N

N

Convergence rate for a regularized scalar conservation
law

Billel Guelmame, Haroune Houamed

» To cite this version:

Billel Guelmame, Haroune Houamed. Convergence rate for a regularized scalar conservation law.
Zeitschrift fiir Angewandte Mathematik und Physik, In press. hal-04493491v2

HAL Id: hal-04493491
https://hal.science/hal-04493491v2

Submitted on 18 Apr 2024

HAL is a multi-disciplinary open access L’archive ouverte pluridisciplinaire HAL, est
archive for the deposit and dissemination of sci- destinée au dépot et a la diffusion de documents
entific research documents, whether they are pub- scientifiques de niveau recherche, publiés ou non,
lished or not. The documents may come from émanant des établissements d’enseignement et de
teaching and research institutions in France or recherche francais ou étrangers, des laboratoires
abroad, or from public or private research centers. publics ou privés.


https://hal.science/hal-04493491v2
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr

CONVERGENCE RATE FOR A REGULARIZED SCALAR
CONSERVATION LAW

BILLEL GUELMAME AND HAROUNE HOUAMED

In the memory of Ahmed Blidia

ABSTRACT. This work revisits a recent finding by the first author concerning the local
convergence of a regularized scalar conservation law. We significantly improve the orig-
inal statement by establishing a global convergence result within the Lebesgue spaces
Lo (RY; LP(R)), for any p € [1,00), as the regularization parameter ¢ approaches zero.
Notably, we demonstrate that this stability result is accompanied by a quantifiable rate
of convergence. A key insight in our proof lies in the observation that the fluctuations
of the solutions remain under control in low regularity spaces, allowing for a potential
quantification of their behavior in the limit as ¢ — 0. This is achieved through a careful
asymptotic analysis of the perturbative terms in the regularized equation, which, in our
view, constitutes a pivotal contribution to the core findings of this paper.

AMS Classification : 35L65; 35L67; 35Q35.

Key words : Scalar conservation laws; Regularization; Oleinik inequality; Convergence rate.

CONTENTS
1. Introduction 1
2. Preliminaries and Main result 4
3. Uniform estimates 8
4. Decay estimates and Convergence 13
Appendix A. Functional spaces: Interpolation and Embeddings 20
References 23

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. The occurrence of shock formation in solutions of the scalar conserva-
tion laws

Ou~+ 0, f(u) =0, (Scl)

is a well-known phenomenon. Given any smooth initial data ug, a unique strong solution
exists. However, due to the nonlinear nature of the flux f, discontinuous shock waves may
develop in finite time. This behavior represents one of the challenges associated with non-
linear conservation laws. In order to avoid the occurrence of shocks, various regularization

techniques have been proposed. These regularizations aim to smooth out discontinuities
1



2 GUELMAME AND HOUAMED

by adding “small” terms to the equation, such as diffusion and/or dispersion. While dif-
fusive regularizations are widely used, they tend to dissipate energy everywhere. On the
other hand, the entropy solutions of (Scl) concentrate the energy dissipation at singulari-
ties. Nevertheless, diffusive regularizations are considered as solid tools in establishing the
existence of solutions and in justifying the a priori estimates via the vanishing viscosity
method. Dispersion regularizations lead to the appearance of spurious oscillations and fail,
in general, to converge to the entropy solutions of (Scl).

1.2. The equations of our interest. In order to introduce a regularization while preserv-
ing essential properties of the original equations, Clamond and Dutykh [10] derived a non-
diffusive, non-dispersive regularized Saint-Venant (rSV) system. The study of traveling-
wave solutions to the rSV system has been done in [31]. Furthermore, the local well-
posedness of that system and a construction of initial data leading to the appearance of
singularities have been studied in [30]. The rSV system has been generalized lately to
regularize the barotropic Euler system [23]. Inspired by [10], and due to the complexity of
studying the singular limit for those systems, Guelmame et al. [24] proposed and studied
the scalar non-diffusive, non-dispersive regularized Burgers equation

o’ +u'out = 2 (02 u' +20,u' 02 1" +u'od L ub) (rB)
where ¢ is a positive parameter. The equation (rB) is Galilean invariant, it has been
derived using a variational principle and it enjoys both Lagrangian and Hamiltonian struc-
tures. Smooth solutions to (rB) conserve an H' energy, which prevents the appearing of
discontinuous shocks, thanks to the Sobolev embedding H'(R) < CP(R). In [24], the
authors studied weakly singular shocks and cusped traveling-wave weak solutions of (rB).
Additionally, they demonstrated that for every simple shock-wave entropy solution of the
inviscid Burgers equation, there exists a corresponding monotonic traveling-wave dissipa-
tive solution of (rB). Notably, these solutions exhibit identical shock speed and energy
dissipation rate as the original shock-wave solutions of the Burgers equation, which are
recovered taking ¢ — 0.

In order to obtain general solutions to (rB), inspired by [7, 8], the authors of [24] proved
the existence of two types of global weak solutions to (rB), conserving or dissipating the
energy. The method of proof consists in utilizing two equivalent semi-linear system of
ODEs, formulated in the Lagrangian coordinates. One system provides conservative solu-
tions while the other yields to dissipative ones. Conservative solutions maintain a constant
energy for almost all time, including at singularities. They also fail to satisfy a one-sided
Oleinik inequality, making them less accurate for regularizing entropy solutions of the
Burgers equation. Conversely, dissipative solutions concentrate the loss of the energy on
the singularities and satisfy the one-sided Oleinik inequality d,u‘(t,z) < 2/t for almost all
(t,z) € (0,00) x R. The compactness of the dissipative solutions of (rB) have been studied
in [24]. However, the equation satisfied in the limit was not identified at that time.

In a recent work [22], the first author considered the regularized scalar conservation law

atue + 8$f(ue) = 62 (8?a:xu€ + 2f”(uz)awuza§xu€ + f/(ue)agxxuz + %f,//(u€>(axu£)3) ) (11)
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where f is a uniformly convex flux. Notice that the regularized Burgers equation (rB) is
recovered taking f(u) = u?/2. Using an approximation of (1.1) involving a cut-off function,
it has been proved in [22] that global weak dissipative solutions to (1.1) exist. Moreover,
as ¢ approaches zero, it has been shown that

u® = u in LS (RT; LP (R)), (1.2)

loc loc

for any p € [1,00), where u is the unique entropy solution of the scalar conservation law
(Scl). This gives a justification of the denomination “regularization” of the equation (1.1).
The limit (1.2) was obtained via abstract compactness arguments which is why it was
only established on compact sets without a determination of a convergence rate. In this
paper, we improve the latter result (1.2) by showing that it holds globally in space and
establishing an explicit convergence rate. More precisely, we will prove later on that

1
Hue - UHLOO([O,T};LP(R)) = O(f),

for any T > 0 and p € [1,00). We defer the discussion of this improvement to Section 2.

1.3. Related equations. The rB equation (rB) can be compared to the well-known dis-
persionless Camassa—Holm equation [9]

O’ + 3u‘ou’ = 07 (97 u’ + 20,u' 02 " +u'02 ub) . (CH)
The Camassa—Holm equation appears in modeling nonlinear wave propagation in the
shallow-water regime. Both (rB) and (CH) conserve an H' energy for smooth solutions
and they admit global weak conservative and dissipative solutions. Two key differences be-
tween the two equations are: (1) the equation (CH) is bi-Hamiltonian (therefore integrable)
while only one Hamiltonian structure is known for the equation (rB); (2) the equation (rB)
is Galilean invariant while the equation (CH) is not. The Galilean invariance is crucial
from the physical point of view and also for proving mathematical results. Indeed, due to
the lack of the Galilean invariance, we could only prove that dissipative solutions of the
equation (CH) satisfy a one-sided Oleinik inequality involving a constant that blows-up
as £ — 0. This makes the singular limit ¢ — 0 for the equation (CH) more challenging.
To the authors’ knowledge, this remains an open problem. However, in the presence of
the viscosity in (CH), and under a condition that ¢ is small compared to the viscosity
parameter, the unique entropy solution of the equation dyu + 9,(3u?/2) = 0 is recovered
by taking both parameters to zero [12, 13, 14, 27].

Another similar equation is the hyperelastic-rod wave equation [18, 19, 20]

O’ + 3uto,u’ = 07 (9}, u’ + v (20,002 u" + u'd2 b)), (1.3)

txx TTT

where 7 is a real parameter. The equation (1.3) describes radial deformation waves in
cylindrical hyperelastic rods with a finite length and small amplitude. Existence of global
weak solutions to (1.3) has been established in [11, 25]. Observe that the Camassa—Holm
equation is recovered taking v = 1 in (1.3). It worths noting that the equation (1.3)
satisfies a Galilean-like invariance property only when 7 takes the values 0 or 3. Setting
v = 0 yields to the Benjamin—Bona—Mahony equation [3], which describes long surface
gravity waves of small amplitude. The value v = 3, on the other hand, corresponds to
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the regularized equation (1.1) with f(u) = 3u?/2 (or simply to (rB) after a change of
variables). Therefore, we emphasize that the results established in [22] and in the present
paper work for the hyperelastic-rod wave equation (1.3) with v = 3, as well.
The equation (rB) can also be compared to the Leray-type regularization proposed and
studied by Bhat and Fetecau [4, 5]
o’ +ufou’ =2 (8fmue + ueagmuz) : (1.4)
which admits global solutions. Moreover, as ¢ — 0, solutions to (1.4) converge, up to a
subsequence, to a weak solution of the Burgers equation. Additionally, considering a simple
Riemann problem with a decreasing initial data, the correct shock of the Burgers equation
is recovered. However, for an increasing initial data, solutions of (1.4) create non-entropy

jumps [5].

1.4. Outline. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss some crucial
basis of the equations of our interest, including a result about the existence of solutions to
(1.1) and we state the main theorem of this paper. Then, Section 3 is devoted to obtaining
uniform bounds on the solutions to viscous approximations of both equations (Scl) and
(1.1). Thereafter, in Section 4, we establish a decay estimate on the perturbative terms
of (1.1) (on its non-local form, see (2.1) below) and prove the main result of the paper
(Theorem 2.3). At last, for clarity, we defer the recap on the definitions of the functional
spaces utilized in this paper to Appendix A, where, for the sake of completeness, we also
collect a few useful properties of these spaces which apply in our proofs.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULT

Before we state our main result, allow us to prepare the ground around it by first setting
up the essential assumptions in the paper and introducing the notion of solutions we are
concerned with. Here, we are interested in the behavior, as ¢ tends to zero, of solutions to
the regularized scalar conservation laws

Ol + 0, f (u) + 20, P = 0, P~ 292P! = Lf"(ut) (0,u')” (2.1)
with an initial datum uy € H'(R). Hereafter, we chose to lighten our notations by denoting
0?2 instead of 92,.

Henceforth, the flux f is assumed to be a regular uniformly convex function in the sense
that

f e CYR), 0<ecr < f(u) < e < oo, (2.2)

for some given positive constants ¢; and co. Additionally, it will become apparent later
on that the initial datum will be required to be of a bounded variation and satisfies a
one-sided Lipschitz condition, that is

uy € L*(R) and M L sup ug(x) < oo. (2.3)
z€R

Further precisions on the initial data will be discussed, later on. Note that the equation
(2.1) is equivalent to (1.1) for smooth solutions. Indeed, one easily sees that (1.1) is formally
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recovered from (2.1) by applying the elliptic operator Id — ¢292. Clearly the analysis of
(2.1), and thus (1.1), hinges upon a comprehensive study of the term P and its behavior
in suitable functional spaces. A primary important observation here is the validity of the
identity

Pr= (1= 202) 7 (177() (0!)”) = 31" (u') (0.) 5 &,
where
&y(x) o 37 €XP (—%) :
Notice that (2.2) entails the lower bound
P> 0, (2.4)

which will come in handy later on.
Let us now introduce the notion of solutions that we are concerned with in this paper.

Definition 2.1. We say that u* € L>°(R*; H')NLip(RT; L?) is a weak dissipative solution
of (2.1) if it satisfies the equation in the L* sense, dissipates the energy in a weak sense

0 (5 ()" + 36 (0)”) + 0. (K (u) + 31 (u") (B0u!)” + u'P') <0,
where K'(u) = uf'(u), and is right continuous in H', that is to say

1 e . —_— e . —
lim [uf(2, ) = u*(to, )| 4o =0,
t>to
for allty > 0. In particular, the solution is required to satisfy the initial condition u*(0,-) =

ug in the sense of the H* norm.

One way to establish the existence of global weak dissipative solutions to (2.1) can be
performed via introducing a viscosity term, leading to the equation

Ot + 0, f(ub®) 4 120, P = c0u'*, P% — (202 P'c = %f”(ue’a) (&cue"f)2 , (2.5)

supplemented with the regularized initial datum u®¢(t,-) = u§ o Ug * -, where . stands
for the standard one-dimensional Friedrich’s mollifier. Additionally, following [11, 22, 32],
one can show that, up to an extraction of a subsequence, solutions of (2.5) converge to
dissipative solutions of (2.1) as € — 0 in the sense that

u =’ in Cee([0,00) x R). (2.6)

In another word, solutions of (2.1) can be constructed as accumulation points of the family
of regularized solutions u%¢ as € — 0. As a result, the following theorem holds.

Theorem 2.2. Consider an initial datum ug € H'(R) and assume that the flux is uniformly
convez in the sense of (2.2). Then, for any ¢ > 0, there exists a global weak dissipative
solution u* € L*([0,00), HY(R)) N C([0,00) x R) of (2.1) in the sense of Definition 2.1
satisfying the following:
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e For any T > 0, any bounded set [a,b] C R and o € [0,1) there exists C =
C(a,T,a,b,l) >0 such that

T b ) )
/ / <|8tu£‘ ey |8qu‘ +a) dedt < C.
0 a

e The one-sided Oleinik inequality

Ou'(t,z) < a.e. (t,x) € (0,00) xR,

at L
2 T M

where M = sup, g uy(z) € (0, 00].
Moreover, if the initial datum satisfies (2.3), then it holds that

2co

Mt ¢
o0 < o @l < s (5 +1)

forallt > 0.

The proof of Theorem 2.2 is presented in [22] using another approximated equation
involving a cut-off function, rather than the viscous approximation (2.5). However, the
same elements of proof therein remain valid for the viscous approximation, too. See also
[11, 32] for the vanishing viscosity limit for the Camassa—Holm equation.

Henceforth, we agree that u’ is a dissipative solution obtained from a vanishing viscos-
ity process, though, we believe that it possible to show that this is actually the unique
dissipative solution to (2.1), as discussed in our next remark.

Remark. Dafermos [17] proved, following the characteristics, that dissipative solutions of
the Hunter—Saxton equation are unique. In the same spirit, the uniqueness of dissipative
solutions to the Camassa—Holm equation (CH) has been proved in [28]. Additionally, a
different proof has been established recently in [21]. Although we do not address such an
issue in this paper, we believe that, following the same arguments from [17, 21, 28], one
could prove the uniqueness of dissipative solutions to the regularized equation (2.1), too.

As previously discussed in the introduction, given any solution of (2.1) by Theorem 2.2,
the next natural question to be asked is about its behavior as ¢ tends to zero. In [22],
the first author constructed global dissipative solutions to (2.1) converging to the unique
entropy solution of (Scl) in Lo (R™; i (R)), for any p € [1, 00).

The main result of this paper improves the preceding convergence by showing that it
holds globally in space and by also obtaining a precise rate of convergence. This is the

content of the next theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Let u® be any solution, given by Theorem 2.2, of (2.1) with a uniformly
convez flur (2.2) and an initial datum ug € H'(R) satisfying (2.3). Consider, moreover, u
to be the unique entropy solution of the scalar conservation law (Scl) with the same initial
datum ug. Then, for any T > 0, there exists a constant

c=C (T, ||u0||H1(]R) ) ||u6||L1(1R) , M, 01,02) >0,
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such that

[ < Cew, (2.7)

¢
- uHLoo([o,T];Lp(R))
for any € € (0,1] and p € [1,00).

Remark. Tt will be apparent in the proof below that the convergence (2.7) can be improved
to hold in Sobolev spaces which scale below the BV regularity. However, we have chosen
to only state the convergence in Lebesgue spaces for the mere sake of simplicity.

In fact, we will prove later on (see Theorem 4.3) a slightly stronger version of Theorem
2.3 where solely the initial datum of the regularized equation (2.1) is assumed to belong to
H'(R). In that case, the initial datum of (Scl) is not required to belong to H'(R) whereas
the initial datum of (2.1) may depend on ¢ and have a growth rate of its H'-norm at most
of order ¢~ as £ — 0.

Below, we briefly discuss the main challenges and comment on the strategy of our proof
of the main theorem.

Methodology and idea of the proof. A naive way to study the convergence of u’ — u
to zero would be by performing LP energy estimates directly on the equation

Op(u" —u) + 0, (f(u) — f(u)) + 20, P* = 0. (2.8)

Such a direct attempt to analyze the fluctuations u’ —u probably would not be efficient and
the most drawback here would be the potential instability of the term ¢20,P¢, as ¢ — 0, in
any Lebesgue space. Of course, neither the stability of the nonlinear term 0, ( fu®) —f (u))
in Lebesgue spaces is clear to be under control in the case of weak solutions.

The proof that we are going to present in this paper consists in first studying (2.8) in
a low regularity space, namely in a L (R*; W~1(R))-like space. Once this is done, the
convergence in Lebesgue spaces of the fluctuations u’ — u will be achieved by a direct
interpolation argument, seen that both u‘ and u enjoy some additional regularity — the
BV bound, to be more precise. This strategy of proof draws insight from the method
introduced in [1] to study the stability of Yudovich solutions to the two-dimensional Euler
equations. Technically speaking, the idea consists in taking care of the high and low
frequencies of the L2-norm separately: the low frequencies of the fluctuations will converge
to zero (with a certain rate) due to the convergence in low regularity spaces, whereas the
high frequencies are just uniformly bounded due to the additional BV regularity. This
paradigm of proof will be implemented here in L!-based spaces instead of L2 in order to
obtain a better rate of convergence.

Thus, a milestone in our approach is based upon the convergence of an anti-derivative of
the fluctuations in L (R*; L*(R)) which is the subject of Section 4.2. A crucial gain in the
analysis of the equation (2.8) in W, ! is that we will be solely seeking the stability of /2P,
rather than ¢20, P*, in Lebesgue spaces. As we shall prove in Section 4.1 later on, the term
(?>P*, which is equivalent to ¢?|0,u‘?, enjoys a decay rate of order ¢ in L] (R*; L*(R)).
This is a consequence of a careful analysis, improving on some results from [22], and is
based on a step-by-step argument (of a bootstrap-type) leading to the aforementioned rate

of convergence.
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For clarity, we point out that this roadmap of proof will be conducted on regularized
equations; the solutions of which are sufficiently regular to fulfill all the requirements in
our computations and estimates which are close to the solutions u‘ and u. This will be
detailed in Section 3 along side with all the a priori bounds on the regularized solutions.
In the end, the proof of Theorem 2.3 will be outlined in Section 4.3.

Notations. Allow us now to introduce some notations that will be routinely used through-
out the paper. Given two positive quantities A and B, we will often write A < B instead
of A < CB when the dependence on the generic constant C' > 0 is not of a substantial im-
pact. Moreover, we will sometime use the notation A <s B to emphasize that the generic
constant in that estimate depends on the some parameter ¢, which could blow up when o
approaches some critical values.

3. UNIFORM ESTIMATES

This section is devoted to establishing all the primary lineup of bounds on u and u?,
uniformly with respect to the parameter ¢ € (0,1]. This is obtained as a consequence of
a regularization procedure, made by adding the viscosity dissipation €9? to the equations
(Scl) and (2.1) and by smoothing out the initial datum. More precisely, we approximate
these equations by

Ot + 0, f (uf) = ed2uf (3.1)
and

6tué’5 i axf(u&s) 4 £2ampg,€ _ 885162’6, Pé,z—: o 628§P£’€ — %f//(ué,zs) (aruf,s)Z <32)

respectively, where ¢ € (0,1] and both regularized equations are supplemented with the
smooth initial data

,5| L def Y

def ¢
€ €
u |t:0:u0:¢5*U07 U ft=0 = Uy = Pe * U,

where (¢-)-c(0,1) stands for the usual one-dimensional mollifier. In particular, we emphasize
that the regularized solutions u“¢ and u° enjoy enough regularities that will allow us to
perform all the computations in this section.

As previously emphasized, we shall prove a slightly stronger version of Theorem 2.3
where the initial data enjoy weaker assumptions. More precisely, henceforth, the original
equations (Scl) and (2.1) will be supplemented with the possibly different initial datum
ug and uf, respectively, with the emphasis that the case of Theorem 2.3 is recovered by
setting u§ = ug without any substantial change in our arguments below.

In what follows, we stick to the assumptions that

up € L*(R)NBV(R) and M ' sup (@) = toly) < 00. (3.3)
z,y€R, z#y r—=1Y

Moreover, we consider a family (uf)s~o of smooth initial data satisfying

lugllzz®y < llvollr2), 10zugll 21 ) < lluol By ), Sugaxué(fﬁ) <M (3.4)
S
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and

00,08l 22 S 1. (35)
for any ¢ € (0, 1]. Notice that, under the first two conditions in (3.4), the weak convergence
of uf to ug, as £ — 0, is equivalent to its strong convergence in LP(R), for any p € [2,0).
This is a direct consequence of Fatou’s lemma.

In Sections 3.1 and 3.2 below, we outline the elements of proof of the energy bounds
as well as the W'! control on the regularized solutions uniformly with respect to the
parameters ¢,¢ € (0,1]. Note that similar findings have been established by the first
author in [22] using a different approach, based on a cut-off argument. Here, we show
that the same final bounds on u‘ can be achieved by a classical viscosity-regularization
procedure, as well.

3.1. Uniform bounds on u“¢. We begin with establishing the H'-energy bound on u**.
To that end, introducing

def
qf,s del axuf,s

and differentiating (3.2) with respect to the space variable we obtain that
atqf,s + f/(uf,5>axq€,5 + %f//(ué,s)(qf,a)Z + Pé,s — 58§q275- (36)

Thus, it follows, by summing the resulting equations of multiplying (3.2) by u* and (3.6)
by (%¢“¢, that

80, ((u)" + €2 (¢°)7) + 0n (K (u') + 32/ (u') (q)" + Cut<P')
— el?9, (¢"°0.¢"°) — €0, (u*0,u"") = —el? (&qu’e)2 —¢ (qe’€)2 ,

where K'(u) = uf’(u). Hence, integrating in time and space and using (3.5) we obtain the
energy bound

t t
/(|u£’5|2+€2|q£’5|2) dx+2€€2/ /|8mq€’5|2d:cdt+2s/ /|q£’5|2dxdt
R 0 R 0 R (37)
:/ (usl? + € 0,u5%) dz <o 1.
R

Subsequently, integrating the second equation on the right-hand side of (3.2) with respect
to the space variable, we obtain, in view of (2.2), that

Loy g% < / PP do < Leol)" |2 S 1. (3.8)
R

The preceding bounds will come in handy, later on.
The next lemma produces the Oleinik inequality for u
thereafter for completeness.

<. Again, we outline its proof

Lemma 3.1. Assume uy € L*(R) and uly satisfying

sup dyuly(r) < M 0 sup to(x) = to(y) € (0, 00].

z€eR z,yeR, x#y r—Yy
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Assume that the fluz f fulfills the uniform convezity condition (2.2). Then, it holds that

1
le
Dpu(t, ) <

ﬂ for a.e. (t,z) € (0,00) x R. (3.9)

Proof. We begin with noticing that Theorem 2.1 from [15] ensures the existence of at least
one point £(t) € R such that
h(t) = sup "<t ) = ¢"(.€(1)),
where the function A is locally Lipschitz and is governed by the equation
i—};(t) = 0,¢"°(t,£(t)), forall t > 0.

Since ¢“(t,-) reaches its maximum at £(t), it then follows that

0oq™(L,E(1) =0, 0pq"(t,€(1) < 0.

Accordingly, we deduce from (2.2), (3.6) and the fact that P > 0 (which can be estab-
lished in a similar way to (2.4)) that

dh (&1 2

—(t) < —=(h(t))".

) < =2 (1)
At last, solving the preceding inequality with the initial condition A(0) < M completes the
proof of the lemma. O

The next item in our agenda is to establish the W' bound on u%¢. This is the content
of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5) hold for some ug and uf. Further assume
that the flux f fulfills the uniform convezity condition (2.2). Then, it holds, for all t > 0,
that

c ClMt %
Hamuf’ (t)”Ll(]R) < HuOHBV(R) <? + 1) ) (310)
for any (¢,¢) € (0,1] x (0, 1].

Remark. Note that, by one-dimensional Sobolev embeddings, the bound stated in the
preceding lemma implies the control

2c

Mt O\
[ O] ey < N0l gy ey <012 +1) - (3.11)

for all t > 0.
Proof. We begin with introducing the function
—q— %57 qc (—007 _6)7

S&(Q) = %QQ, q € [_57 5]7 (312)
q_%éa q € (6700)7
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for any ¢ € (0, 1]. Accordingly, it is readily seen that

|4Ss(a) — a*S5(a)] < 3S5(q) (3.13)
and
A Lgg=sy < Ss(a) + 500qq203, lalLggzy < 255(q), (3.14)
for any ¢ € R. Additionally, one can easily check that

SJ(Q) 55 q27
which, in view of the energy bound (3.7), yields that Ss5(¢“¢)(t,-) € L*(R) for all §,¢,¢ €
(0,1] and any ¢ > 0.
Next, we want to establish a uniform bound, with respect to the parameters ¢ and ¢, on
the preceding L' control of Ss(¢%°)(t,-). To that end, multiplying (3.6) by S}(¢%°) yields,
in view of the second equation in (2.5), that

atS§<q€,e) + az (f/(uf,s)S§<q€,e)) — f//(ué,e) (qé,eS6(q€,e) o <q£,6)25(§(qf,5)) . £2sé(qé,s)agpé,e

+ 20, (S5(q7°)020"%) — 21401<5(00q)?. (3.15)
Next, writing
le
3 3 q ' 13
_€2Sg(qé’ )aﬁpl’ - 62 (]]_{qf,e<_5} - T]l{lql,slgé} - ]].{qf,e>5}> azpé’

le
q- €
= £2 <1 — (1 + 7) ]l{|q€,e|<§} - 2]1{qé,e>§}> 65138’
and making use of the fact that
_EQGZPE,S — %f//(qé 5)( ) o Pﬁ,a < %Cg(qe’E)Q,
which is a direct consequence of (2.2), (3.2) and that P% > 0, we find that

—62/55( $)E P da < (( ) Ljjqtei<sy +211{qe,g>5}) (¢")? da.
R

Therefore, simplifying the right-hand side by noticing, by definition of Ss(q), that

qé,s
(1 + T) |q | ]l{|qe <6t X 4(555( )
and, by virtue of (3.14) and Lemma 3.1, that
21g" M Lygeesay < 2 (Ss(a") + 300 ggeeza) 4 Tgressy

2
o S5(4"°) +2655(¢"),
Ft+ 37

<

yields in the end that

N / Si(q"$)9? P da < (35+ i > / Ss(q"®)d.
R 7 M R
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In account of that, integrating (3.15) and utilizing (2.2) together with (3.13) to estimate
the first term in its right-hand side leads to the bound

d

@ ). Seld")dr < <4025+ %) /Sé(qe’a)dx,
a Js 1 i

2 M

which implies, by Gronwall’s inequality, that

2co
Mt e
/S(s(qﬁ,e) dr < e4c25t (ClT e 1) / |8$U€| dz.
R R

In the end, taking the limit § — 0 and using the monotone convergence theorem with (3.4)
completes the proof of the lemma. O

3.2. Uniform bounds on u°. For € > 0, we consider here u° the solution of the viscous
scalar conservation law (3.1). For clarity, we are going to recast the estimates on uf,
without detailed justification. The estimates presented below are well-known, we refer the
reader to [6, 16, 26, 29] for additional details on the viscous approximation of hyperbolic
equations. Moreover, we emphasize that the same arguments presented in the preceding
section can be employed here as well.

The equation (3.1) is globally well-posed, and L? norms satisfy the maximum principle

(|4 Loo (j0,00), L (R)) < [|Uol| e (R), (3.16)

for any p € [1, 00], as soon as the initial datum belongs to LP(R). In our case, due to the
assumption that ug € H'(R) and the embedding H!'(R) — L?(R) N L*>°(R), the bound
(3.16) holds for any p € [2,00]. Moreover, we can show that the total variation of u® is
decreasing in time, i.e.,

[ 1ot do < [ Joua(e)] do < uollsvi, (3.17)
R R

for all ¢ > 0. Additionally, the solution of (3.1) satisfies the one-sided Oleinik inequality
1

oput(t,r) < —,
( ) Clt+ﬁ

(3.18)

for all (¢,z) € (0,00) x R, where M is defined in (3.3). Finally, one can show that, as
¢ — 0 and up to a subsequence, we have the convergence

u® —u in C([0,7]; LY (R)), (3.19)

loc

for any p € [1,00) and any 7" > 0, where u is the unique entropy solution of the scalar
conservation law (Scl).
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4. DECAY ESTIMATES AND CONVERGENCE

4.1. A crucial decay estimate. An important milestone in our proof of the strong com-
pactness in Lebesgue spaces consists of the analysis of the same problem in a low regularity
space. Interestingly, we are going to show that the convergence in a W ~!-like space comes
with a rate. This turns out to be a consequence of Proposition 4.1 below, which can be
considered as the main new contribution in this section, improving on previous results by
the first author. More precisely, in [22], the first author proved that, for any 7' > 0, any
compact set K C R and any « € (0, %), there exists a constant Cr g o > 0 such that

T
/ / (P dz dt < (°Crs.a,
0 K

for all e > 0, any ¢ € (0,1]. Here, we provide a twofold improvement on the latter bound
by showing its validity for « = 1 and by also allowing the integral on x to be effective
over the whole real line R instead of a compact set K. This is the content of the next
proposition which is in the crux of the key findings in this paper.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5) hold for some ug and uf. Further
assume that the flux f fulfills the uniform convezity condition (2.2). Then, for all T > 0,
there exists Crygcr,co > 0 such that

T
/ / €2Pf,€ dx dt < ECT}uO,ChCQ’
0 R

for all £ € (0,1].

Proof. We proceed in four steps by establishing:

(1) A uniform bound on £2|¢“¢|P% in L' ([0,00) x R), by a suitable energy estimate.

(2) A uniform bound on ¢?|¢“¢|°P% in L' ([0,T) x R), for any T € (0,00] and any
g e (%, 1), by an interpolation argument.

(3) A uniform bound on ¢2|¢%¢|>*# in L' ([0, T) x R), for any finite T > 0, by estimating
differently the case of the barely positive values of ¢°* — by the aid of the one-
sided Oleinik inequality (3.9) —, and the remaining range of its values — by a
constructive energy method.

(4) A decay rate for order ¢ for 2P% in L' ([0,T] x R), for any finite time 7' > 0,
concluding the proof by “bootstrapping” all the bounds shown to hold so far.

Step 1. Multiplying (3.6) by £2|¢“¢| we obtain that

at (%€2qﬁ,£’qé,a|) + (91 (%€2fl(u€,5)q€,5‘qé,e‘) + e2yq€,€’P€,a
= el?0, (|¢"°10.q") — el?sign(q")(9.q"°)*.
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Therefore, integrating in time and space, we find that

/ (?|g5¥| P dx dt é%EQ (/ qg’5|qg’6| dz dt — lim / q“°|¢"¢| da dt)
(0,00) xR R t—=oo JR
+ ef? / (0,¢%°)? da dt.
(0,00) xR
Thus, in view of (3.7), we arrive at the bound
/ 21q5<| P da dt <, 1, (4.1)
(0,00)xR

for all e > 0 and ¢ € (0, 1].

Step 2. Let k € N* be fixed and we introduce

o 2k
”Bd_f2k:+1 €51

For any g € R, we define ¢° = (q%)TlJrl > 0. Accordingly, we write by Holder’s inequality
that

T T B T
/ / (g™ P dadt < ( / / 2|¢"| P dx dt) ( / / 2P dx dt)
0 R

Therefore, it follows from (4.1) that

1-p

1-p

. .
/ / (") P dz dt < ( / / EQPE’Ed:Bdt) . (4.2)
0 R

In view of (3.8), the preceding control provides us with a uniform bound on ¢?(¢"¢)? P%=.
However, in the next step of the proof, we shall make use of the more precise estimate (4.2)
in order to obtain the desired decay, as ¢ — 0, of the term in its right-hand side.

Step 3. Our aim in this step is to obtain a bound on ¢*|¢“*[*** in L} ,. We begin with

noting that
T T
/ / |q£7€’2+ﬁ]].{qé,a>,1} dx dt g / / ’q£78|[8+21{q8,220} dZL' dt
0 R 0 R

T
+/ /|qe’g|’6+2]l{|qe,a|<1} dz dt
0 R
T
< (M1+ﬁ+1)/ /\qe’€|dxdt,
0 R

where we employed the one-sided Oleinik inequality (3.9) in the second estimate. Thus,
we deduce, in view of (3.10), that

T
2 / / PP L ggees 1y Az dt Supencs £ (4.3)
0 R
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for any finite time 7" > 0. Now we take care of the the case where ¢“¢ < —1. To that end,

we introduce the function

1 lq'+?, q € (=00, 1],
Glq) = 115 (1-8)+(2-B)¢* qe[-1,0]
0, q € [0,00),

and we emphasize that, by a straightforward computation, one can show that
0 < G(q) <2|g|*™”, forall q€R,
and that G is twice differentiable almost every where with
0< —G'(q) <5|ql?, forall geR
and
G"(q) >0, for almost all ¢ € R.
Now, multiplying (3.6) by G’(¢"¢) and rearranging the resulting terms yields that
f1(W)A(g™) = =0, (G(¢™)) — 0. (f'(u")G (™)) — G'(¢"*)P**
+ 0, (G'(¢)00q"°) — eG" (") (0:4"),
where we denoted
%[, g € (—o0, 1],
Al = Ha PG ) ~ 00 = 5l e L0
0, q € 10,00),
whereby, due to the convexity condition (2.2), it is readily seen that

Cl<1 _5)

f//(u&a)/{(qé,a) > 2<1 " B)

¢ PP L gy

Therefore, integrating (4.7) in space and time and making use of (4.4), (4.5) and (4.6),

dropping the terms having a good sign, infers that

T T
/ / |q£’5\2+'311{q<_1} dedt Sge, / G(qg’g) dr — / / G’(qé’g)Pf’5 dz dt
o JR R o JR

T
§ﬁ701/‘q575‘1+6dx+/ /|q€’5\ﬁP6’€dxdt.
R o JR

Since 3 € [2/3,1), employing Holder’s inequality, we end up with

T
62/0 /R|qe’s|2+ﬁ]l{q<—1} dzdt Spe, 7% ||8mu€||;ﬁ (5 ||8muf)||L2)2B

T
+£2/ /|q£’5|5P£’€dxdt.
0 R
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All in all, in combination with (4.3) and by employing (4.2) and (3.5), we deduce that

T 1-8
KQ/ / |q£a|2+,8 dedt < STgcricn 62—2ﬁ + (/ / €2P€,a dx dt) . (4.8)
0 R

Step 4. We are now in position to conclude the proof of the proposition. To that end, we
first write by Holder inequality that

! 28 TB
0 R
S;Tuo,chcmﬁ €1+B (/ /62 be 2+5 d.’Edt)

Therefore, it follows by virtue of (3.8) that

T 148 T
(/ /EQPZ,E dxdt) 502 </ /€2|q875|2 dl’dt)
0 R 0 R
T
ST,uo,chcz,B £2ﬁ/ / £2<qz’8)2+5 dx dt,
0 R

whereby we deduce, by substituting (4.8), that

T 1+8 T 1-p
( / / (2P dx dt) Stugerenp U2+ 0P ( / / 2P dx dt> .
0 R 0 R

Hence, writing, by Young inequality, for any A > 0, that

T 1+8 T 1+8
( / / (2P dx dt) Stugerens 2+ Cr 0P 4+ 0 ( / / 2P dx dt)
0 R 0 R

and choosing A as small as it is needed to absorb the last term in the right-hand side by
the right hand side concludes the proof of the proposition. Il

14+

4.2. Convergence in a low regularity space. In this section, we establish a stability

estimate for the difference

def
wﬁ,a 1c uf,a o ua

in a low regularity space. This will be done by particularly studying the evanescence of
the fluctuation

¢ (t,0) / Wt y)dy,  (t,2) € (0,00) X R,

in LLL, as ¢ tends to zero, which crucially builds upon the decay estimate from the
preceding proposition. This is the content of the next proposition.
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Proposition 4.2. Assume that (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5) hold for some ug and uf satisfying

oo G " (d) — woly)) dy € L' (R),

for any fized ¢ € (0,1]. Further assume that the fluz f fulfills the uniform convexity
condition (2.2). Then, it holds that

¢“= e L¥([0,T}; L'(R))
for all T > 0, with

160 e omyiny Sraenes [ 165N ot e (49)

Proof. We first observe, in view of (3.1) and (3.2), that w®® is governed by the equation

2 2 Le def ¢,
O™ + 0, (VW) + (29, P" = ed2uw", W |i—o = wy® = ug® — ug, (4.10)

where we have computed that

1
= (/1 f’ (ru&a + (1 - 'r‘)ua) dr) whe def beepte
0
le

Now, noticing that wy° € L'(R) by virtue of the interpolation inequality (A.4), one can
show by an energy method (similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2, for instance), for fixed
values of ¢, € (0, 1], that

w'® € L (RY; L'(R)),
for any ¢ > 0, where, at this stage, the preceding bound is not necessarily uniform when
¢ — 0. Therefore, by Lebesgue differentiation theorem, the anti-derivative of w®¢, that is

¢%¢ which is introduced above, is well defined. More precisely, it satisfies that
0. (t,x) = w™(t,x), forall (t,2) € RT x R, (4.11)

and enjoys the bounds
¢ € L (R*; CY(R)),

loc

for any fixed £,e € (0,1]. Additionally, thanks to the estimates on u** and u® that we
previously established in Section 3, the following bounds

0:¢" € L®(R*; L*(R)) N Lis,(RY; WH'(R)),

loc
hold uniformly with respect to the parameters ¢, e € (0, 1].
Next, using the indentity ¢%¢(0,-) = ¢§ * ¢-, we obtain that

lim ¢“¢(0,2) = 0.

T—00

Thus, integrating (4.10) over R implies that ¢%¢ vanishes at infinity for all time. Moreover,
integrating (4.10) over (—oo,z) we deduce that (% is governed by the equation

DG + D0, + PPY = edP¢*. (412)
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Notice that this equation can be recast as
t
C&&(t’ ) = CE’E(Ov ) + / (_bﬁ,saxcf,a - £2P€’€ + 66§C€76> (Ta )dT
0

In view of the aforementioned bounds on ¢ and the estimates that we established in
the previous section, one can show that the right-hand side belongs to L2 (R*; L'(R)),
whereby we deduce that

¢t € 1im (R L1(R)),
for any ¢,¢ € (0,1]. Let now ¢ € (0,1]. Considering Ss as is previously defined in (3.12)
and multiplying (4.12) by S;(¢%°) yields that

0yS5(CH%) + 0, (b°°55(¢H%)) + PP S5(¢) < €0, (S5(CH)0uC°) + S5(¢5) 0,0, (4.13)

Next, observe that the Oleinik inequalities (3.9) and (3.18) with (2.2) entail that

‘, def €2
0™ < alt) = o1
2 M

Thus, multiplying (4.13) by exp{— fot a(s)ds} and integrating over R, and employing the
simple observation |S}(¢%¥)| < 1, we find that

4 (e_fota(s)ds/S(;(Ce’a)(t,x) dx) < /EQPe’a(t,:n) dz.

Therefore, by an integration in time and using Proposition 4.1, we arrive at the bound

[ 6 0.) s Stupens [ 15O D 40 < [ (@] ot
R R R

where the last inequality follows from the fact that (“(0,-) = ({ * ¢.. Finally, taking
9 — 0 and using the monotone convergence theorem, we obtain (4.9), thereby completing
the proof of the proposition. O

4.3. Proof of the main theorem. We are now in position to prove the main result of
this paper, that is Theorem 2.3, which is a direct consequence of the following slightly
stronger version.

Theorem 4.3. Let u be the unique entropy solution of the scalar conservation law (Scl)
with a uniformly convexr flux f satisfying (2.2) and an initial datum ug € L*(R) N BV (R)
such that

z,y€R, z#y r—Yy

Let u® be any solution of (2.1), given by Theorem 2.2, for an initial datum satisfying

lugllz2®y < lluollr2), 10zull 2 ) < Jluoll By @), sup duf(z) < M
S

and
E”amug”LQ(R) rsuo 1?
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uniformly in ¢ € (0,1]. Assume further that

v Gl) [ (ul) — wole) dy € L'R)

—0o0

for any € € (0,1]. Then, it holds, for any T > 0, that

1
¢ ¢ 2p
[ — UHLOO([O,T];LP(]R)) Suo Ter,e2 (H<0||L1(R) +£) ’ (4.14)
for any £ € (0,1] and p € [1,00).
Remark. Notice that Theorem 2.3 is recovered by simply taking uf = uo, for all £ € (0,1].

Proof. The proof will be achieved in two steps:

(1) Convergence of the approximate solutions in Lebesgue spaces, by an interpolation
argument.

(2) Convergence of the exact solutions in Lebesgue spaces, by local stability with re-
spect to €.

Step 1. We begin with writing, in view of the identity (4.11) and the interpolation in-
equality (A.4)

1 1
Hwk(t)HLl(R) S HCe’a(t)Hil(R) Hawwg’e(t)”zl(u@) )

for any ¢ € (0,1] and ¢ > 0. Therefore, applying (3.10), (3.17) and (4.9), we arrive at the
bound

1
2
Hw£’6||Loo([07T];L1(R)) SJT,UO,Cl,CQ (/]R |C§($)| dl’ + €> .

Moreover, using Hélder inequality with (3.11) and (3.16), one can also deduce, for any
p € [1,00), that

1

2p
iy St ([ 1602140+ €)

Step 2. From (2.6) and (3.19) we deduce that, up to an extraction of a subsequence, we
have the convergence

w" = u' —u  in C([0,T); L (R)),

loc

as ¢ — 0. Therefore, it follows as a consequence of the convergence result from the
preceding step that

1
2p
||ue(t) N u(t>HLP([—n,n]) S hrsgiglf sz,aHC([O,T];L”([—n,n])) 5T7u0,01702 (/]R |C§($)| do + Z) ’ )

for any n € N* and all ¢ € [0,7]. In the end, letting n — oo yields the validity of (4.14),
thereby concluding the proof of Theorem 2.3. O
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APPENDIX A. FUNCTIONAL SPACES: INTERPOLATION AND EMBEDDINGS

In this appendix, we agree that d > 1 denotes the dimension of the space variable. We
shall collect some general results which cover the overall functional embeddings that we
routinely utilize in this paper. This mainly involves properties of distributions belonging
to Besov and BV spaces, which we recall below. For clarity, let us point out here that one
takeaway of this appendix is the justification of the known embedding

M(R?) = B} (R,

where M(R?) stands for the space of Radon measures and B?,W(Rd) is a homogeneous
Besov space, which implies that

BV (R%) — B} _(R?),

where BV denotes the space of locally-integrable functions with bounded variations.

A.1. Besov and Sobolev spaces. We denote by 8'(R¢) the space of all tempered distri-
butions defined on RY. Moreover, we say that a tempered distribution f belongs to 8}, (R¢)
if it is not a polynomial near zero. More precisely, if it satisfies that [2, Definition 1.26]

B [B(AD) ] e ey = 0.

for any 6 € D(R?), where the symbol (D) denotes the Fourier multiplier by the smooth
function 6. Note that the preceding condition is automatically satisfied for any tempered
distribution whose Fourier transform is locally integrable near zero [2, Example 1 page 22].

The homogeneous Besov space B;’ q(Rd), for s € R and p, q € [1, 0], is defined as the set
of all tempered distributions f in 8} (R?) such that

q

def sl A q
Bs ,(RY) — (Z (23 ||Ajf||LP(]Rd)> ) < o0,

JEZ

/]

with the standard change of definition in the case ¢ = oo, where (A]-)]EZ denotes the
usual (homogeneous) dyadic partition of unity, which is made of a family of a rescaled
smooth function supported away from zero. See [2, Section 2.2] for the precise definition
and important properties. We also recall the identification (in terms of the semi-norms)

B;Q(Rz) ~ H*(R?), forall seR,

which defines the homogeneous Sobolev space H $(R?) as a particular case of Besov spaces.
Finally, we define the Sobolev space W*P(R?), for p € (1,00) and s € (0, ¢), as the set of

P
tempered distributions f € S’(R9) such that

def

”fHWS,;D(]Rd) = H(—A)%fHLP(]Rd) < OQ.
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The inhomogeneous Besov space B;vq(Rd), on the other hand, is defined in a similar
manner and it consists of all tempered distributions f in 8'(R%) such that

1
q
def s
1f 115 , ety = (Z (2 HAijLP(Rd))q> < o0,
JEZ
with the standard change of definition in the case ¢ = 0o, where (A});ez denotes the usual
(inhomogeneous) dyadic partition of unity. See [2, Section 2.2], again. Finally, we conclude
by pointing out that .
B: (RY) ~ B, (RY) N L(RY)

for all s > 0 and p,q € [1, 0.

A.2. Radon measures and BV spaces. The set of Radon measures is defined as the
dual space of continuous functions. More precisely, we introduce

MR E {f € 8'(RY : || flly < 00}

where ot
1fly = sup [(f, 0]

peCO(rRY)
lollpee <1

Moreover, we define the space of functions with bounded variations as
BVRY) € {fe Ll (R with VfeMRY},

equipped with the semi-norm

def
1 vy = 1 fllxge)

A.3. Embeddings. Here, we recall some functional inequalities which play a crucial role
in our work. We begin with the classical (continuous) Sobolev embeddings, recast in the
general context of Besov spaces [2, Proposition 2.20]

s (mpd s (md 55=d(3-1) md 55=d(3-1) md
B, (R%) = B, (RY) — B, (RY) = Bro (R%),
forall se R, 1 < p<r<ooandany g € [1,00]. Note, moreover, that
BY,(RY) < [P(RY) < BY,(RY), (A1)

for any p € [1,00]. Another important feature of embeddings of Besov spaces is the gain
in terms of the third index in interpolation inequalities. More precisely, it holds, for any
f € B (RY) N B3 (R?), that

/]

for any p € [1, 0] and real parameters sy < s < s Wlth s=~0so+ (1 —0)s; and 0 € (0,1).
At last, the bridge between BV and Besov spaces can be apparent in the following

embedding
111t gy S 1Ly

(A.2)

le(Rd < ||f||B$0 o (R4)
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for all f € BV(R?). This is a direct consequence of the bound [2, Proposition 2.39]
19750 ety S IV ey - (A3)
The justification of this inequality can be done by duality, writing [2, Proposition 2.29]
IVFls g S sw (VA

peS(RD)
lell zo <1
0,1

which, in view of the embedding
B, 1 (R) = C°(RY),
yields the desired estimate

vaHB?’oo(Rd) S osup [V, @)= “vf“M(Rd)'

peeO(rd)
el oo <1

Finally, as a by-product of the preceding interpolation and embedding inequalities, one
can show the one dimensional control

1 1
Il @y S NEN L@y IV Al £y (A.4)
for any f € WH'(R) with an anti-derivative F
oo o)™ [ fg)aye P®),
This can be established by, first, writing in view of the definition of F' and (A.1) that
1l S IVF g, = 17151 -
Then, employing the interpolation inequality (A.2) leads to the bound
1 1
P T 1
Therefore, by further appealing to the definition of F' and (A.3), we infer that

1 1
”f”Ll(R) S ||F||B%,1(R) S ||F||32v[(R) ||Vf||32v[(R)7

whereby (A.4) follows.
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