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ON THE LACK OF SELECTION FOR THE TRANSPORT EQUATION OVER A
DENSE SET OF VECTOR FIELDS

JULES PITCHO

ABSTRACT. The purpose of this work is to demonstrate that the lack of selection by smooth regularisation
for the continuity equation with a bounded, divergence-free vector field as demonstrated in [8] by De
Lellis and Giri takes place over a dense set of vector fields. More precisely, we construct a set of bounded
vector fields D dense in LY ([0,2] x R?; R?) such that for each vector field b € D, there are two smooth
regularisations of b, for which the unique solution of the Cauchy problem for the continuity equation along
each regularisation converges to two distinct solutions of the Cauchy problem along b.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the initial value problem for the continuity equation

dp + divg(bp) =0,
{ p(0,2) = p(a), (VE)

posed on [0, T] x R%, where b = b(t, z) is a given vector field, p = p(t, z) is an unknown real-valued function,
and div, is the divergence operator on vector fields on R?. We are interested in bounded weak solutions
of (IVP).

Definition 1.1. Consider a bounded vector field b : [0,T] x R* — R? and an initial datum p € L>(R?).
We shall say that p € C([0,T];w* — L=(R%)) is a bounded weak solution to (IVP) along b, if for every
¢ € CX((0,T) x RY)

+oo
/0 /[Rd p (% +b- Vzd)> dzdt = 0, and p(0,-) = p(-).

Existence of a bounded weak solution holds, if we for instance assume that div, b € L'([0,T]; L>°(R%))
by a regularisation and compactness argument. When the vector field b is sufficiently rough, uniqueness
of bounded weak solutions fails, even for divergence-free vector fields, as the example of Depauw [9] shows.
The following question may be of interest: is there a robust selection criterion for bounded weak solutions
of (IVP) assuming that b is only bounded and divergence-free? When b is in L} BV,,, the work of Ambrosio
[1] following on that of DiPerna and Lions [10] answers this question affirmatively. In fact, uniqueness
of bounded weak solution of (IVP) was proved in [1], assuming that b is in L}BV,, and that div, b is
absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure for almost every time.

As (IVP) is well-posed when b is smooth and bounded, a first naive attempt at answering the above
question is to regularise the vector field b, and to study limit points of solutions of the regularised equa-
tion, in the hope that, through uniqueness of the limit point, a single solution of (IVP) will be selected.
For a specific subclass of bounded, divergence-free vector fields, which includes vector fields for which
uniqueness of bounded weak solutions of (IVP) fails, such a criterion was proven by the author in [11]
using regularisations by convolution of b. When uniqueness of bounded weak solutions holds, as it does
in Ambrosio’s theorem, then regularisations of b generating solutions of (IVP) which are uniformly in

bounded Lg7, automatically converge to the unique bounded weak solution.
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However, regularisation of the vector field is, in general, not a selection criterion. This was first observed
by Ciampa, Crippa and Spirito in [7], where they constructed an unbounded vector field for which two
distinct regularisations yield two limiting solutions. Afterwards, in [8] De Lellis and Giri constructed a
bounded, divergence-free vector field, as well as an initial datum for which two distinct regularisations
yield two distinct limiting solutions.

We here argue that the lack of selection demonstrated by De Lellis and Giri is generic, in analogy with
the nonlinear wave equation, where Sun and Tzvetkov [12] showed ill-posedness on a dense set of initial
data of super-critical regularity. We will thus construct a dense set of bounded vector fields for which the
lack of selection demonstrated by De Lellis and Giri holds. In addition to being dense, this set will have
the following property, which expresses that there is no distinguished time, when measuring the vector
field in the LZ° norm.

Definition 1.2. We shall say that a subset D of L°°([0,T]; L>°(R?;R?)) is not bounded at any time in
[0,T], if for every v > 0 there exists b € D such that for every interval I C [0,T] with non-empty interior,
we have ||b| oo (1,00 > 7-

The above definition forces the set D to include vector fields which are arbitrarly large over any time
interval. Without this requirement, the main theorem of this paper could be proved by a slightly simpler
construction perturbing the basic building blocks described in Section 3 away from the singularity. At any
rate, we will refer to a smooth and bounded sequence (b?),en such that b — b in L, as ¢ — +oo as a
regularisation of b, and we now state our main theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let 1 < p < +oo. There exists a subset D C L*°([0,2]; L>°(R?;R?)), which is dense in
LY ([0,2] x R%; R?)), and which is not bounded at any time in [0, 2] such that the following holds. For every
b € D, there exists an initial datum p € L>°(R?), two bounded weak solutions p and p of (IVP) along b
with initial datum p, and two regularisations (b9)gen and (b9)qen of b such that:
e the unique solutions of (IVP) along b? with initial datum p converge in C([0,2]; w* — L>°(R?)) to
p as q — +00;
e the unique solutions of (IVP) along b7 with initial datum p converge in C([0,2];w* — L=(R?)) to
p as q — +oo.

We stress that the initial datum p depends on the vector field b in D. We finally note that Bianchini
and Zizza in [6] studied the density properties of divergence-free vector fields b in L([0,1]; BV (T?;R?)),
whose flow is mixing in the sense that the compositions of the flow map from time 0 to time 1 satisfies a
mixing property in the sense of dynamical systems.

1.1. Outline of ideas. The existence of a family of vector fields {by}ren, which accumulates at zero
in the L7 . topology, and corresponding initial data for which two different regularisations select two
distinct bounded weak solutions of (IVP) follows directly from a rescaling of the building blocks of [8].
The important property of the building blocks is that they have a singularity at time 1, where the BV
norm of the vector field is not integrable, and where the solution becomes completely mixed. From that
time onwards, the solution can either remain completely mixed, or unmix leading to a non-uniqueness
mechanism. Depending on how the vector field is regularised around this singular time will yield either

the unmixing solution or the solution which stays completely mixed in the limit.

To prove density, we will add an arbitrary smooth pertubation w, which need not be vanishing at any
time, while simultaneously performing a nonlinear transform on the vector field by using the flow of w to
obtain a family {by w }ren (see Section 4.1). The nonlinear nature of the transform implies that the vector
fields by aw can have divergence with non-vanishing singular part with respect to the Lebesgue measure.
The cost in LY ~ of this nonlinear transform will be under control by smooth norms of w, whereby the
family {bxw}ren will accumulate at w in the L? = topology. The key point is choosing the nonlinear
transform on by to decouple the flow at large scales and at small scales, so that the flow of the vector field
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by w is given by the composition of the flow of the large scales with the flow of the small scales, and upon
suitable truncation of by w (see Section 4.2), the flow may be uniquely identified thanks to the uniqueness
result of Bianchini and Bonicatto [4] for the flow of a nearly incompressible vector field in L} BV, (see
Section 2).

1.2. Plan of the paper. In Section 2, we collect some useful results concerning the well-posedness of the
continuity equation in the setting of BV vector fields. We then collect the corresponding results on the
flow of these vector fields. In Section 3, we first construct a family {by}ren, which accumulates at zero in
the L7 . topology, and corresponding initial data for which two different truncations procedures select two
distinct bounded weak solutions. In Section 4, we add a smooth perturbation w to the family {by}xen
and perform a nonlinear transform on by so as to obtain a family {bx w }ren, which accumulates at w.
We then exhibit two different truncation of the singularity of by 4 along which (IVP) has two disinct
solutions, which in the limit where the truncation is removed, yield two distinct solutions of (IVP). In

Section 5, we conclude the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Acknowledgements. The author is thankful to his advisor Nikolay Tzvetkov for his support, for bringing
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author acknowledges the hospitality of the Pitcho Centre for Scientific Studies where this work was carried
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section [ is a closed interval whose interior we denote by I ;and b : I x RY — R? is a Borel vector
field whose essential supremum is bounded.

2.1. A boundary value problem. For an arbitrary s € I, we consider the following boundary value
problem posed on I x R¢:

Oip + div,(bp) = 0,
{ tP (bp) (BVP)

p(s, ) = p(x).

Definition 2.1. Consider a boundary datum p € L*(RY). We shall say p € C(I;w* — L*®(RY)) is a
bounded weak solution to (BVP) along b, if for every ¢ € C°(I x RY)

/[R/[de<%+b'vw¢> dxdt = 0.

We shall further say that p is a bounded weak solution to (BVP) along b with boundary datum p at time s,
if we further have that p(s,-) = p(-).

Existence of bounded weak solutions of (BVP) follows from a regularisation and compactness argument,
see for instance [2].

Nearly incompressible vector fields are a weaker version of vector fields with div, b € L(I; L°°(R%)).
They are defined as follows.

Definition 2.2. We shall say that b is nearly incompressible, if there exists a constant C > 0 and a
bounded weak solution p of (IVP) along b such that C~' < p(t,z) < C for every t € I and a.e. x € R%.

A regularisation and compactness argument shows that if div, b € L'(I; L°°(R?)), then b is nearly
incompressible. The converse is however not true as the example in [5] shows. Notice that for J a closed
subinterval of I, if b is nearly incompressible, then the restriction of b to J x R? is also nearly incompressible.
The following theorem can be extracted from the important work of Bianchini and Bonicatto [4] and
concerns uniqueness and stability of bounded weak solutions of (BVP) along a nearly incompressible
vector field.



4 J. PITCHO

Theorem 2.3. Consider a boundary datum p € L= (R?). Assume that b € L*(I; BViye(R% RY)) and that
b is nearly incompressible. Then, the following holds:
(i) (uniqueness) there exists a unique bounded weak solution p of (BVP) along b, which belongs to
C(I; Lioe(RY));
(i1) (stability) for every reqularisation (b%)qen of b such that there exists C > 0 such that the flow X
along b? satisfies
Oyt < XUt )p Lt <CZLY  VgeN, (2.1)
the unique bounded weak solution p? of (BVP) along b with boundary datum p converges to p in
C(I; L}, .(R?) as ¢ — +oo.

loc

Notice that the existence of a regularisation (b?),en whose flow satisfies (2.1) implies that b is nearly
incompressible.

2.2. Regular Lagrangian flows. The regular Lagrangian flow provides a robust measure-theoretic notion
of a flow of a rough vector field. For later use, we here define regular Lagrangian flows starting from time
s.

Definition 2.4. Consider a real number s € I. We shall say that a Borel map X : I x RY — R? is a
reqular Lagrangian flow along b starting from s, if
(i) for L%-a.e. v € RY, t s X(t,x) is an absolutely continuous solution of 0; X (t,x) = b(t, X (t, 1))
with X (s,x) = x, namely

X(t,z)—x= / b(u, X (u, x))du;

(i) there exists a constant C > 0 called a compressiblity constant such that for every t € I, we have
Clyi< X(t,)p 2Lt < CPL

A Borel map X : I X RY — R? will be called a unique reqular Lagrangian flow along b starting from
s, if for every b, which coincides .Z%*'-a.e. with b, we have that for every regular Lagrangian flow X
along b starting from s, it holds that X(-,x)= X( r) for Z%-a.e. x € R%. By a slight abuse of language,
a unique regular Lagrangian flow will also be referred to as the unique regular Lagrangian flow. The
following theorem can be extracted from the work of Bianchini and Bonicatto [4], which we formulate as
the counterpart, at the level of the flow, of the uniqueness in Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 2.5. Consider a real number s € I. Assume that b € L*(I; BVioe(R% R?)), and that b is nearly
incompressible. Then, there exists a unique reqular Lagrangian flow along b starting from s.

2.3. Estimates on the flow of a smooth vector field. Let w : I x R? — R? be a vector field in
L>(I; CY(R% RY)), let s € I, and let Xqp be the unique flow along w starting from time s, namely X qp
solves

{@Xw@,w =t Xu(t,), 22)

X’LU(SaI) =,

in the sense of distributions over I. We define the Jacobian as J X q (¢, ) = det D X (¢, z). A standard
calculation shows that

(2.3)

O Xw(t,z) =sgn(t — s)div, w(t, Xw(t, z))J X w(t, z),
JXw(s,z) =1.

Therefore, Gronwall inequality implies

esp | /Hdwm Yz ds|] 27 < T X (t,2) < exp /Hdwm (s )lrzds|| 2% (24)
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By a change of variables, we have

1

Xw(t, )p L= ———— 0 Xy (t,-).2° 2.5
’LU())# JXw(t,)o w(a) ) ( )

which implies, in view of (2.4), that
exp - ‘ / | div, w HLoodsHZd < Xw(t,)p L% < exp / | divy, w(s 7.)||L;odsH.,fd. (2.6)
For a proof, we refer to [2]. We also have that there exists a constant Cj 4 > 0 such that, for every k € N

we have
t

Xuw(t, s < Cuaexd (| [ ot )exd]). 27)

3. UNPERTURBED VECTOR FIELDS

We describe the basic building blocks, which we shall use to construct a family of vector fields, which
accumulates at the zero. We introduce the parameter A € N. The building block by will be at scale
27A. These building blocks, based on a mixing-unmxing mechanism are adapted from [8] to form a set
{bx : A € N}, which accumulates at zero in Ly%,. This section is based on [8] with the additional parameter

A

3.1. The basic building blocks. We construct a family of bounded, divergence-free vector field by :
[0,2] x R? — R2%, as well as two bounded weak solutions of ¢, and () of (BVP) along by with boundary
datum p =1/2 at time 1.

Introduce the following two lattices on R?, namely £! := 7% C R? and £? := 7> + (2, 1) C R%. To each
lattice, associate a subdivision of the plane into squares, which have vertices lying in the corresponding
lattices, which we denote by S' and S2. Then consider the rescaled lattices £} := 27272 and £} =
(27271,27271) 4 27272 and the corresponding square subdivision of R?, respectively St and S3. The
centres of the squares S} are elements of £3 and vice-versa.

Next, define the following 2-dimensional autonomous vector field:

(O,4£L‘1)t s if 1/2 > |£L'1| > |$2|
v(z) = ¢ (—422,0) | if 1/2 > |xa| > |21
(0,0)t , otherwise.
v is a bounded, divergence-free vector field, whose derivative is a finite matrix-valued Radon measure given
by
0 0 d 0 —4sgn(xq) d
Dv(z1,22) = <4Sgn(x1) 0) L (wa)<|zr|<1/2) T (0 0 L (a1 )<zl <1/2}

dzosgn(xr) —4dwosgn(xs) a-1|
dxisgn(zy) —4xisgn(xg) {m=e2.0<lmllea|£1/2)

Periodise v by defining Ay = {(y1,y2) € 2772 : y; + yo is even} and setting
yEAL

Even though w) is non-smooth, it is in BVj,.(R?; R?).
By Theorem 2.5, there exists a unique regular Lagrangian flow X along w), which can be described
explicitely.
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(R) The map X (t,-) is Lipschitz on each square S of Sy and X (1/2,) is a clockwise rotation of
/2 radians of the “filled” S, while it is the identity on the “empty ones”. In particular for every
j > A, X(1/2,-) maps an element of S} rigidly onto another element of S}. For j = A we can
be more specific. Each S € 8% is formed precisely by 4 squares of S;: in the case of “filled” S the
4 squares are permuted in a 4-cycle clockwise, while in the case of “empty” S the 4 squares are
kept fixed.

FIGURE 1. Action of the flow of w from ¢ = 0 to ¢ = 1/2. The shaded region denotes the
set {¢1 = 1}. Credits to [8] for this figure.

We define by, as follows. Set by (¢,7) = ux(z) for 0 <t < 1/2 and by (¢,7) = ur(2Fz) for 1 —1/2F <t <
1 — 1/2F1 Finally, set by (t,2) = bx(2 — t,x). Notice that by construcion we have

15All o< (10,21 xR2:R2) < 27 M| 0]| Lo (R2:R2) - (3.1)
We record this fact in the following lemma.
Lemma 3.1. The family {b)}xew has zero as accumulation point in L>([0,2] x R?; R?).

We now make the following observation due to the self-similarity of the contruction.

(O) Consider a bounded weak solution p of (BVP) along by. As a direct consequence of the self-
similarity of the construction, we have the following observation. If for some ¢ € N and some
a € R, we have fyp(1 + 279 z)dr = a for every S € S}, then for every ¢ < ¢, we have

fop(1+ 274 z)dz = a for every S € Siy-
Let {\(z) = |2 z1| + |2 2] mod 2. Tt is a chessboard pattern based on the standard lattice Z? C R2.

Let us construct two bounded weak solutions ¢, and @\ of (BVP) along by with initial datum Cr. As
by € L} _([0,1); BVjoe(R?;R?)), there exists a unique solution of (IVP) along by on [0,1]. We can now

loc

describe it. For 0 < t < 1/2, we have (\(t, )L = X 5(t,0,)%(0 (2).2%. Using property (R), we have

O(1/2,2) =1 - & (20). (3.2)
By self-similarity of by, we then have () (t,x) = (\(¢/2F +1 —1/2F 2%z) for 1 — 1/2F <t < 1 — 1/2++L
Using recursively the appropriately scaled version of (3.2) we can check that

G(1—1/2% 2) = (\(2%x) for k even, G —1/2% 2) =1—(\(2%2)  for k odd.

Therefore (x(¢,-) = 1/2as t T 1. Set (\(t,x) = (\(2 —t,2) for 1 <t < 2. We also set Ot z) = Gt x)
forO<t<land(y(t,z)=1/2for1 <t<2. It can be directly checked that ( and ¢\ are both bounded
weak solution of (IVP) along by with initial datum ().
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3.2. Unperturbed truncations. We now truncate the vector field by around time 1 in a symmetric
manner, and in an asymmetric manner. To each of these truncations will correspond a different weak
solution of (IVP), which will converge, in the limit where the truncation is removed, to two distinct weak
solutions of (IVP). We begin by defining the time symmetric truncation

b(t,z) if td¢(1—2791+279),
bi(t,z) := ,2) 7 _ _ :
0 if te(l1—2771+279).
Now, we define the time asymmetric truncation
~ b(t,x if t¢(1—279"214279),
B (1, 2) = (t,z) # ( - 7)
0 if te(1—-2797°14279).
Both of these vector fields lie in L>((0,2); BVjo. N L>®(R?;R?)). Let us denote by ¢ and by ¢{ the unique

bounded weak solution of (IVP) along b and b} respectively with initial datum ¢y. Observe that the
unique bounded weak solution of (IVP) along b with initial datum ¢y is

(t2) = Ot x) if t¢(1-279142719),

a a1 -27%g) it te(1-2791+279).

Lemma 3.2. For every t € [0,2], we have that C{(t,) — C(t,-) in w* — L and C(t,-) — ((L,-) in
w* — LY as ¢ — 4o00.

Proof. As ¢y is in C([0,2]; w* — L>(R?)), we clearly have that for every ¢ € [0,2] that ¢{(¢,) — Q(t,-) in
w* — L as ¢ — 400. The unique bounded weak solution of (IVP) along bq with initial datum ¢y is ¢7 3
and given by CJ(t,x) = Q(t,z) for 0 <t <1-279, (Ut x) = G+ 2 q,x) forte (1 -2791+279).
We then clearly have that (A( ) = Gty ) in w* — L for every t € [0,1]. Let us show that for every

€ [1,2], we have (i (t,-) = (i (L, -) w* — L as ¢ — +oo. To do so, we will first prove that ¢{(2,-) — 1/2
in w* — L$° as ¢ — +o00. By (O) of Section 3.1, we have for every ¢’ < ¢

][ th/(l + 2_q/,;v)dac =1/2 VS € S (3.3)
s

First, observe that the set
N
Dy ::{Zaj]ls : NeN, a; €R, €N, SeSAq}
=1

is dense in L'(R?). Let € > 0 and let ¢ € L'(R?). Then, there exists ¢ € Dy such that || — ¢||;1 < e and
there exists gy € N such that for every ¢ > qg, we have

g o= [ X,

2 )
R2 R2
thanks to (3.3) and by linearity of the integral. Then, thanks to the above we have

’/ CA2x () — (b(z))dx

g§(2,x)¢(x) — (2, 2)Y(x) + (2, 2)¢(x) —

¢ = ¢l
<Nz lle = ¥llny + ———= < 3¢/2.
As ¢ was arbitrary, we have (¥(2,-) — 1/2 in w* — L.
To conclude, we have to argue that for every ¢ € [1,2] we have ({(¢,-) = ((¢,-) in w* — L° as ¢ — +o0.
The sequence ((¥)gen has a limit point in C([0,2];w* — L°°(R?)) by a compactness argument (see for

)

Y(x)  P(z)
-5 )d:v, (3.4)

‘ R2
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instance Lemma 2.4 in [11]), and it is a solution of (BVP) along b with boundary datum p = 1/2 at time
2. As the constant solution is the unique bounded weak solution of (BVP) on [1,2] x R? along by with
boundary datum 1/2 at time 2, we have that for every ¢ € [1,2], it holds that {(t,-) — 1/2 in w* — L.
This proves the thesis. ([

4. PERTURBED VECTOR FIELDS

We perturb the family {by}ren by an arbitrary smooth vector field in order to obtain a dense family in
LY . Throughout this section, w : [0,2] x R? — R? will always be a vector field in L*°((0, 2); C?(R?; R?)).
We shall now denote by Xqp the flow starting at time 1 along w.

4.1. The building blocks. We then define the vector fields on [0,2] x R?
baw(t, @) == Dy Xuw(t, Xy (t,7)).bx(t, X o (t,2)) + w(t, ). (4.1)

The particular structure for this vector field is chosen so that, the flow along by w started at time 1 will
be given by the composition of the flow of the large scales Xqpy with the flow of the small scales, namely
the regular Lagrangian flow of by started from time 1. This will explicitly stated in Corollary 4.6. We
then define the set

D:= {b,\)w A eN, we Lo((0,2); C2(R; |R2))}. (4.2)

Remark 4.1. The set D is not bounded at any time in [0,2] in the sense of Definition 1.2. Indeed, for
every v > 0, we can choose w in C([0,2]; C2(R*; R?)) such that ||w(t,-)||Le > 27y for every t € [0,2].
Then, we can choose A € N large enough that for every interval I with non-empty interior, we have
| DeXaw-bx| Lo (r;020) < v, whence ||bxwl|Lo 1,00y > 7. This proves that D is not bounded at any time
in [0,2].

p
loc®

Lemma 4.2. Let 1 <p < 4o0o. Then, the set D is dense in L7 (]0,2] x R?;R?).

loc
Proof. Observe that the set C2°((0,2) x R?;R?) is dense in L] ([0,2] x R?;R?), so it suffices to prove that

the family {bxw }ren accumulates at w in L7 ([0,2] x R?;R?) for every w € C°((0,2) x R%; R?). Let K

loc
be a compact subset of [0,2] x R2. We estimate

Let us now prove that D is dense in L

1/p
[raw(t, ) = w(t, @)l o < ( /K 1D, X (b, Xgg' (1 2)):ba(t, X o (1 2))Pdodt)

~ ([ D.Xw(tn) b X))

(4.3)
1 1
< Do X (b 1T X (1)L Al ).

2 1/p
< Z3(K) 7 exp ( / [Ilw(s, s + [l dive ws, |z |ds) " llballzs

where in the second line we have performed a change of variables y = X (¢, 2), in the third line we have
used the Holder inequality, and in the last line we have used that bounds from Section 2.3. As the family
{ba}ren accumulates at zero in LS, by Lemma 3.1, it follows that {bx w } xen accumulates at w in LP(K).
The thesis follows since K was arbitrary. (I

4.2. Perturbed truncations. We now truncate the rough part of vector fields by ¢ at time 1 in a sym-
metric manner, and in an asymmetric manner. We will conclude this section by exhibiting a composition
rule for their regular Lagrangian flow starting at time 1, thereby decoupling the dynamics from the smooth
and the non-smooth part of the vector field.

We define the symmetric truncation

bl (t,2) 1= Do X (t, Xy (t,2)).bL(t, X oy (t,2)) + w(t, 2), (4.4)
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and the asymmetric truncation

b (t, 1) = D X (t, X (£,7)).b%(t, X o (£, 7)) + w(t, x). (4.5)

Notice that the divergence of both of these vector fields may be singular with respect to .#? in contrast

with the work of De Lellis and Giri [8]. Recall that the total variation of a vector field u : R — R? over
an open set Q C R? given by

(’LL Q - SU.p ‘/ dlvw )dl’ : d) € Ci(Qa [Rd)u Hd)”Lm(Q) < 1} (46)

For any u € BVi,.(R% R?), we have that V(u,Q) = |Du|(f2), and the class of vector fields with locally
bounded variation is characterised as

BVie(R% RY) = {u € L}, (RERY) = V(u,Q) < 400 for every precompact open subset Q} (4.7)
This is for instance proven in [3, Proposition 3.6].
Lemma 4.3. The vector fields bS 4, and 5§7w belong to L°°((0,2); BViee N L= (R?; R?)).

Proof. Clearly, it suffices to prove the thesis for Bg,ur It is readily seen that Bi,w is in L>°((0,2) x R?; R?).
To prove the thesis, it is enough to show that

2
L%@ﬂnawhﬁé‘dﬁw@)ﬂWﬁMu

is a bounded linear functional for every precompact Q C R2. Let 2 be a precompact subset of R?, let
¥ € L1((0,1)), and let ¢ € CH(;R?). Let R > 0 be sufficiently large that X (¢, Q) C Bg(0) for every

€ [0,2]. Notice that such an R exists by finite speed of propagation for a bounded smooth vector field.
We then have

/ ‘ /R w(t @) dive ¢ (z)da:\w(wdt

<( /0 Ty /1 +2—q)‘ 5 [Da X (t, X (1)) 6, (t, X (¢ 2))] dive, ()| w(t)at,

1

(4.8)

4 /02 ‘ . 'w(t,x) div, qb(l')dl"w(t)dt

17

For the second term, performing an integration by parts gives that

2
1= [ | [ Dowlt.o)gtadalvitrat < fwlcy |6l 1011
0 R2 ’

So it suffices to treat the first term. A change of variables y = X ,,_1,1 (t,z) yields the equality

I= (/01 2 +/; )\ o Dy Xap(t,y).b3(t, y) ] Xw(t,y) dive (X w(t,y))dy|v(t)dt.
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We now integrate by parts and obtain

r< Z R W (S R e e e e

+2-9

+; (/ SR [l ¢0) 0. X120, 1

+ Z ([ [ Xt 605X wte poEate oo

The first sum is bounded by
1 X w2z o 1B o 1962
The second sum is bounded by
1 XwlZzecz @l 16Xl e, 191 22 1 DB (8)| (BR(0))] e -
The third sum is bounded by
1 XwlZeeco @l ose b zse 19l

Also, in view of Section 2.3, we have that || X | 102 < exp(2||w]|/zcz2), whence there exists a constant

C = C(Iwllzc2. 18 o, | 1DBE|(E Br(0) - ).
such that
2
[| [ B antta) div gtaraslwtorar < Clgloz ;.
0 R

As ¢ was arbitrary in C}(2), we have that

2
| V@ it 0 < oy, (1.9
0
As 9 was arbitrary in L'((0,2)) and € was arbitrary, the thesis follows. O

Although div, by(t,-) = 0 for a.e. t € [0,2], and div, w(t,-) admits a bounded density with respect to
Z? for every t € [0,2], the nonlinear transform performed on b{ and b}implies that div, b 4 (t,-) and

div, Bg_w(t, -) may have non-vanishing singular part with respect to .#2. Thanks to Theorem 2.5, it is

nonetheless possible to identify the regular Lagrangian of both bg,w and Bg,w starting from 1 as both

these vector fields will be shown to be nearly incompressible. We shall first begin by proving a chain

rule. We denote by X b the regular Lagrangian flows starting at time 1 along b% and by X B the regular
A

Lagrangian flows starting at time 1 along Bi. We then have the following chain rule.

Lemma 4.4. The following chain rule identities holds for £3-a.e. (t,z) € (0,2) x R?:

(z) in (tv Xb‘i (tv ‘T)) :D:EX’w(tv Xb‘; (tv :L')).bg\(t, Xb‘; (tv CL‘))

dt
+ ’LU(t, Xw(t, Xbi (t, I))),
d - (4.10)
(i1) = Xuw(t, X (t,2)) =Da Xt X gy (£,2))-b (1, X (8, 7)

dt
+ w(t. Xuw(t, Xy, (t,7))).
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Proof. Let us prove (7). The proof of (i7) is completely analogous. Let n € C2°(R) be a standard mollifier,
and denote n*(t) = kn(kt). Let ¢ € C>((0,2)) be an arbitrary test function. So that time convolution
will be well-defined, we extend Xqp(t,-) and ng (t,) to t € R by setting Xqp(t,2) = Xw(0,z) and
Xb‘;(tv‘r) = Xbi((),:zz) for t < 0, and setting X (¢, z) = Xw(1l,z) and Xb‘;(tv‘r) = Xbi(lv‘r) for t > 2
and a.e. z € R?. We then have for a.e. x € R?

A%Xw@XM@W»@MWh

2
e Jim i 0% %t Xaw (8, 0" % Xpya (1.2))0p(1)d,

2
2 _ lim 4 [ek st X (t,0% ¢ Xpa (t,2)) | o(t)dt,
o dt X

k— o0

2
— lim {9’“ %10 X (1,0 %0 X (t,2)) + Do X (£, 0% 5 X (,)).0° 5, 0, X (1, a:)} o(1)dt,
0

k—+oo
2

2 Jim {9’“ s w(t, X (t, 0% % Xpa (t,2)) + Dp Xaw(t, 0% x¢ X (t,2)).0% %, b (¢, x)} B(t)dt,
—+oo Jo A A

2
/0 [w(t, X (t, Xps (t,2)) + Do X (t, X py (t,)) b3, x)} o(t)dt.
(4.11)

where equality 1 follows by dominated convergence, equality 2 by an intergration by parts, equality 3 by
the classical chain rule, equality 4 holds for a.e. x € R? since Xqp is a flow along w and X b is a regular

Lagrangian flow along b, equality 5 holds by dominated convergence. As ¢ was arbitrary, the thesis
follows. ]

Using the above chain rule, we can prove the following lemma.
Lemma 4.5. The vector fields bg,w and Bi,w are nearly incompressible.
Proof. Let us begin by showing that there exists a regular Lagrangian flow X b starting from 1 along
b o for some compressibility constant C' > 0. We set quk,w(t,x) = Xw(t,ng (t,x)) for t € [0,2].
Using Lemma 4.4, we have for #3-a.e. (t,x) € (0,2) x R? that

d d
Equww(t,x) = E(Xw(t,ng (t,2))),

=D, Xwl(t, Xpe (t,x)).bi(t, Xpa (t,7))

+w(t, Xw(t, Xps (t,2))), (4.12)
= b 4 (t, X (1, X o (1,2)),
= b (1, Xbi,w (t,x)),

where in the second to last equality, we have used (4.4) and in the last equality, we have used the definition
of X pa w Therefore, for a.e. 2 € R?, we have that [0,2] 3 ¢ — Xpe w (t,x) is an absolutely continuous
A, As
integral curve of b ,,, satisfying X pq w (1,z) = z.
; ..
Observe also that for ¢ € [0, 2], we have

qux’w (t, ')#Xd = X’lU(ta Xb‘i (t7 .))#gd,
= X (t, )4 Xps (t, )4 2", (4.13)

- X'Ll)(tv ')#‘i/pdv
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Therefore, we have

2
exp / l[div, w ]+||Loods)$ < qu ( )Ll gexp(/ ||[divww(s,-)]7|\L;ods)$d, (4.14)
0

C :=exp / || div, w ||Loods)

as a compressibility constant of X pa w' Therefore, the density
A,

Thus, we can set

pq(tv )Zd = Xbi’,w (tv ')#fda

solves (BVP) along b ,, and satisfies C~' < p?(t,z) < C for every t € [0,2] and for a.e. € R*. This

shows that bg,w is nearly incompressible. An entirely similar analysis also proves that Bi,w is nearly
incompressible. This concludes the proof. ([

So we have seen in this proof that the deformation of the Lebesgue measure by the flow of b ,,, only
depends on w. As a direct corollary of the above argument, and in view of Theorem 2.5, we have the
following.

Corollary 4.6. The unique regular Lagrangian flow started from 1 of bi,'w is given by Xbi,w(t’x) =

Xw(t, qu (t,x)) for a.e. x € R?, and the unique regular Lagrangian flow started from 1 of Bg,w 18 given

by qu (t,x) = Xw(t,Xl")q (t,z)) for a.e. © € R2.
A

4.3. The weak solutions. In the previous section, we have proven that b ,,, and 5‘3\ w are nearly incom-
pressible vector fields in L>((0,2); BViee N L°(R?* R?)). Therefore, by Theorem 2.3, there exists unique
solutions pf 4, and py w along b 4, and b 4, respectively with initial datum p given by

pL? = X (0, )4 O0L2. (4.15)

We now describe these unique bounded weak solutions. This is the content of the following proposition.

Proposition 4.7. We have that for every ¢ € [0, 2]
Plaw(t:)L? = Xw(t, )4t )L and [ (1)L = Xw(t, )4t )L

Proof. By the construction of Section 3.1, we have
Xpa (0,) (1 =277, VL2 =0L% =pL* and X (0, )4G0 (1 = 27172 )22 = (L% = p.L2
Therefore, in view of Corollary 4.6, we also have

Xt 1y (0 )51 =27%,).2% = X (0, )4 Xz (0,)4CR(1 = 277,27 = Xaw (0, )4 027 = pL7,
as well as

Xpt 0 )#O (1= 27172027 = Xap(0,) . X (0,) 4R (1 = 27972, )27 = X (0,)4 027 = p27.

Therefore, the unique bounded weak solution of (BVP) along b 4, with boundary datum ¢?(1 —279,),
and the unique bounded weak solution p{ ., of (IVP) along b% ,,, with initial datum p coincide. Therefore,
for every ¢ € [0,2], we have

Pt )L =Xpr (1)1 —277,)27,
= X'w(t, )#Xbi (tv ')#C)\(l - 2—q, ')$2a
= X'u)(t, )#C;{(tv ')Z2a
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where the second equality follows from Corollary 4.6. Also the unique bounded weak solution of (BVP)
along bf 4, with boundary datum ¢?(1 — 27972 ), and the unique bounded weak solution Py of (IVP)

along Bi,w with initial datum p coincide. Therefore, for every ¢ € [0, 2], we have
ﬁg,w(tv .)$2 = Xi)q (t7 ')#CA(l - 27(1727 ')gzv
AW

=Xw (ta )#Xi)?\ (tv ')#C)\(l - 27(172, _)32,

= X'LU (ta )#53\1 (tv ')227
where the second equality follows from Corollary 4.6. The thesis follows. O

We finally set for every ¢ € [0, 2]
Prw (t7 )$2 = X’LU(tu )#C)\(t7 ')$27 (416)

as well as

ﬁ)\-,'w(tv )22 = X'w(t’ ')#E)\(tv ')ZQ, (417)
and observe that, by Section 2.3, for every ¢ € N, we have

2
s (1 a0t Mo 178 a0t sz Hln ot oz +lnawtt i) < desp [ [ v s, e ds].

(4.18)
We finish this section by the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8. p{ ., and p ., converge in C([0, 2]; w* — L>(R?)) to pxw and prw respectively as g — +00.

Proof. Let ¢ € L*(R?) and t € [0,2]. Then, we have

lim Piaw(t:2)p(x)dr = lim A Xw(t, )i (t, x)dx,

g—+00 JR2 q—+00 [R2

_ /{R O(Xuw(t, 2))4 (), (4.19)

= / o(x)paw (¢, x)dz,
|R2

where we have used Lemma 3.2 in the second to last equality. As ¢ was arbitrary in L'(R?) and t was
arbitrary in [0, 2], we have shown that pf ,,, converges in C([0, 2]; w* —L>(R?)) to pxaw. A similar argument
shows that j 4, converges in C([0,2];w* — L>(R?)) to pxw- O

Since b§ ,, and Bg_w converge in Lj,, to by, we may pass into the limit in Definition 2.1. Hence
Pxrw and ﬁ’,\7w are bounded weak solutions of (BVP) along by 4 with boundary value 1/2 at time 1, as
well as bounded weak solutions of (IVP) along by 4 with initial datum p. Notice that px w and pxw are
obviously distinct.

5. REGULARISED VECTOR FIELDS

In this section, we conclude the proof Theorem 1.3. We will give two regularisations of the vector fields
b?\,w along which the unique solutions will converge to paww and pyw respectively. Let § € C°(R?) and
n € C=(R) be standard mollifiers. We set 6% (x) = k20(kz) and n*(t) = kn(kt). Given a vector field w
in L>°((0,2); C?(R%;R?)), we set w* = w %; n*, which is then a bounded vector field in C?(]0,2] x R?; R?)
and we denote by Xy« the flow along w* starting from time 1. We now define

b (1, @) 1= Dy X (t, X o (£, 2)). (6% %5 0%) (£, X i (£, 7)) + wF (2, 2),
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and also
b (1, @) 1= Dy Xqpr (£, X e (£,2)).(b% %2 0%) (£, X i (£, 7)) + wF (¢, 2).

As the above defined vector fields are smooth, they admit a unique flow: we denote by Y]; the flow along
bi’];u starting from time s, and Zf the flow along b% *, 0% starting from time s. By the chain rule, we
have for every t € [0,2] and every x € R? that

As b x, 0% is divergence-free, we have
Zh(t, ) p 2t = 24
Therefore for every ¢ € [0, 2] it holds that

exp / || divy w ||Loods)$d <YH(t, )4 L < exp / | divy w(s ,~)||Lgods)$d. (5.1)
Since YE(t,2) = Y¥(t, (Y¥)=1(0,z)), we have for every t € [0,2] that

exp —3/ || div, w |\Loods>$d<Y0( Vp LY <exp /||d1vw (,-)HL;ods)fd. (5.2)

Let us now conclude with the proof of the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Lemma 4.2, D defined by (4.2) is dense and by Remark 4.1, it is not bounded
at any time in [0,2]. Let b € D. By definition of the set D, for some A € N and w € L*((0, 2); C%(R?; R?)),
we have b = by v, where by q is defined in (4 1) We also set p according to Section 4.3.

For every ¢ € N, we denote by pg’_’k and p}y, the unique bounded weak solution of (IVP) along b
and 13‘3\];0 respectively, with ~initial datum p. Recall also that p A and p Pl A\ are the bounded weak solutlons
of (BVP) along b 5, and b§ 4, with boundary datum ¢?(1 —27%,-) and (%(1 — 27972, ) respectively as
described in Section 4.3. ~ }

Step 1 (Choosing two regularisations (b%)sen and (b?)4en of b): Let g € N. Note that b} 4, and bY 4,
are both bounded, in L*((0,2); BVjo.(R?; R?)), and nearly incompressible. Also (bg’w)k@\] and (b)\’fw)kew
are regularisations of b ,, and l~)§ w respectively, which satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 2.3 by (5.2).
So by Theorem 2.3, there exists k; € N sufficiently large that

k _
sup / P2k (1) — P g (1 )] < 277,
t€[0,2] J Bya (0)

(5.3)
g,k - _
swp [ (phata) - Lt )ldn <277
t€[0,2] J Baq (0)
We set b? := b‘;")% and b7 := 5‘;%
Step 2 (Convergence of pq’ i to pxw) We want to show that
lim sup }/ — paaw (t, x))(b(a:)d:zr’ =0 Vo € LY(R?). (5.4)
97+ 4c(0,2] | JR2

Using Hoélder inequality, we have

| 685800) = prao (.2 (000) = dla)a] < 853z + Ionwolzz )l = vlls, (5
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and by (5.2), the compressibility constant of the unique flow along b? is bounded by

2
exp(/ | dive ws, )|z ds).
0

Therefore along with equation (4.18), this yields

Swmﬂqhw+muwhw<+m

and since C..(R?) is dense in L*(R?), in view of (5.5), to prove (5.4), we only have to prove

lim sup ‘/[R? pi’,&’, — paaw (t, ) (b(x)d:zr‘ =0 Vo € C.(R?). (5.6)

910 1¢(0,2]

Accordingly, let ¢ € C.(R?), e > 0, and t € [0,2]. By Lemma 4.8, we can choose § € N sufficiently large
that for every g > ¢, we have

| /[R (P awt:7) — pra(t 2)p()da] <. (5.7)

and also that
277 < ¢ and supp ¢ C Ba(0). (5.8)

We then have that for every ¢ > ¢
| [ 85(0.2) = ot ) o).

<| [ otk ade = ool a)o@a] + | [ (8 w(t.0) = prw(t.a))oa)al.

<279l + & < (Il + e,
where in the second to last inequality, we have performed a Holder inequality on the first term we have
used (5.3) and (5.8), and on the second term we have used (5.7). As ¢ was arbitrary (5.6) follows. As
¢ € C.(R?) was arbitrary, it follows that pq’ ¢ converges to pya in C([0,2];w* — L>®(R?)) as ¢ — +oo.

(5.9)

An entirely snnllar analysis to Step 2 also shows that ﬁ‘;’l‘jj converges to gy aw in C([0, 2]; w* — L*°(R?)) as

q — +00. As p} o and pq’ ¢ are the unique bounded weak solutions of (IVP) along b? and b? respectively

with initial datum p, the thesis is proven. (I
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