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Abstract

This article deals with the regularity aspects of entropy solutions to scalar conservation laws. We show
that for each C2 flux in multi-D, there exists an entropy solution which does not belong to BVloc(R

d) for
all time. For this purpose, we construct a non-BVloc solution in 1-D for a special class of C2 fluxes whose
second derivative has a zero. It covers all the C2 functions for which Lax-Olĕınik’s BV regularizing result
is not applicable and provides a classification of one dimensional C2 fluxes based on L∞-BVloc regularizing
of entropy solution. In the later part of this article, we extend our result to fractional Sobolev spaces for
a class of non-degenerate fluxes.
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1. Introduction

We consider the following multi-dimensional scalar conservation laws

∂

∂t
u+

d
∑

i=1

∂

∂xi
Fi(u) = 0, x ∈ R

d, t > 0, (1.1)
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u(x, 0) = u0(x), x ∈ R
d,

where F = (F1, · · · , Fd) ∈ C2(R,Rd). Henceforth we use F as flux function for d ≥ 1 and f as a flux for
d = 1. Existence and uniqueness of solutions to (1.1) is well known due to Kružkov [30]. Throughout the
article, we deal with entropy solution that is a weak solution u ∈ C([0,∞);L1

loc(R
d)) satisfying Kružkov

entropy criteria [30].
Our main focus is to study L∞-BVloc regularizing effect for entropy solutions to (1.1). By L∞-

BVloc regularizing we mean that the entropy solution gains BVloc regularity for t > 0 when initial data
u0 ∈ L∞(Rd). In one dimension, L∞-BVloc regularizing of the entropy solution is known for uniformly
convex fluxes due to Lax and Olĕınik [31, 36]. This L∞-BVloc regularizing fails for some special choice
of non uniformly convex fluxes in 1-D [3, 8, 13, 15, 17, 21] and for C∞ fluxes in multi-D [9]. In one
dimension, near a vanishing point of f ′′, these fluxes locally behave like up with u > 0. For some interval
I ⊂ R, we consider a class of C2(I,R) functions such that {f ′′ = 0} is non-empty. For each flux in this
class, we prove the existence of an entropy solution not belonging to BVloc(R). This class contains fluxes
considered in [3, 8, 13, 15, 17, 21]. It is the optimal set of C2 fluxes for obtaining a non-BV propagation
because the complement of this class in C2 is the set of uniformly convex or concave functions. For higher
dimension i.e. for d > 1 we extend this result to whole C2(I,Rd) that is, for each C2 function F we
construct an entropy solution which is not in BVloc(R

d). Note that previously it was known [9] only for
C∞ fluxes whereas our result is valid for each C2 flux. Most of the previously constructed examples are
non-BVloc up to a finite time. In this article, we prove that the constructed examples are non-BVloc for
all time t > 0.

Since L∞-BVloc regularizing is not possible one can ask a natural question whether the L∞ entropy
solution lies in a space larger than BVloc. Lions, Perthame and Tadmor [34] first obtained regularity of
entropy solution in fractional Sobolev space W s,1 (see section 3 for the definition) when flux satisfies the
following non-degeneracy condition,

there exists α ∈ (0, 1] and C ≥ 0 such that

L1
(

{|v| < R0, |τ + F ′(v) · ξ| < δ}
)

< Cδα,

for all δ ∈ (0, 1), (τ, ξ) ∈ R× R
d with τ2 + |ξ|2 = 1.

(1.2)

Here L1 denotes the one dimensional Lebesgue measure. Authors showed that if F satisfies condition
(1.2) with α ∈ (0, 1] then the entropy solution belongs to W s,1

loc with s ∈ (0, α/(α + 2)) by using averaging
lemma [19]. For sufficiently smooth flux, it can be shown [27, 29, 37] that (1.2) means the following:
{F ′′(u), · · · , F (m+1)(u)} spans Rd for every u ∈ I where m is the largest integer less than or equal to 1/α.
For a survey and comparison between various flux conditions, we refer to [29]. Regularizing in fractional
Sobolev space has been studied by several authors [16, 20, 26]. By introducing a new velocity-averaging
lemma, Tadmor and Tao [38] proved the regularity of entropy solutions in W s,1 for s < α/(2α + 1) with
an extra condition on flux. Jabin [27] showed that u ∈ W s,1(Rd) for all s < α when flux satisfying (1.2)
and entropy solution satisfies an Olĕınik type inequality

‖t∇x · (F
′(u(·, t)))‖M1

loc
(Rd) ≤ C(‖u0‖L∞ + ‖u0‖L1). (1.3)

In this context, we would like to mention that for uniformly convex flux entropy solutions of (1.1) with
d = 1 additionally satisfy the following inequality

u(x+ h, t)− u(x) ≤
Ch

t
for all h, t > 0 and some constant C > 0. (1.4)

The inequality (1.4) is known as Olĕınik’s inequality in literature. If an L∞ entropy solution satisfies (1.4)
then it belongs to BVloc(R) for all t > 0 [32]. Hoff introduced a criteria divF ′(u) ≤ 1/t to characterize
multi-D fluxes in the context of uniqueness of solutions [25]. In one dimension, it has been proved [14, 35]
that f ′(u) ∈ BVloc(R) indeed (1.3) with d = 1 for the fluxes with polynomial degeneracy. Note that
inequality (1.3) can be seen as generalized version of Olĕınik inequality, Cheng [14] and Hoff [25] in
multi-dimension. Combining [14, 35] with Jabin’s result [27] it can be checked that in 1-D the entropy
solution belongs to W s,1 for any s < α where α is obtained from flux condition (1.2). This result is
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optimal due to Theorem 2.4 of present article (see section 2). We show that for L∞ data and C2 flux with
non-degeneracy condition (1.2), one cannot expect better than Wα,1 regularity of the entropy solution
to (1.1). The optimal regularity of the entropy solution in multi-D is still an open question. We refer
[2, 7, 10, 11, 24] for more results on regularizing effects of entropy solution to (1.1). For finer properties
of L∞ entropy solutions in one dimension we refer an interested reader to [5, 6, 12].

Rest of the article is organized as follows. Section 2 presents main results of this article. We compare
our results with known literature in subsection 2.1. We recall some definitions and some known facts
from theory of conservation laws in section 3 and 4 respectively. We first construct non-BV examples in
section 5. In section 6 we prove some facts on flux non-degeneracy and construct non-W s,p examples.

2. Main results

Primary goal of this article is to show the non-existence of BV regularizing effect in multi-dimension.
We wish to find an initial data defined on R

d with d > 1 such that the associated entropy solution to
(1.1) does not belong to BVloc for all t > 0. When d = 1, we construct non-BVloc solutions for a class of
C2 fluxes. More precisely, we prove the following,

Theorem 2.1. Let d > 1 and F ∈ C2(R,Rd). Then there exists an entropy solution u(·, t) ∈ L∞(Rd) of
(1.1) such that u(·, t) /∈ BVloc(R

d) for all time t > 0.

Theorem 2.2. Let I = [a, b] ⊂ R for some a < b. Let f ∈ C2(I,R) be a one dimensional flux function.
Suppose there is a point a0 ∈ I such that f ′′(a0) = 0. Then there exists an initial data u0 such that the
corresponding entropy solution u(·, t) ∈ L∞(R) of (1.1) does not belong to BVloc(R) for all time t > 0.

Main difference between Theorem 2.1 and 2.2 is the following: for d > 1 case we can always find a
unit vector ξ on sphere Sd−1 ⊂ R

d to confirm F ′′(a0) · ξ = 0. Therefore, Theorem 2.1 is true for each
F ∈ C2(R,Rd). But for d = 1, we need to assume that there is a point where the second derivative of f
vanishes. We observe that for a flux f ∈ C2(I,R) with f ′′ 6= 0 on I, Theorem 2.2 is not applicable. From
works of Lax [31] and Olĕınik [36] we know that the L∞-BVloc regularizing is true when f ′′ 6= 0 on I and
u0(x) ∈ I for a.e. x ∈ R. Therefore, we get a complete classification of C2 fluxes based on L∞-BVloc

regularizing of entropy solution to (1.1).
Our next aim is to investigate the regularizing in fractional Sobolev space W s,p when flux is satisfying

a non-degeneracy condition (1.2). It should be noted that for a C2 flux F the condition (1.2) hardly tells
about the optimality of α. For an interval I ⊂ R we define αsup(F, I) as follows:

αsup(F, I) := sup{α ∈ (0, 1];F satisfies (1.2) on I for α and some C > 0}. (2.1)

Similar notion of αsup has been previously introduced in [29, section 1.1]. For a C∞ flux F , it can be
shown [29] that αsup(F, I) = (dF [I])

−1 where dF is defined as follows

dF [I] := sup
u∈I

inf{k ≥ 1; span{F ′′(u), · · · , F (k+1)(u)} = R
d}. (2.2)

For non-degenerate fluxes satisfying (2.1) with αsup ∈ (0, 1) we want to show that if it has an L∞-
W s,p

loc regularizing effect then fractional exponent s is bounded above by αsup(F, I). For this purpose, we
introduce the following ‘mild regularity assumption’.

Definition 2.3. Let F ∈ C2(I,Rd) for d ≥ 1. Let Aξ = {x ∈ I; ξ · F ′′(x) = 0} be the zero set of F ′′ · ξ

for ξ ∈ Sd−1 and I \Aξ can be written as union of mutually disjoint open intervals {Iξk}, that is,

I \ Aξ =
⋃

k∈Iξ

Iξk with ξ · F ′′ 6= 0 in Iξk (2.3)

for some index set Iξ ⊂ N. We say F satisfies ‘mild regularity assumption’, if the following holds

inf
ξ∈Sd−1

inf{αsup(ξ · F, I
ξ
k); k ∈ Iξ} = αsup(F, I). (2.4)
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Observe that for 1-D C2 fluxes with #{f ′′ = 0} < ∞, the condition (2.4) holds. We note that
any C∞ flux with αsup(F, I) > 0 satisfies (2.4) (see Remark 6.8). In 1-D there are many C2 fluxes with
#{f ′′ = 0} = ∞ for which (2.4) is true (see example 6.9). The condition (2.4) guarantees that considering

all directional non-degeneracy on intervals Iξk is enough to conclude the non-degeneracy αsup(F, I). It is
an open question whether the condition (2.4) remains true for all C2 fluxes. We leave this for future
works. For fluxes satisfying αsup(I,R) > 0 along with (2.4) we have the following result.

Theorem 2.4. Let d ≥ 1 and I = [a, b] ⊂ R for some a < b. Let F ∈ C2(I,Rd) be a flux satisfying the
non-degeneracy condition (2.1) with αsup(F, I) ∈ (0, 1). Let F be satisfying (2.4) as in Definition 2.3.

Then, there exists an entropy solution u(·, t) ∈ L∞(Rd) of (1.1) such that u(·, t) /∈ W s,1
loc (R

d) for all t > 0
with s > αsup(F, I).

Note that in Theorem 2.4 we assume that αsup(F, I) < 1. In one dimension there exists a flux function
f ∈ C2(I) for some I ⊂ R such that αsup(f, I) = 1. We make a remark on L∞-BVloc regularizing of
entropy solution to (1.1) for such fluxes.

Remark 2.5. Let I = [a, b] for some a < b. There exists a flux f ∈ C2(I,R) and an initial data
u0 ∈ L∞(R) such that αsup(f, I) = 1 and if u is the entropy solution to (1.1) with flux f and data u0 then
we have u(·, t) /∈ BVloc(R) for all t > 0.

Proof of Remark 2.5 can be found in section 6.4.
To prove Theorem 2.4 we calculate Besov norm of entropy solution and utilize the fact W s,1 ⊂ Bs,p,θ

with suitable choice of p, θ where Bs,p,θ is Besov space (see section 3 for definition). Therefore, the result
on failure of regularizing effect is actually true in more general space than W s,p. In the Besov space set
up the non-existence of regularizing from L∞ data with fluxes satisfying (2.1) and (2.4), reads as follows,

Proposition 2.6. Let d ≥ 1 and R0 > 0. Let F ∈ C2([−R0, R0],R
d) be a flux satisfying the non-

degeneracy condition (2.1) with αsup(F, [−R0, R0]) ∈ (0, 1) and additionally (2.4). Then there exists

an entropy solution u(·, t) ∈ L∞(Rd) of (1.1) such that u(·, t) /∈ Bs,p,θ
loc (Rd) for all t > 0 with s >

αsup(F, [−R0, R0]), p ≥ 1, θ ≥ 1.

Till now the discussion has been restricted for fluxes having only C2 regularity. For fluxes satisfying
non-degeneracy condition (2.1) from Theorem 2.4 we get an upper bound for regularizing in fractional
Sobolev space, more precisely, there exists a data such that if the associated entropy solution u ∈ W s,p

then s must satisfy s ≤ αsup. In [29] it has been shown for C∞ fluxes that αsup ≤ d−1. By applying
Theorem 2.4 we can conclude that there is an entropy solution, u to (1.1) for C∞ flux such that u /∈ W s,p

for s > d−1. Therefore, for C∞ flux we recover an explicit upper bound on fractional exponent s. In
our next proposition, we obtain an explicit bound of s for C2,β fluxes. By C2,β function we mean a C2

function whose second derivative belongs to Holder space Cβ when 0 < β ≤ 1.

Proposition 2.7. Let d > 1 and F ∈ C2,β([a, b],Rd) for some 0 < β ≤ 1. Then there exists an entropy
solution u(·, t) ∈ L∞(Rd) of (1.1) such that u(·, t) /∈ W s,p

loc (R
d) for all t > 0 with s > 1/(1 + β), p ≥ 1.

Moreover, we have u(·, t) /∈ Bs,p,θ
loc (Rd) for s > 1/(1 + β), p ≥ 1, θ ≥ 1.

2.1. Comparison with previously constructed examples

In a short note [13], Cheng first showed that L∞-BV regularizing fails for fluxes like u3/3, u4/4.
With an explicit estimation of Besov semi-norm of entropy solution, De Lellis and Westdickenberg [17]
proved that in one dimension there exists an entropy solution which does not belong to Wα,1 for flux
f(u) = (p+ 1)−1|u|p+1 and α > p−1. Cheverry [15] constructed an entropy solution, u for flux u3/3 with
piece-wise constant data to show that u(·, t) /∈ BVloc for t ∈ [0, 1/6]. In reference [3], authors built an
entropy solution u(·, t) /∈ BVloc for non-uniform convex flux satisfying a certain condition. They used the
method of backward construction from control theory [4].
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In one dimension, Castelli and Junca [8] constructed an example, u for C∞ flux, f such that u(·, t) /∈
BV s+ǫ(R) ∩W s+ǫ,1(R) for all ǫ > 0, t ∈ [0, T ] with some T > 0 and s = d−1

f where df is determined as
follows,

df = sup
u∈[−R,R]

inf
{

j ≥ 1; f (j+1)(u) 6= 0
}

< +∞, R > 0,

where f (k) denotes the k-th derivative of f . The index df determines non-linearity of flux function f
and if f is analytic functions d−1

f coincides with αsup defined as in (2.1) [29]. One can see that df is

achieved at some point ũ and in a neighbourhood of ũ, f behaves like power law type flux |u|1+df (for
more details see [8, Theorem 6] and [9, Example 14]). Then authors built the required solution following
the method similar to [13]. By using the one-dimensional example, they [9] constructed a ‘mono-phase’
entropy solution in multi dimension such that it does not belong to W s,1

loc (R
d) for s > α where α measures

the non-degeneracy of smooth flux F .
On a slightly different note, we mention the counterexamples obtained in [1, 22] to show the non

existence of BV solution with BV data for discontinuous flux. Unlike the situation for continuous case
in the set up of discontinuous flux, the BV regularizing is possible [23] near the interface even for non
uniformly convex fluxes.

From the above discussion, we observe that all the non-BV solutions obtained in the previous works
are done either for fluxes of type |u|p+1 or for C∞ fluxes which behave like up+1 with u > 0. The key
difference between these examples and the solution constructed in Theorem 2.1 and 2.2 is the difficulty
to find an initial data which gives a non-BV entropy solution for time t ∈ [0, t0]. Due to the explicit

structure of flux f(u) = |u|1+p one natural choice of data is an arrangement of sequences like {n−ǫ−p−1

}
with suitable spatial distance [3, 9, 15, 17]. One can also use x sin(1/x) as initial data to get a non-BVloc

entropy solution for power law type flux [8, 13]. Now consider the situation when f is a C2 function
such that f ′′ vanishes at some point. To construct a non-BV entropy solution for a such flux, we need
a sequence like {n−ǫ−p−1

}. In this case, explicit structure of flux is not known and naturally, no such
explicit sequence works. To resolve this matter we extract an implicit sequence {ak} around a vanishing
point a0 of f

′′ such that it verifies a certain estimate. Once we get {ak} one may think about constructing
a data by arranging {a0, a1, a0, a2, a0, · · · } with suitable spatial distance. This works if we have

∑

k≥1

|ak − a0| = ∞. (2.5)

Unfortunately, this may not hold in general. Since our choice of {ak} is implicit we can not conclude
whether (2.5) is satisfied or not. We get rid of this hurdle by repeating a similar oscillation sufficiently
many times.

Finally we would like to point out the fact that examples given in [8, 9, 13, 15, 17] are non-BV up to
a finite time t0 whereas in this article we construct examples such that they are not in BVloc(R) for all
time t > 0. Although examples in [3, 21] are non BVloc for all time, we can not rely on their construction
because they used convexity of f on both side of the point where f ′′ vanishes. In our situation we have
information about f only on one side of a zero of f ′′. To give more clarity on this matter, let us consider
flux f(u) = u3. Since f is convex for u > 0 and concave for u < 0 we can not invoke results of [3] whereas
we can still find an all time non-BVloc entropy solution for u3 by Theorem 2.2.

3. Function spaces, some basic results and notations

Here we recall some basic definitions and notations which will be used later on.
Let Ω ⊂ R

d be an open set and u ∈ L1(Ω). Suppose B(Ω) denotes the Borel σ-algebra. We say
u ∈ BV (Ω) if for each i = 1, · · · , d there exists a finite signed measure µi : B(Ω) → R such that

ˆ

Ω

u
∂ϕ

∂xi
dx = −

ˆ

Ω

ϕdµi, (3.1)
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holds for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω). For u ∈ BV (Ω), we denote total variation of u by TV (u,Ω) defined as follows:

TV (u,Ω) = sup







d
∑

i=1

ˆ

Ω

∂Φi

∂xi
; Φ ∈ C∞

c (Ω,Rd), ‖Φ‖L∞(Ω,Rd) ≤ 1







.

When d = 1, for Ω = [a, b] with a < b, the semi-norm TV (u,Ω) is equivalent to following point-wise
definition (for instance see [33]),

TV (u, [a, b]) = sup

{

n
∑

k=1

|u(xk)− u(xk+1)| ; a ≤ x1 < x2 < · · · < xn+1 ≤ b

}

.

For d ≥ 1, BV functions can be characterize in the point-wise variant on lines. More precisely, we can
have

Theorem 3.1 ([33]). Let Q ⊂ R
d be open and d ≥ 1. For each j = 1, · · · , d and h > 0 we define

Qh,j := {x ∈ Q; x+ hej ∈ Q} where {ej ; 1 ≤ j ≤ d} is the standard basis of Rd. Let u ∈ BV (Q) and
derivatives of u are finite signed measures µj, j = 1, · · · , d determined by (3.1). Then for each j = 1, · · · , d
and h > 0 we have

ˆ

Qh,j

|u(y + hej)− u(y)| dy ≤ h|µj |(Q) and lim
h→0+

ˆ

Qh,j

|u(y + hej)− u(y)|

h
dy = |µj|.

Conversely, if u ∈ L1(Q) is such that

lim inf
h→0+

ˆ

Qh,j

|u(y + hej)− u(y)|

h
dy < ∞, for each j = 1, · · · , d.

Then u ∈ BV (Q).

Note that if some function has unbounded point-wise variation on a line then by virtue of Theorem 3.1
it can not belong to BV (R). This fact will be use in proof of Theorem 3.1. We say a function v ∈ BVloc(Ω)
if v ∈ BV (Ω1) for all Ω1 ⊂⊂ Ω.

Let Ω be a smooth domain in R
d. For a vector h ∈ R and u ∈ Lp(Ω) with 1 < p < ∞ let ∆h(u, x) be

the difference operator defined as follows, ∆h(u, x) := u(x+h)−u(x). We also use the following notation

∆h(u, x,Ω) :=

{

∆h(u, x) if x, x+ h ∈ Ω,
0 otherwise.

The modulus of smoothness of order 1 of the Lp function u can be measured as

ω(u, t,Ω)p := sup{‖∆h(u, ·,Ω)‖Lp(Ω); |h| ≤ t}.

For s ∈ (0, 1), p ∈ [1,∞), θ ∈ [1,∞) the Besov space Bs,p,θ consists of u ∈ Lp(Ω) such that

|u|Bs,p,θ(Ω) :=





1
ˆ

0

ω(u, t,Ω)θ

t1+sθ
dt





1

θ

< ∞.

We say v ∈ Bs,p,θ
loc (Ω) if v ∈ Bs,p,θ(Ω1) for each open set Ω1 ⊂⊂ Ω. Above definition of Besov space is

adapted from [18]. For various properties of Bs,p,θ(Rd) we refer [33].
For s ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈ [1,∞) we define fractional Sobolev space W s,p(Ω) as follows,

W s,p(Ω) =







g ∈ Lp(Rd); |u|pW s,p(Ω) =

ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω

|g(x) − g(y)|p

|x− y|d+sp
dxdy < ∞







.

The space W s,p
loc (R

d) consists of functions u such that u ∈ W s,p(Ω) for each bounded open set Ω ⊂ R
d.

When θ = p we have W s,p(Ω) = Bs,p,p(Ω) for 1 ≤ p < ∞ [33, 39].
Throughout the paper we use following definitions of convex function, box function and Sd−1.
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• Let f : R → R be a real valued function. We say f is “strictly convex” if the following holds:
f(λx+ (1− λ)y) < λf(x) + (1− λ)f(y) for any λ ∈ (0, 1) and x, y ∈ R.

• Suppose x ∈ R then by [x] we denote the greatest integer which is less than or equal to x. This we
refer later as “box function”.

• The notation Sd−1 stands for unit sphere in R
d, i.e., Sd−1 =

{

ξ ∈ R
d; |ξ| = 1

}

.

• In this article, {ej ; 1 ≤ j ≤ d} denotes the standard basis of Rd.

• For a0 ∈ R, by ‘a → a0±’ we mean limits from right and left respectively.

Finally, we prove an elementary lemma. This is helpful in the proof of Theorem 2.4.

Lemma 3.2. Let {δn}n≥1 be a real number sequence such that δn → 0 as n → ∞. Then there exists an
increasing sequence {qk}k≥1 and a subsequence {δnk

}k≥1 such that |δnk
| = k−qk and qk+1 ≥ qk + 1 for all

k ≥ 1.

Proof. We take q1 := 1 and n1 := max{n; |δn| < 1}. Having defined q1, · · · , qk and n1, · · · , nk we define
nk+1 as follows nk+1 := max

{

n; |δn| ≤ (k + 1)−qk−1
}

. Set qk+1 := −(log |δnk+1
|)/log(k + 1). From the

choice of nk+1 we get |δnk+1
| ≤

1

(k + 1)qk+1
. Therefore, we have qk+1 ≥ qk + 1. This completes the

proof.

4. Some basics from Kružkov theory

In this section, we recall some basic results on scalar conservation laws based on finite speed of
propagation for L∞ data and Kružkov’s uniqueness proof for (1.1). These will be used heavily in section
5 and 6. Let us first recall the result from [30] in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1 (Kružkov, [30]). Let d ≥ 1. Let u, v ∈ L∞(Rd×R+)∩C([0,∞);L1
loc(R

d)) be two entropy
solution to (1.1) associated with initial data u0 and v0 respectively. Let M be defined as follows

M = max
{

∣

∣F ′(w)
∣

∣ ; |w| ≤ max{‖u‖L∞(Rd×R+), ‖v‖L∞(Rd×R+)}
}

.

Then we have for all R > 0 and t > 0
ˆ

|x|≤R

|u(x, t)− v(x, t)| dx ≤

ˆ

|x|≤R+Mt

|u0(x)− v0(x)| dx.

In next lemma we consider a planar data (i.e. function of one variable and independent of other
variables) in multi dimension then we show that the associated entropy solution is also planar. This is
classical and elementary and based on a change of variable and right choice of test function [28]. We give
a short proof in the Appendix to make the presentation self contained.

Lemma 4.2. Let w is entropy solution of the following one dimensional conservation law

∂tw + ∂x1
f1(w) = 0 for t > 0 and x1 ∈ R,

w(x1, 0) = w0(x1) for x1 ∈ R.
(4.1)

Let v : Rd × R+ → R and v0 : R
d → R be defined as follows

v(x1, x2, · · · , xd, t) = w(x1, t) for (x1, x2, · · · , xd, t) ∈ R
d × R+,

v0(x1, x2, · · · , xd) = w0(x1) for (x1, x2, · · · , xd) ∈ R
d.

(4.2)

Then v is the entropy solution to (1.1) with initial data v0 and flux F = (f1, · · · , fd).
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Next lemma is also elementary but has important role in proofs of our main results. It establishes the
relation between entropy solutions of (1.1) corresponding to two fluxes related by an isomorphism. This
is also a corollary to Proposition 4.1 and we postpone the proof till Appendix.

Lemma 4.3. Let v be the entropy solution to (1.1) with flux F = (f1, · · · , fd) and initial data v0. Let v̄
be the entropy solution to (1.1) with flux F̄ = (f̄1, · · · , f̄d) and initial data v̄0. Suppose L : Rd → R

d is
an invertible linear map and c ∈ R

d be a vector. Assume that v0(x) = v̄0(L(x) + c) for all x ∈ R
d and

F̄ = L(F ). Then we have v(x, t) = v̄(L(x) + c, t) for all (x, t) ∈ R
d × (0,∞).

5. Non-existence of BV -solution

5.1. One dimensional results

In this section, we wish to show the existence of non-BVloc entropy solutions in 1-D when second
derivative of flux has a zero, say a0. For this purpose we construct an initial data by using a special
sequence {ak} converging to the point a0. In general, for a C2-flux the choice of such sequence is tricky.
Here is our next lemma precisely stating the properties of a sequence required to construct a non-BVloc

entropy solution.

Lemma 5.1. Let f : [a, b] → R be a C2 function for a < b ∈ R. Let a0 ∈ (a, b) be a point such
that f ′′(a0) = 0 and f ′′ 6= 0 in I = (a0, a0 + r) ⊂ [a, b] for some r > 0. Then there are sequences
{pk}k≥1 ⊂ (1,∞) and {ak}k≥1 ⊂ (a0, a0 + r) such that

|f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)|

|ak − a0|pk
=

1

k
, |ak − a0| ≤

1

k
and

|f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)|

|ak − a0|
≤

1

k2
for all k ≥ k0 (5.1)

for some k0 ∈ N with k0 ≥ 2.

Before we go to proof of Lemma 5.1 we put some remarks and observation on the {pk} sequence which
is related to the degeneracy of f ′′ near a0.

Remark 5.2. (i) For f(u) = (p + 1)−1 |u|p+1 with p > 1, (5.1) implies that pk must lie between
max{(p − 1)/2, p − 1} and p. For instance we can choose

pk = (p+ 1)/2 and ak = k−
2

p−1 for 1 < p ≤ 3,

pk = p− 1 and ak = k−1 for p > 3.

It is possible to give a choice of ak such that the associated pk converges to p as k → ∞. For example
we can take pk = p− k−1 and ak = k−k for k ≥ (p − 1)/2.

Proof. Note that f ′(u) = u |u|p−1 and a0 = 0. From (5.1) we get

|ak|
p−pk = k−1, |ak| ≤ k−1 and |ak|

p−1 ≤ k−2. (5.2)

We observe log |ak| ≤ 0 and subsequently, for k > 1 we have (p− pk) log |ak| = − log k < 0 which

implies p− pk > 0. Hence we obtain pk < p. Now from (5.2) we get k
1

p−pk ≥ k and k
1

p−pk ≥ k
2

p−1 .

This implies 1 ≥ p−pk and
p− 1

2
≥ p−pk. Hence pk ≥ max{(p+1)/2, p−1}. A simple calculation

proves rest of the statements in (i) of Remark 5.2.

(ii) Let f ∈ C2[0, e−1] such that f ′′(u) = (log |u|)−1, then for ak = e−k2 we have pk > 1 and pk → 1+
as k → ∞.

Proof. Define g : [0, e−1] → R as g(x) :=

x
ˆ

0

f ′′(y) dy. Fix a k ≥ 1. We observe that for x ∈ [0, ak]

we have

|log |x||−1 ≥ x
1

k . (5.3)
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To see (5.3) consider z = 1/x for x > 0 and we need to show (log z)−1 > z−k−1

, equivalently,

z
1

k > log z for z ≥ ek
2

. Define h(z) = z
1

k − log z. By a simple calculation we have h′(z) =

z−1
[

k−1z
1

k − 1
]

≥ 0 for z ≥ ek
2

. Hence h is increasing on [ek
2

,∞). Therefore, we have h(z) ≥

h(ek
2

) = ek − k2 ≥ 0 for k ≥ 1. This establishes (5.3). By using the inequality (5.3) for x ∈ [0, ak]
we obtain

g(ak) ≥

ak
ˆ

0

y
1

k dy ≥
k

k + 1
e−k−k2 . (5.4)

Note that |log |x||−1 ≤ |log |ak||
−1 = k−2 for x ∈ [0, ak]. Therefore, we infer

g(ak) ≤ k−2e−k2 . (5.5)

Hence we have a−1
k |g(ak)| ≤ k−2. The first identity in (5.1) enforces pk = −k−2 log |kg(ak)|. By

(5.5) we have k |g(ak)| ≤ k−1e−k2 . Subsequently, we obtain log |kg(ak)| ≤ −k2 − log k. This
implies − log |kg(ak)| ≥ k2 + log k. Hence pk ≥ 1 + k−2 log k > 1. By (5.4) we have log(kg(ak)) ≥
−k − k2 + 2 log k − log(k + 1). Therefore, we get

pk = −k−2 log(kg(ak)) ≤ k−1 + 1− 2k−2 log k + k−2 log(k + 1). (5.6)

Since k−1 − 2k−2 log k + k−2 log(k + 1) → 0 as k → ∞ and pk > 1 for all k, from (5.6) we conclude
that pk → 1.

(iii) For fluxes f ∈ C2[0, 1] such that f ′(u) = exp{−u−2}, we have pk → ∞ as k → ∞ for any choice of
{ak} verifying (5.1). One example of {ak} satisfying (5.1) is ak = k−1.

Proof. Suppose {ak} satisfies (5.1). Then we have pk =
log(ke−1/a2

k )

log(ak)
. This implies

pk =
1

log(ak)

[

log k − a−2
k

]

. (5.7)

Since ak ≤ k−1, we have log ak ≤ − log k or equivalently, log k/ log ak ≥ −1. Therefore, (5.7)
becomes pk ≥ −1 + a−2

k (− log ak)
−1. Let bk = a−1

k . Hence we get pk ≥ b2k/ log bk − 1. Since ak → 0
we have bk → ∞ and subsequently, b2k/ log bk → ∞. This shows pk → ∞. Note that if we consider

ak = k−1 it follows that f ′(ak)a
−1
k = ke−k2 ≤ k−2 for k ≥ 2. Therefore, {ak} verifies (5.1) with

pk = −1 + k2/ log k.

From above three examples of fluxes we see three different behaviour of pk sequence. We also observe
in these examples that pk depends on the choice of ak. To give more insight on this matter let us consider
nonlinearity exponent p for convex flux f determined as follows

p = inf

{

q;
|f ′(u)− f ′(v)|

|u− v|q
> 0 for u, v ∈ [u, u], u 6= v

}

. (5.8)

In general the exponent p as in (5.8) may not be achieved and it can be 1. From (i) of Remark 5.2 we
observe that pk (as in (5.1)) may not converge to the non-degeneracy exponent p. For a fixed f ∈ C2(I,R)
and a0 ∈ I there are many choices for pairs (pk, ak) and in the proof of Lemma 5.1 we get an implicit
choice of (pk, ak).

Proof of Lemma 5.1. We define a function Q : (a0, a0 + r) × [1,∞) → [0,∞] as follows Q(a, p) :=
|f ′(a)− f ′(a0)||a− a0|

−p. Since f ′′(a0) = 0 we have

lim
a→a0+

Q(a, 1) = lim
a→a0+

|f ′(a)− f ′(a0)|

|a− a0|
= |f ′′(a0)| = 0.

Hence for each k ≥ 2 we can choose

ak ∈
(

a0, a0 + k−1
)

such that Q(ak, 1) ≤ k−2. (5.9)
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Since f ′′ 6= 0 in (a0, a0 + r), we have Ck := Q(ak, 1) > 0. Therefore, as |ak − a0| < k−1, we have

Q(ak, p) = |ak − a0|
1−pQ(ak, 1) ≥ kp−1Ck for any p > 1. (5.10)

Note that for fixed ak ∈ (a0, a0 + r), p 7→ Q(ak, p) is a continuous function. For a fixed k ≥ 2, by (5.10)
we have Q(ak, p) → ∞ as p → ∞. From (5.9) we get Q(ak, 1) < k−1. Therefore, by Intermediate Value
Theorem we can choose pk such that Q(ak, pk) = k−1. Hence the proof is completed.

Remark 5.3. Note that Lemma 5.1 is also valid if f ′′ 6= 0 in (a0 − r, a0) instead of (a0, a0 + r).

Existence of sequence ak sets the ground to construct an initial data to have a non-BV solution for
(1.1) with d = 1. For fixed T > 0, we first focus on constructing an entropy solution which is not in BV
space up to the time T . Later we extend this for all time and in multi dimension.

Proposition 5.4. Let f ∈ C2(R,R). Suppose there is a point a0 ∈ R such that f ′′(a0) = 0. Then there
exist constants λ > 0 and u∗ > 0 such that the following holds: for every T > 0 there exists an initial
data vT0 verifying the following properties:

1. ‖vT0 ‖L∞(R) ≤ u∗ and supp(vT0 ) ⊂ [−λT, λ(T + 1)].

2. if vT is the entropy solution to (1.1) with initial data vT0 , then we have TV (vT (·, t), [−λT, λ(T+1)]) =
∞ for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Note that in Proposition 5.4, since the construction depends on the parameter T , we use the notation
vT0 , v

T but the constants λ, u∗ do not depend on T , they depend only on flux f .

Proof of Proposition 5.4. Based on the possible linearity of flux f in some interval, we divide the proof
into two cases. First one is the case when there is a non-trivial interval where f ′′ = 0. Second case is
considered when f is non-linear everywhere in the sense that there is no non-trivial interval such that f ′′

vanishes identically in it.

Case(1): Suppose f ′′ = 0 on [a, a] for some a < a. Let {yk}k≥1 be an increasing positive real number
sequence such that yk → y∞ as k → ∞ for some y∞ ∈ R. Fix a, b ∈ (a, a) such that a 6= b. Consider
wlin
0 defined as follows

wlin
0 (x) :=















a if x < y1,
b if y2m−1 < x < y2m for m ≥ 1,
a if y2m < x < y2m+1 for m ≥ 1,
b if x > y∞.

(5.11)

Since f ′′ = 0 on [a, a] we have f ′(u) = c1 and f(u) = c1u + c2 when u ∈ [a, a] for some constants
c1, c2. Hence, for initial data wlin

0 , the entropy solution to (1.1) coincides with the weak solution of
the transport equation ∂tw

lin+c1∂xw
lin = 0. Let wlin be the weak solution to the transport equation

∂tw
lin + c1∂xw

lin = 0 with initial data wlin
0 . Then wlin can be written as wlin(x, t) = wlin

0 (x− c1t).
Hence we have for t > 0

wlin(x, t) :=















a if x < y1 + c1t,
b if y2m−1 + c1t < x < y2m + c1t for m ≥ 1,
a if y2m + c1t < x < y2m+1 + c1t for m ≥ 1,
b if x > y∞ + c1t.

(5.12)

Since wlin(·, t) oscillates infinitely many times with oscillation strength |a− b|, it has unbounded
variation for each t ≥ 0. Fix a t ≥ 0. We can choose zk = c1t+ (yk + yk+1)/2 to obtain

TV (wlin(·, t), [y1 + c1t, y∞ + c1t]) ≥
∑

k≥1

∣

∣

∣wlin(zk, t)− wlin(zk+1, t)
∣

∣

∣

=
∑

k≥1

|a− b| = ∞. (5.13)
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x
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...

. . . . . . . . .
y1 y2 y∞A B

T

Figure 1: The initial data is constructed by positioning a and b in between points yk alternatively where {yk} is an increasing
sequence converging to y∞ and its support lies in [A,B] for some A < y1 < y∞ < B. a and b are connected by linear waves
starting from yk for k ∈ N ∪ {∞}. Nonlinear waves are formed at A and B. Entropy solution consists of infinitely many
oscillations of strength |a− b| up to time T .

Now we wish to construct an initial data v0 which is supported in a compact set of R and the
associated entropy solution to (1.1), v(·, t) has unbounded variation for t ∈ [0, T ]. To construct v0
we multiply previously constructed data wlin

0 by a characteristic function χI for some well-chosen
interval I. Note that 0 may lie outside the interval [a, a] and in that case characteristics can have
non-linear propagation and it can cancel the oscillations. To avoid such situation, it is enough to
choose I sufficiently large because the equation (1.1) has ‘finite speed of propagation’ property for
L∞ data. Set M1 as follows

M1 := max{
∣

∣f ′(u)
∣

∣ ; |u| ≤ r} where r := max{|a| , |b|}. (5.14)

We consider R1 := 3M1T . Let I ⊂ R an interval defined as I := [y1 − R1, y∞ + R1]. We define
initial data vlin0,T as follows

vlin0,T := wlin
0 χI (5.15)

where wlin
0 is defined as in (5.11). Recall that y1 ≥ 0. Hence we have

supp(vlin0,T ) ⊂ [−3M1T, y∞ + 3M1T ]. (5.16)

Let vTlin be the entropy solution to (1.1) with initial data v0. Now by Proposition 4.1 we have
ˆ

[x1,x2]

∣

∣

∣wlin(x, t)− vTlin(x, t)
∣

∣

∣ dx ≤

ˆ

[x1−M1T,x2+M1T ]

∣

∣

∣wlin
0 (x)− vlin0,T (x)

∣

∣

∣ dx (5.17)

for t ∈ [0, T ]. Take x1 = y1 − M1T and x2 = y∞ + M1T . Then from our choice of I, we have
[x1 − M1T, x2 + M1T ] = [y1 − 2M1T, y∞ + 2M1T ] ⊂ I. As vlin0,T (x) = wlin

0 (x) for all x ∈ I,

from (5.17) we have (see Figure 1 for a clear illustration) vTlin(x, t) = wlin(x, t) for (x, t) ∈ [y1 −
M1T, y∞ + M1T ] × [0, T ]. From (5.13) we know that wlin(·, t) has unbounded variation in the
interval [y1 + c1t, y∞ + c1t]. Since [y1 + c1t, y∞ + c1t] ⊂ [y1 −M1T, y∞ +M1T ] for all t ∈ [0, T ], we
conclude that TV (vT (·, t), [y1 − M1T, y∞ + M1T ]) = ∞ for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Due to y1 ≥ 0, we have
[y1 −M1T, y∞ +M1T ] ⊂ [−3M1T, y∞ + 3M1T ]. Hence we have

TV (vT (·, t), [−3M1T, y∞ + 3M1T ]) = ∞ for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (5.18)

Case(2): Now we discuss the case when Z := {f ′′ = 0} has empty interior. Since f ∈ C2(R), the set
R \ Z is open. If R \ Z is empty then it reduces to the Case(1). Therefore, we assume R \ Z is
non-empty. Hence, it can be written as union of at most countably many disjoint open intervals.
We choose one of such open intervals, say (a0, b0). Since intervals are disjoint and (a0, b0) ⊂ R \ Z
we have f ′′(a0) = 0 and f ′′(y) 6= 0 for −∞ < a0 < y < b0 ≤ ∞. Without loss of generality we may
assume b0 < ∞ and f ′′ > 0 in (a0, b0). To set the ground for the construction in multi-D here we
build an initial data in one dimension with following parameters: {ǫk}k≥1, {ak}k≥1 ∪ {a0}, {Ak}k≥1
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satisfying

∣

∣f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)
∣

∣ ≤ ǫk ≤ Ak and C :=

∞
∑

k=1

Ak + 2ǫ1 < +∞. (5.19)

We invoke Lemma 5.1 to get sequences {pk} and {ak} verifying (5.1). From (5.1), observe that
ǫk = |ak − a0|

pk and Ak =
∣

∣f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)
∣

∣ / |ak − a0| satisfy (5.19). Note that from (5.1) we have

ǫ−1
k

∣

∣f ′(a0)− f ′(ak)
∣

∣ = k−1 ≤ 1, Ak ≤ k−2 and |ak − a0|
−1 ≥ k. By using (5.1) we obtain

Ak =
∣

∣f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)
∣

∣ |ak − a0|
−1 = (

∣

∣f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)
∣

∣ |ak − a0|
−pk) |ak − a0|

pk−1

= k−1 |ak − a0|
−1 ǫk ≥ ǫk.

Hence {ǫk}, {ak} and {Ak} satisfies (5.19). One may not be able to construct an appropriate initial
data by arranging {a1, a0, a2, a0, · · · } with suitable spatial distance because this may not give a

non-BV data if
∑

k≥1

|ak − a0| < ∞. To give more oscillation in data and to ensure TV (u0) = ∞ we

repeat each pair (ak, a0) sufficiently many times. For this purpose we define

Nl :=

[

Al

ǫl

]

for l ≥ 1 and Jk :=

k
∑

l=1

Nl for k ≥ 1 (5.20)

where [·] is the standard ‘box function’. Let J0 = 0. Since Al ≥ ǫl as in (5.19) we have Nl ≥ 1.
The quantity Nk denotes the number of times the oscillation of strength |ak − a0| appears in initial
data. Next we consider the following real number sequences (σm)m≥1 and (δm)m≥1 defined as

σm :=







a0 if m = 1,
ak if m = 2i with Jk−1 + 1 ≤ i ≤ Jk, k ≥ 1,
a0 if m = 2i+ 1 with Jk−1 + 1 ≤ i ≤ Jk, k ≥ 1,

(5.21)

and

δm :=

{

Tǫ1 if m = 1, 2,
T ǫk if 2Jk−1 + 3 ≤ m ≤ 2Jk + 2, k ≥ 1.

(5.22)

We henceforth write

xm :=
m
∑

j=1

δj for m ≥ 1 and x∞ := lim
m→∞

xm =
∞
∑

j=1

δj . (5.23)

Consequently, by using (5.19), Jk − Jk−1 = Nk and Nkǫk ≤ 2Ak we have

x∞ =

∞
∑

j=1

δj ≤ 2T

∞
∑

k=1

(Jk − Jk−1)ǫk + 2Tǫ1 ≤ 4T

∞
∑

k=1

Ak + 2Tǫ1 < ∞. (5.24)

We consider an initial data w0 defined as follows

w0(x) :=







a0 if x < x1,
σm if xm < x < xm+1,
a0 if x > x∞.

(5.25)

By our assumption f ′′ > 0 on (a0, b0). We observe the following facts:

(a) Since f is convex on (a0, b0) and ak > a0, shock wave is formed at (x2m+1, 0) with speed
(f(ak)− f(a0))/(ak − a0) for Jk−1 < m ≤ Jk when k ≥ 1.

(b) Since f is convex on (a0, b0) and ak > a0 rarefaction fan is generated from (x2m, 0). At small
time t > 0 it covers the interval {(x, t); x ∈ (f ′(a0)t, f

′(ak)t)} for Jk−1 < m ≤ Jk when k ≥ 1.

We wish to check that no two Riemann problem solutions interact with each other in time interval
[0, T ].

(a) No interaction between shock wave from (x2m+1, 0) with extreme right characteristic from point

12



x

t

T

N1 times N2 times

a0 a1 a0 a1 a0 a1 a0 a0 a2 a0 a2 a0 a2 a0

... ... ...

... ..
x2J1+1 x2J1+2 x2J2+1x2 x∞

Figure 2: The initial data is constructed by repeating the pair (a0, ak) Nk times and two consecutive pair are connected by
a0. At the (a0, ak) jump, rarefaction arises in structure of the associated entropy solution. Shocks are formed at each jump
point (ak, a0). Waves do not interact till time T .

(x2m, 0) for Jk−1 < m < Jk: Suppose at time t1 shock line, x = x2m+1+ t(f(ak)−f(a0))/(ak−
a0) meets with the extreme right characteristic line from (x2m, 0) i.e. x = x2m+ tf ′(ak). Then
we have x2m+1+ t1(f(ak)−f(a0))/(ak−a0) = x2m+ t1f

′(ak). By the Mean Value Theorem we

get t1 =
x2m+1 − x2m

f ′(ak)−
f(ak)−f(a0)

ak−a0

=
x2m+1 − x2m
f ′(ak)− f ′(ck)

for some ck ∈ (a0, ak). By the choice of xj in

(5.23) we have x2m+1−x2m = ǫk for Jk−1 < m < Jk. Since f
′′ > 0 on (a0, b0) and a0 < ck < ak

we have f ′(a0) < f ′(ck) < f ′(ak). Hence
∣

∣f ′(ck)− f ′(ak)
∣

∣ = f ′(ak) − f ′(ck) < f ′(ak) − f ′(a0).
With the help of (5.19) we obtain

t1 =
x2m+1 − x2m
f ′(ak)− f ′(ck)

≥
Tǫk

f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)
≥ T. (5.26)

(b) No interaction between shock wave from (x2m+1, 0) with extreme left characteristic from point
(x2m+2, 0) for Jk−1 < m < Jk: Suppose at time t2 the shock line x = x2m+1 + t(f(ak) −
f(a0))/(ak − a0) meet the extreme left characteristic line from (x2m+2, 0), i.e. x = x2m+2 +

tf ′(a0). Then we have x2m+1 + t2
f(ak)− f(a0)

ak − a0
= x2m+2 + t2f

′(a0). After a rearrangement

and by the Mean Value Theorem we have t2 =
x2m+2 − x2m+1

f(ak)−f(a0)
ak−a0

− f ′(a0)
=

x2m+2 − x2m+1

f ′(ck)− f ′(a0)
for

some ck ∈ (a0, ak). Since f ′′ > 0 on (a0, b0) we have f ′(ak) > f ′(ck) > f ′(a0). Therefore, we
obtain

∣

∣f ′(ck)− f ′(a0)
∣

∣ = f ′(ck) − f ′(a0) < f ′(ak) − f ′(a0). Since x2m+2 − x2m+1 = ǫk for
Jk−1 < m < Jk, by applying (5.19), we have

t2 =
x2m+2 − x2m+1

f ′(ck)− f ′(a0)
≥

Tǫk
f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)

≥ T. (5.27)

(c) No interaction between shock wave from (x2m+1, 0) with extreme right characteristic from point
(x2m, 0) for m = Jk: Suppose x = x2m+1 + t(f(ak) − f(a0))/(ak − a0) meets with the line
x = x2m + tf ′(ak) at time t3. By similar argument as in (5.26), we have t3 ≥ T .

(d) No interaction between shock wave from (x2m+1, 0) with extreme left characteristic from point
(x2m+2, 0) for m = Jk: Suppose x = x2m+1 + t(f(ak) − f(a0))/(ak − a0) meets with the line
x = x2m+2+tf ′(a0) at time t4. By our choice of x2m+2 for m = Jk we have x2m+2−x2m+1 = ǫk.
Now by using (5.19) with a similar argument as in (5.27) we infer that t4 ≥ T .

Above observation confirms that no two Riemann problem solutions interact with each other before
time T (see Figure 2 for clear illustration). Let w be the entropy solution to (1.1) with initial data
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w0. Then we have

w(x, t) =















































a0 if x < x2 + f ′(a0)t,

ak if
x2i + f ′(ak)t < x < x2i+1 + Pkt,
for Jk−1 + 1 ≤ i ≤ Jk, k ≥ 1,

a0 if
x2i+1 + Pkt < x < x2i+2 + f ′(a0)t,
for Jk−1 + 1 ≤ i ≤ Jk, k ≥ 1,

(f ′)−1

(

x− x2i
t

)

if
x2i + f ′(a0)t < x ≤ x2i + f ′(ak)t,
for Jk−1 + 1 ≤ i ≤ Jk, k ≥ 1,

a0 if x > x∞ + f ′(a0)t,

(5.28)

for t ∈ [0, T ], where Pk = (f(ak) − f(a0))/(ak − a0). Now we wish to show that TV (w(·, t), [(x1 +
f ′(a0)t, x∞ + f ′(a0)t)]) = ∞ for all t ∈ [0, T ]. To do this, fix a time t ∈ [0, T ]. Consider a sequence
{zn}n≥1 such that

zn ∈















(x2i + f ′(ak)t, x2i+1 + Pkt) if n = 2i+ 1 with Jk−1 < i ≤ Jk,
for k ≥ 1,

(x2i+1 + Pkt, x2i+2 + f ′(a0)t) if n = 2i+ 2 with Jk−1 < i ≤ Jk,
for k ≥ 1.

Note that {zn} ⊂ [x1 + f ′(a0)t, x∞ + f ′(a0)t]. From (5.28) we have

w(zn, t) ∈

{

ak if n = 2i+ 1 with Jk−1 < i ≤ Jk,
a0 if n = 2i+ 2 with Jk−1 < i ≤ Jk,

for k ≥ 1, (5.29)

therefore, from (5.29) we infer

∞
∑

j=3

|w(zj , t)− w(zj+1, t)| =
∞
∑

k=1

Jk
∑

i=Jk−1+1

|w(z2i+2, t)− w(z2i+1, t)|

=
∞
∑

k=1

Jk
∑

i=Jk−1+1

|ak − a0| =
∞
∑

k=1

(Jk − Jk−1) |ak − a0| . (5.30)

Recall from (5.20) that Jk − Jk−1 = Nk and Nk is the largest integer smaller than or equal to

ǫ−1
k

∣

∣f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)
∣

∣ / |ak − a0|. Therefore, Nk ≥
|f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)|

2ǫk |ak − a0|
. By using the above observation

we can estimate (5.30) as follows
∞
∑

j=1

|w(zj , t)− w(zj+1, t)| ≥
∞
∑

k=1

|f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)|

2ǫk |ak − a0|
|ak − a0| ≥

∞
∑

k=1

|f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)|

2ǫk
. (5.31)

Since ǫk = |ak − a0|
pk we get

(2ǫk)
−1

∣

∣f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)
∣

∣ = (2 |ak − a0|
pk)−1

∣

∣f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)
∣

∣ .

From (5.1) we obtain (|ak − a0|
pk)−1

∣

∣f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)
∣

∣ = k−1. Therefore, from (5.31) we have
∞
∑

j=1

|w(zj , t)− w(zj+1, t)| ≥
∞
∑

k=1

|f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)|

2 |ak − a0|
pk =

∞
∑

k=1

1

2k
= ∞.

This shows that

TV (w(·, t), [(x1 + f ′(a0)t, x∞ + f ′(a0)t)]) = ∞ for t ∈ [0, T ]. (5.32)

To conclude Proposition 5.4 we need a compactly supported initial data. Note that w0 as in (5.25)
could be such candidate if a0 = 0. In general, a0 may not be 0. To obtain a compactly supported
data, we apply similar technique as we have done in Case(1). Let M2 be defined as follows

M2 := max{
∣

∣f ′(u)
∣

∣ ; |u| ≤ r2} where r2 := ‖w0‖L∞(R). (5.33)

From (5.25) observe that ‖w0‖L∞(R) = max{|a0| , |ak| ; for k ≥ 1}. Therefore r2 does not depend
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on T . Hence M2 is independent of T . Let R2 = 3M2T and I1 = [x1 −R2, x∞ +R2]. We define

vT0 := w0χI1 (5.34)

where w0 is defined as in (5.25). Note that by choice of xk in (5.23) we have x1 ≥ 0. Recall the
constant C defined as in (5.19). From (5.24) we have x∞ ≤ 4TC. Hence we have

supp(vT0 ) ⊂ [−3M2T, (C1 + 3M2)T ] where C1 := 4C. (5.35)

Let vT be the entropy solution to (1.1) with initial data vT0 . Applying Proposition 4.1 we have for
t ∈ [0, T ] and z1 < z2

ˆ

[z1,z2]

∣

∣w(x, t) − vT (x, t)
∣

∣ dx ≤

ˆ

[z1−M2T,z2+M2T ]

∣

∣w0(x)− vT0 (x)
∣

∣ dx. (5.36)

Set z1 = x1 − M2T and z2 = x∞ + M2T . With this choice of z1 and z2 we observe that [z1 −
M2T, z2 +M2T ] ⊂ I1. Since vT0 = w0 in I1. From (5.36) we have

w(x, t) = vT (x, t) for all (x, t) ∈ [x1 −M2T, x∞ +M2T ]× [0, T ]. (5.37)

From (5.33) we have M2 ≥
∣

∣f ′(a0)
∣

∣. Therefore, we have

[x1 + f ′(a0)t, x∞ + f ′(a0)t] ⊂ [x1 −M2T, x∞ +M2T ] for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (5.38)

By (5.32), (5.37) and (5.38) we have TV (vT (·, t), [x1 − M2T, x∞ + M2T ]) = ∞ for all t ∈ [0, T ].
Recall the definition of C1 in (5.35) and x∞ ≤ 2CT . Hence x∞+M2T ≤ (C1 +M2)T . Since x1 > 0
we have [x1 −M2T, x∞ +M2T ] ⊂ [−3M2T, (C1 + 3M2)T ]. Therefore, we obtain

TV (vT (·, t), [−3M2T, (C1 + 3M2)T ]) = ∞ for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (5.39)

Set r = max{r1, r2} where r1, r2 are defined as in (5.14) and (5.33) respectively. Let vlin0,T , v
T
0 as in (5.15)

and (5.34) respectively. Subsequently, ‖vlin0,T ‖L∞(R), ‖v
T
0 ‖L∞(R) ≤ r. Recall that vTlin is the entropy solution

to (1.1) with initial data vlin0,T as in Case(1) and vT is the entropy solution to (1.1) with initial data vT0 as

in Case(2). By maximum principle ‖vTlin‖L∞(R), ‖v
T ‖L∞(R) ≤ r. As in Case(1) and Case(2) note that

r1 and r2 are independent of T and so is r. Let us define M := max{
∣

∣f ′(u)
∣

∣ ; |u| ≤ r}. Since r ≥ r1, r2 we
have M ≥ M1,M2. Observe that M is independent of T because r does not depend on T . Note that y∞
in Case(1) and C1 in (5.35) are independent of T . Consider λ := y∞ + 3M + C1 which is independent
of T . Note that [−3M1T, y∞ + 3M1T ] ⊂ [−λT, λ(T + 1)] and [−3M2T, (C1 + 3M2)T ] ⊂ [−λT, λ(T + 1)].
Combining (5.16) and (5.35) we can write supp(vlin0,T ), supp(v

T
0 ) ⊂ [−λT, λ(T+1)]. From (5.18) and (5.39)

we infer TV (vTlin(·, t), [−λT, λ(T +1)]), TV (vT (·, t), [−λT, λ(T +1)]) = ∞ for all t ∈ [0, T ]. This concludes
Proposition 5.4.

5.1.1. Proof of Theorem 2.2

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 2.2. From Proposition 5.4 there exists an entropy solution such
that TV (vT (·, t)) = ∞ for 0 ≤ t < T . By using finite speed of propagation we construct a solution v
which does not belong to BVloc(R) for all time t > 0.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Since there exists an a0 ∈ R such that f ′′(a0) = 0 we can invoke Proposition 5.4.
Consider a positive increasing sequence {Tn} such that Tn → ∞ as n → ∞. By using Proposition 5.4
there exists λ > 0 and u∗ such that for each Tn we have an initial data vTn

0 such that it satisfies the
following:

1. ‖vTn

0 ‖L∞(R) ≤ u∗ and supp(vTn

0 ) ⊂ [−λTn, λ(Tn + 1)].

2. if vTn is the entropy solution to (1.1) with initial data vTn

0 , then

TV (vTn(·, t), [−λTn, λ(Tn + 1)]) = ∞ for all t ∈ [0, Tn]. (5.40)

We want to build an entropy solution so that it remains non-BVloc(R) for all time. To do this, we use the
sequence of data vTn

0 and with the help of finite speed of propagation, we arrange them such a way that
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up to time Tn the entropy solution vTn does not interact with vTm if m 6= n. To this end, let us define M
as follows M := max{

∣

∣f ′(w)
∣

∣ ; |w| ≤ u∗}. Now define νn as follows

νn =

n
∑

k=1

4(Tk + 1)(λ+M) + 2(Tn+1 + 1)(λ+M). (5.41)

Consider the following initial data v0 and V m
0

v0(x) =

∞
∑

n=1

vTn

0 (x− νn) and V m
0 (x) =

m
∑

n=1

vTn

0 (x− νn). (5.42)

Let v and V m be the entropy solutions to (1.1) corresponding to v0 and V m
0 respectively. To prove

v(·, t) /∈ BVloc(R) for all t > 0, we first show that for t ∈ [0, Tm+1] supp(v
Tm+1(· − νm+1, t)) is disjoint

from supp(V m(·, t)) and supp(vTm+k(· − νm+k, t)) with k ≥ 2. Then we prove that v(·, t) matches with
vTm+1(·−νm+1, t) on some interval for t ∈ [0, Tm+1] and finally by (5.40) we conclude the result. Our next
aim is to show that vTm+1(· − νm+1, t) and V m(·, t) have disjoint support up to time Tm+1. From (5.41),

νn − νn−1 = 2(Tn + 1)(λ+M) + 2(Tn+1 + 1)(λ +M). (5.43)

Hence

νn−1 + λ(Tn−1 + 1) ≤ νn−1 + λ(Tn + 1)

= −(νn − νn−1) + λ(Tn + 1) + νn

= −2(Tn + 1)(λ +M)− 2(Tn+1 + 1)(λ +M) + λ(Tn + 1) + νn

= −λTn + νn − 2(λ+M(Tn + 1) + 2(Tn+1 + 1)(λ+M))

≤ −λTn + νn. (5.44)

Since supp(vTn

0 ) lies in [−λTn, λ(Tn + 1)] we have

supp(vTn

0 (· − νn)) ⊂ [−λTn + νn, λ(Tn + 1) + νn]. (5.45)

From (5.42), (5.44) and (5.45) we infer

supp(V m
0 ) ⊂

m
⋃

n=1

[−λTn + νn, λ(Tn + 1) + νn] ⊂ [−λ1T1 + ν1, λ(Tm + 1) + νm].

By (5.44) and (5.45), we get supp(vTn

0 ) and supp(vTm

0 ) are disjoint if n 6= m. By using the previous
observation, from (5.42) we observe that ‖v0‖L∞(R), ‖V

m
0 ‖L∞(R) ≤ u∗ for all m ≥ 1 since ‖vTn

0 ‖L∞(R) ≤ u∗

for all n ≥ 1. Therefore, by Proposition 4.1 the entropy solution V m to (1.1) with data V m
0 satisfies

supp(V m(·, t)) ⊂ [−λT1 + ν1 −MTm+1, λ(Tm + 1) + νm +MTm+1], (5.46)

for all t ∈ [0, Tm+1]. Recall that v
Tm+1 is the entropy solution to (1.1) with initial data v

Tm+1

0 . By Lemma

4.3, we infer that vTm+1(· − νm+1, t) is the entropy solution to (1.1) associated with initial data v
Tm+1

0 (· −

νm+1). As we observed in (5.45) v
Tm+1

0 (· − νm+1) has support in [−λTm+1 + νm+1, λ(Tm+1 + 1) + νm+1].
Again by Lemma 4.3 we have

supp(vTm+1(· − νm+1, t)) ⊂ [Am+1, Bm+1] for all t ∈ [0, Tm+1] (5.47)

where Am+1, Bm+1 are defined as follows

Am+1 = −λTm+1 + νm+1 −MTm+1, Bm+1 = λ(Tm+1 + 1) + νm+1 +MTm+1. (5.48)

From definition (5.41) of νn and (5.43),

−λTm+1 + νm+1 −MTm+1 = −(λ+M)Tm+1 + νm+1 − νm + νm

= −(λ+M)Tm+1 + 2(Tm+1 + 1)(λ+M)

+ (Tm+2 + 1)(λ+M) + νm

= (Tm+1 + 2)(λ+M) + (Tm+2 + 1)(λ+M) + νm

= νm +MTm+1 + λ(Tm+2 + 1) + λ(Tm+1 + 2)
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+M(Tm+2 + 3).

Since {Tm} is increasing and λ,M > 0,

−λTm+1 + νm+1 −MTm+1 > λ(Tm + 1) + νm +MTm+1. (5.49)

Combining (5.46), (5.47) and (5.49) we obtain

supp(V m(·, t)) ∩ supp(vTm+1(· − νm+1, t)) = ∅ for all t ∈ [0, Tm+1]. (5.50)

Next we show that vTm+1(· − νm+1, t) and vTm+k(· − νm+k, t) have disjoint support for t ∈ [0, Tm+1]
and k ≥ 2. To this end we consider m + k instead of m in (5.50) to conclude that supp(V m+k(·, t))
and supp(vTm+k+1(· − νm+k+1, t)) are disjoint for t ∈ [0, Tm+k+1]. Since {Tn} is increasing sequence, we
have Tm+k+1 ≥ Tm+1 for all k ≥ 1. By previous observation we have supp(vTm+k+1(· − νm+k, t)) and
supp(V m+k(·, t)) are disjoint for t ∈ [0, Tm+1] and k ≥ 1. We also know that support of vTm+1(·− νm+1, t)
is contained in support of V m+k(·, t) for k ≥ 1. Hence

supp(vTm+k(· − νm+k, t)) ∩ supp(vTm+1(· − νm+1, t)) = ∅ (5.51)

for all t ∈ [0, Tm+1] and k ≥ 2. From (5.50) and (5.51) we conclude that vTm+1(· − νm+1, t) does not
interact with V m and vTm+k(· − νm+k, t) for t ∈ [0, Tm+1] and k ≥ 2. Recall that v is the entropy solution
to (1.1) with initial data v0 where v0 is defined as in (5.42). Therefore, v(x, t) = vTm+1(x − νm+1, t) for
(x, t) ∈ [Am+1, Bm+1]× [0, Tm+1]. By using (5.40) and (5.48) we have for t ∈ [0, Tm+1],

TV (v(·, t), [Am+1 , Bm+1]) ≥ TV (vTm+1(· − νm+1, t), [−λTm+1, λ(Tm+1 + 1)]) = ∞.

This concludes Theorem 2.2.

5.2. Construction of multi-D non-BV solution

In this section, we focus on proof of Theorem 2.1. It follows in the same way as proof of Theorem
2.2. In the proof of Theorem 2.2, we have used a compact support data vT0 as a building block which is
guaranteed by Proposition 5.4. Similarly, in multi dimension we first construct a compact support data
U0
ξ,T such that the associated entropy solution Uξ,T does not belong to BVloc(R

d) for t ∈ [0, T ]. By using

U0
ξ,T as a building block, we prove Theorem 2.1 in the same manner as Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Fix b̂ ∈ R. Now we wish to find a direction ξ ∈ Sd−1 such that F ′′(b̂) · ξ = 0. If
F ′′(b̂) = 0 ∈ R

d then we can take ξ to be any vector in Sd−1. If F ′′(b̂) 6= 0 then there exists i ∈ {1, · · · , d}
such that F ′′

i (a0) 6= 0. Therefore, in this case we choose ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξd) ∈ Sd−1 as follows:

ξj :=







−ϑ−1/2F ′′
i (b̂) for j 6= i,

ϑ−1/2
∑

j 6=i

F ′′
j (b̂) for j = i, with ϑ = (d− 1)

∣

∣

∣
F ′′
i (b̂)

∣

∣

∣

2
+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j 6=i

F ′′
j (b̂)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

Consider f = F · ξ. Then f ′′(b̂) = 0. Since F ∈ C2(R,Rd) we have f ∈ C2(R,R). Similar to Theorem
2.2 consider a positive increasing real number sequence {Tn} such that Tn → ∞ as n → ∞. Now invoke
Proposition 5.4 to get generic constant λ, u∗ > 0 such that for each Tn we get an initial data vTn

0 satisfying
the following properties:

1. ‖vTn

0 ‖L∞(R) ≤ u∗ and supp(vTn

0 ) ⊂ [−λTn, λ(Tn + 1)].

2. if vTn is the entropy solution to (1.1) with initial data vTn

0 , then

TV (vTn(·, t), [−λTn, λ(Tn + 1)]) = ∞ for all t ∈ [0, Tn]. (5.52)

We use the sequence of data {vTn

0 } to define a planar data in multi-D which can be constructed as follows:
Let {ξ, ζ1, · · · , ζd−1} be an orthonormal basis of Rd. Now we define V 0

ξ,Tn
as follows

V 0
ξ,Tn

(x) := vTn

0 (x · ξ) for all x ∈ R
d. (5.53)

In other words, if x = (x1, · · · , xd) where x1 = x · ξ, xj = x · ζj−1 for 2 ≤ j ≤ d, then (5.53) can be seen as
a function which is constant with respect to xi variable for i ≥ 2 and it only varies in the first variable,
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that is x1. It is clear that the function is no more a compact support data. To proceed in a similar way
as we have done in Theorem 2.2, we need a compactly supported initial data. For this purpose let us
consider the cube Qr in R

d with each side length 2r and centred at origin, that is Qr = [−r, r]d for r > 0.
Define U0

ξ,Tn
as follows

U0
ξ,Tn

(x) = V 0
ξ,Tn

(x)χQrn
(x) where χQrn

:=

{

1 if x ∈ Qrn ,
0 otherwise

(5.54)

and rn = 2(λ+M)(Tn + 1). Let Uξ,Tn
be the entropy solution to (1.1) for initial data U0

ξ,Tn
as in (5.54).

Recall that vTn is the entropy solution to (1.1) corresponding to initial data vTn

0 . Define

Vξ,Tn
(x, t) = vTn(x · ξ, t) for x ∈ R

d. (5.55)

Combining Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3, Vξ,Tn
is the entropy solution to (1.1) for initial data V 0

ξ,Tn
. By

Proposition 4.1,
ˆ

|x|≤λ(Tn+1)+MTn

|Vξ,Tn
(x, t)− Uξ,Tn

(x, t)|dx

≤

ˆ

|x|≤λ(Tn+1)+M(Tn+t)

|V 0
ξ,Tn

(x)− U0
ξ,Tn

(x)|dx (5.56)

for t ∈ [0, Tn]. Since rn = 2(λ + M)(Tn + 1), Rn := λ(Tn + 1) + 2MTn < rn. Subsequently, we get
B(0, Rn) ⊂ Qrn . By (5.54),

ˆ

|x|≤λ(Tn+1)+M(Tn+t)

|V 0
ξ,Tn

(x)− U0
ξ,Tn

(x)|dx ≤

ˆ

|x|≤Rn

|V 0
ξ,Tn

(x)− U0
ξ,Tn

(x)|dx = 0

for all t ∈ [0, Tn]. Therefore, from (5.56) it yields Vξ,Tn
(x, t) = Uξ,Tn

(x, t) for all (x, t) ∈ B(0, λ(Tn +1)+
MTn)× [0, Tn]. From (5.55) we have Uξ,Tn

(x, t) = vTn(x · ξ, t) for (x, t) ∈ B(0, λ(Tn+1)+MTn)× [0, Tn].
By Theorem 3.1 and (5.52),

TV (Uξ,Tn
(·, t), B(0, λ(Tn + 1) +MTn)) = ∞ for t ∈ [0, Tn]. (5.57)

By arranging the sequence of data {Uξ,Tn
} we want to build a data U0 such that the associated entropy

solution U(·, t) does not belong to BVloc(R
d) for all time t > 0. For this purpose we use a similar procedure

like Theorem 2.2 and arrange them such a way that Uξ,Tn
does not interact with Uξ,Tm

if m 6= n. To this

end, define ρn as follows ρn =

n
∑

k=1

4(Tk + 1)(λ +M) + 2(Tn+1 + 1)(λ+M). Now consider initial data U0

and Wm
0 defined as follows

U0(x) =

∞
∑

n=1

U0
ξ,Tn

(x− ρnξ) and Wm
0 (x) =

m
∑

n=1

U0
ξ,Tn

(x− ρnξ). (5.58)

Let U and Wm be the entropy solutions to (1.1) corresponding to U0 and Wm
0 respectively. We want to

show U(·, t) /∈ BVloc(R
d) for all time t > 0. To do this we prove that U(·, t) agrees with Uξ,Tn

(· − ρnξ, t)
on some ball around the point ρξ ∈ R

d for t ∈ [0, Tn] for all n ≥ 1. For this purpose let us first show that
supp(Uξ,Tm+1

(·−ρm+1ξ, t)) is disjoint from supp(Wm(·, t)) and supp(Uξ,Tm+k
(·−ρm+kξ, t)) for t ∈ [0, Tm+1]

and k ≥ 2. By a similar argument as in (5.44), from Lemma 4.3,

ρn−1 + λ(Tn−1 + 1) ≤ −λ(Tn + 1) + ρn. (5.59)

Since supp(U0
ξ,Tn

) lies in B(0, λ(Tn + 1)),

supp(U0
ξ,Tn

(· − ρnξ)) ⊂ B(ρnξ, λ(Tn + 1)). (5.60)
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As |ξ| = 1, from (5.58), (5.59) and (5.60) we obtain

supp(Wm
0 ) ⊂

m
⋃

n=1

B(ρnξ, λ(Tn + 1)) ⊂ B(0, λ(Tn + 1) + ρn).

From (5.58), we get ‖U0‖L∞(R), ‖W
m
0 ‖L∞(R) ≤ u∗ for all m ≥ 1 due to the fact that ‖U0

ξ,Tn
‖L∞(R) ≤ u∗

and U0
ξ,Tn

’s have disjoint support for all n ≥ 1. Therefore, Wm, the entropy solution to (1.1) with data
Wm

0 satisfies

supp(Wm(·, t)) ⊂ B(0, λ(Tn + 1) + ρn +MTm+1) for all t ∈ [0, Tm+1]. (5.61)

Recall that Uξ,Tm+1
is the entropy solution to (1.1) with initial data U0

ξ,Tm+1
. By Lemma 4.3, Uξ,Tm+1

(· −

ρm+1ξ, t) is the entropy solution to (1.1) associated with initial data U0
ξ,Tm+1

(· − ρm+1). As we observed

before U0
ξ,Tm+1

(· − ρm+1ξ) has support in B(ρm+1ξ, λ(Tm+1 + 1)). Hence,

supp(Uξ,Tm+1
(· − ρm+1ξ, t)) ⊂ B(ρm+1ξ, λ(Tm+1 + 1) +MTm+1) (5.62)

for all t ∈ [0, Tm+1]. By a similar argument as in (5.49),

−λ(Tm+1 + 1) + ρm+1 −MTm+1 > λ(Tm + 1) + ρm +MTm+1. (5.63)

Next we wish to show that B(ρm+1ξ, λ(Tm+1 + 1) + MTm+1) and B(0, λ(Tn + 1) + ρn + MTm+1) are
disjoint. Let y ∈ B(ρm+1ξ, λ(Tm+1+1)+MTm+1). Then |y − ρm+1ξ| ≤ λ(Tm+1+1)+MTm+1. From the
previous observation, |y| ≥ |ρm+1ξ| − |y − ρm+1ξ| ≥ ρm+1 − λ(Tm+1 + 1)−MTm+1. Using (5.63) we get
|y| > λ(Tm+1)+ρm+MTm+1. Hence B(ρm+1ξ, λ(Tm+1+1)+MTm+1) and B(0, λ(Tn+1)+ρn+MTm+1)
are disjoint. From (5.61) and (5.62),

supp(Wm(·, t)) ∩ supp(Uξ,Tm+1
(· − ρm+1ξ, t)) = ∅ for all t ∈ [0, Tm+1]. (5.64)

Considering m + k instead of m in (5.64) we conclude that supp(Wm+k(·, t)) and supp(Uξ,Tm+k+1
(· −

ρm+k+1ξ, t)) are disjoint for t ∈ [0, Tm+k+1]. Since {Tn} is increasing sequence, Tm+k+1 ≥ Tm+1 for
all k ≥ 1. By previous observation, supp(Uξ,Tm+k+1

(· − ρm+kξ, t)) and supp(Wm+k(·, t)) are disjoint for

t ∈ [0, Tm+1] and k ≥ 1. We also know that supp(Uξ,Tm+1
(· − ρm+1ξ, t)) is contained in supp(Wm+k(·, t))

for all k ≥ 1. Hence

supp(Uξ,Tm+k
(· − ρm+kξ, t)) ∩ supp(Uξ,Tm+1

(· − ρm+1ξ, t)) = ∅ (5.65)

for all t ∈ [0, Tm+1] and k ≥ 2. From (5.64) and (5.65) we conclude that Uξ,Tm+1
(· − ρm+1ξ, t) does

not interact with Wm and Uξ,Tm+k
(· − ρm+kξ, t) for t ∈ [0, Tm+1] and k ≥ 2. Recall that U is the

entropy solution to (1.1) with initial data U where U0 is defined as in (5.58). Therefore, U(x, t) =
Uξ,Tm+1

(x− ρm+1ξ, t) for (x, t) ∈ B(ρm+1ξ, λ(Tm+1 + 1) +MTm+1)× [0, Tm+1]. Recall (5.57) to conclude

TV (U(·, t), B(ρm+1ξ, λ(Tm+1 + 1) +MTm+1)) = ∞ for all t ∈ [0, Tm+1] and m ≥ 1.

This completes proof of Theorem 2.1.

6. Non-existence of W s,p-regularizing

With the method of section 5, we want to investigate the situation in terms of regularizing in fractional
Sobolev space. In this section our main goal is to prove Theorem 2.4 that is to give an upper bound of s
for L∞-W s,p regularizing of entropy solutions to (1.1). Likewise section 5 we first show the result for one
dimension and then extend it for multi dimension in a similar manner.

6.1. One dimensional results

As we observe in section 5 that to build a desired entropy solution first and fore most we need a real
number sequence {ak} with some properties. Recall that in order to build a non-BVloc entropy solution
we were looking for a sequence satisfying (5.1) near a point where f ′′ vanishes. Since in this section we
are mostly interested in non-degenerate fluxes, we wish to measure the flatness of a flux f near zeros of
f ′′ by looking at the ratio

∣

∣f ′(a)− f ′(b)
∣

∣ /|a− b|. In purpose of that let us first observe the following.
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Lemma 6.1. Let p ≥ 1. Let g : [a, b] → R be a C1 function for a < b ∈ R. Fix y0 ∈ [a, b]. Then exactly

one of the following occurs:

1. there is a constant C > 0 and a sequence {ym}m≥1 ⊂ [a, b] with ym → y0 such that

|g(ym)− g(y0)| ≤ C|ym − y0|
p for all m ≥ 1. (6.1)

2. for each ̺ > 0 there exists an η̺ > 0 such that

inf
x∈[a,b], 0<|x−y0|<η̺

|g(x)− g(y0)|

|x− y0|p
≥ ̺. (6.2)

Note that for fixed y0 and p, both of (6.1), (6.2) can not occur simultaneously. Before we see the
proof of Lemma 6.1, we want to remark that if g = f ′ for some C2 flux f , then the exponent p measures
the flatness of f near the point y0. Obviously, p and y0 decide which one of (6.1) and (6.2) is true. For
example consider g(u) = u3. Note that for p = 2 and y0 = 0, (6.1) holds whereas for p = 4 and y0 = 0
(6.2) is true. Observe that for p = 4 and y0 = 0, possible choice of η̺ is η̺ = 2−1̺−1 when ̺ ≥ 2 and
η̺ = 4−1 for ̺ ∈ (0, 2]. Similarly, it can be checked that for p = 2 and y0 = 1, (6.2) holds with η̺ = ̺−1

for ̺ ≥ 3 and η̺ = 3−1 for ̺ ∈ (0, 3]. It is interesting to note that for p = 3, y0 = 0 the inequality (6.1) is
satisfied with C = 1 and any sequence {yn} such that yn → 0 for n → ∞. It is clear that for p = 3, y0 = 0,
we have |g(x) − g(y0)|/|x− y0|

p = 1, hence it fails to satisfy (6.2) for all ̺ > 1.

Proof. Note that there are two possibilities:

Possibility(a): for each ̺ > 0 there exists η̺ > 0 such that (6.2) holds.

Possibility(b): Possibility(a) does not hold for some ̺0 > 0, i.e. for each η > 0 the inequality (6.2)
fails to hold for ̺0.

Note that if the Possibility(a) holds then there is nothing to prove because it gives (6.2). In the
Possibility(b), for each η > 0 we have some xη ∈ [a, b] with 0 < |xη−y0| < η such that |g(xη)− g(y0)|/|xη − y0|

p <
̺0. For a sequence ηm such that ηm → 0 as m → ∞ we denote xm := xηm satisfying |g(xm)− g(y0)| <
̺0|xm − y0|

p for all m ≥ 1. This gives (6.1) with C = ̺0.

Our interest lies on behaviour of f near a point where f ′′ vanishes. In the next lemma, we consider
a flux f such that it is satisfying (2.1) in an interval on R and second derivative of f vanishes only at
endpoints of the interval then we investigate flatness of f near endpoints of the interval. This lemma
plays a key role in proving Theorem 2.4.

Lemma 6.2. Let a < b be two real numbers. Let f ∈ C2([a, b],R) such that f ′′(a) = f ′′(b) = 0 and
f ′′ 6= 0 in (a, b). Suppose f satisfies (2.1) with αsup(f, [a, b]) < 1. Let p be a real number such that
1 > p−1 > αsup(f, [a, b]). Then there exist sequences {xk}k≥1, {yk}k≥1 and M0 > 0 such that at least

one of the following holds:

(a) xk → a as k → ∞ with
∣

∣f ′(xk)− f ′(a)
∣

∣ ≤ M0 |xk − a|p . (6.3)

(b) yk → b as k → ∞ with
∣

∣f ′(yk)− f ′(b)
∣

∣ ≤ M0 |yk − b|p . (6.4)

Proof. We invoke Lemma 6.1 for g = f ′ separately with y0 = a and y0 = b. Then we have the following
four possibilities:

(i) (6.1) holds for both y0 = a and y0 = b.

(ii) (6.1) holds for y0 = a and (6.2) holds for y0 = b.
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(iii) (6.2) holds for y0 = a and (6.1) holds for y0 = b.

(iv) (6.2) holds for both y0 = a and y0 = b.

Note that if any of the above possibilities (i)-(iii) holds then we have nothing to prove because each of
possibilities (i)-(iii) ensures at least one of the inequalities (6.3) and (6.4). Next we show that if (iv)
holds then it gives a contradiction to the definition of αsup(f, [a, b]). Suppose (iv) holds. Then for ̺ = 2
there exist η1, η2 > 0 such that the following holds

inf
x∈(a,a+η1]

|f ′(x)− f ′(a)|

|x− a|p
≥ 2 and inf

x∈[b−η2,b)

|f ′(x)− f ′(b)|

|x− b|p
≥ 2. (6.5)

Now we claim that there exist δ1, δ2 ∈ (0, b− a) such that

inf
x,y∈[a,a+δ1],x 6=y

|f ′(x)− f ′(y)|

|x− y|p
≥ 1 (6.6)

and inf
x,y∈[b−δ2,b],x 6=y

|f ′(x)− f ′(y)|

|x− y|p
≥ 1. (6.7)

We prove only (6.6). The other estimate (6.7) follows by a similar argument. If (6.6) does not hold for
any δ > 0 then for each n ∈ N there exist xn, yn ∈ [a, a+ n−1] such that xn 6= yn and

∣

∣f ′(xn)− f ′(yn)
∣

∣ <
|xn − yn|

p. We observe that xn, yn → a as n → ∞. Without loss of generality suppose yn 6= a for all
n ≥ 1 otherwise we can work with a subsequence of either xn or yn. As xn → a, by using continuity of
f ′ we get

∣

∣f ′(a)− f ′(yn)
∣

∣ ≤ |a− yn|
p. Since yn → a as n → ∞, then |yn − a| < η1 for sufficiently large n.

This contradicts the first estimate in (6.5). Therefore, we have (6.6). Next we show that f satisfies (1.2)
with α = p−1. Since f ′′ 6= 0 in (a, b) we have

B := min{
∣

∣f ′′(x)
∣

∣ ; x ∈ [a+ δ1, b− δ2]} > 0. (6.8)

Set δ̄ = min{δ1, δ2}. Fix δ ∈ (0,min{δ̄p, B
∣

∣a− b+ 2δ̄
∣

∣}) and τ ∈ R. Define

A(δ, τ) := {x ∈ [a, b];
∣

∣f ′(x)− τ
∣

∣ < δ}.

Our next goal is to prove that L1(A(δ, τ)) ≤ Cδ
1

p for τ ∈ R and some constant C > 0. To show this we
consider two cases based on the position of τ .

Case(1): We first consider the case when τ /∈ f ′([a, b]). Since f ′′ does not change its sign in (a, b), f ′ is
monotone on [a, b]. Hence, in this case we have min{

∣

∣f ′(x)− τ
∣

∣ ; x ∈ [a, b]} is either
∣

∣f ′(a)− τ
∣

∣ or
∣

∣f ′(b)− τ
∣

∣. We deal these two situations separately,

Subcase(1a): Suppose min{
∣

∣f ′(x)− τ
∣

∣ ; x ∈ [a, b]} =
∣

∣f ′(a)− τ
∣

∣. Then we wish to show

A(δ, τ) ⊂ {x ∈ [a, b];
∣

∣f ′(x)− f ′(a)
∣

∣ < δ} ⊂ {x; |x− a|p < δ}. (6.9)

To this end we first observe the following inequality from (6.6)
∣

∣f ′(x)− f ′(a)
∣

∣ ≥ |x− a|p when x ∈ [a, a+ δ̄]. (6.10)

Since f ′ is monotone in [a, b], we can write
∣

∣f ′(x)− f ′(a)
∣

∣ =
∣

∣f ′(x)− f ′(a+ δ̄)
∣

∣+
∣

∣f ′(a+ δ̄)− f ′(a)
∣

∣

when x ∈ [a+ δ̄, b− δ̄]. From (6.10) we have
∣

∣f ′(a+ δ̄)− f ′(a)
∣

∣ ≥ δ̄p. (6.11)

By using (6.8) and Mean Value Theorem for some c ∈ (a+ δ̄, x) we have
∣

∣f ′(x)− f ′(a+ δ̄)
∣

∣ =
∣

∣x− a− δ̄
∣

∣

∣

∣f ′′(c)
∣

∣ ≥ B
∣

∣x− a− δ̄
∣

∣ . (6.12)

Combining (6.11) and (6.12) we have

∣

∣f ′(x)− f ′(a)
∣

∣ ≥

{

|x− a|p if x ∈ [a, a+ δ̄],
∣

∣δ̄
∣

∣

p
+B

∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x
∣

∣ if x ∈ [a+ δ̄, b− δ̄].
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Note that f ′ is monotone. Since
∣

∣f ′(a)− f ′(x)
∣

∣ ≥ |δ|p holds for x ∈ [a + δ̄, b − δ̄] we have
∣

∣f ′(a)− f ′(x)
∣

∣ ≥ δ̄p for x ∈ [a+ δ̄, b]. Recall that by our choice of δ, we have δ < δ̄p. Therefore,
if

∣

∣f ′(a)− f ′(x)
∣

∣ < δ then we obtain x ∈ [a, a + δ̄]. This shows the second inclusion in
(6.9). To show the first inclusion of (6.9) we do the following: fix an x ∈ (a, b]. Suppose
f ′(x) > f ′(a). Since f ′ is monotone we have f ′(b) > f ′(a). By our assumption we have
min{

∣

∣f ′(x)− τ
∣

∣ ; x ∈ [a, b]} =
∣

∣f ′(a)− τ
∣

∣ and τ /∈ [f ′(a), f ′(b)]. This implies that f ′(a) > τ .
Hence we obtain

∣

∣f ′(a)− f ′(x)
∣

∣ ≤
∣

∣f ′(x)− τ
∣

∣ . (6.13)

If f ′(a) > f ′(x) then by a similar argument we can show that (6.13) holds.

Now if y ∈ A(δ, τ) Then we have
∣

∣f ′(y)− τ
∣

∣ < δ. From (6.13) we have
∣

∣f ′(y)− f ′(a)
∣

∣ < δ.
This shows the first inclusion in (6.9). Hence (6.9) is proved.

Subcase(1b): Now we consider the case when min{
∣

∣f ′(x)− τ
∣

∣ ; x ∈ [a, b]} =
∣

∣f ′(b)− τ
∣

∣. We wish
to show

A(δ, τ) ⊂ {x ∈ [a, b];
∣

∣f ′(x)− f ′(b)
∣

∣ < δ} ⊂ {x; |x− b|p < δ}. (6.14)

This can be proved in a similar way as we have done for (6.9) in Subcase(1a).

Combining (6.9) and (6.14) we get

L1(A(δ, τ)) ≤ 2δ
1

p . (6.15)

Case(2): Now we consider the case when τ ∈ f ′([a, b]). Since f ′′ does not change its sign in (a, b), f ′ is
monotone on [a, b]. Therefore, in this case we have unique x0 ∈ [a, b] such that τ = f ′(x0). By a
similar argument as in Case(1) we observe the following:

Subcase(2a): If x0 ∈ [a, a+ δ̄] then we have

∣

∣f ′(x)− f ′(x0)
∣

∣ ≥















|x− x0|
p if x ∈ [a, a+ δ̄],

∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x0
∣

∣

p
+B

∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x
∣

∣ if x ∈ [a+ δ̄, b− δ̄],
(∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x0
∣

∣

p
+B

∣

∣a− b+ 2δ̄
∣

∣ if x ∈ [b− δ̄, b].

+
∣

∣b− δ̄ − x
∣

∣

p)

Subsequently, by choice of δ we have

A(δ, τ) ⊂

{

(x0 − δ
1

p , x0 + δ
1

p ) if δ <
∣

∣x0 − a− δ̄
∣

∣

p
,

(x0 − δ
1

p , a+ δ̄ + δB−1) if δ ≥
∣

∣x0 − a− δ̄
∣

∣

p
.

This yields

L1(A(δ, τ)) ≤

{

2δ
1

p if δ <
∣

∣x0 − a− δ̄
∣

∣

p
,

2δ
1

p + δB−1 if δ ≥
∣

∣x0 − a− δ̄
∣

∣

p
.

(6.16)

Subcase(2b): If x0 ∈ [b− δ̄, b] then we have

∣

∣f ′(x)− f ′(x0)
∣

∣ ≥















|x− x0|
p if x ∈ [b− δ̄, b],

∣

∣b− δ̄ − x0
∣

∣

p
+B

∣

∣b− δ̄ − x
∣

∣ if x ∈ [a+ δ̄, b− δ̄],
(∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x
∣

∣

p
+B

∣

∣a− b+ δ̄
∣

∣ if x ∈ [b− δ̄, b].
+
∣

∣b− δ̄ − x0
∣

∣

p)

By a similar argument as in Subcase(2a) we have

L1(A(δ, τ)) ≤

{

2δ
1

p if δ <
∣

∣b− δ̄ − x0
∣

∣

p
,

2δ
1

p + δB−1 if δ ≥
∣

∣b− δ̄ − x0
∣

∣

p
.

(6.17)
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Subcase(2c): If x0 ∈ [a+ δ̄, b− δ̄] we have

∣

∣f ′(x)− f ′(x0)
∣

∣ ≥







B |x0 − x| if x ∈ [a+ δ̄, b− δ̄],

B
∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x0
∣

∣+
∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x
∣

∣

p
if x ∈ [a, a+ δ̄],

B
∣

∣b− δ̄ − x0
∣

∣+
∣

∣b− δ̄ − x
∣

∣

p
if x ∈ [b− δ̄, b].

Subsequently, we have

A(δ, τ) ⊂











































(

x0 −
δ

B
, x0 +

δ

B

)

if
∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ ,
∣

∣b− δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ ≥
δ

B
,

(

a+ δ̄ − δ
1

p , x0 +
δ

B

)

if
∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ <
δ

B
≤

∣

∣b− δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ ,
(

x0 −
δ

B
, b− δ̄ + δ

1

p

)

if
∣

∣b− δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ <
δ

B
≤

∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ ,
(

a+ δ̄ − δ
1

p , b− δ̄ + δ
1

p

)

if
∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ ,
∣

∣b− δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ <
δ

B
.

This yields

L1(A(δ, τ)) ≤



































2δB−1 if
∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ ,
∣

∣b− δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ ≥
δ

B
,

δ
1

p + 2δB−1 if
∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ <
δ

B
≤

∣

∣b− δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ ,

δ
1

p + 2δB−1 if
∣

∣b− δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ <
δ

B
≤

∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ ,

2δ
1

p + 2δB−1 if
∣

∣a+ δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ ,
∣

∣b− δ̄ − x0
∣

∣ <
δ

B
.

(6.18)

Combining (6.16), (6.17) and (6.18) we have

L1(A(δ, τ)) ≤ 2δ
1

p + 2B−1δ. (6.19)

From (6.19) and (6.15) we have L1(A(δ, τ)) ≤ 2δ
1

p + 2B−1δ ≤
(

2 + 2B−1
)

δ
1

p . Define

C1 := max
{

(b− a)(min{δ̄p, B
∣

∣a− b+ 2δ̄
∣

∣})−
1

p ,
(

2 + 2B−1
)

}

.

Note that C1 does not depend on δ and τ . Now observe that for δ > min{δ̄p, B
∣

∣a− b+ 2δ̄
∣

∣} and τ ∈ R we

have L1({x ∈ [a, b]; ,
∣

∣f ′(x)− τ
∣

∣ < δ}) ≤ b− a ≤ C1δ
1

p . Therefore, we have L1(A(δ, τ)) ≤ C1δ
1

p for all δ >
0, τ ∈ R. This shows that f satisfies (1.2) for α = 1/p. This contradicts the definition of αsup(f, [a, b])
since 1/p > αsup(f, [a, b]).

Next we want to remark few things about fluxes satisfying (1.2) for some α ∈ (0, 1] and C > 0. First
we recall the following fact implicitly mentioned in [34].

Remark 6.3. If f ∈ C2(I,R) be a 1-D flux satisfying (1.2) for some α ∈ (0, 1] then f ′′ can not vanish in
a non-trivial sub-interval of I. Note that if f ′′ vanishes on some I1 ⊂ I then f ′ is constant on I1. Hence
if we choose τ = f ′(a0) for some a0 ∈ I1 then we get I1 ⊂ {a ∈ I;

∣

∣f ′(a)− τ
∣

∣ < δ} for any δ > 0. This
violates (1.2).

To give more insight on αsup we make a simple observation on non-degeneracy of uniformly convex
flux in the following remark.

Remark 6.4. Let I = [a, b] for some a < b and f ∈ C2(I,R). Then f satisfies (1.2) with α = 1 if and
only if f ′′ 6= 0 on I.

Proof. Suppose f satisfies (1.2) with α = 1. Suppose there exists a point a0 ∈ I such that f ′′(a0) = 0. By
Remark 6.3 there f ′′ can not vanish identically on I. Therefore, we can find a point ā such that f ′′ 6= 0
either on (ā, ā + ǫ) or on (ā− ǫ, ā) but f ′′(ā) = 0. Without loss of generality we assume that f ′′ 6= 0 on
(ā, ā + ǫ). Consider a sequence {bn} ⊂ (ā, ā + ǫ) such that bn → ā as n → ∞. Choose τn = f ′(bn) and
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δn = 2
∣

∣f ′(ā)− f ′(bn)
∣

∣. Since f ′′ 6= 0 on (ā, ā + ǫ) we have f ′ is monotone on (ā, ā + ǫ). Hence we have

[ā, bn] ⊂ {u ∈ I;
∣

∣f ′(u)− τ
∣

∣ < δn}. From (1.2) we obtain
f ′(ā)− f ′(bn)

|ā− bn|
≥

1

2C
. Passing to the limit as

n → ∞ we have f ′′(ā) 6= 0. This is a contradiction. Hence f ′′ 6= 0 on I. Conversely, suppose f ′′ 6= 0 on I.
Let m = min{

∣

∣f ′′(u)
∣

∣ ; u ∈ I}. Then we have
∣

∣f ′(u)− f ′(v)
∣

∣ ≥ m |u− v|. By using a similar technique as
in Lemma 6.2 we can show that f satisfies (1.2) with α = 1.

By Remark 6.4 we can conclude that for uniformly convex flux αsup = 1. It is crucial to note that
converse is not true, i.e. there are fluxes in one dimension which are not uniformly convex but still satisfies
(2.1) with αsup = 1. Next we give an example of such flux.

Example 6.5. Let f : [0, e−1] → R be defined as follows f(u) :=

u
ˆ

0

y
ˆ

0

1

|log x|
dxdy.

Now we claim:

Lemma 6.6. Let f be defined as in Example 6.5. Then αsup(f, [0, e
−1]) = 1.

Proof. It is clear that f ∈ C2([0, e−1]). To show αsup(f, [0, e
−1]), we first prove that f satisfies (1.2)

with α = k/(k + 1) for each k ≥ 2. From definition of f , we observe that f ′(u) =

u
ˆ

0

1

|log x|
dx. Fix

a k ≥ 2. From (5.3) we have for u ∈ [0, e−k2 ] f ′(u) ≥

u
ˆ

0

|x|
1

k dx =
k

k + 1
u1+k−1

≥ 2−1u1+k−1

. Since

f ′′ = |log x|−1 ≥ 0, we have f ′ is increasing and f ′(0) = 0. Hence we have
∣

∣f ′
∣

∣ ≥ 2−1u1+k−1

. Note that

for u ∈ [e−k2 , e−1],
∣

∣f ′′
∣

∣ ≥ k−2. By a similar technique as in proof of Lemma 6.2 we show that f satisfies
(1.2) with α = k/(k + 1) and some constant C (depends on k). Recall the definition of αsup as in (2.1)
and observe that sup{k/(k + 1); k ≥ 1} = 1. Therefore, we conclude that the function f as in Example
6.5 satisfies αsup(f, [0, e

−1]) = 1.

In Lemma 6.6 we have seen that in one dimension αsup can be 1 for certain C2 fluxes. In the next
lemma we show that for a slightly regular flux in multi-D i.e. F ∈ C2,β(I,Rd) the non-degeneracy
exponent αsup is strictly smaller than 1. This plays a key role to prove Proposition 2.7.

Lemma 6.7. Let d > 1 and F ∈ C2,β([a, b],Rd) for some 0 < β ≤ 1, a < b. Let αsup(F, [a, b]) be
determined by (2.1). Then αsup(F, [a, b]) ≤ (1 + β)−1. Moreover, there exist x0 ∈ I, ξ0 ∈ Sd−1, r > 0,
C0 > 0 and {xk}k≥1 ⊂ (x0, x0 + r) ⊂ I such that F ′′ · ξ0 6= 0 on (x0, x0 + r), xk → x0 as k → ∞ and

∣

∣ξ0 · F
′(xk)− ξ0 · F

′(x0)
∣

∣ ≤ C0 |xk − x0|
1+β for all k ∈ N. (6.20)

Proof. Since F ∈ C2,β([a, b]), there exists a constant C such that |F ′′(x) − F ′′(y)| ≤ C|x − y|β for all
x, y ∈ [a, b]. Fix a x0 ∈ [a, b]. We choose a direction ξ0 ∈ Sd−1 such that ξ0 · F

′′(x0) = 0. Therefore, by
Mean Value Theorem we have

|ξ0 · F
′(x)− ξ0 · F

′(x0)| = |ξ0 · F
′′(y)(x− x0)|, for some y between x and x0

= |ξ0 · F
′′(y)− ξ0 · F

′′(x0)||x− x0|

≤ C|y − x0|
β|x− x0|

≤ C|x− x0|
1+β since, |y − x0| ≤ |x− x0|. (6.21)

If αsup(F, [a, b]) > 1/(1 + β) then there exists an α0 ∈ (1/(1 + β), αsup) such that F satisfies (1.2)
with α0 and some C1 > 0. Consider τ = −ξ0 · F ′(x0). Define τ1 := C−1

0 τ and ξ1 := C−1
0 ξ0 with
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C0 =
(

τ2 + |ξ0|
2
)1/2

. This yields τ21 + |ξ1|
2 = 1. Since F satisfies (1.2) with exponent α0 we have

L1
({

x ∈ [a, b]; |τ1 + ξ1 · F
′(x)| < δC−1

0

})

≤ C1

(

δC−1
0

)α0
for δ ∈ (0, 1). Therefore, we get

L1
({

x ∈ [a, b]; |ξ0 · F
′(x0)− ξ0 · F

′(x)| < δ
})

≤
C1

C2
δα0 (6.22)

where C2 = Cα0

0 . On the other hand estimate (6.21) gives

L1
({

x ∈ [a, b]; |τ + ξ0 · F
′(x)| < δ

})

≥
1

C1/(1+β)
δ1/(1+β).

By (6.22) we have

C1

C2
δα0 ≥

1

C1/(1+β)
δ1/(1+β) which implies, δα0−1/(1+β) ≥

C2

C1C1/(1+β)
. (6.23)

Since α0 > 1/(1 + β) and (6.23) is true for all δ ∈ (0, 1) this gives a contradiction. Note that (6.20) is
guaranteed by (6.21). This completes the proof of Lemma 6.7.

Now we are almost ready to prove Theorem 2.4. Before that we wish to discuss more on the regularity
assumption (2.4). In one dimension, if f satisfies (2.1) and f ′′ vanishes finitely many times in an interval
[a, b] then it satisfies (2.4). We have the following remark for C∞ fluxes.

Remark 6.8. Let I = [a, b] for −∞ < a < b < ∞ and F ∈ C∞(I,Rd) be satisfying (2.1) with αsup(F, I) >
0. Then F satisfies (2.4).

Proof. First we observe that for d = 1, if f ∈ C∞(I,R) satisfies (2.1) with αsup > 0 then f ′′ has finitely
many zeros in I (for instance see [29]). Since I is compact, if f ′′ has infinitely many zeros then there exists
a point ā ∈ I such that f (n)(ā) = 0 for all n ≥ 2. This shows that f can not satisfy (2.2) with df < ∞.
This violates the assumption αsup(f, I) = d−1

f > 0. Hence f ′′ has finitely many zeros in I. Therefore, by

previous observation, we conclude that f satisfies (2.4). Consequently, u 7→ F ′′(u) · ξ satisfies (2.4) for
each ξ ∈ Sd−1. Hence to show that F satisfies (2.4) it is enough to prove the following

αsup(F, I) = inf{αsup(F · ξ, I), ξ ∈ Sd−1}. (6.24)

Since F,F ·ξ are smooth functions, dF [I], dF ·ξ[I] are positive integers (for more detail see [29]). By previous
observation we know that (6.24) with αsup > 0 is equivalent to dF [I] = sup{dF ·ξ[I], ξ ∈ Sd−1} < ∞.
Note that dF [I] ≥ dF ·ξ[I] for each ξ ∈ Sd−1. To show this fix a k ≥ dF [I]. From (2.2) we have

span{F ′′(u), · · · , F (k+1)(u)} = R
d for all u ∈ I. For a ξ ∈ Sd−1 we have span{F ′′(u)·ξ, · · · , F (k+1)(u)·ξ} =

R for all u ∈ I. Hence we have dF ·ξ[I] ≤ k for each ξ ∈ Sd−1. Taking infimum over all k ≥ dF [I] we
have dF ·ξ ≤ dF [I]. Therefore, we obtain dF [I] ≥ sup{dF ·ξ[I], ξ ∈ Sd−1}. Now we show that dF [I] ≤

sup{dF ·ξ[I], ξ ∈ Sd−1}. Suppose dF ·ξ[I] ≤ dF [I]− 1 for all ξ ∈ Sd−1. Then {F ′′(u) · ξ, · · · , F (dF [I])(u) · ξ}

spans R for all u ∈ I and ξ ∈ Sd−1. Hence {F ′′(u), · · · , F (dF [I])(u)} spans whole R
d for all u ∈ I. This

gives a contradiction with definition (2.2) of dF [I].

In the following example we construct a C2 flux in 1-D such that f ′′ vanishes at infinitely many points
in a finite interval and it also satisfies (2.4).

Example 6.9. Here we provide a non-trivial example of flux in 1-D satisfying (2.4) and zero set of second
derivative is not locally finite. Define gn : [1/(n + 1), 1/n] → R for n ≥ 2, as follows:

gn(x) :=































an
(

x− (n + 1)−1
)1−n−1

if x ∈

[

1

n+ 1
,

1

n+ 1
+

1

2(n + 1)2

]

,

n−1 if x ∈

[

1

n+ 1
+

1

2(n + 1)2
,
1

n
−

1

2(n+ 1)2

]

,

an
(

n−1 − x
)1−n−1

if x ∈

[

1

n
−

1

2(n + 1)2
,
1

n

]
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where an := 21−
1

n
(n+ 1)2−

2

n

n
. Suppose g : [0,

1

2
] → R defined as g :=

∞
∑

n=2

χ[ 1

n+1
, 1
n
]gn. Note that g

is a continuous function vanishing on {1/n}n≥2 ∪ {0}. We define a flux f : [0, 1/2] → R as f(x) =
x
ˆ

0

y
ˆ

0

g(z) dzdy.

Then we claim:

Lemma 6.10. Let f be defined as in Example 6.9. Then the following holds

1. αsup (f, [0, 1/2]) = 1/2 and for each n ≥ 1 we have αsup (f, [1/(n + 1), 1/n]) =
n

2n − 1
>

1

2
.

2. f satisfies the mild regularity assumption (2.4), i.e.,

αsup (f, [0, 1/2]) = inf {αsup (f, [1/(n + 1), 1/n]) , n ≥ 2} . (6.25)

Proof. Since g ≥ 0 we have f ′ is non-decreasing. Observe that

1

3

1

n(n+ 1)2
+

1

n2(n+ 1)2
≤ f ′

(

n−1
)

− f ′
(

(n+ 1)−1
)

≤
1

2

1

n(n+ 1)2
+

1

n2(n+ 1)2
.

Let k, l ∈ N such that k < l. We consider x ∈ (1/(l + 1), 1/l) and y ∈ (1/(k + 1), 1/k), then we have

f ′(y)− f ′(x) ≥
1

6

l−1
∑

n=k+1

[

2

n(n+ 1)2
+

1

n2(n+ 1)2

]

≥
1

6

l−1
∑

n=k+1

[

1

n2
−

1

(n+ 1)2

]

≥
1

6

[

1

(k + 1)2
−

1

l2

]

≥
1

6

(

l − k − 1

(k + 1)l

)2

.

Observe that if
[

(l + 1)−1, k−1
]

⊂ {x ∈ [0, 1];
∣

∣f ′(x)− f ′(x0)
∣

∣ < δ} ⊂

[

1

l + 2
,

1

k − 1

]

for l − k ≥ 2, then

we have
l − k − 1

(k + 1)l
≤ (12δ)

1

2 . Therefore

1

k − 1
−

1

l + 2
=

(

k + 1

k − 1

)(

l

l + 2

)(

l + 3− k

l − 1− k

)(

l − k − 1

(k + 1)l

)

≤ 15(12δ)
1

2 .

Fix x0 ∈

[

1

n+ 1
,

1

n+ 1
+

1

2(n + 1)2

]

. Then observe the following cases:

1. if x ∈

[

1

n+ 1
,

1

n+ 1
+

1

2(n+ 1)2

]

then we have f ′(x)− f ′(x0) ≥
an
3
(x− x0)

2− 1

n .

2. if x ∈
[

(n+ 1)−1 + 2−1(n+ 1)−2, n−1 − 2−1(n + 1)−2
]

then we have

f ′(x)− f ′(x0) ≥
an
3

(

1

n
+

1

2(n+ 1)2
− x0

)2− 1

n

+

(

x−
1

n+ 1
−

1

2(n+ 1)2

)
4

3

.

3. if x ∈

[

1

n
−

2(n+ 1)2

,

1

n

]

then we have

f ′(x)− f ′(x0) ≥
an
3

(

1

n
+

1

2(n+ 1)2
− x0

)2− 1

n

+
(

n(n+ 1)2
)− 4

3

+
an
3

(

x−
1

n
+

1

2(n+ 1)2

)2− 1

n

.
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By a similar argument as in proof of Lemma 6.2 we can show that

L1
(

{x ∈ [0, 1/2];
∣

∣f ′(x)− f ′(x0)
∣

∣ < δ}
)

≤ Cδ
1

2 . (6.26)

For other positions of x0 we can show (6.26) by a similar manner. Therefore, it shows that f satisfies
(1.2) with α = 1/2 on the interval [0, 1/2]. Also note that in a neighbourhood of 1/(n + 1), f ′′ is

Holder continuous with exponent
n− 1

n
. By Lemma 6.7 we have αsup(f, [0, 1]) ≤

n

2n− 1
. Therefore,

we have αsup (f, [0, 1/2]) =
1

2
. By a similar argument as in proof of Lemma 6.2 we can show that

αsup

(

f,
[

(n+ 1)−1, n−1
])

=
n

2n − 1
. Hence we prove (6.25)

Now we are ready to proceed for proof of Theorem 2.4. Similar to section 5 here we first construct
an entropy solution u such that u /∈ W s,1

loc up to a finite time t0. This is one of the key tools to prove
Theorem 2.4.

Proposition 6.11. Let R0 > 0. Let f ∈ C2([−R0, R0],R) be a flux satisfying the non-degeneracy
condition (2.1) with αsup(f, [−R0, R0]) ∈ (0, 1) and additionally (2.4). Then there exist constants λ > 0
and u∗ > 0 such that the following holds: for every T > 0 and s > αsup(f, [−R0, R0]) there exists an
initial data vT0 verifying the following properties:

1. ‖vT0 ‖L∞(R) ≤ u∗ and supp(vT0 ) ⊂ [−λT, λ(T + 1)].

2. if vT is the entropy solution to (1.1) with initial data vT0 , then vT (·, t) /∈ W s,1([−λT, λ(T + 1)]) for
all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. Fix an s ∈ (αsup(f, [−R0, R0]), 1). Now we choose a p0 such that
αsup(f, [−R0, R0]) < p−1

0 < s. Since αsup(f, [−R0, R0]) < 1 the zero set of f ′′, Z(f, [−R0, R0]) is non-
empty due to Remark 6.4. As αsup > 0 Z(f, [−R0, R0]) has empty interior by Remark 6.3. Therefore,
[−R0, R0] \ Z(f, [−R0, R0]) is non-empty open set and it can be written as at most countable union of

disjoint open intervals, that is, [−R0, R0] \ Z(f, [−R0, R0]) =
⋃

j∈J

Ij for some index set J ⊂ N. Since f

satisfies (2.4), we have αsup(f, [−R0, R0]) = inf
j∈J

αsup(f, Ij). Hence there exists an interval Ij0 = [a0, b0] ⊂ R

such that αsup(f, [a0, b0]) < p−1
0 . Since Ij are disjoint interval and subset of [−R0, R0] \ Z(f, [−R0, R0])

we have f ′′ 6= 0 in (a0, b0) and f ′′(a0) = f ′′(b0) = 0. Now we invoke Lemma 6.2 for interval [a0, b0] and
show that at least one of (6.3) and (6.4) holds. Without loss of generality we assume that (6.3) holds.
Hence there exists a sequence {ak}k≥1 such that

|f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)| ≤ C|ak − a0|
p0 for all k ≥ 1. (6.27)

Without loss of generality we assume that C = 1. Fix a time T > 0. We wish to construct an initial data
in a similar way as we have done in Proposition 5.4. Note that Case(1) of Proposition 5.4 does not appear
here because of Remark 6.3. Therefore, to construct a data we only need to mimic the construction in
Case(2) of Proposition 5.4. To set the ground we first invoke Lemma 3.2, to get a subsequence of {ak}
(still labelled as {ak}) verifying the following properties:

|ak − a0| = k−qk for some sequence qk satisfying qk+1 ≥ qk + 1 for all k ≥ 1. (6.28)

We define ǫk, Ak as follows

ǫk = |ak − a0|
p0 and Ak =

1

k1+ǫ
for some ǫ ∈ (0, 1). (6.29)

Since qk ≥ 1 and p0 > 1 we can choose ǫ > 0 small enough such that p0qk − 1 − ǫ > 0. By using (6.28)
and (6.29) we get Akǫ

−1
k = k−1−ǫ |ak − a0|

−1 = k−1−ǫkqkp0 ≥ 1 since p0qk − 1 − ǫ > 0. By employing

(6.27), (6.29) we have
∣

∣f ′(ak)− f ′(a0)
∣

∣ ≤ ǫk ≤ Ak and
∑

k≥1

Ak + 2ǫ1 < ∞. This ensures (5.19). Recall
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the definitions of Nk, Jk, σm, δn, xn as in (5.20), (5.21), (5.22) and (5.23) respectively. Consider the initial
data w0 defined as in (5.25) with ǫk, Ak are as in (6.29). Similar to Proposition 5.4, there exists a constant
u∗ such that ‖w0‖L∞(R) ≤ u∗. Let M be defined as

M := max{
∣

∣f ′(u)
∣

∣ ; |u| ≤ u∗}. (6.30)

Let w be the entropy solution to (1.1) with initial data w0. As we have seen in proof of Proposition 5.4, w
enjoys the structure (5.28) with t ∈ [0, T ]. Recall the definition of x∞ as in (5.24) and x1 as in (5.23). Let
x, x be defined as follows: x = x0−MT and x = x∞+MT. Now we want to show that |w|W s,p([x,x]) = ∞.
In order to do so we define

hn := ǫn(T − t) for n ≥ 1, (6.31)

Ωi[h, t] := {z ∈ R; x2i+1 + Pkt− h < z < x2i+1 + Pkt} for Jk−1 < i ≤ Jk.

Note that if h ∈ (hn+1, hn] then for Jm−1 < i < Jm we have x2i + f ′(ak)t < x2i+1 + Pkt − h and
x2i+1 + Pkt+ h < x2i+2 + Pkt. Hence we obtain

‖∆hw(·, t)‖pLp(x,x) ≥
n
∑

k=1

Jk
∑

i=Jk−1+1

ˆ

Ωi[h,t]

|ak − a0|
pdx ≥ C1

n
∑

k=1

hNk|ak − a0|
p

≥ hn−pqn+p0qn−1−ǫ.

Therefore, we have the following:

|w(·, t)|θBs,p,θ ([x,x]) ≥
∞
∑

n=n0

hn
ˆ

hn+1

‖∆h
ν0w(·, t)‖

θ
Lp(x,x)

1

h1+sθ
dh

≥ C1

∞
∑

n=n0

n−qnθ−
θ
p
− θ

p
ǫ+

p0qnθ

p h−sθ
n

hn
ˆ

hn+1

h
θ
p
−1dh.

By fundamental theorem of calculus we have

|w(·, t)|θBs,p,θ ([x,x]) ≥ C1

∞
∑

n=1

n−qnθ−
θ
p
− θ

p
ǫ+

p0qnθ

p h
−sθ+ θ

p
n

[

1−

(

hn+1

hn

) θ
p

]

. (6.32)

Recall definition of ǫn as in (6.27). From (6.31) we have hn = (T − t) |ak − a0|
p0 . From (6.29) we infer

hn = (T − t)n−pqn . Hence we have

hn+1

hn
= (n+ 1)−p0qn+1np0qn =

(

n

n+ 1

)p0qn

(n + 1)p0(qn−qn+1). (6.33)

Recall from (6.28) that qn ≥ 0 and qn+1 ≥ qn + 1, equivalently, qn − qn+1 ≤ −1. From (6.33) we get
hn+1

hn
≤ (n+ 1)p0(qn−qn+1) ≤ (n+ 1)−p0 ≤

1

2p0
for n ≥ 1. Hence, from (6.32) we obtain

|w(·, t)|θBs,p,θ ([x,x]) ≥ C12
−p

∞
∑

n=1

n−qnθ−
θ
p
− θ

p
ǫ+

p0qnθ

p h
−sθ+ θ

p
n . (6.34)

Using hn = (T − t)n−p0qn in (6.34), we infer

|w(·, t)|θBs,p,θ([x,x]) ≥ C12
−1

∞
∑

n=1

n
−qnθ−

θ
p
− θ

p
ǫ+

p0qnθ

p n
sp0θqn−

θp0qn
p . (6.35)

To simplify the exponent in (6.35) we observe the following

−qnθ −
θ

p
−

θ

p
ǫ+

p0qnθ

p
+ sp0θqn −

θp0qn
p

= qnθ(sp0 − 1)− θ/p− ǫθ/p.

By choice of p0 we have sp0 > 1. Note that qn → ∞ as n → ∞. Then there exists an n0 such that
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qn ≥ (sp0 − 1)−1 [θ/p+ ǫθ/p− 1] . Hence we have −qnθ −
θ

p
−

θ

p
ǫ +

p0qnθ

p
+ sp0θqn −

θp0qn
p

≥ −1 for

n ≥ n0. From (6.35) we infer

|w(·, t)|θBs,p,θ ([x,x]) ≥ C12
−1

∞
∑

n=n0

n−1 = ∞. (6.36)

As we observe in proof of Proposition 5.4 that w0 is not a compactly supported data when a0 6= 0. We
wish to find a data vT0 such that it has compact support and the corresponding entropy solution vT does
not belong to Bs,p,θ. Here we take the similar strategy as we have done in the proof of Proposition 5.4.
Let M be defined as in (6.30). We consider R2 = 3MT and I = [x1 − R2, x∞ + R2]. We define vT0 as
vT0 = w0χI . By a similar analysis as we have done in proof of Proposition 5.4 we can show that

w(x, t) = vT (x, t) for all (x, t) ∈ [x1 −MT,x∞ +MT ]× [0, T ]. (6.37)

From (6.30) we have M ≥
∣

∣f ′(a0)
∣

∣. Therefore, we have

[x, x] = [x1 − f ′(a0)T, x∞ + f ′(a0)T ] ⊂ [x1 −MT,x∞ +MT ]. (6.38)

By (6.36), (6.37) and (6.38) we have |vT (·, t)|Bs,p,θ([x,x]) = ∞ for all t ∈ [0, T ]. By a similar argument as

in proof of Proposition 5.4 we find a λ > 0 independent of T such that supp(vT0 ) ⊂ [−λT, λ(T + 1)] and
|vT (·, t)|Bs,p,θ([−λT,λ(T+1)]) = ∞ for all t ∈ [0, T ]. This concludes Proposition 6.11.

6.2. Proof of Theorem 2.4

Now we are ready to show Theorem 2.4. Proof is similar to Theorem 2.1. Here we use regularity
property (2.4) of flux and Proposition 6.11 from section 6.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. By our assumption F ∈ C2(I,Rd) and satisfies (2.1) for αsup(F, I) < 1 along
with mild regularity assumption (2.4). Fix an s such that αsup(F, I) < s < 1. Since F satisfies (2.4),

there exists a ξ0 ∈ Sd−1 and k0 ∈ Iξ0 such that αsup(ξ0 · F, I
ξ0
k0
) < s where Iξ0k0 is defined in (2.3). We

define f ∈ C2(R,R) as f = ξ0 · F . Observe that f satisfies all the assumptions of Proposition 6.11.
By a similar method as in proof of Theorem 2.1 we can construct an entropy solution Uξ0 such that
Uξ0(x, t) = vT (x · ξ0, t) for t ∈ [0, T ]. Note that ‖∆h

i Uξ(·, t)‖Lp(B(0,λ(T+1))) = c0‖∆
hvT (·, t)‖Lp(B(0,λ(T+1))).

Hence we show that |Uξ0(·, t)|Bs,p,θ(B(0,λ(T+1))) = ∞ for t ∈ [0, T ]. By a similar method as in Theorem 2.1

we construct an entropy solution U such that U(·, t) /∈ Bs,p,θ
loc (Rd) for all t > 0. This finishes the proof.

6.3. Proof of Proposition 2.7

Now we can prove Proposition 2.7 in a similar manner as we did for Theorem 2.4.

Proof of Proposition 2.7. Proof is similar to Theorem 2.4. In proof of Theorem 2.4, we use condition 2.4
satisfied by flux F to get direction ξ and sequence {ak}. Here flux need not satisfy (2.4) but existence of
direction ξ and {ak} are guaranteed by Lemma 6.7.

6.4. Proof of Remark 2.5

Combining Lemma 6.6 and Theorem 2.2 we conclude Remark 2.5.

6.5. Proof of Proposition 2.6

Proposition 2.6 can be proved in a similar way as Theorem 2.4.
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Appendix A.

Now we prove Lemma 4.2. It is an application of Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Lemma 4.2: Fix a ϕ̄ ∈ C∞
c (Rd × [0,∞)). Let v, v0 be defined as in (4.2). Then we have

∞̂

0

ˆ

Rd

[

v(x, t)
∂ϕ̄

∂t
+

d
∑

i=1

fi(v)
∂ϕ̄

∂xi

]

dxdt+

ˆ

Rd

v0(x)ϕ̄(x, 0)dx

=

∞̂

0

ˆ

Rd

[

w(x1, t)
∂ϕ̄

∂t
+

d
∑

i=1

fi(w(x1, t))
∂ϕ̄

∂xi

]

dxdt+

ˆ

Rd

w0(x1)ϕ̄(x, 0)dx.

As fi(w(x1, t)) is independent of xi for i 6= 1, we have

∞̂

0

ˆ

Rd

fi(w(x1, t))
∂ϕ̄

∂xi
dxdt = 0 for i 6= 1. Since w is

a weak solution to Cauchy problem (4.1), by using Fubini’s Theorem, we get
∞̂

0

ˆ

Rd

[

v(x, t)
∂ϕ̄

∂t
+

d
∑

i=1

fi(v)
∂ϕ̄

∂xi

]

dxdt+

ˆ

Rd

v0(x)ϕ̄(x, 0)dx

=

ˆ

Rd−1





∞̂

0

ˆ

R

(

w
∂ϕ̄

∂t
+ f1(w)

∂ϕ̄

∂x1

)

dx1dt+

ˆ

R

w0(x1)ϕ̄(x, 0)dx1



 dx2 · · · dxd = 0.

Since w is a weak solution to Cauchy problem (4.1), we obtain
∞̂

0

ˆ

Rd

[

v(x, t)
∂ϕ̄

∂t
+

d
∑

i=1

fi(v)
∂ϕ̄

∂xi

]

dxdt+

ˆ

Rd

v0(x)ϕ̄(x, 0)dx = 0.

By a similar argument, we can show that v satisfies Kruzkov entropy inequality. This proves Lemma
4.2.

Now we prove Lemma 4.3. It follows from Proposition 4.1 after a suitable change of variable.

Proof of Lemma 4.3: Fix a ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rd × [0,∞)). Since v̄ is entropy solution to (1.1) with initial data

v̄0 and flux f̄ , then we put ϕ̄(x) = ϕ(L−1(x − c)) ∈ C∞
c (Rd × [0,∞)) in weak formulation of v and use

y = L−1(x− c) to obtain

|detL|

∞̂

0

ˆ

Rd

v̄(L(y) + c, t)
∂ϕ̄

∂t
(L(y) + c, t) +

d
∑

i=1

f̄i(v̄(L(y) + c, t))
∂ϕ̄

∂xi
(L(y) + c, t)dydt

+ |detL|

ˆ

Rd

v̄0(L(y) + c)ϕ̄(L(y) + c, 0)dy = 0. (A.1)

By definition of φ̄ and F̄ we have
∂ϕ̄

∂xi
(L(y) + c, t) =

d
∑

j=1

(L−1)ij
∂ϕ

∂xj
(y, t) and

d
∑

i=1

(L−1)ij

f̄i(v̄(L(y) + c, t)) = fj(v̄(L(y) + c, t)). Hence, from (A.1) and definition of v̄0, we infer
∞̂

0

ˆ

Rd

v̄(L(y) + c, t)
∂ϕ

∂t
(y, t) +

d
∑

j=1

fj(v̄(L(y) + c, t))
∂ϕ

∂xj
(y, t)dydt+

ˆ

Rd

v0(y)ϕ(y, 0)dy

= 0.
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Since v̄ satisfies the Kružkov entropy inequality it is immediate that v̄(L(x)+c, t) also satisfies the Kružkov
entropy inequality. Hence, v̄(L(x) + c, t) is an entropy solution to (1.1) with the initial data v0. Hence
from Proposition 4.1 we conclude that v(x, t) = v̄(L(x) + c, t). This completes proof of Lemma 4.3.
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