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Abstract

We study the propagation of energy density in finite-energy weak solutions of the Camassa-
Holm and related equations. Developing the methods based on generalized nonunique char-
acteristics, we show that the parts of energy related to positive and negative slopes are
one-sided weakly continuous and of bounded variation, which allows us to define certain
measures of dissipation of both parts of energy. The result is a step towards the open prob-
lem of uniqueness of dissipative solutions of the Camassa-Holm equation.
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1 Introduction

The Camassa-Holm equation,

Up — Uggt + 3UUz = 2UzUgy + Ulgry, (1)

introduced in [I3], is an important model of fluid dynamics, which describes water waves in
shallow canals. Here, ¢t > 0 denotes time, 2 € R is the space variable and u(¢,z) : [0,00) X
R — R is the horizontal velocity of water surface at time ¢ and position x or, asymptotically
equivalently, height of water surface over a flat bed, see [I1] for a detailed discussion. The
key feature of the Camassa-Holm equation, which has brought about considerable interest of
both physical and mathematical communities, is the fact that it accounts both for solitons
(see [13]) and wave breaking phenomena (JI0]). In contrast, the celebrated KdV equation,
used for modeling similar phenomena, admits solitons, however preserves smoothness of
solutions, thus prohibiting wave breaking (see e.g. [28]). Solitons in the Camassa-Holm
equation are peaked with an angle at their crest and for this reason are called peakons.
Importantly, peaked waves are encountered also in the context of irrotational solutions of
the Euler equations (whose approximation is (1)), where they are called extreme Stokes
waves (see [7] and references therein). This and the fact that peakons as soliton solutions
of are stable (and thus in principle observable, see [12] [29]) under small perturbations
of their shape provides further rationale for the feasibility of the Camassa-Holm model as
approximation of the Euler equations of inviscid fluid dynamics.

Well-posedness theory for Camassa-Holm was initiated in [8], where Constantin and
Escher proved local well-posedness of in H3(R), showing however that, as hinted at in



[13], for a large class of initial data — antisymmetric with u,(t = 0,2 = 0) < 0 — the solution
blows up in finite time in such a way that u,(¢,0) = —oco as t = Tjnaz. This type of blow-up
has a clear physical interpretation of a wave profile, whose slope becomes steeper and steeper
leading eventually to breaking in finite time. On the other hand, in [9] the same authors
provided relatively general conditions for global existence of smooth solutions.

For smooth solutions, the Camassa-Holm equation can equivalently be expressed, by
applying the operator (I — 0,,)~ " to , in the conservative form

owu+ 0,(u?/2) + P, = 0, (2)
u2

P = %e‘lz‘ * (u2 + ;) , (3)

u(t=0,) = wup. (4)

Formulation (2))-([)) is very convenient for studying weak solutions, whose introduction
is indispensable if one wants to encompass the behaviour of a wave after the breaking
time. It is also necessary to capture the non-smooth solitons (which are called peakons),
see e.g. [I]. Indeed, one can see, that for general wave profiles with finite energy (u €
L*°([0,00), HL(R))), the terms 1, Uz, and uti,,, in (1) are a priori ill-defined as distributions,
whereas — makes perfect sense in this class of regularity.

Using formulation — Xin and Zhang proved the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. (Existence of weak solutions, Xin-Zhang, [31]). Assume that ug € H'(R).
Then the Cauchy problem [2))-(@) has an admissible weak solution u = u(t,z) in the sense
that

o u(t,x) € C([0,00) x R) N L*>([0,00), H'(R)),
o Ju(t, )@y < w0, )| 1wy for every t >0,
o u(t,z) satisfies ([2)-() in the sense of distributions.

Solutions constructed by Xin and Zhang by the method of vanishing viscosity satisfy

O u(t, z) < const <1 + 1) , (5)
which is reminiscent of the Oleinik entropy condition in conservation laws (see e.g. [20]
Section 3b]). Interestingly, direct use of in the proof of existence is not necessary, since
(see [9]) the vanishing viscosity method yields in fact strong compactness of the nonlinear
terms. Admissible weak solutions of Camassa-Holm equation satisfying additionally are
called dissipative. Uniqueness of dissipative solutions is an outstanding open problem.

In [2] a unique global semigroup of dissipative solutions was constructed, based on a
special transformation of variables leading to a system of ordinary differential equations.
As remarked by the authors, this does not provide uniqueness of solutions, since a different
constructive procedure may lead to distinct dissipative solutions. Similar approach, based
however on a transformation to Lagrangian variables, was followed by Holden and Raynaud
in [25]. On the other hand, uniqueness of the related class of conservative weak solutions, i.e.
solutions conserving locally the energy (see e.g. [I]) was proven in [4], based on construction
of a Lipschitz metric for the semigroup of solutions. Analogous strategy in Lagrangian
variables was used by Grunert, Holden and Raynaud in [26, 22 23] and a proof using
generalized characteristics has been recently presented by Bressan, Chen and Zhang in
[3]. Let us here also mention a recent paper [24], where another special class of weak
solutions, which interpolates between conservative and dissipative solutions was introduced
and studied. Finally, let us note that one can study various limits of solutions of the
Camassa-Holm equation, such as e.g. the convergence of solutions of to the entropy



solutions of Burgers equation in the vanishing diffusion limit, see the recent paper by Coclite
and di Ruvo [6] and references therein.

Our approach is different from those in the above mentioned papers. Namely, we study
arbitrary admissible weak solutions of the Camassa-Holm equation without any further
assumptions such as conservativeness or dissipativity. Denoting f* := max(f,0) and f~ :=
max(—f,0), we show that the ’square of derivative density’ (SDD), u2 (equal to the energy
density, u2 +u?, up to the regular term u?) can be decomposed into the positive part, (u;)?
and negative part (u; )2, which satisfy:

e function t — (u} (t,-))? is weakly ladcag and of bounded variation,
e function ¢ — (uj (t,-))? is weakly cadlag and of bounded variation.

Here, ’'ladcag’ denotes functions which are left continuous with right limits and ’cadlag’ —
right continuous with left limits.

This allows us to define the discrete (in time) part of the time-dependent dissipa-
tion/accretion measure for, separately, negative SDD and positive SDD by

/qﬁ Ydut(t, dz) _slg?+/¢ (s,2) dm—/qﬁ x))3de,

and

[ ot (t.dn) = [ o@)lu (t0)de ~ i [ o) (5.0,

R R s—=t~ JRr

where ¢ € C.(R) is an arbitrary continuous compactly supported test function. These two
measures might be useful in obtaining better insights into the structure of solutions and thus
approaching the uniqueness issues. The structure and properties of measures pu* as well as
their relation to dissipativity are subject of a forthcoming paper, [27]. Here let us only
consider for illustration the example of conservative peakon-antipeakon interaction. Namely,

it turns out that (see [I] for a detailed discussion) the function of the form:
ult, 2) = py()e T O1 _ py (el ©)
where ¢(0) < 0,p1(0) > 0,p1(t) = 5p(t), 1 (t) = 34(t) and

[p(0) + Ho] + [p(0) — Hyle™*

p(t) = Hp [p(o) + Ho] — [p(O) _ Ho]eHot’

e~ Hot/2 _ HileHot/2
aot) = q(0)—2log PO+ Hol 2p(+0)[p(0) Hoje!"o>
Hg = p(0)2(1 _ etz(o))

is a weak solution of the Camassa-Holm equation. This solution has a singularity at time

T= H%) log igggfgg, which is characterized by

li t,z)| =0
dim Slip\U( z)|

and

lim e(t) = lim 1(u2(t,az) +ui(t,z)) = lim 1((u;)2(t,;r)) = HZby(dx),

t—T— t—>T— 2 ’ t—T— 2

where the limits are taken in the weak sense and e(t) is the energy density. The solution
can be prolonged beyond the blow-up time T in a conservative way, i.e. so that it conserves
locally the energy, by setting for ¢t > T

u(t,x) = —u(2T —t,x).



We easily obtain then

tl_i>I%1+ e(t) = tl_i>I%1+ %(UQ(t,l‘) +ul(t,x))dx = t51%1+ %((u;")Q(t,a:))dx = HZdo(dx).

Thus, the SDD of @ is a.e. weakly continuous (in fact it is continuous except for
t = 0, where it vanishes), which, however, does not imply that the discrete parts of dissipa-
tion/accretion measures vanish. Indeed, u* = 2HZ2380(dx)do(dt) and p~ = —2H380(dx)do(dt),
which means that at time ¢ = 0 the whole SDD is transferred from negative SDD to positive
SDD as a singular package in x = 0. In this paper we show that any weak solution of the
Camassa-Holm equation, not necessarily the conservative one, can be studied in a similar
fashion.

Another measure of dissipation can be, due to BV regularity for fixed ¢, defined by

i) = & [ o ) e

and, similarly,

v () = g7 | o) (t.0) P

Measures, 1/(2' and 1/; can, in contrast to measures u™, =, account also for a continuous
in time dissipation/accretion of energy, averaged out by function ¢. The examples of such
continuous transfer of energy are stumpons and other travelling waves considered in [30].
Let us again emphasize that, as we demonstrate in this paper, measures V;r, v, exist for
any weak solution of the Camassa-Holm equation.

To prove our results, we develop the theory of nonunique characteristics, initiated in the
context of conservation laws by C. Dafermos, [I7] and applied by him to the Hunter-Saxton
equation, [I5, (16, [I8]. This theory was then further developed by T. Cieslak and the au-
thor in [I4] which led us to positive verification of the hypothesis of Zhang and Zheng, see
[32], stating that dissipative solutions of the Hunter-Saxton equation dissipate energy at the
highest possible rate. A similar question is also valid for the Camassa-Holm:

Does the principle of maximal energy/entropy dissipation (see [19]) select the (unique)
dissipative solution of the Camassa-Holm equation?

This question is widely open, not least due to lack of proof of uniqueness of dissipative
solutions, but also because of technical complexity of studying maximal dissipation of en-
ergy/entropy, see [I4] for the Hunter-Saxton case.

In the present paper, basing on the framework from [I4] we go beyond the Hunter-
Saxton equation, and develop a more general framework for studying weak solutions by use
of nonunique characteristics. In particular, considering equations of the form

(G) wp + utry = / A, y)lae®(t, ) + b (£, )dy.

we include the Camassa-Holm equation, for which, in contrast to the Hunter-Saxton equa-
tion, u, may propagate nonlocally. The hallmarks of our framework are:

e making use of transport of various quantities along highly non-unique characteristics,
e proving certain properties for every solution in a large class of weak solutions.

The second aspect is particularly important for approaching questions involving the whole
class of weak solutions such as the above mentioned criterion of maximal dissipation of
entropy/energy.



To prove the weak cadlag/ladcag/BV properties of (u})? and (u, )? and, consequently,
existence of u* and v* we specialize, however, to the Camassa-Holm equation. This is
due to the specific nature of the estimates. Nevertheless, similar considerations should be
possible for related equations of the form (G) upon suitable modification of the arguments.
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2 Main results

Let A: R xR — R be a bounded measurable function and a,b € R satisfy a > 0,b > 0. We
consider the general equation

(G) wp + utty = / Al )l (t,y) + b (¢, 9)dy

with the initial condition u(t = 0, z) = uo(z).
Definition 2.1 (Weak solutions). A function u : [0,00) x R = R is called a weak solution
of (G) if
o u(t,z) € C([0,00) x R),
° fR(au2(t, x) + bu(t,z))dx € L>=([0,0)),
o u(t=0,2) =up(x) forx € R,
o u(t,x) satisfies (G) in the sense of distributions.
Let us now impose the following assumptions on A.
Assumptions 2.2.

Alza,y) — Alz1, )
To — X1

L

- -4

and for every f € L*(R), the mapping x — [, A(z,y)f(y)dy is continuous.
Remark 2.3. Coefficients a,b, A for the Camassa-Holm equation and the related Hunter-
Sazton equation satisfy a > 0,b > 0 and Assumptions[2.4, see Lemma [{.]

For weak solutions of (G) Assumptions imply, by [16, Lemma 3.1] the existence of
characteristics. More precisely, we have the following straightforward result.

Proposition 2.4. Let u be a weak solution of (G) under Assumptions . Then for every
¢ € R there exists a (nonunique) characteristic of u emanating from (, i.e. a function
¢ :]0,00) = R, which satisfies:

* ¢(0)=¢,

o GC(t) = ult, (),

o Fult.C(t) = Jp A1), y)law?(t,y) + buZ(t, y)]dy.
To introduce the technical results of this paper we need some definitions. For (,n € R,

1 # ¢ let ¢(t),n(t) be arbitrary characteristics emanating from ¢ and 7, respectively. Define
quantities



and

Note that Assumptions easily imply
Ki(y) > —L. (8)

In the following we will also consider sets S C R such that for every ( € S and
0 < t < T the characteristic ((t) is unique and K;, defined by , can for n > ( be
decomposed as

Ki(y) = L(C(t), y) + Li(y) + Li(y) + L (v), (9)

where L is independent of n(t) and for some real constants C1, Cs, C3

. 1
Li(y) = Clwl[g(t),n(t)] (y), (10)
ILZ ()] < Coliewyme (), (11)
IL}(y)| < Csh(t). (12)

Our first result shows that not only u, but also u, evolves along characteristics.

Proposition 2.5. Let u be a weak solution of (G), where (G) is such that Assumptions
are satisfied and that decomposition @D- holds for any y € R, any characteristics
¢(t),n(t) and universal constants Cy,Cq,C5. Then there exists a family of sets {St}r>0
such that for every ( € Sp and 0 <t <T

o(t) = —v?(t) + AL(C(t)7y)(au2(t7y) +buz(t,y))dy + Cr(au?(t,C(t) + bo*(1),  (13)

where v(t) := ug(t,((t)). Moreover, Sy, C St, for Ty > Ty and |R\ Up-, St| = 0.

Our second result depends more on the structure of the equation, so we formulate and
prove it for the Camassa-Holm equation only. Nevertheless, the same strategy may be useful
for studying related equations of the form (G).

Theorem 2.6. Let [o, 5] C R be a compact interval. Let u be a weak solution of the
Camassa-Holm equation. Then

t—0+

lim (uy (t,2))%de = / (u; (0,2))%dx
[a(8),8(1)] (e, ]

where a(t) and B(t) are arbitrary characteristics emanating from « and 8, respectively.

Theorem states that the part of u2 related to negative slope of u is right continuous
along characteristics. The same result for positive slopes does not hold (see the example
of the peakon-antipeakon interaction in Section . Nonetheless, it is possible to prove the
existence of right limits.

Theorem 2.7. Let [o,8] C R be a compact interval. Let u be a weak solution of the
Camassa-Holm equation. Then for any pair of characteristics a(t) and 5(t) emanating from
a and B the function t — f[a(t)ﬁ(t)] (uf (t,7))%dz has locally bounded variation. In particular,
there exists the limit

lim (u) (t,z))*dr = Ai(')’ﬁ(').

=07 (), 8(1)]
This limit depends on the choice of characteristics «(t), 8(t) and can be made unique by
selecting e.g. the leftmost characteristics (see Section@for definition).



Theorems [2.6] and [2.7] can be generalised by duality, see Section [I0] to left limits. We
obtain the following general result.

Theorem 2.8. Let u be a weak solution of the Camassa-Holm equation. Fix tg > 0. Let
a(+), B(+) be any characteristics of u satisfying a(ty) < B(to). Then

lim (et 2))2dz = / (U= (t, )2, (14)
t=tg Jla(1),8(1)] [a(t0),B(to)]
lim (uf(t,x))?de = / (uf (to,x))?dx. (15)
ity Jla(t),6(1)] [(t0),B(to)]

Moreover, functions
t— (uf (t,z))%dx
[ee(t),8(t)]
and
t— (ug (t,2))%dx
[ee(t),B(8)]
have locally bounded variation. In particular, there exist nonnegative numbers A7
AOPO) such that

a()ﬁ()

lim (uf (t,2))2de = ASOPO), (16)
t—>tar [a(t),B(1)]
lim (u;(t7$))2dx = A(i()’ﬁ() (17)

t=ty Jla(t),(t)]
Using Theorem [2.8] we obtain, by suitable approximation with step functions, our main
weak-continuity result.

Theorem 2.9. Let u be a weak solution of the Camassa-Holm equation. Then
o function t — (uf(t,-))? is weakly ladcag (left-continuous with right limits) and BV,
o function t — (ug (t,-))? is weakly cadlag (right-continuous with left limits) and BV,yc.

More precisely, for any time tg > 0 and any continuous compactly supported function ¢ :

R — [0, 00)
lim / o(z) (u3 (1, 2))%da / o) (u (to, ))%d,

tim [ o) () da [ sttt to,2)ds,

and there exist limits

im z)(uf (t,2))%dx
sim [ ot t2)
lim [ ¢(x)(u, (¢, 2))*d.

t—t, JR

Moreover, the limits are linear in ¢ and so define bounded linear functionals on C.(R).
Finally, for any continuous compactly supported function ¢ : R — [0,00) the functions

£ /R () (us (¢, 2))2dz
t»—)/qﬁ x))?dx

have locally bounded variation on [0, 00)

and



Theorem can be then directly used to define measures u* and p~ (by the Riesz
representation theorem) as well as measures 1/$ and Vg, a8 described in Section

3 Our framework and strategy of proof

To prove Proposition [2.5| we proceed in several steps.

1. For {,n € R let {(t),n(t) be arbitrary characteristics emanating from ¢ and 7, respec-
tively. Recall the quantities

ht) = n(t) = <),
p(t) = u(t,n(t)) —ult, (),
w(t) = p(t)/h(t).

Then, as long as h(t) # 0, the quantities h(t) and p(t) satisfy, due to Proposition

h = p, (18)

p = /R[A(n(t)vy)—A(C(t)vy)][aug(tvy)+bui(t,y)]dy7 (19)

o = =t s [ 1A0.) — ACW. et y) + i )d0)
Hence,

wlr)—lo) == [ o+ [ B ( [ G(0.9) = A lfan0.0) + bui(t,yﬂdy) dt,
(21)
which, by definition of K, (7), can be expressed as

o) —wie) =~ [+ [ ( [ Kl + v y)]dy) o (22)

2. In the following crucial step of the proof we pass to the limit n — ¢ in 7 to obtain
that for a.e. ¢ belonging to a certain set (called L7"""),

o)~ vl = - [ " (1)t + / ' / L), ) (au®(t,y) + b2 (1, y))dydt

- " Oy (@ (1, C(0) + b (1, (1)),

where 0 < o <7 < T and v(p) := u,(p,{(p)). In this passage, the critical role is played
by various properties of characteristics, which we demonstrate. This step (especially
the main technical result, Lemma follows the lines of [14] adapted to a new setting.

3. We conclude that for a.e. ¢ € L%mque the derivative u, evolves, for ¢ € [0,T), along
the characteristics according to the equation:

o(t) = —v*(t) + /R L(¢(t), y)(au®(t,y) + buz (t,y))dy + Cr(au?(t,C(1)) + bv*(t)), (23)

which proves Proposition [2.5

Next, we use equation to prove Theorem as follows.

1. Equation for the Camassa-Holm equation reads:

1
b=u?— v - P.
2



2. Using this equation we estimate the quantity

/ (ug (¢, x))2da — / (w5 (0, 2))2de
[a(t),B(t)] [, 8]

by decomposing intervals [a, 5] and a(t), 8(t) with respect to different properties of

respective characteristics (unique, unique with bounded difference quotients, other).
The central role is again played by properties of characteristics, which we further
investigate. Since the estimates are not invariant with respect to the sign of v, the fact
that the negative part of derivative is considered is vital.

To prove Theorem [2.7 we show that for 5 > ¢ > 0

/ (u (b2, 2))2d > / (u(tr, 2))2da + f(ts — 1)
[a(t2),B(t2)] [a(t1),8(t1)]

for some sufficiently regular function f. This means that the function

t— (uf (t,2))*dz
[ex(t),8(8)]
is increasing up to a regular correction which precludes wild oscillations and guarantees
existence of the left limit. Since f can be chosen Lipschitz continuous, we obtain in fact
BV}, regularity of t — f[a(t)’ﬁ(t)] (uf (t,z))%dz.

Theorem [2.8]is a relatively straightforward consequence of Theorems [2.6|and 2.7 and the
fact that for a weak solution u of the Camassa-Holm equation functions —u(ty — t,z) and
u(t — to, x) are also weak solutions.

Finally, Theorem [2.9] follows from Theorem [2.8 by suitable approximation of function ¢
by step functions.

The remaining part of the paper is organised as follows. In Section [ we show that the
Camassa-Holm equation and Hunter-Saxton equation fit into our framework. In Section
we show the crucial properties and estimates on characteristics. In particular, we prove that
almost every (in suitable sense) characteristic has the uniqueness property. In Section |§| we
obtain the equation for evolution of u, along characteristics, thus proving Proposition [2.5]
In Section [7] we prove some auxiliary results, which are applied in Sections [§] 0] [I0] and [T1]

to prove Theorems and respectively.

4 Camassa-Holm and Hunter-Saxton fit in

The Camassa-Holm equation, , can be written in the form

1 . 1
(CH) i, = [ Gsgnla = e 0m) + G )dy

whereas the Hunter-Saxton equation as
(18) w0, = [ e 0) 020 0),
Hence, they both can be regarded as special cases of equation
(©) ur s = [ Alelav?(t,) + b )y
with
(C-H) Alz,y) = %sgn(x —y)e T a=1, b=2

(H-S) A(,Y) = Vcoor)(¥) = 1,00y (T —y), a=0, b=



One can note that both for H-S and C-H the kernel A(z,y) can be expressed in the form
A(z,y) = A(x — y) for certain A.

Lemma 4.1. For both H-S and C-H we have a > 0,b > 0 and coefficients A satisfy As-
sumptions 2.2

Proof. The conditions a > 0,b > 0 are obvious. To show that A satisfies Assumptions
we proceed as follows. Let x1 < x2. Then for Hunter-Saxton

A(x%y) - A(xlvy) = 1[zl,xz]<y) > 0.

For Camassa-Holm, on the other hand,

1

A(wa,y) — Alr1,y) = 5[59”(332 —y)e 27— sgn(ay —y)e~ T

1 1
= lsgn(ez —y) = sgn(as —y))e™ 7 4 Dsgn(as —y)(e Y

Now, the first term is nonnegative, and the second is bounded from below by —(xzo — 1)
due to the fact that e~1*! is Lipschitz with constant 1. Finally, for f € L*(R) the continuity

of
x
o [ty
—00
is obvious, whereas continuity of

v [ gaanla = e )y

follows by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem. This proves continuity of the
mapping = — [ A(z,y)f(y)dy for f € L'(R) for C-H and H-S. O

Consequently, by Proposition [2:4] weak solutions of both H-S and C-H satisfy the system
of characteristics

T =u,
{ﬂ = Ja Alz, y)[av?(y) + bu3 (y)ldy.
Lemma 4.2. K; for the Camassa-Holm and Hunter-Saxton equations can be, for n > (,

expressed in the form @D—.
Proof. The case of Hunter-Saxton is straightforward. For Camassa-Holm we obtain

_e—\fﬂl—?ﬂ).

falw) = n()
— gaay (10 = e O (0~ e
- %@) ((89"(77(@ —y) — sgn(C(t) — y))e” MOV 4 sgn(C(t) — y) (e MOV — €,|<(t),y‘)>
= —%6_'““_@" + K (y) + K2 (y) — K2 (y) — KP2(y),
where
1
K'(y) = @H«tm(m(y),
1
K*(y) = wl[cm,n(m(y)(e"”“)’y‘*1),
21 1 )
Ki'(y) = Qh(t/g(t) sgn(C(t) — y)sgn(s —y)) (e 7Y — e~ 1O~V gg,
(t)
ng(y) = 2h1t /n (sgn(C(t) — y)sgn(s —y) — 1)67\C(t)fyld8_

10



Indeed,

K0+ KE2(0) = g icwrone "0 = g (san(a(t) = ) = sgnc(0) = )e 0
and
—%6 [C(t)—yl _ K21( ) K22( )
(®)
_ f%e -yl _ /” _ )sgn(s — gle= 1 — e—I6O=3ly g
n(t)

= —%(t) /m sgn(C(t) — y)sgn(s — y)e 1" ~¥lds

_ Sg?’l(C(t) — y) i) —|s—y|

= "o /((t) —sgn(s —y)e”*7Yds

o 2h() /C(t) dSe y

_ 59”(2@;51(5)) Y) (=103l _ ~IcO-11).

/

For these terms we easily obtain the following estimates

K2 < ewymn (v),
KR < 5 sup el - e k0l < )
2 selc(t).m(®)]

K2 < Ly ()

Hence, denoting

LG()y) = —ge 0
Li(y) = K!'(y),
L7 (y) K2 (y) + K*(y)
Liy) = Ki'(y)
we conclude. O

5 Boundedness of w along characteristics

In this section we prove the most important results related to characteristics. Let us begin
by introducing the leftmost and rightmost characteristics.

Lemma 5.1. Let u: [0,T] x R — R be a locally bounded continuous function. Let {xq}aca
be a family of functions satisfying, fort € [0,T],

To(t) = u(t,ra(t)),
gga(()) = X.

Then function y(t) := sup,e 4 To(t) satisfies
y(t) = u(t, y(t)).
Similarly, function z(t) = infaea zo(t) satisfies

(t) = ult, 2(1)).

11



Proof. Function y(t) is Lipschitz continuous as supremum of a family of uniformly Lipschitz
continuous functions (see e.g. [14 Proposition 3.5]). Fix t € (0,7) and € > 0. Let 6 > 0
be so small that for every (s,z) € [t — d,t 4+ d] x [y(t) — 26u(t, y(t)), y(t) + 20u(t, y(t))] we
have |u(s,z) — u(t,y(t))| < e. Then for any « such that z,(t) > y(t) — %u(t,y(t)) and
s € (t—0,t+ 0) we obtain

[7a(s) = 2a(t) = (s = Hult, y(O)] < |s — t]supfulr, 2a(r)) — ult, y(t))] < els — 1|
Consequently,

y(s) = wals) = zalt) + (s — H)ult, y(t)) — els — 1.

Taking the supremum over o we obtain

y(s) = y(t) + (s — thu(t,y(t)) — els — 1.
Hence, if y(-) is differentiable in ¢ then

By arbitrariness of € we conclude. The proof for z(t) is analogous. O

Corollary 5.2. Let u be a weak solution of (G). Then for every to > 0 and { € R there
exists the rightmost characteristic emanating from ¢ at time #y. It is defined as the unique
characteristic ¢"(t), which satisfies ("(tg) = ¢ and ¢"(t) > ((t) for every t > tg and ev-
ery characteristic () emanating from ¢ at time tg. Similarly, there exists the leftmost
characteristic, ¢! emanating from ¢ at time to, which is defined analogously.

Proof. Immediate consequence of Lemma combined with [I6, Lemma 3.1]. O

Next, let us make precise the notion of unique forwards and unique backwards charac-
teristic.

Definition 5.3. Let u be a weak solution of (G).

o A characteristic () of u on [0,T] is called unique forwards if for every characteristic
n(-) of u such that n(ty) = ((to) for some ty € [0,T] we have n(t) = ((t) for every
t € [to, T, see Fig. |1 left.

o A characteristic {(-) of u on [0,T] is called unique backwards if for every characteristic
n(:) of u such that n(ty) = ((to) for some ty € [0,T] we have n(t) = ((t) for every
t € [0,t0], see Fig. |1] right.

T ¢(t) ¢(t)

0—¢ Z

Figure 1: Schematic presentation of unique forwards characteristic (left) and unique backwards
characteristic (right). Unique forwards characteristics have no branching sites yet may collide
with other characteristics. Contrarily, unique backwards do not collide with other characteristics
yet may branch.
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Let now (,n € R. Recalling formulas — we obtain

o = ettt g A0 — ACW ) + bl o)y
= —wl+ / Ky(y)aw?(t,y) + bul (t, y)]dy. (24)
R

Our goal is to identify the sets ST > ¢ on which it is possible to pass to the limit n — ( in
(24). To this end, we define

Cim swp [ fau(t,y) + bl (e, )y
te[0,00) JR
and begin with an elementary estimate of w.

Lemma 5.4. Under Assumptions[2.
w > —w?-LC, (25)

w(ty) ; VLC tan (—@(tl — to) + arctan <°:’/(%>) (26)

fOTOStO < ty.

Proof. The first inequality follows easily from and while for the second we calculate:

o = —&*-1LC,
dw
#=rc — "
1 dw
— = —dt,
L01+(¢%C)2
1 w(tl)) wl(to)
— |arcta — arctan = —(t1 —1o),
\/LClr n<\/LC VIC .
w

—~
~
=
—

VLCtan |—VLC(t; — tg) + arctan (w(to)

Moreover,

d . 2 ~2 ~N(~ ~

%(w—w) <w -0 =—-(w+0)(®w—-w) <K|®—w|
Taking the initial condition @(tp) — w(tg) = 0 and using the Gronwall inequality we obtain
w — w < 0, which proves . O
Definition 5.5. Let T},q0 1= 8\/% and for every t € [0, Trnas) define

Q1) = VICtan(VLCt— g),
I, = {(eR:u.(0,¢) is a limit of difference quotients and u,(0,() > Q(t)},
ique,N | _ .
LT = € It e g ouiccr d)selon — IV S wls) < N3,
Itunique _ U I;u,nique,N.
N=1

The idea behind these definitions is the following. I; is (see Proposition the set
of ¢, which give rise to characteristics which are certainly unique backwards until time ¢
(however, it does not encompass all such unique characteristics, compare Definition .
The set I;""“¢ C I, contains characteristics which are additionally unique forwards and
have w bounded, which could correspond to a considerably smaller set. The main technical
result regarding these sets (Lemma is that I, and I"""¢ are in fact equal up to a set
of measure 0.
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Proposition 5.6. Sets I, and I/ 7" have the following properties.

a) If ¢ € I, then there exists N € N such that w(s) > —N for every n € (( — +,() U
(¢, ¢+ %) and s € [0,1].

b) If ¢ € I, then ((t) is unique backwards on [0,%].

¢) For ¢ € I}'"™9"“N e (¢ — 4. QU C+ %) and s € [0,t] we have

[ = Cle™™* < [n(s) = C(s)] < I — ¢le™*.

d) For ¢ € I N the characteristic C(t) is unique forwards and backwards.

Proof. 1If ¢ € I, then u,(0,¢) > Q(t) and, consequently, w(0) > Q(t) for |n— (| small enough.
Using formula we obtain a). To prove b) we observe that A = wh. Condition w(s) >
—N leads then to h(s)/h(0) > e~*. The proof of c) is analogous, while d) follows from
¢). Indeed, if a characteristic starting from ¢ is nonunique then there exist characteristics
G1(+), G2() satistying ¢1(0) = (2(0) = ¢ and (1(s0) < (2(so) for some 0 < sy < t. Hence,
0 < C2(s0) — C1(s0) < n(s0) — C1(s0) < (n—¢)elVs0, where 7(+) is the rightmost characteristic
emanating from n > ¢. Taking n — (', we obtain a contradiction. O

Lemma 5.7. Let u be a weak solution of (G). Fiz T < Traz. Then |I\ | yey T4 | =
0. Equivalently, I, = ['"i9ue = Unen IuniquesN - aphere both equalities hold up to a set of
measure 0.

Proof. Observe that I, = U{t>7’t€Q} I;. Hence, it is enough to show that for fixed ¢ €
(T7 Tma;c) )
1\ | remieeN| <o

NeN
To this end, define
Jfad = {(el :VE>OVM>03776(C7C+€)HSE[O,T]U‘)C’W(‘S) > M},
Jfad = {C €l Ve>0vM>OE|77€(C—e7(:)356[0,7—](‘}47"(5) > M}a

where wS" is calculated for any characteristic 7(s) starting from 7. To conclude, it suffices,
in view of Proposition , to show that |JP?¢| = 0 and |J%¢| = 0.
For this purpose, define, for every ¢, M, 4,
5
= [¢;ml,
where 7 is such that n € ({,{ + J) and there exists s € [0, 7] such that w(s) > M. Then
M=} 6> 0,¢ € i)

is a covering of J?¢. By the Vitali covering theorem we obtain an at most countable pairwise
disjoint family of closed intervals F™ C M such that

et M

holds up to a set of measure 0. F* can be represented as | ;- {[¢;, n:]} with fixed timepoints
s; satisfying w®" (s;) > M, for some fixed characteristics 7;(s). Using the formula tan(a +
B) = 73?5:()3:;5? /;) we obtain, by (26,

tan(—vVLC(t; — o)) + F

w(tl) Z
1 —tan(—vLCO(t; — 1))~ \/ﬁ
B msin(—@(tl —t)) + ‘:’/(% cos(—VLC(t; —tp))
a cos(—VLC(t — to)) — 222 sin(—vLC(t1 — to))
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Above, we used also the fact that for fixed A < ¢t and ¢y < t; < A <t we have

tan(—VLO(t, — to))% <1—k(t,\) (27)

for some (t, A) > 0 dependent on A, t, see definition of I;. Hence, for tg < t3 < t,

/t Cw(t)dh > In <cos(—@(t2 —to) - ‘*\’/(I’%) sin(—vIC(ts to))> ,

which means that

w(to)

h(tz) = hito)elia “ED% > (1) {COS(VE(tQto)) Sin(m(tzto))}
(28)

Taking to := s;,t2 := t and denoting w;(s) := wS(s), h;(s) := n;(s) — (;(s) we arrive at

a

hi(t) > hi(s) [cos(—@(t—si)) wi(sl)sm( \/ﬁ(t—si))]

vVLC
> hi(s) S5 Gn(VIG( = 50)) > Mhi(si)(t — 1)
i\Si —Si)) Z & AR
- vLC 2
where we used the estimate sin(z) > §x for z < 5. Let us now assume that M >

Vv LC tan (%77). Then, by Lemma w;(t) > VLC and by (27) and ( with t9 = s;

and to := 0, we have h;(s;) > h;(0)x cos(w/4). Using these 1nequaht1es we calculate

> - rni(t)
/Rug(t,x)dx > ;/m ul(t, z)dx
> i(m(t) 0 / (()) u2(t,2)da
> §<m<t> ~ ) [M / (()) ur(t, x)dx] 2
> S [R]
- ihi(t)wﬂﬂ
> LCihi(t)
=
> L(;Mim(sz)(tﬂ
e T)LCMCSS 7 /4)(t ZW )
> H(t,T)LCMC;)S(ﬂ'/4)( — )|thad|.

Since fR u2(t,z)dx is bounded by the definition of weak solutions, taking M — oo we
conclude that |J?*?| = 0. The proof for J?%¢ is analogous. O

As mentioned before, set I; contains not all starting points of characteristics unique until
time ¢. Similarly, set I}/™"7““" does not contain all starting points of characteristics, for
which w is bounded by N. To encompass all (up to a set of measure 0, see Lemma [5.9)) such
characteristics, we introduce a second family of sets.
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Definition 5.8.

pemiaeeN . —fe e R : ((s) is unique forwards on [0,1],
C(s) is a Lebesgue point of u,(s,-) for almost every s € [0,t] and
Yne(t— % Qucc)selon — NV S wls) <N},
unique unique, N
Lymae = ppmeer
N=1

Lemma 5.9. For every N € N we have [I}"*7"%N\ L¥™19N| — 0 and hence |11\ L] =
0.

Proof. Using Fubini theorem one can show that for almost every ¢ € I} point ((s) is
a Lebesgue point of u.(s, ) for almost every s (see [16, Page 166]). O

Our goal in the remaining part of the section is the following convergence result, whose
proof follows the lines of [14].

Theorem 5.10. Let u be a weak solution of (G) and let f € L>([0,T],L*(R)). Then there
exists a sequence €, — 0 such that for almost every ¢ € Ly and 0 < 0 <7 < T we have

T 1 (e (1) ] ]
L <(< + €k)l(t) _ C(t) ~/C(t) f(tay) Yy — f(ta C(t))> t

where (¢ + €)' () is the leftmost characteristic emanating from ¢ + €, see Corollary

Remark 5.11. Since, by Lemma TEMane o LEMAYC fup to a set of measure 0), the
convergence holds for almost every ¢ € I;""9"°.

lim sup =0, (29)

k—oc0

To prove Theorem we introduce a more convenient notation.

Definition 5.12. Let u be a weak solution of (G). For ¢ € R define function M¢(() by

My(¢) = ¢'(1),
where (!(t) is the leftmost characteristic of u emanating from ¢, see Corollary
Proposition 5.13. For every ¢ € L'™"“N and ¢ < 1/N we have
i) My(C+e€) = M(Q) < ee'™,
i) My(C+€) = My(Q) > ee™™,
i) My(C) = e V.
Proof. Using equation h(t) = h(0)e)o “()9s we obtain ee=*N < M;(¢ + €) — My(¢) < ee'™,
which proves i) and ii). Dividing ii) by € and taking lim inf we obtain iii). O

Proposition 5.14. Let u be a weak solution of (G). Fiz N € N. Let ¢(1),C(7) be functions
(possibly dependent on N ) satisfying 0 < ¢(1) < C(1) < oo for every 7 € [0,T) such that:
i) M{(C) = (),
it) My(C+€) — M(¢) < eC(7),
iii) My(C+€) — M(C) > ec(T)

for every ¢ € 4L%mque’N and 0 <t <7 <T. Let f € L>([0,T), L*(R)). Then for almost
every ¢ € Lq}mq“e’N and 0 < o <71 < T we have

T 1 (e (1) ] ]
/U <(C + Ek)l(t) _ C(t) ~/C(t) f(tay) Yy — f(ta C(t))> t

for some sequence €, — 0.

lim sup =0. (30)

k—oco
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Proof. We show that

. 1 (CcHol () —c(t)
lgr(l) puriaueN /0 ((C + E)l(t) —C(t) /0 |f(C() +y,t) — f(C(t)vt”dy) dtd¢ =0

(31)
Indeed,

1 (o' () —<(®)
Lumw < T+l = (t)/o |£(C(t) +y,t) —f(C(t),t)|dy> d¢

/ /Mt(C-‘rC)—]Wt(C)
Lumque N\ M; C-|- (C)

C(‘re
/.. ( : / +y,t>—f<<<t>,t>|dy>dc
L. ‘que,
g°(

/un?que N

where ¢¢(z) :=

[F(C(t) +y,t) = f(C(t),t)Idy> d

IN

('h
[}

))d¢ =: Sy (1),

e fOC(T)e |f(z+y,t) — f(z,t)|dy. Now, since g¢ is bounded, nonnegative
and Borel measurable, we obtain, using the change of variables in the Stjeltjes integral (see
[21]) and neglecting the singular part of measure dMy,

/Mt(L;W»N)gE(Z)dZ - /L;W,Nf(Mt(C))th(o

/L e I M) M (C)dC = () / g°(My(¢))dC.

X >, N
Lunique,
T

Y

Hence,

A L “(2)dz
St < o /MAL%WN)Q( )d

1 1 C(T)E
- c<r>/Mt<LwN> rer G TR (GO
C(r) 1 e B
T/Rw/o |f(z+y,t) — f(z,t)|dydz.

(1)

IN

Now, since f(-,t) € L*(R) we obtain
lim S%(¢) = 0.

e—0

Moreover, S§(t) < QCCQ(:) lfIlz><(0,7],.1 (r))- This implies, by the Lebesgue dominated con-

vergence theorem,
-
lim Sy (t)dt =
e~>0+‘/g N( )

which, after extraction of a subsequence, proves . O

Proof of Theorem [5.10. The proof follows immediately by use of Propositions[5.13} [5.14] and
a diagonal argument (compare [14, Proposition 5.3]). O
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6 Proof of Proposition

Let St := L;mque\ZT7 where Z7 is such that |Zr| = 0 and Theorem holds for every
¢ € St. Let ¢ € Sp. Integrating from o to 7 we obtain

w(r)-wlo) = - [ S0+ / h(lt) [0 - Al t.0) + e, )l

[ [ Kl + ey

L(¢(t), y)aw? (t,y) + bus (t,y)ldydt

1
W Lic),me)] (y) [CWQ (t,y) + bui (t,y)]dydt

~
N

()lan® (t,y) + bui (t, )] dydt

h
- W

_l’_
T
— T

2 (y)au?(t, y) + bu (t, y)|dydt

= T1—|—/ / Vau?®(t,y) + bu(t,y)]dydt + T3 + Ty + Ts.
Since ¢ € St we have the following convergences as k — 0o, where n = ( + €, and €, was
constructed in Theorem [5.10}

e 1'(s) — ((s) uniformly on [0, 7] by Proposition
o w(p) = ux(p,C(p)) for almost every p € [0,T) due to the fact that ((¢) is a Lebesgue
point of u,(t,-) for almost every t,

o T) — — f; u2(t,((t))dt by boundedness of w and the Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem,

o Ts — Cy [T (au®(C(t), t) + buZ({(t), t))dt by Theorem with f = au? + bu?,

e T, — 0 by estimate

i Co
i< [ [ Cotion o)+t lddt < £ sup ((G+er) (0~
o JR 1 te[0,T]

e 75 — 0 by estimate

|T5| < C5 sup h(t / /au (t,y) + bu(t,y)]dydt,
te[0,T]

where we used estimates —. Using these convergences, we obtain

a6 — ol 6() = = [ a2 (0.0 / [ B0 et + byt
e / (au?(t, C(1) + bul (£, C (1))t

which is equivalent to . Inclusion S7, C St, for T > T is obvious by construction and
IR\ Up<o S| = 0 follows by Lemma [5.7, Lemma and the fact that (J,. It = R.

Corollary 6.1. A weak solution, u, of Camassa-Holm satisfies

1
@:u2—§vz—P (32)

where v(t) = u, (C(t), 1), for every t € [0,T)] provided that ¢ € Sp. Moreover, if ¢ € LuaueN
then |v] < N on [0,T] and thus for every ¢ € St there exists N such that |v| < N on [0,T].

18



7 Continuity theorems for Camassa-Holm — preliminary
results

Change of variables formula
If ¢ is a bounded nonnegative Borel measureable function then (see [21I]) for 0 <¢ < T

/ o(2)dz = / a(My(0))dM (C).
M, (A) A

If now A C L™ then for every ¢ € A there exists N such that
Viec— 40U+ ) seoy — NV Sw(s) < N.
Hence, for n € (( — +,¢) U (¢, ¢ + 77) we have

Nt < M;(n) — Mq(Q) < Nt
s—,—¢ =

This implies that the singular part of measure dM, satisfies dM;""9""*"(A) = 0 and hence
dM; can be replaced by M/(¢)d(. We obtain

/ g(2)dz
M (A)

/A 9(My(C))dMy(O)

/A a(My(Q)M(C)dC.

Estimate of vZM;

Proposition 7.1. Let ((-), with ¢ € L;"ique be a unique characteristic of (C-H) satisfying
for some positive constants Vi, Va,

e p=u’—1v2P-P
o —Vo<v<-ViorVi<wv<V;on[0,T],
where v(t) = uy(t,((t)) and u(t) = u(t,{(t)). Then for every t € [0,T] we have

e*%((supu)ngsup(P)) < M < ea—i((supu)QJrsup(P))

= E0)M(0) | )

where My(n) = n'(t) and n'(t) is the unique leftmost characteristic emanating from 1.

Remark 7.2. Estimate 1s independent of V5.

Proof. We have h = wh and hence h(t) = h(())efot w($)ds Using the fact that n(s) — (s) for
every s € [0,¢] and boundedness of w on [0,t] we obtain
. h(t) i ¢ ¢
M}(¢) = lim ——= = lim edo @(5)ds = ¢fo v(s)ds 34
t(C) n—C h(O) n—C ( )
where we used Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem to pass to the limit. Thus, we
have the equations

1
b= u2 - 51}2 — P,
Mt/(g) = efot U(S)ds’
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which can be transformed into

. 1, u? — P
= |14+ -—
! ! { +—1/2v2}’

M) = w(OMI(Q).
Hence (below, for the sake of readability we skip the indexes ¢,{ by M),

uw?—P
—1/2v?

;lt( M) = 200M" + 02 M’ = —o® {1 +

} M +v3M' = 2v(u?® — P)M'.

Since both v and M’ are bounded and bounded away from 0, we can calculate the logarithmic
derivative:

d 1 d 2(u? — P)
-1 2M/ _ el QMI _
a M) = o g M) v
which means that
2 / 2 t 2(u —P)
(v M')(t) = (v M')(0)elo ~
Estimate follows. O

Symmetry of equation

Lemma 7.3. Let u be a weak solution of (G):

we + g = / Az, y)[au?(y) + b2 (y)]dy.

Then the function u*T(t,z) :== —u(T — t, ) satisfies equation
2
Tl = [ A ) + bl )l
with initial condition ubT (0,z) = —u(T, x).
Proof. Substitution. O

8 Proof of Theorem 2.6

Definition 8.1. Let u be a weak solution of (C-H). We define
Dyt = {¢ € L™ Ve glus(s,(s))] < N}

By Corollary [6.1] we obtain Ly™4eN < puricueN,

L?nique,N _ Dz;,nique,N

Remark 8.2. In general it is not clear whether . Strict inclusion

might be due to the following effect. Consider, for instance, the function

0 if xft <1/2
tx/t—1/2) if1/2<a/t <3/2
#3/2—x/t) if1<x/t<3/2
0 if )t > 3/2

u(t,x) =

Then although u,(t,0) = 0 for every t > 0, the best possible uniform bound for difference
quotients on the half-line (¢,0),t > 0 is 1/2.

Let now u be a weak solution of (C-H) and fix e > 0. Moreover, let a(-), 3(-) be the leftmost
characteristics emanating from «, /3, respectively (for general case see the end of this section).
Choose T > 0 so small that

20



/ 2(0,0)dC < e, (35)
[e, BI\IT

Ts37ic (36)
7 < Y2 (sup(u?) + sup(P)) ! (37)

2

QT) < —4((supu)? + sup(P))?,

where Q(T") and I are defined in Definition[5.5|and the suprema are taken over the compact
set confined by the characteristics a(-), 3(-) and lines t = 0 and t = T (see Fig. [2).

a(t) B(t)

T

« B
Figure 2: Schematic drawing of the area considered in the proof of Theorem [2.6| The area is

confined by characteristics a(-), 5(-) and straight lines {t = 0},{t =T'}.

Note that under these assumptions we have

/ W2(0,)dC < ¢
[a,b]\ It

for ¢ € [0,T] since Iy C I; for ¢ € [0,T).
Next, choose N so that:

N > max(1, (2((supu)? + sup(P))?),

N > T(sup(u)? + sup(P)) + VLC (38)

e N is so large that (using Lemma
[ 00 < (39)
Ip\IuriaueN

and, consequently, [} \ unisue.n u2(0,¢)d¢ < € and Jip\ puniauen u2(0,¢)d¢ < € for

every t € [0,T] (due to inclusions I*9““N ¢ puriaueN o pumiaueN o puniqueNy

N > VLC max(tan(37/8), tan(vVLCT)). (40)

Finally, choose t. < T so small that

L]
leNte — 1] < ¢, e Nte 1| < e, (41)

(42)



Now, for fixed t € [0, t.], decompose

[0, 8] = (D™ 0 [, B]) U (D™ ™) A e, B) U (o, B\ IT),

Q
—

~
N
=
—~

o~
N

and estimate:

’/ <%uwfwf/ (u (0, 0))%d
[a(t),B(t)] [, 8]

<[ AP [ 0,02
M (DY N Ao B]) Dyt N nfa,p]

+ uy (0,¢))%d
Awmf (0,0))%dC

(0.0
(Ir\Dy™ " )N[a, B

S (i (,2) %
Mi((Lyime\ DN ala, B])

+f (b)) =L+ T+ Ty + Lo+ I,
lae(t),B(t)]\ M (L3 9"¢)

Term I,
First, observe that for ¢ € D*""““" we have

|o| < sup(u)? + sup(P) + %NQ. (43)
Hence, by |v| < N and
[02(8) = 02()] < folt) — v(s)]Io(e) + v(s)] < 2N (sup(u)? +sup(P) + IN?),

which for 0 < s <t < t. gives, by

(1) —v*(s)| <€ (44)
and .
t) — < —, 4
[v(t) = v(s)| < 5 (45)
To estimate I; we calculate:
no= wrta)Pds= [ (0.0
M, (DN nfar, B]) DymianeN nfa, g]
<[ . it [ 2(0,)dC
M (D% N o, 81N {u, (0,-)<0}) DyriaueNnla, BN {u, (0,-)<0})
+f (wf (t.2)Pds + [ (u5 (1, 2))2dz
My (D™ N Ao, B]0{u, (0,-)<0}) M (D™ N o, 8]0 {uq (0,-)20})
< / ui(t,z)dz—/ ui(O,C)dC
M (D™ 1N N[, 81N {ug (0,-)<0}) Dy N Ao, 810 {u. (0,-)<0})

+e(B(t) — alt) + e(B(t) — at)-

The last estimate above follows by and observation that if u, changes sign along a
characteristic (as is the case in two last terms) then there exists s such that v(s) = 0. Using
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the change of variables formula from Section [7] we estimate further

L o< /, G MOMOdC— [ W2(0,)dC

prriaveN g g1n{u, (0,-)<0} pyrriave:N g gln{u, (0,-)<0}
+26(B(1) — a(t))

< o a2, MUC)MQ) — w20, Q)G + 26(8(8) — (b))
Dyt e N[, BlN{ug (0,)<0}

< o 2, M) IM(C) — 11
D;””q“c’ N[, B]N{u(0,-)<0}
o a2 (8, Mu(€)) — w2 (0,C)1dC + 2€(B(1) — ()
D;“”“we’ N[, B]N{u(0,-)<0}

<. 2 (1, My(O)AC + €| — o + 2€(8(1) — a(t))
prriaveN g gln{u,(0,-)<0}

< eet‘N/ W2t 2)[dz + |8 — af + 26(B() — alt),
R

where in the last but one estimate we used 7 and in the last estimate we used the
estimate eVt < M/(¢) and the change of variables formula from Section |7, which lead to

e_Nt/ u?(t, My(¢)))d¢ < / u?(t, z)dz.
DrmiaveN g 81n{u, (0,-)<0} M, (D™ N Ao, BN {us (0,-)<0})
Hence,
I < 26/ [u?(t, 2)|dz + €|B — a| + 2¢(B(t) — a(t)).
R
Term I,

I < / W2(0,0)dC < €
[a,BI\IT

by .

Term I3

I <

[ 20,06 <
(IT\Dy™* ™ )Nle, B]

by .
Term I5

To begin, let us observe that by Lemma [7-3]one can define characteristics starting from ¢
going backwards. In particular, for every v € [a(t), B8(t)] there exists (in general nonunique)
¢y such that ¢, (t) = 7. We will show that almost every v € [a(t), B(t)] satisfying u.(¢,v) < 0
belongs to M (L"), This implies directly that I5 = 0.

Lemma 8.3. Let u,(t,7y) < 0 be a Lebesgue point of uy(t,-) (difference quotients converge).

Take r # 7y so close toy that (u(t, k)—u(t,v))/(k—7y) < 0. Let {(-) := () andn(-) = (e (:).
Then

Vseo,qw(s) < VLCtan(V LCt).

In particular, w(s) is bounded from above along characteristic (,(s) for s € [0,t] and {y(-)
does not branch.

Proof. By

w(t) > VLC tan <—\/E(t — 5) + arctan ( ?) )) .
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Thus,

arctan (j%) > _VIC(t - s) + arctan (\“;%)

and

arctan (\“;(L‘%) < arctan (\‘;%) +VLCt < VLCt,

where we used w(t) < 0. Hence,

w(s) < VLCtan(VLCt) < VLC,
the last inequality by . O

Proposition 8.4. Ifu,(t,y) < 0 then (y is unique forwards and backwards for almost every
.

Proof. We present a sketch of the proof and refer the reader to [I4], Section 3] for a rigorous
proof in an analogous setting. First observe that (,(-) are unique forwards by Lemma
Secondly, if ¢* < (2 and ¢*(t) = v = (?(t) then for every ¢! < ¢ < ¢? we have ((t) = v by
forwards uniqueness of characteristics. Thus for every - there exists a cone of characteristics
(i‘() such that C,i‘(t) = ~. If the cone of characteristics contains more than one characteristic,
then it sweeps positive area, i.e. |Uy Usepo4{(s, 62 ()} > 0. Due to uniqueness forwards,
cones for different ~ are disjoint. There can be at most countably many v with cones of
positive area. Thus only for countably many ~ there exists more than one (, such that

G (t) =1 O

Consider now the solution u’* starting from ¢ backwards, see Lemma Then u%*(0,7) >
0 and w®® corresponding to the (nonunique) backward characteristic v*(-), emanating from
v, is bounded from below by . This implies that +** does not collide with any other
backward characteristic, as in Figure (1| left. By Lemma applied to the solution u’* we
obtain that for almost every such v the w’ corresponding to 7% is bounded from above along
the characteristic for every s € [0,¢t] for almost every ~. This corresponds in the original
solution to the fact that w(s) is bounded from below for almost every ~.

We conclude that for almost every v the w corresponding to ¢, is bounded from both
above and below (for 7 sufficiently close to ¢). Hence, ¢, € L™, Consequently, I5 = 0.
Term I,

If ¢ € Lymiaue\ prniaueN then there exists 7 € [0, ] such that v(r) > N or v(r) < —N.
In the former case passing to the limit n — ¢ in we obtain

v(7)

v(t) > VLC tan < VLC(t — 7) + arctan <m>> >0 (46)
where the last inequality follows by assumption . Consequently, such ¢ gives no contri-
bution to Iy.

In the latter case there exists 7 € [0,¢] such that v(7) < —N. Denote this set Z, i.e.
Z:={¢ e L™ Na,B] : Irep.qgv(T) < —N}. We will show that there exists Vi > 0 such
that v(c) < —V; for all o € [0,T].

To this end consider first o € [0,7]. Then, as in

v(r) > VLCtan (—m(T — o) +arctan <\v/(£%)>

and hence, extracting v(o) and using v(7) < —N,

v(0) < VICtan <\/E(T ~ o) + arctan <\;%>) .
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By choice of T, see and IV, see we obtain
v(o) < —VLC.
On the other hand, for o € [r,t] we obtain by equation
0 =u?— %1)2 — P < sup(u?) + sup(P). (47)

Hence, v(0) = v(1)+ [} © < —N+T(sup(u?)+sup(P)) and by we obtain v(o) < —VLC.
To estimate Iy set V; := +/LC and use Proposition to obtain

~ 3 (Gupw?+sup(P) o COMIQ) 2 (sup ) +sup(P))

e " < 3 7
v?(0) Mg (<)
This, in view of condition (37)), gives
2 /
efe S U2 (t)MtI(C) S 66
v2(0) Mg (C)

which leads, for fixed K > 0, to the estimate (we use the change of variables formula, see
beginning of Section

(ug (t,2))*dz
/ ’B]mLun'Lque K\Dunzque N)

(uq(t, 2))dz
/ (ZmLu.n.Lque K\Dunlqu.e N) r

w2 (t, My(Q))dM¢(C)

_/ZmLumquc K Dunzqu(’ N

L o TR
ZALuriue K\ punique,N

<

e / _ g (0,¢)dC.
ZOL;L'VL'Lque,K\DlAnzque,N

Passing to the limit K — oo we obtain

/ w0 2)Pd < e [ 2(0,)d¢
Mt([a7ﬂ]ﬂL1¢nique\D3nique,N) ZﬂL?nique\DZLnique,N

< 66 / . ui (07 C)dC
[, 8]\ Dpriame N

< ef / Ui <0a C)dC e€ / . ui (0’ C) K
la,BI\IT IT\DZL’IZ’L(]'U,Q,N

< 2eef,

where we used and (39).

Combining all the estimates, we obtain

/ (u (¢, 2))2dz — / (w3 (0, 0))%dC
[a(t),B(t)] [, ]
L+L+I3+1,+15

26/ [uZ(t,2)|dz + €|8 — a| + 26(B(t) — a(t)) + € + € + 2ee + 0,
R

IN

IA

which converges to 0 as ¢ — 0 and ¢ € [0, t.].
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This proves Theorem for a(t), B(t) — leftmost characteristics. To obtain a proof for
arbitrary characteristics, it is enough to show that for every ¢ € R

lim (uy (t,2))*dx =0,
I QORI0)

where ¢! and (" are, respectively, the leftmost and rightmost characteristic. This, however,
can be obtained by passing 8 — a™ in

0=1I= / o (ug (8, 2))?dz.
(), B()INMy (L™ 4)

Remark 8.5. One could ask whether it is possible to prove right continuity of

/ uf (t,2)%dz
[o(8),B()]

following the lines of proof of Theorem[2.6] The answer is no since even though the estimates

for I, Iy, I3, I4 carry over, the term I5 heavily depends on the fact that negative part of

derivative is considered. And indeed, f[a(t) ﬁ(t)](u;C"(t,z))Zdz is not right continuous (see

the peakon-antipeakon interaction in Introduction). Nevertheless, it is possible to prove
. . . . + 2 .

existence of the limit lim;_, ¢+ f[a(t)’ﬁ(t)] u (t,x)*dx, see Section @

9 Proof of Theorem

Lemma 9.1. Let f : [0,00) — (—00, 0] be continuous, nonincreasing and such that f(0) = 0.
Let g : [0,00) = R be bounded and satisfy

g(tz) —g(t1) > f(t2 —t1)

for all t1,t5 such that 0 <ty < to. Then there exists the limit

lim g(¢). (48)

t—0+
If, additionally, f is Lipschitz continuous then g has locally bounded variation.
Proof. Suppose the limit does not exist. Then there exists € > 0 such that for every
0 > 0 there exist 0 < t; < t2 < ¢ such that |g(t2) — g(t1)] > €. Let h be so small that
f(h) > —€/2. Then for every d < h there exist 0 < #; < t5 < & such that g(t2) — g(t1) > ¢,
since g(t2) — g(t1) < —e is impossible due to the estimate g(to) —g(t1) > f(ta —t1) > f(5) >
f(h) > —e€/2. Consequently, one can find a sequence

h>tg >8>ty >8> >ty >s,>--->0

such that for i =1,2,...

g(ts) —g(si) > ¢
g(si) —g(tiy1) > —€/2.
This gives, for every n > 0, the estimate
n n—1
g(t1) — g(sn) = Z(g(tz) —g(s:)) + Z(g(sz) —g(tiz1)) = ne+ (n—1)(—€/2) > ne/2.
=1 i=1

Sending n — oo we obtain a contradiction with boundedness of g and thus existence of the
limit . If, additionally, f is Lipschitz continuous, then there exists a constant x > 0
such that f(ta —t1) > —k(t2 —t1). Then function g(t) := g(¢) + t is increasing and thus of
locally bounded variation. Consequently, g has locally bounded variation. O
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To prove Theorem [2.7)it is enough, by Lemma [9.1] to show that for ¢t5 > ¢ > 0
[ daPdez [ ) f - n)
[a(t2),B(t2)] [oe(t1),8(t1)]
for some function f satisfying assumptions of Lemma [9.1} To this end, fix T > 0, V; :=
4(sup(u)? 4+ sup(P)) and find At, < max(1,7/4) so small that
VLC tan(—V LCAt, + arctan(Vy /VLC)) > V4/2, (49)

Take now any tq,ts such that 0 < t; < to < At.. Before we proceed with the estimate, we

o Define My, 1, (7) := 7! (t2) where 4! is the leftmost characteristic satisfying v(t;) = 7.
Function My, ;, is an analog, for initial time ¢;, of function M; defined in Definition

.12

e Define L;}/" := [L{""° for shifted solution u(- — t1,-)], where L{™ % is defined in
Definition Thus Li";7* is the L;)"7" with initial condition at time t;.

e Observe that due to uniqueness we have

My, (LY O [e(ty), B(t)]) C [alta), B(t2)]

even though not necessarily My, 1, ([a(t1), B(t1)]) C [a(t2), B(t2)].

e Observe that by combined with ([49)), if u, (t1,7) > Vi then ug (t2, My, (7)) > Va/2
and, consequently, by

UZ(tQ)Mt/ltg (’}/) 2(t2—t1)((, 2
N supu)“+sup(P)) _ —(ta—t1) >1— (ty —#1). 50
v2(t1) = ¢ < (t2 = 1) (50)

e Observe that if V4 > v(t;) > 0 then for every ¢ € [ty, 1] we have, by (26)),

VLCtan(—VLC(ty — t1)) > —VLC,

>
< Vi + (At sup(u?) < Vy + sup(u?).

and hence
sup [v(t)| <V := max(vVLC, Vy + sup(u?)).

[t1,t2]

Using these observations and the change of variables described at the beginning of Section
[7] we obtain, for fixed V3 > Vj,

Y

/ | (s (b, 2))2d
Myt (LN {Va2ug (t1,-) > Va}N[a(t),B(t1)])

tyto

/ (u (b, 2))2d>
[a(t2),B(t2)]

+/ ) (Um(tZaz))zd’z
Moy (L0 A [V Sy (11,7) 20h0[a(1),5(6)])

tyto
T + Ts.
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no- [ (b2, Miy1y (7)Mo, (7)
Ly n{Va>ug (t1,) 2 Va}na(t),8(t1)]
- /. altz, Ma ()220, ()1
Lymiauen (Vs >ug (t1,) 2 Vanla(ty),A(t1)]
> (1 (ts— 1)) / | ua(t1,7)2d,
Li iy S {VaZua (tr,-) 2 Vatnla(ta),B(t1)]
the last inequality by (50),
T2 = / ) um(t%Mtltz(’)/))2th1t2(7)
LY [V >uy (t,) 20} N[a(t).B(4)]
- /.. e (t2, Miyiy (1)) M}, ()
Ly e n{Va>ug (t1,-) >0 N[a(t1),B(t1)]
Z / ) ux(t177)2d’y
Ly 0 {Va>ug (t1,-) 203N [a(t),8(t1)]
d
2t [ sup [L(?M],)| dy
Ly n{Va>ua (t1,-) >0} N[a(t1),B(t1)] tE[L1,t2] dt
Z / ) um(tl,’y)Qd’y
LY (Vs >u, (t,) 20} N[a(t).B(4)]
(2=t [ sup [20(u® — P)M], |dv
Lyl 0{Va>ug (t1,) >0 N[a(t1),B(t1)] tE[t1 t2]
> / v ug(t1,7)*dy
Ly n{Va>ug (t1,-) 203N [a(t),B(t1)]
—2V(sup(u2)—l—sup(P))eAt‘V(tg—tl)/ » dry
LY 0 {Va >y (t,) >0 N [a(tr),B(t)]
Thus,

/ (W (b, 2))2dz > T 4T
[a(t2),B(t2)]

, g (t1, )2 dy
LI AV g (t1,) >0} Nfa(t1),B(t1)]

—(ts — t1)(2V (sup(u?) + sup(P))e2V ) (B(t1) — a(t1))

—(t2 — fl)/ g (t1,7)?dy.
[a(t1),B(t1)]

v

Passing to the limit V3 — oo we end up with:

/ uj(tg,z)de > / ujr'(tl,v)2d7 (51)
[a(t2),B(t2)] [a(t1),B(t1)]

—(t2 — 11)(2V (sup(u?) + sup(P))e**Y) (B(t1) — a(t))
—(t2 — 751)/ g (t1,7)dy,
[a(t1),8(t1)]
where we used the identity le‘ﬁ;“ﬂ[a(tl),ﬁ(tl)] uf (t1,7)%dy = f[a(tl),ﬁ(tl)] uf (t1,7)?dy, which

follows by the same argumentation as the proof of Iz = 0 in Section
Using Lemma [9.1] we conclude the proof of Theorem [2.7]
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10 Proof of Theorem 2.8

Properties and as well as BV regularity of ¢t — f[a(t)”@(t)] (uf (t,x))%dz are simple
consequences of Theorems and respectively, applied to function (¢, x) := u(t—tg, ).
To prove and as well as BV regularity of t — [,y 5y (uz (£, 2))*da, it is enough
to apply Theorems and to function a(t,x) := —u(tp — t,x), which is a solution
of the Camassa-Holm equation by Lemma Indeed, to prove 7 we denote &(t) :=
alty —t), B(t) := B(to — t) and obtain, by Theorem

lim (i (¢, 2))2da = / (i (0, 2))2dz,

t=0% Jia(t),5(1)] [a(to),B(to)]

which is equivalent to

lim  ((~ug)” (to — t,2))2da :/ ((—uz)~ (to,z))?dx
t=0% J{a(t),5(t)) [a(to),B(t0)]

and

im [ (bt - t,a)de = / (ut (to, 2))2da.
t=0% Jia(), (1) [o(t0),B(t0)]

Changing variables ¢ — tg — t we conclude. Similarly, to prove BV regularity of ¢ —
iy sy (U (& 7))%dxz we observe that by Theorem [2.7| function

t— (@) (t,z))*dr = / (u, (to —t,x))*dx

[&(t),B(t)] [&(t),B(t)]

is locally of bounded variation. Change of the time variable ¢t — tq — ¢ concludes.

11 Proof of Theorem [2.9

Fix a smooth compactly supported function ¢ : R — [0,00). We need to prove that, for
fixed time tg,

lim /Rq/)(;c)(u;(t,x)fdx = /qu(x)(u;(tow))zdw,

—+
t—tg

lim | 6(@)(uf (t.2))%dr = / o) (1 (1o, 2))d,

t—>t5 R

existence and linearity (with respect to ¢) of limits

: 2
lim /Rgb(x)(uj(t,x)) dx,

+
t—t]

lim | ¢(z)(uz (t,2))*de,

t—t, JR

as well as that
o / o(x) (ug (1, 2))?dx,
. / o(x) (u (1, 2))%dc

have locally bounded variation on [0, co).
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As a matter of fact, however, it is enough to prove the BVj,. property of

tes / o(2) (uZ (t, 2))dz,

which guarantees existence of both left and right limits and to determine

i / o) (u3 (t,))*da.

The other properties follow then by duality.
Let us first consider the limit lim,_, J &(x)(ug (t,2))*dz. Fix € > 0 and approximate

¢ by
I—-1

o = Z Cil[ai,awrl)

i=0
in such a way that ap < a; <---<ay, ¢; >0, ¢co <e¢,cr—1 <é€ |¢; — ciy1] < € and

sup [¢(x) — ¢(x)] < e.

rzeR

Define for t > tg

-1

¢ (1) ==Y Cilia,(t)arsn (6 (2),

i=0
where a;(t) are the leftmost characteristics emanating from a; at time ¢5. By Theorem
as well as finite speed of propagation of characteristics, we can find § > 0 such that if
to <t <tg+9 then

[ )
sup |¢€(t, ) — ¢°(x)| < €,
z€R
L)
-1
/ u, (t,x)*dx — / u, (to, x)%dz| < ¢/ ch,
[ai (t),ai+1(2)] [ai(to),ai+1(to)] =0
fori=0,1,...,I — 1. Using these estimates we calculate

L (t,x)) dx—/qS ~(to, x))?dx| <

/(bft:c (t,x) dzf/gbe ~(to, z)%dx

/ |¢€ |u (to,ﬂ?)zdl‘ = Il + IQ + 13.

/|¢ — ¢°(t,x)|(u, (t,2)) 2dx +

Now,

B = [ lola) o (60l (60)Pdo < 2eswp [ a2t

t

I—-1
Z ; (/ u, (t,z)%dx 7/ Uy, (to,x)zdx>
—0 lai(t),ai+1(t)) [ai(to),ai+1(t0))

| s

I-1

< Zci/ u;(t,x)zdx—/ uy (to, x)*dx
i=0 [ai(t),ait1(t)) [ai(to),ait1(to))
I-1

= ¢ / u;(t,z)Qda:—/ uy, (to, x)%dz| < e
i=0 [ai(),a:41(t)] [ai(to),ai+1(to)]
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and
I; < esup/ u?(t, x)dx.
t JR

/¢> ~(t,2)) dx—/(b 2))2dz| = 0,
£ /R (@) (uz (¢, 2))2dz

has locally bounded variation we recall that, by ,

/ S | ut (t1,7)%dy (52)
[a(t2),B(t2)] [a(t1),B(t1)]

—K(ta —t1)(B(t1) — a(t1))

(ta—t1) / ua(tr,7)%d7.
[a(t1),B8(t1)]

Take any bounded compactly supported test function ¢ : R — [0,00). Fix € > 0 and
approximate ¢, as before, by

We conclude that

lim
t—ts

Next, to prove that

I—-1
= § :Cil[ai»ai+1)
=0

in such a way that ag < a1 < --- < ay, ¢; > 0 and

sup [¢(2) — ¢(z)] <.

z€R
Let a;(t) be the leftmost characteristics emanating from a;. Then, by

I-1 I-1

S wf( 2P = 3o | k(11,7
0 lai(t2),ai+1(t2)] i—=0 lai(t1),ai+1(t1)]

= =

—(ta —t1) <K(a1(t1) —aop(t1)) +/

[ao(t1),ar(t1)]

Uy (tl ) 7)2d7>

i(t2),ai+1(t2)]

> [ oufaPdy—e [ oy
R R
—(t2 —t1) <K(af(t1) —ao(t1)) +/ um(t177)2d'7> :
[ao(t1),ar(t1)]

On the other hand,
I-1
Zci/[ I(t%z)zdz < /¢u t27 d2’+/ |¢ chl[al(tz),al+1(t2))( ) ui(tg,z)dz
i=0

Now, denoting My, +,¢ = ¢( t1t2) the pushforward of the function ¢ with M;,;,, where
Mt1t2 is the right-continuous inverse, we obtain

I-1

< |¢ - Mt1t2¢| + Mtlt2¢ - Z Cil[ai(t2)7a1+1(t2))

I—1
ld) o Z Ci]‘[ai(tz),awl(tz))

i=0 =0
I—-1
< sup sup |¢(m) — ¢z + 6)' + | My, | ¢ — Z Ci]‘[ai(tl)qai+1(tl))
z  |§|<sup(u)(t2—t1) =0
< Lip(¢)sup(u)(ta —t1) + €.
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Combining these estimates we obtain

/ put (t2,2)%dz > / ouZ (t1,7)2dy — ¢ / W2 (b1, )y
R R R

(2= 1) <K<a1<t1> —ag(t2)) + /[

ao(t1),ar(t1)]

Uz (t1, 7)2d7>

—(Lip(¢) sup(u)(ts — 1) + ) / W2 (1, 2)dz.

supp(¢)+[—(t2—t1) sup(u),(t2—t1) sup(u)]

Passing to the limit € — 0 we are left with
/ puf (tz,2)%dz > / puf (tr, ) dy
R R

- (K(azm) —ao(t)) + /

[ao(t1),ar(t1)]

uz(tl,w)2dv>

~(Lip(6) sup(u)(t2 — 1)) / W2 (b, 2)dz,

R

where K is defined in Section EI, see inequalities and . This allows us to use Lemma
9.1| to conclude that function ¢ — [, pujf (¢,2)?dz has locally bounded variation and, as a
consequence, the existence of its right limits.
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