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THE HELICITY DISTRIBUTION FOR THE INCOMPRESSIBLE EULER
EQUATIONS ON BOUNDED DOMAINS

MARCO INVERSI AND MASSIMO SORELLA

ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with the helicity associated to solutions of the 3D incompressible
Euler equations. We show that under mild conditions on the regularity of the velocity field of an
incompressible ideal fluid it is possible to define a defect distribution describing the local helicity balance.
Under suitable regularity assumptions, we also provide the global helicity balance on bounded domains
in terms of the boundary contributions of the vorticity, velocity and pressure.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider the Euler equations in Qx (0, T') for the velocity field u of an ideal incompressible
fluid in a spatial domain 2, that is
Ou+diviu®@u)+Vp=0 (z,t) € Qx(0,7), (®)
div(u) =0 (x,t) € Q@ x (0,T).
Here Q is either T2, R? or any bounded domain Q C R? with Lipschitz boundary. If 9 # ), the system
(E) is coupled with the impermeability boundary condition u(t) - n = 0 at 99 for any ¢t € (0,7T), the
latter to be understood in a suitable way according to the regularity of the velocity field. Throughout
this note, n is the outer unit normal to 9. Weak solutions to (E) are defined in the usual distributional
sense.

Definition 1.1. Let Q C R3 be any open set and u € L (2 x (0,T)),p € LL (2 x (0,T)). We say that
(u,p) is a weak solution to (E) if

T
/ / Orp-u+u®u: Vo+ pdiv(e)] dedt =0 Vo € C2°(Q x (0,T); R?),
0o Jo

/ u(z,t) - Vip(r)de =0 Vi € C°(R2), for a.e. t € (0,T).
Q

The boundary condition for weak solutions according to Definition 1.1 can be interpreted in the sense of
normal distributional traces. Indeed, if ) is a bounded open set and u(-,t) € L'(Q) for a.e. t, the system
(E) is complemented with the impermeability boundary condition that is

/u(m,t)-vw(x)dx Wi € C2(R%), for ae. t € (0,T). (1.1)
Q

By the divergence theorem, it is clear that (1.1) is equivalent to u(-,t) - n = 0 at 9Q whenever u(-,t)
is smooth up to the boundary. Moreover, given a regular solution u to (E), it is well-known that the
vorticity w := curl(u) satisfies

Ow~+ (u-Viw—(w-V)u=0 (x,t) € Qx (0,7) (V)

and, letting the helicity be the scalar product between the velocity and the vorticity, a direct computation
shows that

O(u - w) + div ((u-w)u—i— (p—%) w) =0 (x,t) € Q% (0,T). (1.2)
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Motivated by Duchon—Robert [17], the main goal of this paper is to show that (1.2) can be defined for
weak solutions of (E) up to a defect distribution D[u], under mild regularity assumptions on the velocity
fields. Moreover, the distribution D[u] can be characterized as a weak limit of regular functions, as for
the Duchon-Robert measure describing the possible failure of the local energy balance. We state the first
result of this paper (see Section 2.1 for a precise definition of the function spaces involved).

Theorem 1.2 (Duchon—Robert type helicity distribution). Let Q C R? be any open set and let (u,p) be
a weak solution to (E) in Q x (0,T) according to Definition 1.1 with w € L3 _((0,T); HIZE(Q)) N LS (2 x
(0,T)). Then, there exists D[u] € D' (2 x (0,T)) such that

Or(u-w) + div <(u cw)u + (p — %) w) = —Dlu] in D' (2 x (0,7)). (1.3)

Furthermore, letting ue, (u® u)e,w. be the spatial mollification of u,u ® u,w respectively, it holds
D[u] = 2lim Vw; : R,
e—0
where Re := (ue @ us) — (u @ u). and the limit is intended in D' (2 x (0,T)).

If O = T3 the statement and the proof of Theorem 1.2 are modified accordingly. In this case, (1.3)
can be tested with any periodic smooth function on T2, since T? has no boundary. We highlight that
a similar result in the periodic setting has been obtained simultaneously in [4, Theorem 2.7] with the

assumption u € L3W,"""* We briefly comment on our assumption u € LEH;/QﬂLg‘ft. Ifu € L2H,”, then

we L,?H;l/2 and the coupling u - w can be defined as a distribution (see Lemma 2.5 and Definition 2.6).

If we assume in addition that u € L%, then it is straightforward to check that quadratic functions of u

belong to L?H. ;/ ? (see Lemma 2.7). The pressure term can be treated by Calderon-Zygmund estimates. In
other words, the assumption u € L?H, e N Lg%, is natural from the equations to interpret (1.3) in the sense
of distributions. Moreover, by interpolation it is readily checked that H'/2 N L embeds continuously
into B;/ >, which is the critical space for the celebrated Onsager conjecture related to the conservation
of the kinetic energy for weak solutions to (E). The rigidity part of the conjecture has been established
by Constantin—E-Titi and Eyink [6,18] by commutator type estimates based essentially on [16] (see also
[5,12,17]). The flexible part has been proved in [20] by Isett, building on the ground breaking ideas of
convex integration introduced in the context of incompressible fluids by De Lellis and Szekelyhidi [8,9].
To the best of our knowledge, the investigation of similar questions for the helicity is still at a preliminary
stage. It is known that B;/ c3>o is the critical space for the conservation of the total helicity [5,10]. We are
not aware of construction of solutions to (E) for which the total/local helicity is not conserved. To this
end, it seems important to establish a local helicity balance (up to a defect distribution) as in (1.3) for
rough solutions of (E). As a consequence of our method, we prove the validity of the exact helicity balance
(i.e. D[u] =0 in (1.3)) under a 2/3 fractional spatial regularity on the velocity field (see Section 2.2 for a
precise definition of Besov spaces).

Corollary 1.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2, suppose that for any open set I cC (0,T),0 CC
Q it holds that u € L3(I; B;/ZO (0)) according to Section 2.2. Then Dlu] = 0.

This result has essentially been proved in [5, Theorem 4.2] on the periodic box T? by the analysis of
the energy flux with a Paley—Littlewood decomposition. Our approach is a mollification type argument
inspired by [10], which is based on [16,17]. However, in [10] the author proves conservation of helicity
assuming that curl(u) is integrable, together with further suitable assumptions. We remark that on

T3 both the space B;/ z(N) (T3) considered in [5] and the space of Bg/ oo (T3) defined in Section 2.2 can

be characterized as the closure of smooth functions with respect to the B;/ 2 (T?) norm. Indeed, on

the periodic box T¢, it turns out that Besov spaces can be equivalently defined with Paley-Littlewood
decomposition or in terms of Gagliardo seminorm [21]. Since we are interested in the local helicity balance,
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it seems more natural to describe fractional differentiability in terms of the Gagliardo seminorm, but the
approaches are completely equivalent.

On a bounded domain © C R? the total helicity might not be conserved if the vorticity is not tangent to
the boundary. Indeed, due to lack of a natural boundary condition on the vorticity, the boundary can be
used in simulations to create nontrivial vorticity which force the fluid to develop a turbulent behaviour
inside the domain [19, Section 8.9]. For technical reasons, on an open set we need additional assumptions
on the vorticity to define the total helicity.

Definition 1.4 (Total helicity). Let Q be a bounded open set and let u € L?() with w = curl(u) €
L?(Q2). We define the total helicity by
H = / w-udz.
Q

Under suitable regularity assumptions, we compute the variation of the total helicity in terms of the
normal component of the vorticity and the full trace of the velocity and the pressure at the boundary.
Our approach is based on the analysis of the normal Lebesgue boundary trace given in [7,12].

Theorem 1.5. Let Q C R3? be a simply connected bounded open set with smooth boundary and let
(u,p) € L>®(Q x (0,T)) be a weak solution to (E) according to Definition 1.1 with the impermeability
boundary condition (1.1). Assume that w € L*>®(Q x (0,T)) has normal Lebesgue trace wy(t) for a.e.
t € (0,T) according to Definition 2.10. Then, u(-,t),p(-,t) € C°(Q) for a.e. t € (0,T) and the total
helicity (see Definition 1.4) satisfies

/0 H(t)/ () dt :/O alt) l/m (% —p) o dHQ(:c)] dt Yo C=((0,T)).

We point out that the assumptions on 92, u, p and on the vorticity away from the boundary in Theorem 1.5
could be weaken. Since the statements and the proofs become very technical, we decided to avoid
this discussion. We recall that for a smooth solution u of (E), then w = curl(u) satisfies the Cauchy
formula

w(@,t) = VX wo](X; ' (2)), (1.4)

where X; is the flow map associated to the velocity field u at time t. For the reader convenience, we
enclose a proof of this standard formula in Lemma 2.12. In the smooth setting, on a bounded domain
), the boundary is invariant under the flow map thanks to the impermeability condition. Therefore, if
wo = 0 on 99, then w(t) =0 on IN for any ¢t > 0. In this case, a simple integration by parts shows that
the total helicity is conserved.

2. TooLs

In this section, we collect some basic tools that will be used throughout this note.

2.1. The fractional Sobolev space H'/2. In order to keep this note self-contained, we recall some
basic facts on the fractional Sobolev space H'/? and its dual. We follow [21, Chapter 6]. Given an open
set Q C R4, we denote by

Ju(z) — u(y)|”
[U]zl/z((z) = // — a1 drdy, lull gz gy = lullp2) + [Wa e
axQ |z — vy
the Gagliardo seminorm and the fractional Sobolev norm. Similarly, we say that f € Hllo/z(ﬂ) if f e
H'/*(U) for any bounded open set U with U C Q. If Q = R? then H'/? can be equivalently defined via
the Fourier transform (see [15,21]). Indeed, by [15, Proposition 3.7], there exists a purely dimensional
constant 4 such that
2
‘ de.

pocu = a [ 1€1] 0
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It is classical to define H~'/*(Q) = (Hol/2 (©)), where Hol/z(Q) is the completion of C°(0)) with respect
to the H'/2 norm. However, if § is a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary, by [21, Theorem 6.78]
we have H'/?(Q) = Hl/z(Q) and therefore H='2(Q) = (H'/*(Q))’. Given U,V any open sets such that
U cc V, we denote by H /Q(V) the collection of functions in H'/2(V') with support in U. Since H, /Q(V)
is a closed linear subspace of H'/?(V), then H;J/Q(V) is a Banach space with the norm [||| f7./:(y-y and we
denote by H ' 2(V) its dual. Unless otherwise specified, we denote by (-,-) the duality pairing between
H; (V) and H(V).
Lemma 2.1. Let Q C R? be any open set and f € Hl/z( Q). Define f. = fx pe, where p is a standard

loc

mollifier and f is the extension of f to 0 outside Q. Then f- — f in HI/Q(Q). Moreover, for any open
sets U,V with U CCV CC Q and € < g9 = dist(U,V*°) it holds

||fs||H‘/2(U) < ”f”H‘/z(V) : (2-1)
Proof. Fix U,V open sets with U cC V cC Q and let € < g9 = dist(U,V*¢). For any a > 0, we set

Dy = {(z,y) € Re x R%: |z — y| < a}. Then, we estimate
2

[fel) — 1) [fi, £ = 2) = Py = 2) pel2)
—d d dud
//(DQQU)XU |z _y|d+1 Y I<//(DQOU)XU |:c—y|d+1 ydr

|flx —2)— fly— z)|2
= //(DaﬁU)XU/BE |x—y|d+1 Pa(z)dzdydx

2
- @) =W o,
(DanV)xV |z —y|
Therefore, we write

|fa(x) - fs(y) - f(x) + f(y)|2
[f— fs H'/2(U) l// DU XU //DCHU)XU] iz — y|d+1 dz dy

@)~ S0P e
g dwdy + LU — P
S//w A A

Letting € — 0 and recalling that f. — f in L?(U), we have that

B 2
lim sup[f — fE]Hl/Q(U) < //(D . %dz dy.

e—0 |.T

Letting a — 0, the right hand side goes to 0 by dominated convergence, since f € H'/? (V). The proof of
(2.1) is completely similar. O

Lemma 2.2. Let U,V be bounded open sets such that U CC V. Let f € H'2(V) and let x € C=(V;[0,1])
be such that x =1 on U. Letting g = x f, then

gl 2oy S 1 sz (2.2)
where the implicit constant depends only on d,V,U, x.

Proof. It is enough to estimate the Gagliardo seminorm on R¢. Splitting the double integral and recalling
that g has compact support in V', we compute

lg(z) — g(y)|? lg(z) — g(y)|?
(912, . :// " dxdy + —dxdy
HEED ™ oo o — g™ Nox\o) |z -y

2 2
off Bl s,
Ux(V\U) |z —y| vxve |z —1y|
=1+II+IIT+1V.
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Since x = 1 on U, we have that I = [f]? ) Since x is Lipschitz continuous, we estimate

H':
Ix(z) — x(y)|?
sl
R4 —yl

1 1
| zeRd | JBi(2) |2 — y| Bi(z)e | — Y

sup
r€Rd

Hence, we have

2 2
T) — ) —
Hs// () ? LTI J;(ﬁ’l)' dxdy—i—// () X=X ’fliyl)' dz dy
(V\U)x(V\U) |z — vy (V\U)x (V\U) |z — 1y

2
S lirraney + 1 1L20n0) -
Similarly, we estimate
2
HI S [fhpny + 12200 -
Lastly, recalling that x has compact support in V', we estimate
2 [x(@) = x()I” 2
ws | P MR dedy 1
Vxve |z —y|
thus proving (2.2). O

Lemma 2.3. Let U,V be bounded open sets such that U cC V and let f € H'?(V). Then, Vf €
H&l/Q(V). More precisely, we find an implicit constant depending only on U,V such that

KV E N S W i 1€l gy Vo € HP(V),

Proof. Fix bounded open sets W, Z such that U cC W cC Z cC V and let x € C*(V;]0,1]) such
that x =1 on W. From now on, we neglect multiplicative constants depending on d, U, V, W, Z. Letting
g = xf, by Lemma 2.2 it results that g € H'/?(R%). Then, by the properties of Fourier transform, for
any ¢ € C°(R?) we have

Vol 5 [ lellae 16 de < [le g

1/a o
‘Iﬁl/w

S HgHHl/Z(]Rd) ||90||H1/2(Rd) )

L2(R9) L2(R4)

where we use the characterization of fractional Sobolev norms on R? with the Fourier transform (see e.g.
[15, Proposition 3.7]). Hence, by (2.2), we infer that

(VLS N iz 19l Yo € CE(W).

To conclude, we prove that the estimate above holds for any test function ¢ € H (1]/2 (V). Indeed, given

pE H;]/z (V) and letting . be the approximation by convolution, by Lemma 2.1 ¢, — ¢ in H'/?(Z) and
@e has support in W for € small enough. O

Lemma 2.4. Let U,V be bounded open sets such that U CC V and let f € H'/*(V). Let f. be defined as
in Lemma 2.1. Let {¢°}: be a sequence in H;J/Q(V) such that * — @ in H'*(V). Then, it holds that

lim (Vf., %) = (V£,0).

Proof. Fix bounded open sets W, Z such that U CC W CC Z cC V and define
g0 = min{dist(U, W¢), dist(W, Z¢), dist(Z, V) }.

We neglect constants depending only on U,V,Z W,d. Hence, for any ¢ < €¢, since . = @ * p. has
support in W (¢ is the extension of ¢ to 0 outside V'), by Lemma 2.1 we have

(V fe,0%) = (Vf,0)| < UV fe = Vu, o) + VS, 0 — o)
SV — )|+ HszH‘/'z(Z) llo — SﬁsHH‘/z(z)
S ey e = el ey -
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Lemma 2.5. Let U,V be bounded open sets such that U CC V', let I be a time interval and let f €
L*(I; H'*(V)). Then, Vf € (LQ(I;H;J/Q(V)))’ and there exists an implicit constant depending only on
U,V such that

||fo(L2(I;H;]/2(V)))’ S ||fHL2(I;H‘/2(V)) .

Proof. Let f.,pc be the spatial mollification of f, ¢ respectively. By Lemma 2.4 it holds that
im (Vfe(t), pe(t)) = (VF(t), (1))
e—=0

for a.e. t € I. Since the functions ¢ — (V fe (), <(t)) is measurable for any ¢ by Fubini’s theorem, we
infer that the same holds for ¢t — (Vf(¢),¢(t)). Then, by the estimates of Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.3 and
by dominated convergence, we infer that

tim [ (Vf.(t), oo (1)) dt = / (VA(t), () dt,

e—=0 Jr

which defines the duality relation. Moreover, we have that

@505 dt\ < o 190 gy -

Thanks to Lemma 2.5, given f, g € Lnglg/2 we can define f - Vg in D'(2 x (0,7)).

Definition 2.6. Let Q C R? be any open set and let f,g € L2 _((0,7); o,

100 (§2)). We define the duality
f-VginD'(22x(0,7)) by

T
(V.0 = [ (Vo s0p0)dt Vo CE@x 0.T))
0
Lemma 2.7. Let Q be any open set and let f,g € H'/> N L>®(Q). Then, fg € H'/> N L®(Q) and, up to
a universal constant, it holds

1f9llm iy S N lpe ) 19l L2) + 19l @) Ulae@) + 1l ne @) 92 @)-

Proof. By direct computation, we have that

Hf!]”m Q) = ||fHL°°(Q ||g||L2(Q

2
fg H'A2(Q) = //Q o y{;&yl)g(y” dx dy

2
// | If )d+1 y)| dxdy+// | Ig )dH!J(y)I dz dy
axQ —y| axQ -l

S ||g||Leo(Q) [f]Hl/z(Q) + Hf||L°°(Q) HQHH\A(Q) -

O

Lemma 2.8. Let Q be any open set, f,g € H, 2 o

loc loc

(Q) and let p be a standard mollifier. Define
fo=fx Pes Je = G * pe, where f,§ are the extensions of f,g to 0 outside Q. Then f-g- — fg in Hllo/z(ﬂ)

Proof. Fix bounded open sets U, V such that U CC V CC Q and let ¢ < g¢ = dist(U, V°). Fix o > 0 and
set Dy = {(z,y) € RT x R?: |z —y| < a}. We neglect constants depending on d,U, V. Then, for any
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e < eg, since || fellpe @y < [|fll =) and the same holds for g, g, we estimate

|(f898)(x) _ (faga)(y)|2
//(DaﬂU)xU |:C7y|d+1 dydm
5//(’3 ”U)XUL%( r |z —?J|dJrl d “ +//( aﬂU)XU|fE(y)| |96—y|dJrl e

< @)~ W), —g<y>|2d ;
HgHLoo(v) (DurV) XV |x y|d+1 z+”fHLoo(v) y|d+1 yaz,

as in the proof of Lemma 2.1. Then, we write

IO |(fege) (@) = (fe92) () = (F9) (@) + (FOW
[(fEQE) fg]Hl/Q(U) B l//(DanU)xU+//(D§ﬂU)xU‘| |$ - y|d+1 ! dy

<// (@) — )l dyder// Ig(w)*g(y)IQdydz
M (Danvyxv |ac—y|‘7lJrl (DanV)XV |ac—y|‘7lJrl

+ a7 Hfg - fsgsHiﬁ(U) .

Letting € — 0 and recalling that f-g. — fg in L?(U), we have that

f@) = f)l g(z) — g()|”
limsup[f — f:]% AU S // %dmdy—i— %dydm.
e—0 (DanV)xV |z —y| (DanV)xV |z — Yy

Letting o — 0, then the right hand side goes to 0 by dominated convergence, since f,g € HI/Q(V). O

2.2. Some commutator estimates of Besov vector fields. We recall the definition of Besov spaces
in arbitrary open sets (see the monograph [22] for an extensive presentation of the topic) and we provide
some standard mollification estimates in the spirit of [6,10,16]. We include the short proof for the reader’s
convenience. Let O CC 2 C R? be open sets, # € (0,1) and p € [1, +oc]. Given u € LP(O) , we say that
u€ Bz,oo(O) if it holds that

-+ ) = u()l o0y
sup )
|R|<dist(O,0¢) |h

=:[ulps _(0) < +o0.

We denote by
||U||Bgm(0) = [ulps__(0) + llull (o) -

We say that u € Bz «(0) if u € LP(O) and there exists a modulus of continuity £, o such that for any
e < dist(0, Q°) it holds that
u(-+h) —u()|;,
- [[u(- + h) 9()||L © <4, o(0)
Ihl<e A

We say that v € LI(I; BY . (0)) if u € LY(I; BY (0)) and u(t) € BY . (O) for a.c. t € I.

b,Co

Lemma 2.9. Let O cC Q C R? be open sets and let f,g € B p «(0). Let p be a standard mollifier and
for any e < eg = dist(U,Q°) let fo = f % pe,ge = g * pe. There are implicit constants independent on

f,9,¢, k such that for any € < ¢ it holds
HkaEHL;D(U) 5 E_k+9 ”fHB,‘?,oo(V) EfaU(E) Vk > 1’ (23)

1fege = (Faellmn S 1 flmo o lalls _ Lru@bou(e)  ifp>2. (2.4)

Proof. We assume p < oo,k > 1 and we neglect constants depending on k,p,p. The case p = oo is
completely analogous. Following [10, Proposition 2.1], given k > 1 and ¢ < gy we have that

VE fo(r) = e /B (f(x — ey) — F(2))V*ply) dy.
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Then, using Jensen’s inequality, we infer that
[ vr@r s <e [ [ 1w —en = S@P do[Tow)] dy S POD UL otro)
1
Then, (2.3) follows by taking the p root. Similarly, to prove (2.4), if p > 2 we write

(f9)e(x) = fe(2)ge(z) = /B (f(z —ey) = f(2)(9(z —ey) — g(x))p(y) dy

([ tta=en = sputian) ([ oo e - gnotmay)
:Ia(:c3+lla(w)- 1

Then, by Jensen’s and Hoélder’s inequality, we infer that

i p/2 X xr — & — X p/2 xr — & — i p/2 X
/U|u ) d s/Bl/Uw v) — F@[" |g(a — ey) — g@)"* de ply) dy

§/Bl</U|f(:c€y) |sz> (/Ig:csy <>|)1/2p(y>dy

e (15 _ vy 195wy L (E)ou (e )}

Similarly, we estimate

p p/2
/ L@ do 5% [Ifl 5y _ o) 90z 0 ro(@ue)]

Then, (2.3) follows by taking the »/2 root. O

2.3. Boundary trace. We recall the distributional notion of normal trace of a measure divergence vector
field vector field. Given an open set 2 C R?, p € (1, +00) and u € LP() a vector field whose divergence is
a Radon measure A on ), the outer distributional normal trace Tr,,(u, Q) is defined in D'(R?) by

(Trp, (u, 02); ) ::/god/\Jr/ u-Vedr Ve € C°(RY).
Q Q

As described in [1], it is known that if v € L*°(Q2) and u has measure divergence, then the outer
distributional normal trace is represented by a function in L>(9§;H%~1). Despite being too weak to
be handled in many situations, this notion of trace allows to interpret the impermeability boundary
condition for weak solutions to (E) on bounded domains. We recall the definition of the normal Lebesgue
boundary trace and some basic properties studied by the first author in [7,12]. This notion of normal trace
is appropriate to deal with nonlinear problems and it lies between the distributional one for measure-
divergence vector fields [1] and the strong one for BV functions [2].

Definition 2.10. Let Q@ C R? be a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary and let u € L (£2). We
say that u admits full Lebesque trace upn € L>(0Q;R?) on 0 if for any sequence r — 0 it holds that

lim lu(y) — uoq(x)| dy =0 for H' ae. x € OQ.
™20/ B, (z)nQ

If u € L®(QRY), we say that u admits outer normal Lebesgue trace u, € L>(092) on 0 if for any
sequence 1, — 0 it holds that

lim [(w- Vdaa)(y) + un(z)| dy =0 for Ho lae. z € ON.

T 20JB,. (2)n0

Let © C R? be a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary and let n : 9Q — S%! be the outer unit
normal. Some remarks are in order.
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(i) By [12, Theorem 2.4] for H¢ !-a.e. x € O we have that
lim |Vdaa(y) + n(z)| dy = 0.
r—0 Br(m)
Hence, if u has a full trace ugq in the sense of Definition 2.10, then u has outer normal Lebesgue

trace and it holds that u, = ugq - n.

(i) If w has full trace (normal Lebesgue trace) 0 at 02, then gu has full Lebesgue trace (respectively,
normal Lebesgue trace) 0 at 99 for any g € L ().

(iii) If w, f are scalar functions with full trace at 9€, then fg has full Lebesgue trace and it holds
(f9)oa = foagon-

(iv) If u has normal Lebesgue trace at 9Q and f is a scalar function with full trace fan at 9€, then
fu has normal Lebesgue trace and (fu), = foqun.

We recall one of the main properties of the normal Lebesgue trace [7, Corollary 3.3].

Proposition 2.11. Let Q C R? be a bounded open set with Lipschitz boundary and let u € L>(Q)
be a vector field with outer normal Lebesque trace w, according to Definition 2.10. Setting x,(x) :=
min(r~!distapq(z),1), it holds that

lim [ U -Vx,dz = —/ U, dH! Vo € C°(RY).
r—=0 Jq 90

2.4. Explicit formula for the vorticity. For the reader convenience, we discuss the proof of the
Cauchy formula for the vorticity of a smooth Euler flow (1.4).

Lemma 2.12. Let Q C R3 be a smooth bounded open set open bounded and let u € C>=([0,T] x Q;R3)
be a smooth solution to (E) on Q with the boundary condition u(t) -n =0 at IQ for any t € (0,T) and
smooth initial datum ug. Letting X; be the flow map associated to the velocity field u at time t, then
w = curl(u) satisfies

w(@,t) = VX wol(X; ' (2)), (2.5)

Proof. By Gronwall lemma, it is clear that given a smooth divergence free velocity field u : [0, T]xQ — R3,
there exists at most a unique smooth solution w to (V) with a smooth initial datum wy = curl(ug). Then,
it is enough to check that w given by (2.5) satisfies (V). Since, u is divergence free and it satisfies
u(t) -n=0at 9 for any t € (0,T), then X; is measure preserving, X;(Q2) = 2 and

/ o(@)w(x,t)de = / (Xt (2)) VX (2)wo(x) da Vo € C°(2).
Q Q
Therefore, for any ¢ € C2°(€2) we have

d

/ o(x)Ow(x, t) de = 7 (Xt (x)) VX (2)wo () do
Q Q

:/(V@(Xt)atXt)VthOd$+/ ga(Xt)(VﬁtXt)wodz
Q Q

:/(V@(Xt)'U(Xt))Vthodiﬂ-i—/ (X)) Vu(Xy)V Xywo dx
Q Q

:/Q(Vgo(ac) cu(x, t))w(z,t) d:z:—i—/ o(x)Vu(z, t)w(z, t) de

= /Q(w(ac, t) - Vu(z,t) — u(z, t) - Vw(z, t))p(z) de,

from which we conclude the proof. (]
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3. PROOFS

3.1. Local helicity balance. We discuss the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For the reader’s convenience, we split the proof in several steps.

STEP 1: To begin, we discuss the regularity of the pressure. We prove that p € Li ((0,7T); Hl/z(Q)) N

loc loc

LE (Q x (0,T)). Fix bounded open sets U cC V cC Z cC Q,I cC (0,T) and x € C(Z;[0,1])
such that x = 1 on V. We neglect multiplicative constants depending only on U,V, Z. Let & = ux €
L=(I x R®) N L2(I; H'*(R?)) and let (t) be the unique solution to the elliptic problem

(—A)p(t) = divdiv(a(t) @ a(t))  in R?,
decaying at infinity. By standard Calderon—Zygmund estimates, it turns out that p(t) satisfies
1PN a1 (rsy S N(E) © W) goe sy S Nl o zy Nl Lo 2y » (3.1)

where we have used Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.7. Similarly, for any ¢ € (1,400) we have that

_ <2 2
1B sy S @O0 sy S Nu®)llze(z) 5 (3.2)

where the implicit constant depends also on ¢. Then, it is immediate to check that p(t) —p(¢) is harmonic
in V and by the mean value property, for any k > 0, we can estimate

Ip(#) = DOl or oy S o) = BB 2 vy S N2 1wy + PO L1 vy

where the implicit constant depends also on k. Then, by (3.1) and (3.2) we compute

PNz S NP = 2l ey + 1Bl o mewy)
S el zrvsry + 1Bl sy + 1l oo ez 1l poe (25
2
S el prvsry + 1ullzee (zxry + 10l oo e z)) 1l g (25 -

With the same argument, we prove that p € L{. (2 x (0,T)) for any q < +oc.

loc

STEP 2: From now on, we fix bounded open sets U, V,I as above and we set ¢ < gy = dist(U, V).
Letting u.,w. be the spatial mollification of u,w in U, we check that u.,w. € WHL(U x I) so that all
the computations in the following steps are fully justified. Mollifying (E) in U with respect to the spatial
variable and taking the curl, we get

Orue + div(u ® u). + Vpe =0, Opwe + curl(div(u @ u):) =0 in U. (3.3)

From now on, we neglect multiplicative constants depending on the convolution kernel and on U, V. I, k.
We estimate

HVkUeHLOO(UX[) Se* [ull oo (v ) » Hvk(“ ® u)aHLw(UxI) et H“”i“(Vﬂ) ’

IVPellprsry e 1Pl -

Thus, recalling (3.3), we infer that dyu., dw. € L1 (U x I).
STEP 3: The computations below hold in U x I. Letting R. = u. ® u. — (u ® u)e, we write
Opue + div(ue ® ue) + Vp. = div(Re), (3.4)
Orwe + (e - V)we — (we - V)ue = curldiv(Ry). (3.5)
Then, multiplying (3.4) by w. and (3.5) by u. and after some standard manipulations, we find

. |u€|2

Ot (ue - we) + div (ug(us cwe) (ps 5

)ws) = w, - div R. + u, - curldiv(R;)
= div(weR:) — Vwe: Re + ue - curldiv R..
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Using the Levi—Civita notation, we check that
u. - curl div Re = ule; ; x0;[div R.]* = 8;(ule; j x[div R]¥) — & j 10jul[div R.]¥
= —8j (Ejyi,kui [diV Rg]k) + Ek,jyiﬁjué [diV Rs]k
= —div(u. x div R.) + curlu, - div R..

‘We recall that
curlue - div R, = div(w:R.) — Vw, : Re.

Moreover, we have that
div(ue x div Re) = 8¢, jpul[div R]F = 0;(e; j 101 (ul REY) — & 1(Ou REY))
= 0;(01[ue x RL]%) — 0;(dyue x RL)" = 9y div(ue x RL) — div(due x RL).
To summarize, we have that

2
61&(“,; -Wg) +d1V (UE(UE .wa) + ( . — |U;|

= 2div(weR:) — 2Vw,: R, — div(u x div R) (3.6)
= 2div(weR:) — 2Vwe: R. + div(9ju X Ri) — div(9; (ue x RZE))
= —2Vw.: R. + div(2w:R. + dyue x RL — 9y(ue x RL)).

)we) = we - div R. + u, - curldiv(R;)

STEP 4: We check that all the terms in the divergence at the right hand side go to 0 in the sense of
distributions. Fix a time slice ¢ € [0,T]. To begin, we prove that R.(¢t) — 0 in Hllo/z (©). By Lemma 2.8
it holds that u.(t) ® us(t) — w(t) ® u(t) in Hllo/z(ﬂ) and, by Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.7, the same
holds for (u(t) ® u(t))e. Thus, R.(t) — 0 in HIZE(Q) By Lemma 2.4 we infer that jut(t)RI*(t) — 0
in D'(2), for any i,j,k = 1,2,3. Moreover, given a test function ¢ € C°(U x I), take an open set
W such that U cC W cC V. Then, by Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.4, Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.8 , for
e < g9 = min{dist(U, W¢), dist(W, V)}, it holds that

[(Gsuc(t), RE* ) ()| < Nutell ooy 1R ) () oy
< HUHHI/Q(V) ||ua(t)HH1/z(W) Hua(t)HLao(W)
S Na@ ) 1u®ll g vy = 9(8),
where the implicit constant depends also on @, W. Since u € L(I; H'/*(V)) N L>®(V x I), then we infer
that g € L'(I). Hence, we conclude that dul R** — 0 in D’(Q x (0,7)). This argument proves that
div(2w.R. + dyu x RL) — 0in D' (Q x (0,T)).
Similarly, it can be checked that
div(9y(us x RL)) = 0in D'(Q x (0,7)),
thus the right hand side in (3.6) vanishes in the sense of distributions as € — 0.

STEP 5: We consider the left hand side in (3.6). By the same argument of the previous step, we deduce
that
Jul®

Juc? _w) in D'(T? x (0,T)).

2

O (ue - we) + div (ug(ue cwe) — 5

w8> = Oy(u - w) + div (u(u ‘W) —

To conclude, by STEP 1, it holds that p € L{ ((0,7); Hllo/i (©)). Therefore, with the same argument of
the previous step, we obtain that

div(pewe) — div(pw) in D'(Q x (0,7)).

Finally, the term 2Vw, : R. (which a priori is not under control) defines a distribution in the limit by

Oy (u - w) + div (u(u ‘W) + <p - g%) = D[] =~ lm 2V, : R in D/(Q % (0,7)).
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Proof of Corollary 1.5. Fix open sets I cC (0,7),U cC V cC Q. For ¢ < min{dist(U,V*°)}, by
Lemma 2.9 we get that

196(8) : Re®ll sy S [0 butn o ()

Since £y, 1),0(e) = 0 as e — 0 for a.e. t € (0,T), we conclude that Vw, : R. — 0 in L{ (2 x (0,T)) by
dominated convergence. O

3.2. Global helicity balance. In this section we study the global helicity. We recall that, given a
distribution 7 on an open set Q C R?, the support of T is the complement of the largest open set A such
that T(p) = 0 for any o € C>®(A). Consider a weak solution u € L?((0,T); H'/2(T%)) N L>(T* x (0,T))
to (E) and let D[u] be the helicity distribution defined by Theorem 1.2. Under these assumptions, since
T2 has no physical boundary, then we can define the total helicity

H{(t) := {w(t), u(t))
and (1.3) D[u] can be integrated in space. Thus, the time marginal of D[u] is the distributional derivative
of the total helicity H. Inspired by [11, Lemma 2.1] we prove the following result.

Proposition 3.1. Let u € L>=((0,T), H?(T?)) N L>(T? x (0,T)) be a solution of (E) with 6 € (1/2,2/3]
such that H' # 0. Then

20 — 1
dim(supp(H')) > 2
Proof. Denote by o := 219T_91 and suppose by contradiction that dimy (supp(H')) < o. Then, by the

definition of Hausdorff measure, for any € > 0 and any § > 0 there exists N(g,d) > 0 and a finitely many
balls {B,, (t;)}X, with r; < § and
N N
supp(H') C | By (t:), Y rf <e.
i=1 i=1
Then, we prove that H' = 0, which is a contradiction. By [10, Theorem 1.4], then H agrees almost
everywhere with a C” function. Then, still denoting by H the continuous representative, for any t € (0,7")
we have that
N N
[H(t) = H(0)| < s [H(7) = H(s)| < |Hllgagsy p 77 <&l Hllgogray
i=1 TSP (ki i=1
In the first inequality we used that H is locally constant in the open set (supp(H'))¢, which is such that
(UM B, (t:))¢ C (supp(H'))¢, and (UN B, (t;))¢ is a closed set. Since e > 0 is arbitrary we conclude
that H = H(0). 0

The remaining goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.5, i.e. to study the variation of the total helicity
in terms of the boundary flux of the vorticity. In particular, if the vorticity happens to be tangent to the
boundary, then the total helicity is conserved. We recall that the condition of vanishing initial vorticity
at the boundary is preserved by smooth Euler flows (see Lemma 2.12).

We recall some results needed in the proof of Theorem 1.5.
Proposition 3.2 (|23, Theorem 3.2]). Let Q C R3 be a simply connected smooth bounded domain.

Assume u € WYP(Q) has the impermeability condition in the sense of trace operator. There exists an
implicit constant depending only on 2 such that

IVullLo) S [ curl(u)|| ey + || div(u)|| Ly (q)-

Lemma 3.3 ([3, Lemma 3.5]). Let Q C R? be a smooth domain and p € (1,00). Denote by
X(Q) :={ue LP(Q): curl(u) € LP(Q), div(u) € LP(Q), u-n =0 on 00},
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where the condition uw-n = 0 on 0N is defined in the sense of the distributional normal traces. Then,
WEP(Q) N X(Q) is dense in X (Q) with respect to the norm

lullx == llulle@) + [l curl(u)l| Lo @) + || div(w)]| Lo o)

The regularity of the pressure in bounded domains is rather delicate. We refer to [13,14] and the references
therein for a detailed presentation on the topic.

Lemma 3.4. Let Q C R? be a simply connected bounded open set with smooth boundary. Let (u,p) €
L>(Q x (0,T)) be a weak solution to (E) according to Definition 1.1 such that w = curl(u) € L*>(Q x
(0,T)). Assume that p(t) has zero average for a.e. t. Then, it holds that u € L>((0,T); H'/*(Q)) and
(u,p) € L*>®((0,T); C*(Y)) for any o € (0,1).

Proof. We fix a time ¢t € (0,7) and we prove all the estimates with respect to the spatial variables
uniformly in time. Fix p € (1,400). By Lemma 3.3 there exists u. — u as ¢ — 0 with respect to the
metric X introduced in Lemma 3.3. Applying Proposition 3.2 we find an implicit constant depending
only on 2 such that

Vel e @) S || curl(ue)|| Loy + [ div(ue) |l Lo o)
for any ¢ > 0. The right hand side converges to ||w|/zro) and on the left hand side by the lower
semicontinuity of the norm we deduce that
IVullLe) S llwlle)-

Since p € (1,00) is arbitrary we deduce that u € L*((0,T); C%(Q)) for any a € (0,1). Then, it is
immediate to deduce also that u € L?((0,T); H'/*(2)). For the pressure, for any a € (1/2,1) by the
discussion in [14, Section 2.1] and [13, Theorem 1.1] it follows that p(-,¢) € C12*~1(Q) and it holds
PG, )l cr2a—1() S lluls Doy S Ml Ol Lo @) + 1w Ol oo o) -
(]

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Given r > 0, we define y, € W>°() as in Proposition 2.11. Pick any test
function o« € C°((0,T")). Since x, is Lipschitz continuous and vanishing on 0€2, it holds that D[u] can
be tested against ¢, (z,t) = x,(x)a(t). Under our assumptions, by Lemma 3.4 and Corollary 1.3, D[u]
is well defined and it vanishes Then, we have that

T T T |’LL|2
/ a’/w-udexdt—i—/ a/xT(u-w)udmdt—i—/ a/xT p— — |wdzxdt=0.
0 Q 0 Q 0 Q 2
I, 11,

I1I,

[e%S)
x,t)

Since x, — pointwise and 0 < x, < 1 and u,w € L%, by dominated convergence we

T
. ’
lim I, = /0 o (1) H (1) dt.
We recall that u(t) is tangent to the boundary in the sense of (1.1) and u(t) € C°(Q) for a.e. t by
Lemma 3.4. Thus, u(t) has a normal Lebesgue trace on 9 according to Definition 2.10 and by the
discussion in Section 2.3 and [7, Theorem 1.4] it holds that u(t) - n = 0 on 02 for a.e. t € (0,7). Since
u,w € Lg%, by Proposition 2.11 and dominated convergence we infer that 7/, — 0 as 7 — 0. Similarly,
since u(t), p(t) have a full trace on 02 by Lemma 3.4 and w(?) is assumed to have normal Lebesgue trace
wn(t) according to Definition 2.10, by Proposition 2.11 and dominated convergence we infer that

. " Ju* 2
}%IIIT/O a(t) [/{99( 5 p) wp dH (z)] dt.
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