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WELL-POSEDNESS THEORY FOR DEGENERATE PARABOLIC
EQUATIONS ON RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS

M. GRAF, M. KUNZINGER, AND D. MITROVIC

ABSTRACT. We consider the degenerate parabolic equation
Oru + divfx (u) = div(div(Ax(u))), x€ M, t>0

on a smooth, compact, d-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g). Here, for
each u € R, x — fx(u) is a vector field and x — Ax(u) is a (1, 1)-tensor
field on M such that u — (Ax(u)€,€), € € TxM, is non-decreasing with
respect to u. The fact that the notion of divergence appearing in the equation
depends on the metric g requires revisiting the standard entropy admissibility
concept. We derive it under an additional geometry compatibility condition
and, as a corollary, we introduce the kinetic formulation of the equation on the
manifold. Using this concept, we prove well-posedness of the corresponding
Cauchy problem.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the Cauchy problem for a degenerate parabolic equation of the form
Oy + div fx(u) = div(div(Ax(u))), x e M, t>0 (1)
uli=o = uo(x) € L>(M) (2)

on a smooth (Hausdorff), compact, d-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g).
For simplicity, we shall assume that

0<ug<1. (3)

This is a natural assumption since equation (Il), among other phenomena, describes
fluid concentration dynamics in the case of flow in porous media (Buckley-Leverett
type equations), and concentration always varies between zero and one (see e.g.

3])-

We suppose that the map (x,¢&) = §x(§) = §f(x,€), M x R — TM is C' and
that, for every € € R, x — §x(§) € X(M) (the space of vector fields on M). Also,
(x,€) = Ax(€) : M x R — T} M is supposed to satisfy x — Ax(¢) € TiH(M) for
each £ € R and we assume that the &-derivative of A is positive semi-definite and

A (&) = 0x(8) Tox (), (4)

with o such that (x,€) = 0x(§) : M x R — T M is C? and x +— 0x(§) € TH(M)
for each ¢ € R. Here o' € T;!(M) denotes the transpose of o € T;1(M), i.e., the
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unique tensor field such that (o(X),Y) = (X,o " (Y)) for any X, Y € X(M). In
particular, this implies that £ — (Ax(£)€, &) is non-decreasing for any € € T5x M.

In local coordinates, we write

fx(g) = (fl(xvg)v ) fd(xvg))7 Ax(f) = (A§(X,§))k,j:1,...,d-

The divergence operator appearing in the equation is to be formed with respect to
the metric, so in local coordinates we have (cf. (I2) below):

div fx (u) = div (x = fx(u(t, X)) = aim(ff(U(tX)) + T (%) fic(ult, %)) (5)

where the I'-terms are the Christoffel symbols of g and the Einstein summation
convention is in effect. Similarly, the right hand side of () is to be understood as

div(x = div(Ax(u(t, x)))), (6)
whose explicit local expression can be read off from (I3 below.

Equation () describes a flow governed by

e the convection effects (bulk motion of particles), which are represented by
the first order terms, i.e. by the flux f;

e diffusion effects, which are represented by the second order term, i.e., the
(1,1)-tensor Ax(&) (more precisely its derivative with respect to £, denoted
by a; see ([{)) which describes direction and intensity of the diffusion of,
e.g., a fluid whose concentration at x € M at time ¢ > 0 is u(t, x).

The equation is degenerate in the sense that 0: Ax can be equal to zero in some
direction for some x € M (i.e., (A(x,£)€, €) is not strictly increasing with respect
to ). Roughly speaking, if this is the case (i.e., if for some vector € € TxM we
have (9 A(x,&)E,€) = 0), then diffusion effects do not exist at the point x for the
state € in the direction &.

We note that the usual form of a degenerate parabolic equation (see e.g. [6]) is
Opu + div f(x, u) = div(a(x,u)Vu)). (7)

In the flat case (i.e., when M = R with the Euclidean metric), equation () is
obviously reduced to (@) simply by putting a(§) = A’(£), where the prime denotes
the derivative with respect to £ (with slightly more algebra, one can show that this
also holds when A depends on (t,x) as well). However, form (7)) is not convenient
for deriving the entropy conditions given in Definition [Bl

To resolve this problem we follow the foundational works [6, [7] in introducing
an appropriate entropy admissibility concept for (Il) under the following geome-
try compatibility condition (see [4] for an appropriate notion in the case of scalar
conservation laws):

div fx (&) = div(div(Ax(§)) for every £ € R. (8)

We note that, from a physical point of view, this is an incompressibility condition
(divergence of the (diffusive) flux fx(§) — div(Ax(&)) is zero). Indeed, conservation
of mass of an incompressible fluid in a control volume changes the density only due
to the diffusion effects:

Dp

E = diV(A/(:E,p) ’ Vp)a A/(x,p) = 8514(:17,5)‘5:’), (9)
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where p is density of the control volume and % = 6” + ‘fi’; Vp is the material

derivative for the flow velocity % o= (d;tl ey %). If we rewrite our equation in R?
(with the Euclidean metric, writing p instead of u and disregarding non-smoothness

for the moment), we actually have

dp

S+ 0(f(x,6) = divA(x, )|, - Vo + Div(f(x,€) = divA(x, )

— div(4'(x,p) - V)

e, (10)

Then, taking as usual fli—? = 0 (f(x,f) divA(x {
@), we arrive at

’ ¢—, and comparing (@) and

(div f(x,€) = div(div(A(x, €))|._,

which immediately gives what we called the geometry compatibility condition.

207

Since the equation we consider is of degenerate parabolic type, solutions are not
necessarily smooth and weak solutions must be sought. Such a weaker solution
concept may result in non-uniqueness, and so we need to eliminate “non-physical”
solutions through an entropy admissibility concept ([6] [7]).

With appropriate admissibility conditions in place, we can fairly directly derive
the kinetic formulation to () (see (B3])). This generalization of similar previous
results ([7, [8 [9]) is, however, not enough to provide well-posedness of admissible
solutions to ([Il). What has to be incorporated in the kinetic formulation is the chain
rule (see Theorem[2]), originally introduced in [7], and extended to the heterogeneous
setting in [6]. We implement this in a general way, which does not presuppose the
form of the kinetic function (see the comments after Remark [B below), and which
may generate several stable semigroups of solutions (compare standard and non-
standard shocks, for instance in [IT] [19]). We also note that our kinetic solution
concept for degenerate parabolic equations is new also from the standard Euclidean
point of view.

Degenerate parabolic equations appear in a broad spectrum of applications, such
as sedimentation-consolidation processes ([5]) or flow in porous media ([17]), which
very often occur in non-flat media (e.g., during the CO2 sequestration process the
caprock confining the brine in which gas is injected is basically never flat, cf. [24]).
In other words, in our situation, we consider a flow governed by the convection and
diffusion effects along a non-flat surface.

Nevertheless, due to obvious technical complexities, the equation was so far only
considered on the entire space (see e.g. [6], [7, [10] and references therein). Moreover,
while the existence problem was settled a fairly long time ago [29], uniqueness in
the case of an anisotropic diffusion was obtained only rather recently in [7] for
homogeneous coefficients, and in [6] for the heterogeneous ones. Our strategy of
proof follows the one developed in [7]. However, unlike the situation from these
works, where the kinetic formulation is used only to prove uniqueness of solutions,
here we develop the concept so that it can be used for the existence proof as well.
This is in accordance with the standard kinetic approach used for conservation
laws when the weak convergence of the kinetic functions (3] 23, 27]) (or the Young
measures ([, [I6]), which is essentially equivalent) corresponding to a sequence
of approximate solutions together with uniqueness of the kinetic function provide
well-posedness of entropy solutions to (), 2.
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Although investigations concerning well-posedness of evolution equations on man-
ifolds attracted a significant amount of attention recently, this problem for degener-
ate parabolic equations on manifolds has not been considered until now. The most
closely related research is directed towards scalar conservation laws on manifolds
and we mention [4] 2] [26] for the Cauchy problem corresponding to scalar conser-
vation laws on manifolds, and [I8] [27] for the (initial)-boundary value problem on
manifolds. The approach in |27] is based on the kinetic formulation as well, and
Definition 3.1. from there inspired our kinetic solution concept.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce notions and nota-
tions from differential geometry as well as the entropy admissibility concept cor-
responding to (). We then move on to derive the kinetic formulation of (). In
Section [3, we prove a uniqueness result for the kinetic formulation of the problem
under consideration. Finally, in Section Ml we show existence of kinetic solutions as
well as existence and uniqueness of entropy solutions.

2. PRELIMINARIES FROM RIEMANNIAN GEOMETRY AND THE ENTROPY
ADMISSIBILITY CONCEPT

Our standard references for notions from Riemannian geometry are [25] [28]. For
notions and results from distributional geometry we refer to [22] [14]. As already
stated in the introduction, (M, g) will be a d-dimensional Riemannian manifold.
If v is a distributional vector field on M then its gradient Vv is the vector field
metrically equivalent to the exterior derivative dv of v: (Vu, X) = dv(X) = X (v)
for any X € X(M). In local coordinates,

v
oxi
with g the inverse matrix to g;; = (9,:,0,4). For T € T*(M), a divergence of T
is any contraction of one of its k contravariant slots with the new covariant slot of
its covariant differential VI € 77_7_1 (M). In particular, if & = 1 then T possesses
a unique divergence divT € T,°(M). We list here the local coordinate expressions
for the cases that will be of interest in this paper.

First, if X € 78 = X(M) is a C! vector field on M with local representation
X = X2, then div X € C(M) is locally given by

awi )

Vo =g ——0;, (11)

k

div X = % +17, X", (12)
The same expression holds for X a distributional vector field, and similar for the
formulae given below, which we formulate in the smooth case with the understand-
ing that they carry over by continuous extension also to the distributional setting.
If a C* one-form w € T2(M) = QY(M) is locally given by w = w;dz?, then its diver-
gence is defined as the metric contraction of its covariant differential Vw € 73 (M),
SO

divw = ¢¥9;w; — Thgtwy. (13)
IfTeT(M), T=TF;2 ®dz', then divT = (div T);dz’, where

(divT); = 0,77 + 19,1} — T}, T7. (14)
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Finally, again for T' € 7;1(M), div(div(T)) € C(M) is given in local coordinates by
div(div(T)) = g [0;00 T} + T30, T} —T};0: T — T T, + (9,TF)T)
- (ail—‘gcj)j—‘lk - F?jP%rTlg + Pfj ZZT”

In the Cauchy problem (), @), (x,¢) = Ax(§) : M xR — T} M is C! and for each
EER, x— Ax(§) € TH(M). In general, if T is a (1, k)-tensor with C'-dependence
on an additional real variable &, i.e., (x,£) — Tx(€) : M x R — T!M is C* and for
each £ € R, x — T'(x,£) € T} (M), then (recalling that the derivative with respect
to £ is denoted by T"), it follows from the chain rule and the corresponding local
expressions that for an H' N L>®-function u : R x M — R, we have

(15)

div(T(x, w(t, X)))iy, ..., — div(x = T(X,€))iy,....ix
§=u(t,x) (16)
= Tzlf ..... iK (X, u(t7 x))aju(tv X)'

Furthermore, if (x,£) — w(x,€&) : M x R — TP M is such that for every £ € R it
holds that x — T'(x,£) € T2(M) = QY (M), we obtain from (3]

div(w(x, u(t,x)) — div(x — w(x,{))k:u(t)x) = g% (x)w; (x, u(t, x))0u(t,x). (17)

Finally, by H2(R* x M) we denote the Sobolev space of order 1 in the t-variable
and of order 2 in the x-variable. After these preparations we can prove:

Theorem 1. Assume that the compatibility condition (8) holds and that u : Rt x
M — R is a bounded HY?(RT x M) non-negative solution to (@). Then for any
S € C?(R) such that S(0) =0 we have

u(t,x)
oS(u) +div [ (08 de
’ u(t,x) (18)
— divdiv ( / AL(6)S'(€) d§> — 8" (u)( AL (u)Vu, V),
0
where f = O¢f and A’ = 0: A.
Proof: First, note that for any f € C'(M;R), w € T°(M) we have
div(fw) = fdivw + ¢¥0; fw; = fdivw + w(Vf). (19)

Based on this, we calculate for any S € C?(R) such that S(0) = 0 (keeping in mind
that u is non-negative):

u(t,x)
av ([ oS (€ ac)
) u(t,x) .
= St ) (ot )0t + [ S (0.0 (x.6) de

u(t,x) )
<[ s g O

M &7 u(t, %)) div (F(u(t, %)) — S (u(t, x)) div(ix(€)) et

u(t,x)
4 / S'(€) divi(f (x, ) de.
0
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Also,

(a [ a5 @)

%

§=u(t,x)

. 3
@ A (x,u(t, x))S (u(t, x))0ju + div </ A;(U)S’(v)dv>
0 i (21)

D & (e, %)) div(Ax(u(t, %)) — S (u(t, %)) div(Ax(€))i

E=u(t,x)

u(t,x)
+ / div(AL (€)' (€)de.
0

Now set @(x,§&) := div fog Al (v)S"(v)dv and @(x,€) = div(Ax(£)). Using this no-
tation and applying (I9) to the first two terms on the right-hand side of (2II), we
obtain

div(@(x,u(t, x))=5"(u(t,x)) div div(Ax(u(t, x)))
4+ div(Ax (u(t, x));iS" (u(t, x))95u — S’ (u(t, x)) div(@(x, u(t, x))

(22)
u(t,x)
— g7 (x,ult, )" (e, x)2yu + div [ div(A4(©)S(€)de.
0
Here,
u(t,x)
div / div (AL (€))S'(€) de
0
@D i 4ol A ' » ol divia '
=g le(A"(g))‘szu(t,@S(“(t’x))‘%“”l"/@ div(A% (v))S (U)dv‘g:u(t,x)
B u(t,x)
= S (u(t, g el u(t )0+ [ divdiv(A(€)S'(6) de (23)

@ S’ (u(t,x)) (div(w(t= u(t,x))) — div(w(x,é))‘g_u(t)x))

u(t,x)
+ / div div(AL(€))S'(€) de.
0

From (22) and (23]), we conclude

div div ( /O R A(©)S'(€) de)

= 8" (u(t,x)) div div(Ax(u(t,x))) — 5" (u(t, x)) div div(Ax (5))‘§:u(t,x)

. u(t,x)
+ 8" (u(t,x))gY A’} (x, u(t, x))0rudju + /0 div div(AL(€))S'(¢)d¢  (24)

= 5" (u(t,x)) div div(Ax(u(t,x))) — S (u(t, x)) div div(Ax (5)’§:u(t,x)

u(t,x)
+ 8" (u(t, x)) (AL (u(t,x))Vu, Vu) + /0 divdiv(AL(£))S'(€) d¢.
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Finally,
u(t,x)
a( [ 105049 P 8 (utt0) (aiv(itute) - av(reen| )
+/u<t’X)S’ diviL(€)d
| (&) div 5 (§) d€
S (u(t, x)) div(fx (u(t,x)) — S’ (u(t,x)) div diV(Ax(f))’

e

£=u(t,x)
u(t,x)
-I—/ S'(&) divdiv Al (€) d¢
0

B & (u(t, %)) div (e (ult, x ivdiv 0 !
Z 5 (ut.0) div(Gulult, ) + divaie ([ 44(0)5'() )

— S (u(t,x)) div div(Ax (u(t,x)) — S” (u(t,x)) (A% (u(t,x))Vu, Vu),
which is (IJ]). a

Another property of the entropy solution that we shall require is the so-called
chain rule. It was introduced in [7] in the homogeneous case and adapted to
the inhomogeneous situation in [6]. To formulate it, we first recall that Al (§) =
ox (&) Tox (&) by @) and note that if ¢ is locally given by o = 05% ® dz?, then

a m
o =(0")igg ©®da’ with (07)7 = g"0" gy (25)
Given ¢ : R — R*, we now consider 3(x,&) such that 8'(x,£) = o, (£), and
BY(x,&) such that (8%)'(x,€) = /¥()o, (&) and B(x,0) = ﬁw(x 0) = 0 (recall
that a prime here denotes the derivative with respect to the real variable ).
local coordinates, this reads

(ﬁk)'(x 5) = g™ (x)o]" (x, €)gmz‘( )
(([3111 =\ gkl X, §)gmi(X).

We will need the following result on the divergences of the S-tensors:

(26)

Theorem 2. (Chain rule) If u : [0,00) x M — R is a non-negative bounded
HY2(R* x M) function, then for any non-negative 1» € C(R) we have

v P X. U X — div v X
d ([3 (x,u(t, ))) div(5*(x,€)) E=u(t,x)
— VBT (div(B(x, u(t, x)) — div B, €|

(27)
fzu(t,x)) ’
Proof: Using (I4), and writing u for u(t,x) we calculate
div(8Y (x, u)); = 3j((ﬁ¢)j( u)) + (BY)i(x, u)ly; = (ﬂw)j(x u)ly;
= /¢ u)Oju —i—/ VU (€)0;( (28)
(ﬂw)i( x, u)l'; jl - (ﬂw)f (x, u)ré‘i'

Also,

div(B¥(x,€));

/ V€9, (0 )3 (€) de + (BY)(x,w)TY, — (B¥)] (x, w)T',
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and therefore (compare with ([28]))

div(B (e, w)i = div(8(x, )| _ = Vi) (o)] (wdju
Analogously,
div(B(x, ) = div(8(x, )i, = (o)} (W), (29)
which gives the claim. O

Combining (29)) with (28) we obtain that we can rewrite the last term in Theorem
[ using:

D)

g9

(AL (u)Vu, Vu) = |div(B(x, u(t,x)) — div(B(x, §)’§:u(t1x)

where |w|, = (§”wiw;)'/? denotes the norm induced by g on the space of one-forms.

Following [7], we are next going to introduce an appropriate concept of entropy
solution to (), @). The definition of entropy solutions, as well as ultimately the
proof of their existence, rests on vanishing viscosity approximations

Oty + div fx (uyy) = div(div(Ax(uy))) + nAu,, (31)

where 17 > 0 is some small constant. Here, A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on
the manifold given, for any h € C*°(M), by Ah = divoVh, with div and V as in
@) and (I, respectively. In terms of local coordinates, setting |g| := det g,

1 y
Ah = —=0:(\/glg” 0;h). (32)

Vgl

It follows from Theorem [ and [B0) that if u, is a bounded H'?(R™ x M )-solution
to (3I) then

Uy (t,%) Uy (t,%)
9¢S(uy) + div fie (€).57(€)d€ = div div( AL (§)S'(§)dE)
0 0 (33)

_ §"(un) ‘div(ﬁ(x, y (%)) = AV )|, 1

2
+ nS'(un)Aun
g

Noting that we have A(S(w)) = S”(w)|Vw|? + S’ (w)Aw for any bounded H2-
function w on M, we can rewrite the last term in (B3] as

nS’(un)Aun = nAS(uy) — 775//(“77)|Vu77|2-
Finally,

08" (1) | Vit |? = / S (€)my (1, x, £)dE, (34)

where m,,(t,x,€) = n6(§ — u,(t,x))|Vu,|? is a non-negative measure on [0, 00) x
M x R. We shall also denote

ng (8%, €) = 8(& = uy (t, %)) |div (B(x, uy (£, %)) = div(B(x, )]}, (35)
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which is a non-negative measure as well. Note that for u, > 0 the measures n, and
my, are both supported in [0, 00) x M X [0,00). So we may rewrite (B3] as

g (t,%x) g (t,%x)
00 (1uy) + div .(6)S' (€)de = div div AL (€)S'(€)de
y [ s
- /0 S7(€) (1 (£, €) + 1t %,€))dE + nAS ()

Further, if we choose S(u) = u?/2 and then integrate ([B6) over M x [0, 0), we
have

1
/wx s i A dpp(x)dt = /M Slu0(x)Pdu(x) (37)

Integration here is carried out with respect to the Riemannian density /|g|
induced by g. In local coordinates, du(x) = +/|g| dx, where /|g| = /| det(gs;)].

Based on these observations, the following definition of entropy solutions extracts
those properties that are stable under strong convergence (analogous to [7, Def.
2.1]).

Definition 3. We say that the measurable function u : [0,00) x M — [0,1] is an
entropy solution to (), @) if
(1)

div (B x,u(t, x)) —div(30e,E)| _ € L((0,00) x M): (38)

=u(t,x

(ii) There exists a non-negative measure m on [0,00) x M X [0,00) such that for
any function S € C%([0, o)), the following equality holds, together with the initial
condition (@)), in the sense of distributions on D’([0, 00) x M):

u(t,x) u(t,x)
osu) +div [ R(©S©dg =divdi ([ A ©)8'(€)dc)

0 0 , - (39)
= 87 (1) aiv(Bx,u(t:30)) — V(B )| ], = [ 5 Omlt %,

(iii) The chain rule 7)) holds in L?(R* x M).

Equation 3I) is not a standard viscous approximation, but it is still a strictly
parabolic equation. A viable approach to establishing existence of entropy solutions
to (@), @) would be to invoke [20, Section V] to obtain existence of a solution to (31I),
(@) for every n > 0 and then showing that the net (u,) so obtained converges (in an
appropriate sense) towards the entropy solution to (), (). Instead of implementing
this approach directly, we shall first introduce a kinetic formulation of (D), ) on M
and then prove existence of the entropy solution by proving uniqueness of the kinetic
solution (see e.g. [4] [T6] 27] for such an approach in the case of scalar conservation
laws).

To this end, let us rewrite [B9)) in the kinetic formulation. Set
1 0<&<ultx)
Xu(t,%,6) = ¢ =1, u(t,x) <£<0

0, otherwise.
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Notice that if 0 < u, then for £ > 0,
Xu(t, x,§) = sgn (u(t,x) — ). (40)

Taking into account that when h(x,0) = 0, we have
h(x,u(t,x)) = h(x,u(t,x)) — h(x,0) = / R (%, €)xu(t,x, £)dE, (41)
R

we can rewrite (m) in the so-called kinetic form as follows:
0 ! u d div u ! . d
= divdiv uS/ A; d — SH + d R

where
n(t,x,€) = 8(§ — u(t,x) |div(B(x, u(t, x))) — div(5(x,))l; - (42)
Considering S’ as a test function supported in (0, c0), we conclude
Orxu + div(xufy (§)) = divdiv(xu Ay (§)) + e(n+m), €€ (0,00).  (43)
Next, we shall need a local version of the kinetic equation. Accordingly, let
¢ € C?(M). Then multiplying (43)) by ¢ and inserting gives
B (dxu) + div (dxufx(§)) = PO xu + & div(xufi(§)) + Xufr(€)(9)
= ¢ divdiv(xu A4y (§)) + 0 (n +m) + xufr(§) (do).
Furthermore,
div div(pxu AL (€)) = div(xu Ay (§)(de)) + div(d div(xu A (€)))
— div(xu AL(E) () + ddiv div(xu AL(€)) + div(xuAL(€)(Vo),
so that we arrive at
Oe(dxw) + div (dxufy(§)) = div div(dxu A% (€)) + ¢Ie(n +m) + xufy (£)(do)
— div (xu 45 (§)(de)) — div (xu A5 (§)) (V).

Our goal is to analyze (@) in local charts by regularization. To this end, we shall
employ a standard mollifier p. 5 € D([0,00) x R% x [0,00)) of the form (below and
in the sequel, in order to avoid proliferation of symbols, we shall by a slight abuse
of notation denote convolution kernels for ¢, x or £ by the same letter)

(44)

d
1 5 t .Ij
pes(t,x,§) = prESyI (g)wl (g) J1;[1 w2 (?) = pe(t,x)ps(§), (45)
where p. (1, x) 1= zren(4) [T, wa(22) and ps(€) = ().

Here, w1, wa € D(R) are non-negative compactly supported smooth functions
with total mass one, and supp (w1) C (—1,0). For a distribution F' € D’(]0, 00) x
R? x [0,00)) we set

F&° = Fxp.5, F*=Fxp., (46)
where
F*p€,5(tvxa€) = <F,p515(t—',X—~,§—')> (47)
F*ps(t,X,g) :<Fap€(t_'7x_')>'
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For a distribution F' € D'([0,00) x M X R) compactly supported in a single chart
(Uq, ) we set (suppressing the dependence on « notationally)

Fo0 = ((Fowpy") % pes) © Ya (48)

with F o1 the pullback of F under the diffeomorphism v !. Finally, recalling
that we work with non-negative solutions, which automatically provide [@0Q), we
introduce the following definition.

Definition 4. Let F be a set of tuples (, ug, m,n), containing the following data:
X : [0,00) x M x[0,00) — [0, 1] is measurable, & — x(t, %, &) is compactly supported,
uniformly in (¢,x), and is non-increasing for £ € [0,00). The function ug : M —
[0,1] is measurable, and m,n € M([0,00) x M x [0,00)) are non-negative Radon
measures. Then F is called kinetically admissible if it satisfies:

(i) For any (x, ug, m,n) € F, the following Cauchy problem is satisfied:
Opx + div(xFy (6)) = divdiv(x AL (€)) + Oe(n +m) (49)
x(0,x,€) = sgny (uo(x) — &) (50)
for (t,x,£) € [0,00) x M x [0, 00).

(ii) For any two tuples (x,ug,m,n), (X,vo,m,n) € F, there exist a finite atlas
(Ua, o)k _; for M and non-negative smooth functions ¢, € D(U,) such that ¢2
is a partition of unity and constants C, such that the following estimate holds for
a.e. t:

lim sup lim sup {/ (PaOt(m + n))s";(qﬁa(l - )Z))E";—
e—0 §—0 [0,t) x M x[0,00)
(Ga e (1 + 7)™ (Gax)* dtdp(x)dE

. . o A £,0 o (1 — “\\¢&,0
L, AN G = )P

+ / (div div(pa (1 — x)A))° (¢ax)5’5dtdu(x)d§}
[0,¢) x M x[0,00)

< Cq X(1 = X)dtdp(x)ds.
[0,£) x M x [0,00)

A measurable function x : [0,00) X M x [0,00) — [0,1], & — x(¢,%,&) that is
compactly supported with respect to & uniformly in (¢,x), and is non-increasing
with respect to £ € [0,00), is called an F-kinetic solution if there exist measures
m,n € M([0,00) x M x [0,00)) such that (x,ug, m,n) € F.

Remark 5. (i) The initial value in (B0) is understood to be attained in the weak
sense, i.e., for any test function ¢ we have

ti [ Xt nE = [ s (wo(x) — Ol &) du()E. (52)
(ii) Since ¢, is supported in a single chart, the regularizations in (&Il are defined
as in (@8).

(iii) As introduced after [B7), du(x) denotes the Riemannian density associated
with the metric g.
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Our approach differs from the kinetic solution concept from [7] since here we do
not a priori impose the form of the kinetic function (i.e., we do not assume that it
has the form 3 (sgn(u — &) + sgn(€)) as in [7]; see formula (2.15) there). It is also
more typical in the theory to call kinetic solution a function depending on time,
space and kinetic variables satisfying some additional properties (see e.g. [8] 27]).
Note that we can have several kinetically admissible sets. This is natural since there
may exist several stable semigroups of solutions to (), (@) essentially depending
on the approximation that we use (see e.g. [1} [19] for conservation laws).

3. UNIQUENESS

Our first goal in this section is to derive a uniqueness result for elements of a
kinetically admissible set whose initial data coincide. To prove this we will rely on
the following version of Friedrichs’ Lemma, which follows as in [I5 17.1.5]:

Lemma 6. Let ¢ be a standard mollifier (¢ € D(RY), [¢ = 1). Set p.(z) =
e~ dp(x/e) and let 1 < j < d.

(i) Let h € C?(RY), k € L°(RY). Then

9;(hk) % e — 0j(h(kxp:)) =0 (¢ —0) in L (R?).
(i) Let v € LY(RY) be compactly supported, and let a € C*(R?). Then
(adjv) % p. — a(Oju*p:) =0 (¢ —0) in L'(R?).
Theorem 7. Assume that F is a kinetically admissible set for ({Il), @)). Then, for
any two tuples (x,ug,m,n) and (X, vo,m,n) in F, equality of ug and vy implies
that x = X and x = xu for a function u € L*>(]0,00) x M).
Proof: Assume that for the initial value ug with
0 S U S 1

we have two tuples (x, ug, m,n) and (X, ug, m,n) in F. Note that according to the
geometry compatibility condition (§) we have

Oy (1 = x) + div((1 = X)F, () = divdiv((1 = X)AL(E)) — O¢ (7 + ). (53)
Now let (1, Us)k_; be a covering of M by charts as in Def. @ with corresponding

functions ¢, (supp ¢ € Uq, 22:1 ¢2 = 1). Fixing a, we rewrite (53)) in localized
form for ¢ = ¢o. Then from ([@4]) we obtain

Oy(px) = — div (¢xF3 (€)) + div div(dpxAL(€)) + ¢0e(n + m) + xfi(€)(do)
— div (xAL(§)(de)) — div (xA, (€)) (V9),
and starting from (B3] instead of ([@3)), the proof of [@4]) shows that
O(¢(1 = X)) = — div (¢(1 — V), (&) + divdiv(e(l — X) A, (£))
= @0g (1t + 1) + (1 = V)i (§)(de) — div (1 — X)AL(§)(de))  (55)
— div (1 = Y)AL (&) (Vo).
Note that all terms in both (B4]) and (B3] are supported in a single chart (¢4, Uy ),
so using push-forward under the chart map 1,, we obtain an equivalent system
of equations, this time on ¢, (U,) € R? and all differential operators occuring
in (54) and (55) are transformed into the corresponding ones on R? with respect

(54)
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to the push-forward metric (¢, ).g. Moreover, all tensors and functions involved
have compact support within 1, (U, ), hence can be extended by 0 to all of RY.
Altogether, this means that we may assume, without loss of generality, that M = R¢
and g = g¢;; is a Riemannian metric on R,

Now we convolve equations (54) and (B3) by pe,s and multiply them by (¢(1 —
X)) and (o), respectively. Next we sum the equations so obtained and inte-
grate over [0,t) x R4*1. Then we find that the left hand side,

2 [o [ [ w0t - o dsauto

can be written as a sum of six terms, which we treat separately. For the limiting
behavior of the first term, we obtain

lin Tim ( / —(div(6(1 — D)L (€))7 (dx)*
[0,2) x R4 % [0,00)

e—=+035—0

(v (€) (61 — ) dtdfdu(X))

(56)

. / div(f,(€))¢* (1 — R)x dbdedu(x)
[0,t) xR4 x [0,00)

<c / (1 - 0)x dtdedp(x),
[0,t) x R4 x [0,00)

where we used the product rule and Lemma [6] (ii) on one, and integration by parts
on the other term. Similarly, for some bounded function G,

e—06—0

lim lim( / —div (1 — ) A’ (d§)™° (x)="
[0,t) xR4 % [0,00)
_ div (xA'(d8))" (6(1 — x»aﬁdtdsdu(x))
ERTINRY _ikg - /“5’5 )8
=i ([ a0 0aRoe)” o
X . £,0
-0, (x(4){030)” (601 - ) atacan(x)

+ / G(x,)(1 — R)xdtdedu(x)
[0,t) x R4 x [0,00)

<c [ (1 — Q)xdtdedp(x),
[0,t) xR4 x[0,00)
(57)

and so on for all other terms except the ones involving divdiv(¢(1 — x)A%L(§)) —
@0¢ (N + m) where we directly use (EI)) to get the desired estimate.
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Thus we arrive at

tig tim ([ [ 007001 - 0yt
~( /R ) /O (00l - )77 dedu(x))

<c [ [ - vdedue).
Rd Jo
The initial condition (52]) implies that
)-o
t=0

firg iy (( /R , /0 " (0% (o(1 - )77 dedu(x) )
/Mx[o,oo) dex(1 = Q)dedu(x) < Ca /Ot /MX[O)OO) x(1—x)dédp(x).  (59)

t_()) (58)

e—06—0

Thus, rewriting (B8] as an expression on M results in

Now summing over « = 1,...,k and setting C := 22:1 C,, < 00 gives
t
[ xa-wdu < [ [ xa-Rddue. (60
M x[0,00) 0 JMx[0,00)

From here, according to the Gronwall inequality, we conclude that

X(t,X, 5) (1 - X(tuxa 5)) =0
for almost every (¢,x,&) € [0,00) x M x R.

This implies that either x(¢,x,£) = 0 or x(¢,x,£) = 1. Since we can interchange
the roles of x and x, we conclude that 1 and 0 are actually the only values that x
or x can attain and that x = x. Since x is also non-increasing with respect to £ on
[0, 00), we conclude that there exists a function u : [0, 00) x M — R such that

X(tx, &) = sgny (u(t,x) — £). (61)
In fact, this function is given by u(t,x) = fooo x(t,x,€&) d¢. Note that this in par-
ticular shows that if x = x a.e. then
u=1u

almost everywhere. a

Notice that from the proof of the previous theorem we see that every x appearing
in any tuple from F has the form sgn, (u(t,x) — &) where the function u satisfies

@9).

4. EXISTENCE

Our next aim is to prove that given initial data ug : M — [0, 1], there exists
a kinetic function y and corresponding measures m,n such that the conditions
from Definition [ are satisfied. To this end, consider the vanishing viscosity ap-
proximation (BI) augmented with the initial conditions (2). We have the following
theorem.
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Theorem 8. For anyn > 0 the initial value problem B1I), @) has a unique solution
uy in HY?((0,00) xM) NL>((0,00) x M). This solution satisfies, for any convex
S € C?(R) with S(0) =0,

Uy (t,%) Uy (t,%)
0458 (1) + dliv /0 1.(6)S(€)de = div div( /0 AL (€)' (€)de)

? (62)

= " () [div(B(x, (£, %)) = div(B(x, )

+ 1AS () — 1S (1) Ve, .

C=un(t,x) g

Proof: Existence follows from [I3, Th. 15 and Rem. 16], while (62]) is a direct
consequence of (33)). a

We now want to prove that for such solutions u,, the corresponding x.,,, 7, and
my, defined through (B3], (35), and (B34)), converge to the function x, and measures
m and n such that the set of all such limits (X, uo,n,m) is a kinetically admissible
set in the sense of Definition @ Before we show convergence we will establish
that there exist convergent subsequences such that their limits satisfy (&I from
Definition [

Lemma 9. Let u, be a solution to BI) with the initial data uy|i—o = uo and
measures Ny, my. Then there erists a subsequence n, along which Xy, converges
(in the weak- topology) to some x,, € L*>([0,00) x M x [0,00)) and such that the
corresponding measures n,, and my,, converge weakly to Radon measures n, my.

Furthermore such limits satisfy [@9), (G0).

Proof: According to ([B7), we see that the sets {n, },>0 and {my},>o are bounded
in the space of Radon measures M ([0, 00) x M x [0,00)). Also the X, are bounded
between zero and one. Thus, we can find common weakly converging subsequences
(see 12, Theorem 1.1.2 and 1.1.4]). Equation {3) follows from rewriting ([G2) in
terms of x., (see @Il onwards) and letting 7 — 0 (note that nAS(u,) — 0). Now
multiplying ([9) by kink functions f; converging to sgn, (7'—t) and a test function
o(x,€), integrating over all variables and letting first n — oo and then j — oo
shows that the function 7' — [ x(T, z, &)p(x, €)du(x)dé appearing in (52) is almost
everywhere equal to a continuous function in 7. This gives the initial condition

(510)8 Q

We will now show that the set of all limits of such subsequences satisfies the
conditions of Definition @l To this end, let us first prove the following lemma.
Since (BIl) only deals with expressions of the form ¢4, where ¢, is compactly
supported in a chart domain we may assume M = R?. Let us put

a = A;U X’U = ¢o¢(1 - X’U)7 Xu = (baXu' (63)

Notice that for every fixed £, > 0 we have for every (t,x,&) along the previously
chosen subsequence

lim x50 (t,x, &) = x5°(t, %, €). (64)

n—roo

The same holds for ¥5:° and X5°, as well as all their (partial) derivatives.



16 M. GRAF, M. KUNZINGER, AND D. MITROVIC

Since g is symmetric and positive definite there exists a symmetric square root
(depending smoothly on the point) which we will denote by h, i.e.,

gm — 5klhilhjk
(where d;y, is the Kronecker-Delta).

Lemma 10. There exists a bounded function G (depending on the metric, a and
ba, but not on e,68, or n) defined on [0,00) x R? x [0,00) such that

/ / b div div(Xe, @) * pe,sX5° dudé + / / h div div(Ku, @) * pe,s X5 dudé
R4 JO R4 JO
w2 [ [ B R 6000 e 7 x =)ot =)
x (divy (85 va(r,y)) = (divy (F5E60)) ) lemonrvn) %
(dwy (ﬁ% (3, (T, y)))
— (divy (B53,0) ) lemun(ry) ). dydrdy’dr’ dud

~ / / G, €)(1 — X5 )x dpude,
R4 JO
(65)

on (R ,g) where = means that the difference of the left hand side and the right
hand side goes to zero in Li (RY) (as a function of t) as, first, n — oo, second
0 — 0, and finally e — 0.

Proof: Since the calculations required for this proof are quite extensive, we only
summarize the main steps here and outsource several arguments to the appendix.
Also, to reduce the notational burden, we will suppress all {-dependencies: the 7-
and 7'-integrations remain untouched by the arguments used in the proof below,
so we state all the required steps as if u,, v, pe, G, ...were independent of ¢,
noting that re-introducing the actual dependencies then is entirely straightforward.
Moreover, [, d¢ will always be understood to mean [p d€.

In the computations below, we shall rely heavily on the Friedrichs lemma for
convolutions (cf. Lemma [B). To begin with, note that for any f € C?(R4*1) and
any fixed €, 6

lim 05Xy (%, €) (Xu, f) * pes) (x,€)dp(x)d =

n—oo Ra+1
/R O () () % pes) (. ().

This is due to dominated convergence since |¥5°| < 1, [9;%5°| < 10;pe.5] 11 Ra+1) <
C and both )2273 and )‘(fjf are supported in a compact set (which is independent of
n). The same holds true for all integral expressions of similar form.

Therefore, whenever the difference of two such expressions (containing y¥%° and
)23’5) converges to zero due to a variant of the Friedrichs lemma, the difference of
the same expressions (only now containing )‘(fjf and )Zif ) converges to zero if we
first let n — oo and then d,& — 0. So they are going to be equivalent for the limit
(we use & in our notation).
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First, by (A=2) we obtain:

/ div div(Xu,, @) * pe,s Xy, ‘Sdudf
“ (66)

~ _/ (9" Aiv(Xu, a)i) * pe,s0; X5 dudé.
Rd+1

That we do not have an actual equality here is merely due to the fact that some
of the appearing Christoffel terms will be inside a convolution on one side of the
equation but outside on the other. As outlined above, however, this does not cause
a problem in the limit thanks to the Friedrichs lemma.

We continue with the right hand side of (G6l). Expandmg the remaining diver-
gence, and using g™ = —I‘J ia _Ti,¢7% and galf = g"(aT)k(oT)!, we find (see

(A-5)):
/}Rd+1 (9" div(Xu, @)i) * pe,s0;X5)0 dudé

< [ O ) R e (O 1)
Opes(x —y, & —1)0;pe.s(x — 2,& — {)dydndzd(dp(x)dé
[ BREORE 0 [Tl + 1] G e

(67)

where the ~ again stems from a variant of the Friedrichs lemma.

This allows us to calculate
/ (gij div(Xu,, a)i) * Ps,éangn dpdg
Rd+1
+ / (gij diV(van a)i) * ps,éajfésu’fdﬂdf
Rd+1

< [ B )T ) T )¢

Xon (2, Q)X (¥, 1) O pe,s (X — ¥, € = 1)0jpe,s(x — 2,& — ()dydndzd(dp(x)dE
+ /R s Smih™ (2) (0 T)E (z, OR™ (y) (6T ) (y, ) x

Xon (25 Q)X (¥ MOk pe.s(X = 2,6 = ()0jpe 5(x — y, & — n)dydndzd(dp(x)dE
+/de+3 Smth" () (@) (v, m) {hmi(y)(UT){(y,n) — h™(z) (6T (2, )} X
Xvn (2, Q) Xun (¥, )0k pe,s(x — ¥, € —0)0jpes(x — 2,8 — C)dydndzdg’du(x)
+ /R s Smih" (2)(0" )} (2, C) [hmi(z)(aT)g(z,g) — W™ (y) (o )| x
Xon (2, O) X, (75 1) Ohpe,5(x — 2,6 = )0 pes(x — y, € — n)dydnddedu(x)

+/d+l anf;(;Xif { z]l'\mla J’_Fkagwak} dud§
R

(68)

+ /d+l )Zifani)é { zjl"mla + Fkagwak} dudf.
R
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Looking at the fourth term from (G8) another lengthy calculation and invocation
of the Friedrichs lemma (see (A=) gives

/R B @) .0 [ @) 0T Q) — A )0 )] ¢
Xon (2, Q)X (¥, 1) Ok pe,5(X — 2,€ — ()0 pes(x — ¥, & — n)dydndzd(dpu(x)dE
< [l @) [ @) )~ )T )]

_ - 69
Ko (2, (1) (X = 20 = Oupes(x — 3, — n)dydndadCau(x)dg
i / Smth" X5 e (0 VTR, 05 (W™ (0T )] ) dudd§
Rd+1
S e e B RN (OIS
Rd+1

The last two terms in the equation above are of the form

[ s ax aus (70)

for an appropriate function G (which is bounded and independent of n). By (G3)
and Lemma [0 it follows that the difference of this expression and the right hand
side of (B5) (with the functions G only differing by a factor of ¢2) is ~ 0.

So the third and fourth term from (G8) together give

Lo, Bt @) ) [ )T 1) = W ) T )] ¢
Xvn (2, )X, (¥ 1)k pe,s(x =y, & = 0)0jpe,s(x — 2,& — ()dydndzd(dp(x)dE
[t @) O) [ ) T ) = ) ()]
Xow (2, Q) X, (¥ M) Ok pe.s(x — 2, — ()0;pes(x =y, & — n)dydndzd{dp(x)dg
I ] P e M R O HENST

Xvn (25 O)Xun (¥, MOk pe,s (X — ¥, & —1)jpe,s(x — 2,6 — C)dydndzdédu(X)

+ [ Bt @ ) [ ) T O — 7 ) o )
Xon (2, O)Xun (¥51)0;pe,s(x — 2,6 — Q)Okpe,s(x —y, § — n)dydndzd(du(x)dE

4 / TR G, €)dpude =
Rd+1

/R+ Sim [W7 (y)(0T)E (v m) — b (2) (07 ) (2, )] x

< (A )T ) = D7 @) (0T 0| Ko (2 O (v.)
X Oppes(x =y, & = 1)jpe.s(x = 2,§ — ()dydndzd(dp(x)dg

4 / R G (x, €)dpde,
Rd+1

again for some bounded function G.
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Expanding the functions A" (o7)* in Taylor series (see the appendix for the
details of the following calculation), we conclude that

/R . Sim [RH(¥) (@) E(y,m) — B (z)(07)] (2, )] x

(W () (@) (1) = 1 (2) (07 )] (2, )| Ko (2 )R (3, ) %
X Ope,s(x =y, & —0)0jpes(x — 2, — ¢)dydndzd(dp(x)d§

_/]Rd+ 5lmXiinf [(% (h”(aT)f) 0; (him(aT){)
+0; (B (0T)F) o (hmi(aT){)} dpude

(72)

Q

- / REOREO G x, €)dude,
Rd+1

where & holds if we let first n — oo, then § — 0 and finally ¢ — 0 (so that all
other terms in the Taylor expansion will go to zero). This shows that the third and
fourth term of (68) again simply sum to a term of the form [ x§° S0 G(x, €)dpde.

Un

Next, an integration by parts shows that the fifth and sixth term in (68]) sum to

- [ Ry [Tl Tl dude = [ XETGOx €)duds
Rd+1 Rd+1

hence it only remains to study the first two terms in (65).

The sum of the first and second term from (68)) can be shown to be (approxi-
mately) equal to

[ a6 dudg +2 [ o (0l 900" o)) ¢
Rd+1 ]‘Rd+1 By (73)
% (Gah™0;((0™ (1= x0,)))  dudg.

Again, this uses the product rule and integration by parts and the details are in
the appendix.

Note that, similarly,
rl T\E\ES (7 mi Vi &9
. Omi (h ¢axun6k(0 )r) (h ¢aaj((0 )i(l_Xvn))) dpdg
Rd 1
6,5 mi 1 876
[ B a0 ) (7000 = 0050 ) " de (74
~ / (1= X50)X) G (x, &) dpdé
Rd+l
and obviously
rl TNENES (1 mi AR
/+ Omi (h (baXunak(o )r) (h (ba(l_xvn)aj(a )1) dpdg
]Rd 1

~ / (1= XD G, €)dpde.
Rd+l



20 M. GRAF, M. KUNZINGER, AND D. MITROVIC
Using (4] and (75) we then conclude that (73] can be written as
rl T\k &9 (1 mi T\ &0
2| Ot (800" x )™ (W 0a0s (") = x0,)) T dpde
~2 /d 5ml (Qbahrlak((UT)qun) - ¢ahrlXun 8k(UT)]r€)E’6
Ri-+1
. . . A €,0
% (620507 (1 = x0.)) = B a1 = x0,)05(0 7)) dpd
= NG e (76)
£,0
= _2/ 5ml (Qbahrlak((UT)qun) - d)ahrlXunak (UT)f)
Rd+1
. TN X T £,0
% (0003 (07 )X0,) = K" 60X, 05(07)])  dpd
+/Rd+1(1 XoD X G (x, €)dpude.

Now in (28) we defined 8(x,€) by (98%) (x,€) = /BE)oT (x,£) and 4% (x,0)
= 0 for any x, and [{I]) gives

(B 000, 0)) s = [ (07 3)00 (9105026 9)
— 0,(h™ 60 (¥)pe(x — ¥)) / p5(€ — 1) (™Y (3 m) o, (v 1) diidy

- / (W™ () (9)0; p= (x —¥) — 8; (K™ 60)(y)p=(x — ¥)) (B ~))] (y, v (y))dy
= [ 3100 @)-6c = 910, (575N (v, 0ny)))
]Rd
and

(hm 6030, 0500™,) % pes8) = [ K7 3100 (3D (x = 1)

X / ps(& =5 (™)l (v, m)xw, (v, m))dndy
R
= [ 1 )60 @)= 30, (B0 0)) e, 1.
Hence using (28) it follows that their difference is given by
(A7 6005 () xw) = B Gaxw, 0507 )  pes (x,€)
= [ 1 )0 (o - v) (divy (571630 (3)
Rd
~ (divy (#5¢3.0)) koot ), -
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An analogous treatment of (¢oh™ 0% ((67)*xu,) — dah" xu, Bk(UT)’,f)a’(S shows that
([6) becomes

2 bt (ak B ) — 0, Bu(0)E)
RA+1

€

. : 1 j 9
X (hngf)aaj((UT)gX'un) - hmlﬁbaXvn aj (UT)i) dud§

=-2 /de+1 Srih™ (YR (Y )b (¥) B (y") pe (x — y)pe(x = y') X
x (divy (#4C6 0av)) = (divy (B5€67,0) ) lemnivn) ¥
< (divy (87 v un(y) = (divy (376 1.0)) ) ety ), dydy'dpude.

This finally establishes (G5). a
Before we state the next lemma, we note that by a limiting procedure (exactly as
in [7, (2.7)]) we may insert S(u) =sgn, (§)(u — &)1 +sgn, (=) (u — &)— into ([B3).
Then multiplying by a test function in £ and integrating over (¢,x) € [0,00) X M
as well as over ¢ it follows that

[, tx, dtdu) < ), (77
RtxM
in the sense of distributions in £, where

v(€) :=sgn, (&)||(uo — &)+l ary +sgny (=&)|[(uo — &)~ L1 (an) (78)
= sgn, (§)[l(uo — &)+ llLr(an (79)

(which is a bounded function compactly supported in [0, 1]). Since this holds for
all n, it must also hold for the weak limit n, + m,,.

Lemma 11. For weakly convergent subsequences Xu,, ; M, , Mau,, ANd Xv, , N, , My,
(as in Lemmald) we have

L @ntm, n0) 06007
+ (Ga(mu, +10,))" O (baxu, )™ dp(x)dé
b2 [ b ()0 )60 (3o = x =)ol = 7 x = y) 5
R3d+2 Jo
X (divy/ (ﬁpg(é”(y’,vn(T’,y’))) - (divy' (Bpm")(y’,C))) |<:vn<fny'>)r
x (divy (878 (v, un(r,y)

— (divy (8 (3.0))) |<:“n<W>)1- dydrdy’ dr'dudé < 0.

Proof: To begin with, a straightforward calculation using ([@I]) shows that

Oe(Paxu)™’ = 05(x)ps () — (9ad(€ — u)) * pes. (81)
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Therefore, (¢ (M, + 1, )50 (PaXw, )5 splits into the following terms:
L] @aloma, + 0y 06, ) )i =
a.Jo
/ / 06(x)ps5 (&) (dalnu, + mun))&é dpdg
R Jo

— / /Oo(¢anun)€’5(¢a6(§ _ un))a‘,(;dudé-
R4 JO (82)

_/Rd/o (amu, )= (pad(€ — up)) 0 dude
< [ ] 000500 (Guton, )" d
_ o0 Ny e,5 56—, s
// (B, ) (6ad (€ — un))* dpdg

by positivity of m,,,. First note that the first term is zero since ps is supported in
(=1,0).

We now look at the second term. By definition of n,, (see ([42))
/ / ($amu, )" (9ad(§ = un))™ dudg
R Jo

— [ sl unr ¥ es(e — w3 et = x = ¥l — 7' x5
R3d+2 J0

2
dydrdy’dr’ dud§.

9(y)

X Ga(y)ba (y/)

div(B(y, un(r,y))) — div(B(y, () ’

C=un(7,y)

Defining the vector field X,,, on R? by

X;n (t,y) :== h(y) <div(ﬁ(y, un(t,y)) — div(B(y, C))‘g‘_un(t,y)> ‘

we see that

div(B(y, un(t,y)) — div(B(y, C))]

2

= |Xun (tv Y)|i )
9(y)

where |.|. denotes the Euclidean norm on R%. So, using | Xy, (t,y)|2+/ X, (t',y")[2 >
20,; X7 (t,y)X} (t,y’) and the chain rule @27) (which holds since u,, v, are suffi-
ciently regular for all n) we see that

_ /Rd ‘/(Jm(¢anun)€,5(¢a6(§ — vn))8,5 + (¢anv7l)876(¢a5(f _ un))a"sdudf < (83)

C=un(t,y)

9 / / T k™ ()T (3 ) (¥)6n (3 )pe (b — 7% — Y)pelt — 7 x — ')
R3d+2 J0
x (divy: (B on(, ') = (divys (BFEG,0)) lemunirran ) %
x (divy (556 (v, un(r,y))
- (divy (Bpg(g"’(y,C))) I<:un<r,y>)id(ym Y7 m).

This concludes the proof. a
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From this we conclude that condition (GBI is fulfilled.

Lemma 12. Under the assumptions of the previous Lemma the limits satisfy the

estimate (B1I).

Proof: As before, due to the presence of the cut-off functions ¢, we may without
loss of generality suppose that M = R?. We first calculate

‘/Rd /Ooo((ba (mu + nu))5158£ (¢axv)s,6du(x)d€ _
- /Rd Am(¢a(mu + nu))8’585(¢a(1 - Xv))a’[sdu(x)dg
= — ,/Rd (¢a(mu + nu))&é(t7x, 0)(¢a(1 _ Xy))s,édﬂ(x)dg

- £,0 . €8 X
+/Rd/0 Ot (Do (M, 4+ 1)) (P (1 — x0))*0dp(x)dE.  (84)

Next, note that (¢q(n, + my))¢ is continuous (and even locally Lipschitz) in £
since by assumption (X, to, My, Ny, ) satisfies @), hence (@), which implies that
Ot (o (i, + my))E will be in Lg2 ([0, 00) x R x R). Thus

loc

/ / " 623005 (6) ($ (1 &+ m))" dpde — / 65.(%) (o (nu +m0))° (x,0)du
R4 JO Rd

as 0 — 0. Now, for any the estimate (77) (and v(§) = 0 for £ < 0) shows that the
measure [o, . (g + my)(t,x,&)dtdp is supported in [0,00) hence by positivity
(ny + my)(t,x,€) is supported in [0,00) x M X [0,00). But this implies (n, +
my)%(t,x,€) =0 on [0,00) x M for any £ < 0. Thus

(ny +my)°(t,%,0) =0 (85)

on [0,00) x M by continuity, so

/ ¢%,(%) (Pa(ny +my))° (1,%,0)dudr = 0. (86)
0 JRrd

Since 0 < 1—x, < 1 (and my,, n, and ¢, are non-negative) this immediately implies
that the first term in (84]) must converge to zero as § — 0 as well.

Thus,

hmsuplimsup/Rd/O (P (M + 114,))%° e (b X0) = dpa(x) dE

e—0 6—0
= lim sup lim sup/ / Ot (Po (M + 14))%° (D0 (1 — x0)) 0 dpu(x)dE.
=0 50 JreJo

Combining this with Lemma [0 and Lemma [[] and letting n — oo (keeping in
mind (77))) gives the claim. a

From the above, we see that the following theorem holds.

Theorem 13. Denote by F the set of all tuples (Xu,wo, M, Ny,) obtained as the
weak limits along subsequences as in Lemmald of appropriate terms from the van-
ishing viscosity approzimation [BI) with initial condition ([2)). Then F satisfies the
conditions from Definition [4)
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Proof: That such limits satisfy @3], (&0) is part of the statement of Lemma [d]
while relation (GIJ) follows from Lemma a

As a direct consequence we obtain the following result on the uniqueness of entropy
solutions:

Corollary 14. Let u, v be entropy solutions of (@), @). Then u = v.

Proof: We do this by showing that the set F consisting of all entropy solutions
is kinetically admissible. From this, uniqueness of entropy solutions follows from
Theorem [7]

As was shown in Section 2] the kinetic functions y., X. corresponding to u, v
satisfy the Cauchy problem ({@3)), (50). It remains to show (&Il). But this follows as
in Lemmas [I0] to [[2 by replacing the sequences there with the constant sequences
Xas Mgy My and Xy, My, Myy: Note that the only place where the higher regularity of
the u,, enters is in the use of the chain rule in (83]), which entropy solutions have

to satisfy by definition. a

The final theorem of the paper establishes existence of the entropy admissible

solutions to (), ().

Theorem 15. There exists a function u : [0,00) x M — [0,1] satisfying the con-
ditions of Definition Q. It is obtained as the strong Li,.([0,00) x M) limit of the
functions (u,) obtained as the solution to (BII), [@).

loc

Proof: From Theorem [I3] Lemma [ and Theorem [7] it follows that for the entire
family (u,) (and not only a subsequence)

sgny (uy(t,x) — &) = sgn (u(t,x) —§) as n— 0 in L>([0,00) x M x [0,00)),

where u is defined in (61)). Indeed, according to Theorem [[3 and Lemma [@ any
weak-x limit of a subsequence of sgn, (u,(t,x) — §) belongs to the family F from
Definition [ while from Theorem[lit follows that all such limits coincide (since they
correspond to the same initial value). This in turn means that the Young measure
corresponding to the family (u,) is the atomic measure of the form §(u(¢,x) — &).
Indeed, for any f € C'(R), we have (keeping in mind (GI) and the fact that
0<u, <1):

Uy (t,%)
Flun(t, %)) = / F(€)de + £(0) /f Jsgn (uy (£,) — E)d€ + £(0)

— [ p©)sen (ult, x) — €)dE + £(0 / f(e —£)de.

n—0 0
From here, according to standard properties of Young measures [16], we conclude
that
u, — u strongly in L},.([0,00) x M).
The strong convergence provides all the conditions from Definition [ (cf. [7, Section
7). a
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APPENDIX

In this appendix we provide details of the arguments used in the proof of Lemma
IO As before, we shall suppress the t-dependence to simplify the presentation. Also,
as in the Lemma, [ d¢ is to be understood to in fact mean fR+ d€.

To begin with, we show (B6]), using integration by parts, (I3]), and Lemma [6], as
well as the fact that dx/|g| = I'j;+/|gl, and

0,9 = —g"*T?; — g7'T. (A-1)

/ div div(Xu, @) * psyg)_(f)’jdudf =
Rd+l

[ 090, div(ua0) w pusESaude = [ (T div(Ru,0)) ¢ s
Rd+

/ end ¥)0; div(Xu,a)i (¥, m)p s (x—y, E =m)dydnx) (x,€)\/19(x)|dxdédydn
= (G v, ) * pes
Rd+1
/ N ¥) div(Xu, a)i(y, 1)) pe.6(x —y, € —n)dydnx5? (x,€)/|g(x)|dxdédydn
R2d 2
/ s ¥) div(Xu, @)i(y, 1)pe.s (x — y, & — n)dydnx5?’ (z, €)\/|g(x)|dxdédydn
—/ (9T div(xua)r) * pesXy dpdé =
Rd+l
/ N Y) div(Xu, a)i(y, 1)pe.s (x—y, E—n)dydnd; X5° (x, £)V/|g(x)|dxdédydn
R2d 2
/R wra? y) div(Xu, )i (¥, n)pe,s (x—y, E—n)dydnx5? (x,£)0;1/|g(x)|dxdEdydn

+/ (( zal—‘] +ngF )le()zun ) ) * Pe, §ijdp,d§
Rd+1

= / (gij div(
Rd+1

(Xun,
+/ (( T+ g7'T%) div(Xu, ))*ps s X dude
d+1

/ (07T, div(Rus, a)1) * pe.s X5 dpde

Rd+1

a);)xpe,50; Xy, dudé — " (9" div(Ruw, @)i) %P, 5 X5 15 dpd+
ik q: £,0

/d+1 jrij div(xua)k )*Ps sXo dpdg

~ / (g7 div(Tu, a)i) * pe.s0, X5 dpude (A-2)
Rd+1
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Turning now to (67), we again use (A=1]), as well as
glaf =g (o) (")} (A-3)

to calculate:
/Rdﬂ (9" div(Ru, a)i) * pe,505 X5, dpdé
- /Rm+2 I(3) 0k (Xun @) (7, 0)pers (x — v, & — 0)dydnd; X5° (x, €)dp(x)dédydn
+ /R o DX 6 %, (7,19 (v) [Tu(y)ak (7, m) = T () (3, m)]
X pes(x =y, & — n)dydndu(x)dg

= /R 2d+2g I(y) (xwal ) (v, 1) Ok pe.s(x — y, & — n)dydnd; X5° (x, £)dydndp(x)dE
- /R s g™ (¥) (Xun ) (¥, 0)pe,s (x — y, & — n)dydnd; X5° (x, €)dydndp(x)d§

+/de+2 0;X50 (%, €)X (v, M 9" (v) [T (y)ai(y,m) — T3 (y)ag, (v, m)] x
X pe,s(x =y, & — n)dydndp(x)ds

N /de+2 gl ( )(Xu )(y n)akps 5( -y.{— n)dydnan?é(Xa §)dyd77dﬂ(x)d§

- /R " (F?;agi“ +F?;bgjb) (¥) (X aF ) (y, 1)
X pes(x =y, € — 1)dydnd; X5 (x, €)dydndu(x)de
[ O O 1 ) [Pyl () = T ()b 3]

X pe,s(x —y,§ —n)dydndu(x)dE

/ / (@) (5 0) X (25 €)X (75 1) %

Rd+1 Rd+1
X Okpe,s(X —y,& —1)0jpe,s(x — 2,§ — ()dydndzd{dp(x)dE
/ / X5 (%, &) Xun (. 1) [ a9Tmal +Fka9“’a’“} (y,m)x
Rd+1 JRd+1

X pes(x —y,§ —n)dydndp(x)d§

[ T 1) 2 O ()¢
X Ogpe,s(X —y,& —1)0jpe,s(x — 2,§ — ()dydndzd{dp(x)dE
+ /R G O (6, [T a4 T 0ok ] (x, O)du(x)de. (A-4)

Here, the last =~ follows from the the Friedrichs lemma in the following way: For
any f € C2(R41) we have

,/]Rd+ JX'un ((E 5) ((iunf) * p8,6) (X, f)du(X)df
o /R X522 (56,€) (0 (Ru, £) % pe.5) (%, €)dp(x) €



WELL-POSEDNESS THEORY ON RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS 27

R0 (R ) % o) (€005 B
o [ R 0 (G ) e

= [ R e O x0T B
= [ O O € o, (e

To summarize, (A=4]) becomes
/ . (gij div(f(una)i) * p€,56Jvadud§
Ra+1
< [ OO )0 (e 1)
X Ope,s(x =y, & —1)0;pes(x — 2,§ — ()dydndzd(dp(x)ds
+ [ ORI ORI € [sT el + T g et (x ). (4-5)

To simplify notation we set 5 := h**(07)]. Looking at the fourth term from

[©]) we see
/de+% mi6'" (2, ¢) [ (z,¢) — 6™ (y,m)] x

Xon (2, O) X, (¥, 1)Ohpe.5(x — 2,€ — C)0jpes5(x — ¥, & — n)dydnded(du(x)dE
- / Omi5" (2, C)5" (2, )Xo, (2 )Xo (¥, 1) X
Okpe,s(x —2,§ = ()0 pe,s(x — y, & — n)dydndzd(dp(x)dE
= [ B 05 () (2.0 ()
Onpe.s(x — 2,€ = €)0;pe.s(x — ¥, & — n)dydndzd(dp(x)dg
= /IR+ 16" (2,0)6"™ (2, C) Xo, (2, ()X, (¥, 1) X
Onpe,s(x — 2,6 = €)0;pe,s(x — y, & — n)dyddzd(du(x)dE
- /Rdﬂ SOk (6" X0, ) * pe,505(6™ Xu,,) * pe,s/|gldxdé

— /RSM 615 (2,0)6™ (2, C) Yo, (2, O) X, (¥, 1) X
0jpes(x — 2, — Q)Okpe s(x — y, & — n)dydndzd(dp(x)dE

+ /d+1 6ml(&lk)7(vn) * pa,&akaj (6mj)~(un) * Pe, 6\ |g|dXd§
R
+ /d+1 St (6" X ) * Pe,505 (6™ X, ) * pe 6T gdxdE
R

’,-?J‘/]RMH'g mlU (Z C) (Z7<))Zvn(z,<))zun(y,n)><
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0jpe,s(x —2,& = Q)Okpe,s(x —y, & — n)dydndzdCdpu(x)dE
- / B0 (5" %0, ) % 05Ok (57 ) s ()
Rd-+1

- /R . Smi(6% X0,) * pe.sOk(6™ Ru,,) * pe,sL5 dxdé
+/ Smi6™ X500;(6™I X505 dxdé
Rd+1

~ /RSdJrs 5ml&lk(za C) [&m; (Z, C) — &mj (y, 77)} X
Xo (2, Q)X (¥, 10925 (x = 2, = ()Ohpes(x =y, & — n)dydndzdCdp(x)dg

= [ B NG e [ 550, (67K e
Rd+1 Rd+1

= [ Bl @ O [ ). ) - W) )]
Xon (25 O)Xu, (¥ n)ajps,é(x —2,& — ()Okpes(x —y,& —n)dydndzd(du(x)dE

+ / Stk XEDED (0T )T, 05 (™ (o) dpd
]Rd+1

= [ Bl R (0T O 0 Y . (A0)
Rd+1
This establishes (G9).

Next we show (T2). Using again the notation 6% := h'*(¢T)7  we have to show
that

/ i [ (y,m) = 5%(2, Q)] [3"7 (y,m) — 5™ (2,0)]
X Xv, (25 O)Xu, (¥, 1)Okpe,s(x =y, & = 0)0jpe,s(x — 2, — ()dydndzd(dp(x)dg
~ - /R " Sm X0 %50 [On (5'%) 05 (6™7) + 05 (6'%) 9k (5™7)] dpdg.  (A-T)

To do so, we introduce a change of variables,

Fot=¢
7<_ 5 Y

. x-y _ x—-z _ ¢&-
= 7z = =
y 6 3 E Y 77 5
so the left hand side of (A=7)) becomes
(1) / €210 Xu, (x — £5.,€ = 07])Xu, (x — €2, — 6() X
K

5lm [&lk(x - 55’75 - 577) - &lk (X - 5275 - 55)] X (A—S)
X [&mJ (X - 55’,5 - 577) - &mj (X - 62,5 - 55)}
X Ok pe,s(€5,0M)0; pe.5(e2, 0C) dzd(dydidu(x)de,

where K C R3(4+1) is a suitable compact set (the X,, have compact support, uni-
formly in n). Henceforth, we will simply use the letter K to generically denote such
compact sets. Recalling our simplifying assumption on suppressing t-dependence,
we have

n

o 1 N 1 B
0jpes(ey, 0m) = %m(n) sz jw2(¥s) - djw2(¥5),
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so ((A=]) becomes
1 _ B o B _
/K — Xun (X —€¥,§ — 00) X0, (X — €2, — 0() x

X 6lm [ lk( - 55’75 - 577) - 6lk(x - 5275 - 65)} (A_9)
X [0 ](x —ey,&—67m) — G (x —ez, & — 65)] w1 (1) Hzrwa (¥s)
X Opwa (ka)wl (E) Hr;éjw2 (ZT) ang (Zj) didfdydﬁdu(x)dﬁ

We now expand 6% (x — ey, € — 07) and 5% (x — ez, £ — () in a Taylor series around
(x,€) to obtain

&lk(x—sy,ﬁ—éﬁ)—&lk(x—si,§—5f):
Za% — ¥r) + 0:6"(x,£) 6(C — )+

+ Z X Ey 5 577)(_55,7 _6ﬁ)a - Rlak(xv 527 57 65)(_827 _55)(1} 9

lee|=2

where the R!F are suitable bounded functions (since 5% € C?). Doing the same for
o™ (x — ey, & — 67) and 6™ (x — €%, & — 6¢) and multiplying, we see that the only
relevant remaining term is

d d
2 [Z_; 0, (x,€) (zr —yr)] x [Z_; 96" (x,€) (Zs — ¥s)

since all other terms will go to zero as, first, n — oo, then § — 0 and finally ¢ — 0
by boundedness on compact sets (uniformly in n) of all functions appearing in the
integrand. We may also replace Xy, (x —¥,£ — %) by Xu, (X,&): The difference of
both versions can be estimated by

C Xu(X —€Y,& —01) — Xu(x,8)| didydu(x)d
/K/B(o,s) /B(o,(;) X ey, & — 61) — Xu(x, §)| didydp(x)d§

as n — oco. Now by assumption Y, € L' since it is bounded and has compact sup-
port, so the Lebesgue differentiation theorem applies, and together with dominated
convergence shows that this integral converges to zero as, first, § — 0, and then
£ — 0. By a similar argument we may afterwards also replace ., (x — €2, & — 6()
by X, (x,£). This gives

/K%mn(x—ay,g—5ﬁ>>zvn(x—az,5—6<‘>x

5lm [ (X - Ey 5 577) - U“C(X - EZ,& 5()}
x [0 (x —ey,€ — 67) — 6™ (x — €2, € — 6C)] wi (1) Msprwa(¥s)

X Opwa (I )w1 (C) Iyt jwo (Zy) Djwo(2;) dzd(dydijdp(x)dé
d

o [ R e 0 0 3 006 (x,£)0.6™ )

r,s=1
X (ZsZr — ¥sZr — ZsYr + ¥s¥r)| w1 (1) Mszpw2(¥s) Opwa(¥r)wi ()
X Tyt j002 (2 )Ojwa (25) dzdCdydijdp(x)dE
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- /K Tt (5%, €)X (%, )0 [~0;5'% (3, €) 0657 (x, ) 3475
— k6" (x,€) ;6™ (x,€) 2;yk)| Onwa(¥r)Ojwa(2;) dz;dydp(x)dE
- /K T (5 €)X, (% €)1 [~ 055" (x,€) 5™ (x, )

_8k6lk(x7 6) aj&m] (X,g))} du(x)df (A-lO)
This concludes the proof of ([72]).

Next we have to show that the first and second term of (68]) sum to (73]). For
the first term of (G8) we get

[, ™ O )0 ) 2 O ()5
X Okpe,s(x =y, & —1)0;pes(x — 2,§ — ()dydndzd(dp(x)ds
:/ 1Ok (R (0¥ X, ) * pe.60; (hmi(UT)ff(vn) * pe,sdpdg
Rd+1
~ [ Bmidu(@ah™) o xS0 (TS ) dude
Rd+l
7l Tk 2 mif Tvie )\
[ Gt (@ah (0T X)) 05 (B (07NN, ) dnd
Rd+1
~ [ (@) 0TGN (0" Vi 0ay(1 — XD dude
Rd+1
[ DN € dudg
Ra+1

£,6 mi . £,0
b [ b ab0u(( ) 0 (W0 ) dde (A1)
]Rd 1

A similar calculation gives
rl Tk €,0 mis T &0
St (Sl O((07)x0,)) ™" 05 (W70 )Ix, ) dpd
Rd+1
~ / St G (T VDN D, (D™ ) 0TV (1 = X0 )dpud
Rd+1
4 / (1 - XSO0 G(x, €)dude
Rd+1

b [ (0al" 00l ) (1700050 M (1 = x0,)) " dude. (A-12)
Rd+1

Putting together (A=11)) and (A=I12)) and doing an integration by parts (to get

the terms containing 9;(1 — xif ) and 8;0(2)5 , respectively, to cancel up to a term
absorbed into the function G) gives

/ SOk (R (0")F Xu, ) * pe,50; (h’”i(o—T){xvn) * e sdpdé
Rd+1
g, mi . £,0
~ /R IR G (L) ‘5(11 $ad;((6T)I(1 — Xvn))) dpude

[ DG duds. (A-13)
Rd+1
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An analogous calculation for the second term from (B8] establishes (73)).

(1]
2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

REFERENCES

B. Andreianov, K. H. Karlsen, N. H. Risebro, A theory of L!-dissipative solvers for scalar
conservation laws with discontinuous flux, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 201 (2011), 27-87.
O.Arena, A Strong Maximum Principle for Quasilinear Parabolic Differential Inequalities,
Proc. AMS 72 (1972), 497-502.

F. Bachman, J. Vovelle, Existence and Uniqueness of Entropy Solution of Scalar Conservation
Laws with a Flux Function Involving Discontinuous Coefficients, Comm. PDE, 31 (2006),
371-395.

M. Ben Artzi, P. LeFloch, Well-posedness theory for geometry-compatible hyperbolic conser-
vation laws on manifolds, Ann. I. H. Poincaré 24 (2007), 989-1008.

M.C. Bustos, F. Concha, R. Biirger and E.M. Tory, Sedimentation and Thickening: Phe-
nomenological Foundation and Mathematical Theory, Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dor-
drecht, The Netherlands, 1999.

Q. G. Chen, K. H. Karlsen, Quasilinear Anisotropic Degenerate Parabolic Equations with
Time-Space Dependent Diffusion Coefficients, Comm. Pure and Applied Analysis 4 (2005),
241-266.

Q. G. Chen, B. Perthame, Well-Posedness for Non-Isotropic Degenerate Parabolic-Hyperbolic
Equations, Ann. I. H. Poincaré 20 (2003), 645-668.

A.-L. Dalibard, Kinetic formulation for heterogeneous scalar conservation laws, Ann. I. H.
Poincaré 23 (2006), 475-498.

A.-L. Dalibard, Kinetic formulation for a parabolic conservation law. Application to homog-
enization, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 39 (2007), 891-915.

E. DiBenedetto, Degenerate parabolic equations, Springer New York, 1993.

C. J. van Duijn, L. A. Peletier, I. S. Pop, A new class of entropy solutions of the Buckley-
Leverett equation, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 39 (2007), 507-536.

L. C. Evans, Weak convergence method in partial differential equations, Conference Board of
the Mathematical Sciences by the American Mathematical Society Providence, Rhode Island,
Number 74, 1988.

Graf, M., Kunzinger, M., Mitrovic, D., Galerkin-type methods for strictly parabolic equations
on compact Riemannian manifolds, Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa CI. Sci., to appear.

M. Grosser, M. Kunzinger, M. Oberguggenberger, R. Steinbauer, Geometric theory of gen-
eralized functions, Kluwer, Dordrecht, 2001.

L. Hérmander, The Analysis of Linear Partial Differential Operators 111, Classics in Math-
ematics, Springer, 2007.

R. DiPerna, Measure-valued solutions to conservation laws, Archive Rat. Mech. Anal. 88
(1985), 223-270.

M. S. Espedal and K. H. Karlsen, Numerical solution of reservoir flow models based on
large time step operator splitting algorithms, Filtration in Porous Media and Industrial
Applications (Cetraro, Italy, 1998), vol. 1734 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics, p. 9-77,
Springer, Berlin, 2000.

D. Kroner, T. Miiller, L. M. Strehlau, Traces for functions of bounded variation on manifolds
with applications to conservation laws on manifolds with boundary, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 47
(2015), 3944-3962.

P. Le Floch, Hyperbolic systems of conservation laws. The theory of classical and nonclassical
shock waves. Lectures in Mathematics ETH Ziirich. Birkhduser Verlag, Basel, 2002.

O. A. Ladyzhenskaja, V. A. Solonnikov, N. N. Ural’ceva, (1968), Linear and gquasi-linear
equations of parabolic type, Translations of Mathematical Monographs 23, Providence, RI:
American Mathematical Society.

D. Lengeler, T. Miiller, Scalar conservation laws on constant and time-dependent Riemannian
manifolds, J. Differential Equations 254 (2013), 1705-1727.

J. E. Marsden, Generalized Hamiltonian mechanics, Arch. Rat. Mech. Anal., 28(4) (1968)
323-361.

D. Mitrovic, A. Novak, Transport-collapse scheme for scalar conservation laws — initial-
boundary value problem, Comm. Math. Sciences 15 (2017), 1055-1071.



32

M. GRAF, M. KUNZINGER, AND D. MITROVIC

[24] J. M. Nordbotten, M. A. Celia, Geological Storage of CO2: Modeling Approaches for Large-

Scale Simulation, John Wiley and Sons, 2011.

[25] B. O’Neill, Semi-Riemannian Geometry. With Applications to Relativity. Pure and Applied

Mathematics 103. Academic Press, New York, 1983.

[26] E. Yu. Panov, The Cauchy problem for the first order quasi-linear equation on manifold,

Differential Equations 33 (1997), 257—-266.

[27] E. Yu. Panov, On the Dirichlet Problem for First Order Quasilinear Equations on a Manifold,

Trans. AMS 363 (2011), 2393-2446.

[28] P. Petersen, Riemannian geometry. Second edition. Graduate Texts in Mathematics, 171.

Springer, New York, 2006.

[29] A.I. Vol’'pert and S.I. Hudjaev, Cauchy’s problem for degenerate second order quasilinear

parabolic equations, Math. USSR Sbornik, (3) 7 (1969), 365-387.

MELANIE GRAF, UNIVERSITY OF VIENNA, FACULTY OF MATHEMATICS

Email address: melanie.graf@univie.ac.at

MICHAEL KUNZINGER, UNIVERSITY OF VIENNA, FACULTY OF MATHEMATICS

Email address: michael.kunzinger@univie.ac.at

DARKO MITROVIC, FACULTY OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF MONTENEGRO

Email address: darkom@ac.me



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries from Riemannian geometry and the entropy admissibility concept
	3. Uniqueness
	4. Existence
	Appendix
	References

