) < ”u() — ugHL2(Q3) exp {WHUOHLQ(Q’)} .

From the hypothesis, it follows that’ — v* = o(1), asv — 0+ in L?(Q?).
Lety = ¢(t,z) € C(Q*) and choose) € Cy2, ([0, 00)). We have:

(N0sp, 1) = MOz, u — / / N0y o(u” — v”) dadt

—I-/ / N0zqpv” dxdt.
0 Q3

Hence, using the fact that is x3-independent we find, by Lemrha 4.3,

(10250, u)| < |10 0, u — u”) +/O 0111025l L2(@s) lu” = v"[| L2(@3) dt,
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which vanishes as — 0. This concludes the proof.

5. COMMENTS AND CONCLUSIONS

One problem to be investigated is to try to extend the visabalsility result to
flows inR? x (0, L), periodic in the third variable. This could be attemptedtigh
the method developed in Section 2 or, perhaps, by adaptagvtink of Kozono
and Taniuchi to this context. A more interesting, albeificiifit, class of problems
is to consider perturbations which are not periodic, suclrae for compactly
supported perturbations of Poiseuille flow in an infinitegpipnother possible line
of investigation is to search for an example of inviscid syemy breaking among
dissipative solutions using convex integration technsque
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