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On a Hyperbolic-Parabolic Parasitoid-Parasite System:
Well Posedness and Control

Rinaldo M. Colombo? Elena Rossi?

Abstract

We develop a time and space dependent predator — prey model. The predators’ equation is
a non local hyperbolic balance law, while the diffusion of prey obeys a parabolic equation,
so that predators “hunt” for prey, while prey diffuse. A control term allows to describe
the use of predators as parasitoids to limit the growth of prey—parasites. The general well
posedness and stability results here obtained ensure the existence of optimal pest control
strategies, as discussed through some numerical integrations.

The specific example we have in mind is that of Trichopria drosophile used to fight
against the spreading of Drosophila suzukis.
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1 Introduction

We consider the following mixed system on R™

Opu+ V- (uv(t,w)) = f(t,2,w)u+ q(t, 7) (1.1)

Ow — pAw = g(t, z, u,w) w,

where u = u(t,z) and w = w(t, z) represent respectively the predator and the prey density
at time t € R4 and position x € R®. We remark that in the vector field v the dependence on
the prey density w is of a functional nature thus allowing, for instance, to describe predators
that hunt for the prey they perceive within a given distance. The parameter u, related to the
prey diffusion speed, is assumed to be strictly positive.

Once the fundamental well posedness and stability properties for are obtained, we
consider the problem to steer the solution to to optimize a goal, typically represented
by the minimization of a functional defined on the solutions to . In the driving example
we have in mind, the term ¢ in (1.1]) represents the space and time dependent deployment
of parasitoids (predators) in the environment, aiming at limiting a given parasites (prey).
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In other words, provides a possible structure for the search for an optimal strategy in
biological pest control. Preliminary general numerical results are provided in [6].

A specific situation that fits the present framework is the current attempt to limit the
spreading of Drosophila suzukii (a pest damaging fruits’ cultivation) by means of ad hoc de-
ployments of Trichopria drosophile (a parasitoid laying its eggs in the larvee of the Drosophila
suzukii), see [7, 13, 15]. An obvious question risen by the adoption of these biological strate-
gies is the search for the optimal time and space choices for the release of parasitoids in the
environment. The present paper offers a framework to test and compare different strategies,
see Section Bl

From the analytic point of view, besides the introduction of the control, the mixed sys-
tem comprehends the one studied in [4] also by taking into account general source terms
that may depend on the unknown variables, as well as on both ¢ and x. Moreover, the flow
uv(t,w) in the first equation in accounts for the velocity chosen by predators in response
to the prey density distribution w. A key feature of the mixed system is the non locality
and nonlinearity of the function v with respect to the prey density. For instance, the choice

V(w *n)(z)
\/1 + HV(w * 77)(3:)H2

means that predators are directed towards regions where the concentration of prey is greater.
Above, the positive function s is the maximal speed of predators and may depend on time and
space. For any fixed positive smooth mollifier ), the space-convolution product (w(t) * 17) (x)
is an average of the prey density at time ¢ around position z. The denominator in acts
as a smooth normalisation factor.

(v(t,w)) (x) = k(t, x) , (1.2)

The next section is devoted to the well posedness and stability of the Cauchy Problem
for . Then, we also deal with the optimal control of the solutions to by means of the
control ¢ and aiming at the minimization of a given integral functional. A specific application
of these theoretical results is in Section [3] All analytic proofs are deferred to Section

2 Main Results

Below, we fix T' > t, > 0, possibly allowing the case T' = +o00, and correspondingly we set
1= [to,T] or I = [to,—l—OO[ and J = {(tl,tg) S % t1 < tg} . (2.1)

The space dimension n is fixed throughout, as well as the parameter p > 0. For the heat
kernel we use the notation H,(t, ) = (47 ut)™"/? exp (—||x||2/(4ut)), where t € I, z € R™.
As it is well known, ||H,(t)[| 1 gz = 1

We recall below the definition of solution to (L.1]), slightly extending that in [4], and
adapting it to the present setting of time and space dependent coefficients.

Definition 2.1. A pair (u,w) € C*(I; LY (R™;R?)) is a solution to problem (1.1)) on I if
e setting a(t,x) =g (t, x,u(t,m),w(t,:n)), w is a weak solution to Oyw — pAw = aw;

e setting b(t,x) = f (t,z,w(t,z)) and c(t,x) = (v(t,w(t)))(x), u is a weak solution to
Ou+V-(uc)=bu+q.



The extension of Definition to Cauchy problems is immediate. For completeness, Defini-

tion [4:4] provides the definition of solution to the parabolic equation dyw — pAw = aw, while

Definition 4.9 recalls the definition of solution to the balance law dyu + V- (uc) = bu + q.
Introduce the spaces

U= (L'NL*NBV)R";R) Ut = (L' NLNBV)(R";R,)
(2.2)
X=UxU Xt =utxut
and the norm
| (w, w)]| , = lullLrgery + lwllL e R)- (2.3)

We are now ready to state the key well posedness and stability result of this paper.
Theorem 2.2. Consider problem (1.1) under the following assumptions:
(v) v: I x (L' NL®)(R™YR) — (C2N W) (R, R"™) admits two maps K, € LS (I;Ry)
and C, € LS. (I x Ry;Ry) weakly increasing in each argument and such that, for all
t € I and w, w1, wy € (L' NL®)(R";R),
(¢, w)HLOO(]Rn;]Rn < Ko@) wllpger)»
va(taw)HLoo(Rn;Rnxn < Ky (t) ||wHL°°(R”;R)7

HU(t, wl) - v(t7w2)HLOO(Rn;Rn S K (t) le - w2”L1(R";R)7

HV (V-v(t,w)))

HV v(t,wy) —U(t,wg))’

L1 (R":R) < C (t Hw2HLOO R™;R ) ”wl — w2HL1(R";R)'

(f) f:IxR* xR = R" admits a weakly increasing map Ky € LS (I;Ry) such that, for
a.e. t €1, all wi,wy € Ry and all w € BV(R™; R),

Suﬂg }f(taxawl) - f<t7x7w2)‘ < Kf(t) |U)1 - wQ’ )
TER™

sup f(t,z,wi) < Ks(t) (14 w),
rER?

TV f (s w()) < Kp() (14 0l g gy + TV () ) |

(g9) 9: I xR" xR xR — R admits a weakly increasing map K, € LiS.(I;Ry) such that, for
a.e. t € I and all uy,uz, wi,wy € Ry,

sSup ‘g(t,x,ul,wl) - g(t,:v,ug,wg)‘ < Kg(t) (|U1 - UQ‘ + ”U)l - wQ‘) )
TER™
Sup g(t,:):,u, w) S Kg(t)

(z,u,w)ER" xRy xRy
(q) ¢ € L>®°(I x R Ry ) NL*®(L; LY (R Ry)) and q(t) € BV(RY;Ry), fort € 1.
Then, for any initial datum (u,,w,) € X, problem admits a unique solution
(u,w) € C¥(I,LY(R™;R2))

in the sense of Definition [2.1] and, moreover,



(1) A priori estimates: for allt € I, we have

Hw(t)HLl(R") < llwollp: rn) o) (t—to)

Hw(t)HLOO(]R”) < Jlwoll oo ey effalt) (t=te),
Hu(t)HLl(Rn) < (HUOHLl(R”) + HQHLI([tO,t]X]Rn)>

x exp | K¢(t) (t —to) (1 + HonLoo(Rn)eK"(t) (tt0)>] :
Hu(t)HLoo(Rn) < <||Uo||Loo(Rn) + ||QHL1([tO,t];Loo(Rn))>

x exp | (Kf(t) + Ko(t)) (t —to) (1 e gy (tto))] ,

(2) Lipschitz continuous dependence on the initial data: for (uy, w,), (te, W,) € X,

[[(u(t), w(#)) — (a(t), w(t))|| < Colt,7) || (o, wo) — (o, o) || (2.4)
where the locally bounded function C, is defined in (4.48|) and r is an upper bound for

the L' norm, the L> norm and the total variation of the initial data, see (4.30)).

(3) Stability with respect to the control q: for all q,q satisfying (q*), for all t € I,

u®), w(®)) — (@), BE)||p < Caltr) g = llgs g, (2.5)
where the locally bounded function C, is defined in (4.51) and r is an upper bound for

the L' norm, the L> norm and the total variation of the initial data, see (4.30)).

To prove Theorem following the general lines of [4], we study separately, but symmetri-
cally, the parabolic and the hyperbolic problems that constitute (1.1]), namely

Ow — pAw = a(t,z) w and Oru~+ V- (c(t,z)u) = b(t,z)u+ q(t,x).

with a,b and ¢ as in Definition All estimates use exclusively the L' or L> norms and
the total variation in space.

Remark 2.3. Note the different behaviors of f and g allowed by conditions and@
namely supepn [(t, z,w) < Kf(t) (1+w) and sup g, wyernxr, xr, 9t T, u,w) < Ky(t). For
instance, f may well increase in w, while g may decrease in both w and w. Thus, the classical
Lotka-Volterra source terms f(w) = aw — 8 and g(u) = v —du (for o, B,7,0 positive and
constant) are compatible with (md@ comprising the problem studied in [4] when q¢ = 0.

Theorem allows to consider optimal control problems based on (I.1). To this aim,
introduce a cost functional measuring the relevance of the presence of the pest, for instance
quantifying its effect on cultivation. Inspired by [6] § 4], we propose a cost of the general form

I= /I/” d (t,x,u(t,a:),w(t,x)) dz dt . (2.6)

It is clear that various assumptions on the function ® ensure that the integral on the right
hand side of (2.6 is a continuous function of (u,w) in X. Therefore, (3) in Theorem
ensures that Z is a continuous function of the control g in L'.



In practice, the choice of a real strategy depends on a finite set of parameters, say p €
R™, defining, for instance, the (time/space) support of g, or the maximal value of ¢, or its
(time/space) integral. We are thus lead to minimize a compositions of maps of the type

R™ - L®(LL(R%R) — Xt - R
p = q - (u,w) — T

to which, thanks to Theorem Weierstrafl Theorem can be applied, ensuring the existence
of an optimal strategy p.. The actual computation of p, can be achieved through standard
numerical procedures dedicated to the optimization of Lipschitz continuous functions. The
next section is devoted to specific examples.

3 Optimized Timing of Parasitoids’ Releases

We present below a sample of the possible behaviors of solutions to . Further examples
can be found in [6].

Inspired by [13 [15], we address the problem of optimizing the timing and the location
of parasitoids’ (=predators’) releases in the case of a parasite (=prey) whose reproduction is
seasonal and geographically localized. To this aim, we consider the following instance of
in the case of n = 2 space dimensions

du+ V- (uv(w)) = (aw — B)u+ q(t, z)
w 3.1
Ow — pAw = (7(1—sint)XB(x) (1—C> —6u> w, (3.1)

Here, as usual, ¢ is time and z is the space coordinate in R%. Moreover, o w is the predator
natality due to predation, (3 is the predators’ mortality, J is the prey mortality due to predation
and C'is the prey carrying capacity. The prey natality'|~y (1 —sint) Xp (z) is seasonal, i.e. it is

2m—periodic in time, and localized, i.e. it is supported in the ball B centered at the origin with
radius 2. The speed v is chosen as in , with x constant. The parasitoids predate hunting
for parasites in the direction of the highest average prey density gradient within a radius ¢,
which hence measures the predator horizon. We summarize here the choices of functions and
parameters in 7, apart from ¢ to be chosen below:

a=025 B=2.00 ~=09.00 4 122\
§=050 C=10.0 ¢=0.80 n@)={ 7 ( - 52) el <. (3.2)
K =2.00 0 ][ > £
We now seek strategies ¢ = ¢(t,z) to release parasitoids so that the parasite population is
kept small in the rectangle R = [1,3] x [—3, 3], which we assume is the region where the

presence of the parasites is most harmful. The regions B and R are chosen so that they are
different but overlapping. Thus, for simplicity, we aim at the minimization of

127
/ / (t,z)dx dt (3.3)
4n

X, is the characteristic function of the set B: x (r) =1 < =z € B and X, () =0 < z€R"\B.

1



although within the present framework more complex costs can be considered. Another
natural choice, for instance, might be the minimization of the pest population w only in
specific periods, e.g. when fruits are ripening on the trees, as in the case of the Drosophila
suzukii. As initial datum we choose

uo(x) =0, wo(z) =2 XB(a:) . (3.4)

Clearly, Theorem applies to (3.1)—(1.2)—(3.2)—(3.4) and the cost (3.3) fits into (2.6)).

In the examples below, we use the Lax—Friedrichs scheme [12} § 12.5] to integrate the hy-
perbolic convective term and an explicit finite difference algorithm to deal with the parabolic
equation. Furthermore, we exploit dimensional splitting [12, § 19.5] and a further splitting
to take care of the source terms [12, § 17.1], which are computed through a second order
Runge-Kutta method (corresponding to o = 1/2 in [16, § 12.5, p. 327]). Refer to [1} 2, [14] for
alternative algorithms. The numerical domain is the rectangle [—4 — ¢,4 + ¢] x [-4 — ¢, 4 + (]
and we let the parameters a, 8 and ~ vanish outside the physical domain [—4,4] x [—4,4].
The computations below were obtained with a uniform mesh consisting of 2!° x 210 points.

First, as a reference case, we integrate (3.1))—(1.2)—(3.2)—(3.4) with ¢ = 0. The results are

displayed in Figure [T Since parasitoids are absent, parasites evolve with a logistic growth

Integral of w
w; t = 0.00

4 300 1
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_27
100
3 -2 0 2 4 50 1

X1
00 20 40 60 80 100 on 21 an on 8n 10m 12n

Figure 1: Left, the initial datum (3.4) for w in the x—plane and, right, the total amount of
parasites f[_ 442 w(t, x) dz on the whole physical domain as a function of time.

with capacity C and a 2m—periodic natality. After two periods, the total number of parasites
is approximately time periodic, with a high mean value.

We now assume that at time 47 measures need to be taken to reduce the presence of
parasites. This is achieved through the release in the environment of the parasitoid u, which
is described by the function ¢ in . Different strategies correspond to different choices
of q. The ones we consider below differ both in the space and time dependence: they may
take place in the ball B where the parasites are born, or on the rectangle R where parasites
are harmful. Moreover, they can take place uniformly in time (on Iy = [4m,127]) or in
the time intervals where parasites are more (I; = sin™!([—1,—~1/v/2]) N Iy), middle (I3 =



cos ([—1,-1/v/2]) N Iy) or less (I3 = sin~'([1/v/2,1]) N Iy) prolific, see Figure [2l These
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Figure 2: Characteristic functions of the time intervals, from left to right, Iy, I, I» and I3
used in the definitions of the controls (3.5)), plotted together with the map ¢ — 1 — sint
appearing in the natality of the parasite in (3.1)).

strategies correspond to the following choices of ¢:

q (1) =3.166287 x,, (t) x () q'(t) =3.315728 x| (1) X ()

qP (t) =12.66515 X, (1) x () qlt(t) =13.26291 X, (1) X (@) )
g5 (t) =12.66515 x|, (t) X () q5'(t)=13.26291 x, (1) x ,(2)

q? (t) =12.66515 X, () x (@) qli(t) = 13.26291 Xy, () x (7).

The above values are chosen so that the amount of parasitoids inserted in the environment is
constant, i.e.

127
/ / ¢M(t,x)dzdt =1000 fori=0,1,2,3 and A= B, R.
RQ

The numerical integrations of (3.1))—(1.2)—(3.2)—(3.4) with the controls (3.5)) yield the
following values for the cost (3.3):

A 0 1 2 3
B | 1179.05 | 1318.74 | 1332.75 | 1232.41 when g = 0, Z = 1866.98.
R | 874.420 | 1068.13 | 1098.85 | 1080.19

In the different cases of the controls in , the instantaneous costs ¢ — || rw(t,x) do are
displayed in Figure All solutions to f*f show a somewhat periodic
behavior for t > 4.

With respect to the cost , where the rectangle R obviously plays a key role, the
most effective strategy consists in a constant release of parasitoids over the rectangle R,
corresponding to the control qéq in . This solution is somewhat periodic and displays a
maximum, respectively a minimum, of the running cost at the time t =~ 33.30, respectively
t =~ 30.79: level plots of the corresponding solutions computed at these times are in Figure

It is evident that the convective term in the first equation in allows the parasitoids
to move towards the region with the highest parasite concentration. On the other hand, the
Laplace operator in the second equation makes the parasites diffuse everywhere.



80 80 80
70 W\/\/— 70 70
60 60 60
50 50 50
40 40 40
30 30 30
20 20 20
10 10 10
0411 6n 8n 1on 12n 04r1 6n 8n 1om 12n 0411 6n 8n 1on 12n
(a) No control: ¢ =0. (b) ¢f (c) &
80 80 80
70 70 70
60 60 60
50 50 50
40 40 40
30 30 30
20 20 20
10 10 10
0411 6n 8n 10n 12n 04r( 6n 8n 10m 12n 0411 6n 8n 10n 12n
(d) ¢f (e) ¢ff (f) @&
80 80 80
70 70 70
60 60 60
50 50 50
40 40 40
30 30 30
20 20 20
10 10 10
0411 6n 8n 10n 12n 0411 6n 8n 10m 12n 04rl 6n 8n 10n 12n
(8) g8 (h) g3 (i) g

Figure 3: Graphs of the instantaneous cost ¢ — [ rW(t,x)dz corresponding to the con-
trols (3.5)) on the time interval [47, 127]. Figure [3a] corresponds to the diffusion of parasites
with no control. The most effective strategy, in the sense it minimizes (3.3)), is in Figure

u; t =30.79 w; t = 30.79 u; t = 33.30 w; t = 33.30
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Figure 4: Contour plots of the solution to corresponding to the best strategy q(l;2 in (3.5).
Left, at time t = 30.79 approximately corresponding to a maximum of the running cost and,
right, at time ¢ = 33.30 approximately corresponding to a minimum.



We expect that a precise simulation of a real scenario requires a model more complex
than f , as well as the obvious tuning of the various parameters. For instance, also
a, B and § are likely to be better substituted by “seasonal” (i.e., time periodic) functions.
While such an experimental fitting is out of the scopes of the present work, we remark that
the generality of the framework presented here, and in particular Theorem allows to
comprehend it.

Boundary conditions deserve a specific treatment on their own. At the modeling level,
the immigration of parasites is neglected in the present work. At the analytic level, general
well posedness and stability results are currently apparently still missing, see [5] for recent
preliminary results. The numerical algorithm to deal with boundary conditions would then
be necessarily adapted.

4 Analytic Proofs

The following lemmas will be of use below. The proofs, where immediate, are omitted.

Lemma 4.1 ([10, Formula (1.8) and Remark 1.16]). Let 1 € (L'NL®NBV)(R™R). Then,
there exists a sequence ¥y, € C*°(R™;R) such that for h € N\ {0}

U, = I LARSR), [l Sl TV@) = TV@). (1)

h—+o00 —+o0

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢ € (L N BV)(R™;R). Then, there exists a sequence b, € C*(R™;R)
such that for h € N\ {0}, v, — 1 in L®(R™;R), so that also 1, — v in Li (R™%R), and

loc
lnll gy < [0l TV (1) < TV (8).

Proof. Let p be a mollifier: p € CX(R™,R), p > 0,sptp C {z € R?: ||z < 1} and [z, p= 1.
Define pp,(x) = h™ p(hz) for h € N\ {0} and set ¥, = py * 1. The Li _ convergence follows

loc
from [[¢p, — ¥||gec(gny — O, ensured by [8, Theorem 8.14]. The L* estimate is a consequence
of [8, Proposition 8.7]. Finally, [8, Proposition 8.68] implies the latter bound. O

Lemma 4.3. Let ¢ € L>®(I x R™;R) be such that for allt € I, ¢(t) € BV(R™;R). Then,
there exists a sequence Y, € L (I x R™;R) such that for all h € N\ {0} and for a.e. t € I,
Un(t) € (C® NBV)(R™R), ¥p(t) — 9(t) in LL_(R™R) and

loc

Ol gy < N6 gy TV (1)) < TV(0(0)

4.1 About the Parabolic Equation d,w — pAw = a(t,z) w

We focus on the parabolic problem:

dw — p Aw = aft,
b —p A = alf, z)w (t,z) € I x R™. (4.2)

w(to, ) = wo(x)

Similarly to [4], solutions to (4.2) are sought as L! function defined on R™ and all estimates
refer to the L' or L norms, see (2.3)), which is somewhat unusual in relation to ([4.2)).



Definition 4.4. Let a € L®(I x R R) and w, € L}(R™;R). A solution to problem (4.2) is
a function w € C°(I; LY(R™; R)) such that

w(t,z) = (H, (1) * wp) (x) + / (Hut —7) % (a(r) w(r))) () dr | (4.3)

to

Lemma 4.5 ([4, Lemma 2.4]). Let a € L®(I x R*;R). Assume that w, € L'(R"%R) and
w € CO(I;LY(R™;R)). Then, the following statements are equivalent:

1. The function w solves (4.2) in the sense of Definition .
2. The function w is a weak solution to ([£.2)), i.e., for all test functions ¢ € C2(I x R";R)

T
/ / (Wop +pwAp+awe) de dt =0 (4.4)
to JR7

and w(ty, ) = we(x).

Proposition 4.6 ([4, Proposition 2.5]). Fiz a € L*(I x R™;R). Then, (4.2)) generates the
process
P : J x LYR%R) — L'R%R)
(to,t) W, — w

with w defined as in (4.3)), with the following properties, for a suitable O € LS (I;R) that

loc
depends only on norms of the map a on I x R™.

(P1) P is a Process: Piy =1d for allt € I and Pi, 1, © Pry ity = Py gy for all t1,t2,t3 € 1,
with t1 <ty < t3.

(P2) Regularity in time: for allw, € L*(R";R), the map t — P, 1w, is in C° (I; L (R"; R)),
and, moreover, for every ¥ € |0,1[ and for all T, t1, ty € I, with to9 > t; > 7 >0,

)

n ¢

Hpta,thO - Pto,honLl(Rn) < ||onL1(Rn) |:7_ 4 + O(tz):| |te — t1]

(P3) Regularity in space: for allt > t,, w(t) € C*°(R™;R).

(P4) Regularity in (t,z): if w, € (L' N CY)(RYR), then (t,z) — (P, 1wo)(z) € CH(I x
R™ R).

(P5) L! continuous dependence on wy: for all t € I, the map Py, : LY R R) —
L!(R™;R) is linear and continuous, with HPto,tonLl(Rn) < Ot) |lwollg: gmy-

(P6) Stability with respect to a: let aj,as € L®(I x R R) with a; — az € LY(I x R R)
and call P',P? the corresponding processes. Then, for all t € I and for all w, €
(L' NL>)(R" R),

1 2
H’Ptmtwo - Ptoytwo

Ll(R") S O(t) HUJOHLOO(]Rn) Hal - a2HL1([to,t]XR")'

(P7) L®-estimate: for all w, € (L' N L®)(R™R), for all t € I, Hpto,ton
O(t) lwoll oo (mry-

Loo(Rn) S

10



(P8) Whl-estimate: for all w, € LY(R"™;R), for all t € I with t > t,,

#
,u,(t - to)

t
X (1 +2(t —t,) ||a||Loo([to7ﬂan)efto HamHLm(Rn)dT) |

Hv(ptmtwo)”Ll(R";R") < HwOHLl(R")

where J, = % and I is the Gamma function.

The latter estimate above and provide a BV bound on the solution P, ;w, for t > t,.
In the sequel, we need the following strengthened version of

Proposition 4.7. Let a € L>(I x R";R) and assume w, € (L' "L*® NBV)(R";R). Call w
the solution to (4.2]). Then, for allt € I, w(t) € BV(R™;R) and the following estimate holds:

2.J,
TV (w(®) < TV (1) + =22 O lalle ey ol ey (4.5)

f
I'((n+1)/2)

where Jp, = TR and I is the Gamma function.

Proof. Approximate w, by means of a sequence w” as defined in Lemma Define wy,

through by
wp(t,x) = (Hu(t) * w?) (x) + /tt (H“(t — 1) * (a(r) wh(T))) (x) dr. (4.6)

Let w be defined by (4.3]) and compute

h
w, — W

t
[[wn(t) = w(®)]| 1 gy < ‘ L) + /to Ha(T)HLoo(Rn)Hwh(T) — w(T)HLl(Rn) dr.

An application of Gronwall Lemma [I7, Chapter I, 1.III] yields

t
Ll(Rn)exp </to Ha(T)HLOQ(Rn) dT) .

Thus, as h goes to +o00, wy,(t) converges to w(t) in L!'(R™R) for a.e. t € I.
It follows immediately from (4.6) and from the regularity of the heat kernel H, that
wp(t) € C(R™; R) for a.e. t € I. Moreover,

h
W, — Wo

H’(Uh(t) - w(t)HLl(Rn) < ‘

Vwp(t,z) = (Hu(t) * ng)(a:) + | VH,(t—7)* (a(T) U)h(T)) (z)dr,

to

so that, using the properties of the heat kernel H,, and in Proposition we obtain

Hth ) < Hth

o

(t) HLl(Rn;Rn Ll(Rn;Rn)

t
+ /t |V Hu(t — T)HLl(R";R") HQ(T)HLOO(]R")Hwh(T)HLl(R") dr
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¢
J,
h n
= vao L1(R":R") +0) llallpe e, 4 xrm) 1Wwollpr ) /to m o
2 J,
h n
= vao L1(R";R") +0() HaHL‘X’([tovﬂxR") HwOHU(Rn) VH =t

Let now h — 4+00: Lemma and the lower semicontinuity of the total variation imply that:

(t) HLI (Rm;R™)
2J,
< TV (wo) + O) [[wollg: amy lalloe gy~ VE— o

NG

completing the proof. O

TV (w(t)) < lim TV (wy(t)) = hEToo |V

h—4o00

We need the following improvements of the estimates in propositions [4.6|and [4.7] that hold
in the case of positive initial data.

Corollary 4.8. Let a € L®(I x R™";R), w, € LY(RY;R) with w, > 0. Then,

(P9) Positivity: Py, s w, > 0 for allt € 1.

(P10) A priori estimates: assume that w, € (L' N L®)(R™;R) and set, for all t € I,
A(t) = supgegn a(t, §). Then,

t
“Pto7t wOHLl(R") < HwOHL1(Rn) exp/ A(T) dr s
to (4.7)

¢
Hpto,t wOHLoo(Rn) < H'onLoo(Rn) eXp/t A(T) dr .
(P11) Stability with respect to a: let aj,as € L°(I x R™;R) with a; — ag € L*(I x R*;R)
and call P',P? the corresponding processes. Then, for all t € I and for all w, €

(L' NL=)(R™ R),

1 2
’ ‘ pto7two - Pt(),two

L1(R™) (4 8)
S lar )] oo g+ 1020 | oo o | 47 '
< HonLoo(Rn) [ pmEn L )} lax _GQHLl([to,t]xR”)'

(P12) BV estimate: if w, € (L' "L NBV)(R™";R), define A(t) = sup,crn a(t,x), then

TV (Pt wo) < TV (w,) +

2‘]71 t 7)dT
VI Tl g [0l ey e A7 (49)

where Jp, = F(?(:i/l%)/z) and I' is the Gamma function.

Proof. The positivity follows from [4, Point 6. in Proposition 2.5], based on [9, Chap-
ter 2, Section 4, Theorem 9].
Starting now from (4.3)), we have

w(t,x) = (Hu(t)*wo) (a:)—}—/t - H,(t—71,2 =& a(r,§) w(r,§)d{dr

12



< (Hu(t)*wo) (a:)—}—/t A(T) RnHM(t_T’x_f)w(T7€)d§dT'

In both cases of the L! and L estimate, an application of Gronwall Lemma, [I7, Chapter I,

1.ITT] completes the proof of [((P10)|

Concerning the stability with respect to a, denote w;(t) = Pf, jw,, for i = 1,2 and ¢ € I,
and using (4.3]), compute

t
wi (t,z) —wa(t,x) = / A H,(t—T1,2 =) (al(T,g) wi (7, &) — a(T, &) wa(T, 5)) d¢ dr
to JR®
t
= /t o H,(t—71,2—¢) (al(T,g) — ag(T,f)) wi(7,€)dE dr
¢
+/ H,(t—71,2 —§)ax(T,§) (wl(T,f)—wQ(T,f)) d¢ dr,
tO R’VL
so that
t
w1 () = w2 )| L gy < /t lax(m) = ax(7)][ s gy 201 () oo ey A7
t
+ /to HaQ(T)HLOO(Rn) [Jwn (7) = w2(T)HL1(Rn) dr .
By Gronwall Lemma,
le(t) _w2(t>HL1(Rn)

t t
< /t Hal(T)_a2(7—)HL1(Rn)le(T)HLoo(Rn)dTeXp (/t HQZ(T)HLoo(Rn)Ch-)

to

t T t
< /t Hal(T) - GZ(T)HLl(Rn)HwouLw(Rn) exp ( Aq(s) ds) dT exp (/t Hag(T)HLw(Rn) d’T)

t
< HonLOO(]Rn) exp (/t (”al(T)HLoo(Rn) + Ha2(7')HLoo(Rn)> dT) a1 — a2||L1([t0,t}an) )

o

completing the proof of |((P11)]

Finally, [(P12)| follows from Proposition from and from the L* bound (4.7).
O

4.2 About the Balance Law dyu + V- (c(t,z)u) = b(t,z) u + q(t, x)

We focus on the following Cauchy problem for a linear balance law

Opu + V- (c(t, z) u) = b(t, z) u + q(t, ) (4.10)

u(to, ) = uo(x).

Recall the following conditions on the functions defining problem (|4.10)):

13



(b) be L®(I x R™;R).
(b+) be L®°(I x R%:R) and b(t) € BV(R™R) for ¢ € I.

(c1) The map c satisfies ¢ € (C° N L*>®)(I x R*;R"), ¢(t) € C*(R™;R") for all t € I and
Ve € L¥(I x R R™™),

(c2) The map c satisfies ¢ € (C? N L®)(I x R";R"); ¢(t) € C2(R";R") for all t € I,
Ve e L®(I x R% R™™) and VV-c € LL(I x R%;R™).

(=) q € L=(I x R";R) NL=(I; L' (R™; R)).

Definition 4.9. Let@ |(c1)| and|(q—)| hold and choose u, € (L' NL®)(R™;R). A solution
to ([£.10) is a function u € C°(I; LY (R™;R)) such that

u(t,z) = uo(X (to;t, ) exp (/t (b(T,X(T;t,x)) —Vec(r, X(rit, x))) dT> (4.11)

+ /t: q(s, X (s;t,x)) exp </St (b(T,X(T;t,a?)) —V-c (T,X(T; t, :c))) dT) ds,

where

X =c(t, X)
t— X(t;to,xo) solves the Cauchy Problem (4.12)
X(to) =z,

Lemma 4.10 ([4, Lemma 2.7] and [3, Lemma 5.1]). Let[(b)] hold, Fiz u, € (LN

L>)(R™R) and u € C°(I; L} (R™;R)). Then, the following three statements are equivalent:
1. wis a Kruzkov solution to [&.10)), i.e. u(t,) = uo and for all k € R and ¢ € CL(IxR™;Ry),

// [(u=k)(Brp+c Vo) + (bu+q—k V-c)p|sgn(u—k) do dt > 0. (4.13)
I n
2. u is a weak solution to [.10), i.e. u(t,) = uo and for all ¢ € CL(I x R™;R),

// (udrp+uc-Vo+ (bu+q)p) de dt =0. (4.14)
I n

3. u solves (4.10) in the sense of Definition [4.9

The proof amounts to mix the techniques used in [4, Lemma 2.7] and [3, Lemma 5.1].

We recall a different approach to the study of linear balance laws of type , which
is adopted in [I1, Lemma 3.4]. That Lemma guarantees the existence of a weak solution, in
the sense of in Lemma and provides an explicit formula for the solution in terms
of characteristics, corresponding exactly to (4.11). The regularity requirements in [I1] on the
functions defining problem are the following: for T € R, T > 0,

u, € L'(R™R), b e L'((0,T); L™(R™; R)), q € L'((0,7); L'(R"™; R)),

and ¢ € C°((0,T); C'(R*;R")) is globally Lipschitz continuous in space. Notice that, for
T € R, T > 0, our assumptions [(b)] [(c1)| and [(g—)] are stronger than those required in [11]
Lemma 3.4], allowing to apply that result in the present setting.

The next proposition is not only an extension of [4, Proposition 2.8] to the present setting,
but it also improves it sharply.

14



Proposition 4.11. Under the assumptions [(b)], [(c1)] and[(q=)] the Cauchy Problem ([4.10)

generates the map

H : J x U = U

(to,t) , uo — w

where u is defined by (4.11)), with the following properties:

(H1)

(H2)
(H3)

(H4)

(H5)

H is a process: H;; = 1d for allt € I and Hiypy © Hiyty = Hiy ity for all t1,t2,t3 € 1,
with tl § t2 S t3.

Positivity: if ¢ > 0 and u, € U™, then Hy, 1 u, €UT for allt € I.
L! continuous dependence on u,: for allt € I the map Hi, o2 U — U is linear,
continuous and

t
H?"lto,tuoHLl(Rn) < (HUOHLl(R") + Hq”Ll([to,t}xR")> eXP/t Hb(T)HLOO(]R”) dr .

Moreover, if u, > 0 and q > 0, then

t
Mttt ny < (Itolluseny + Nallgs g ) exp / (sup b<7,m>) ar .

zeR™

L —estimate: for all u, € U, for allt € I,
[Hrattol gy < (Ntollpoen) + lalls ooy
X exp /tt (1) e gy + 19207 ey ) -
Moreover, if up >0 and g > 0, then

HHto,tuOHLoo(Rn) < <||u0||L°°(R") + HQHLl([to,t];Lw(Rn)))
t
X exp/ <sup b(r, a:)) + HV'C(T)HLOO(R,L) dr.
to TER™

Stability with respect to b,c,q: if bb satisfy with b — b € L'(I x R R);
¢, ¢ satisfy with V-(c — ¢) € LY(I x R%;R) and q,q satisfy @ Call H,H the
corresponding processes. Then, for all t € I and for all u, € U,

HHto,tuo - %to,tuo

L1(R")

< O1() [le = éll g e, 400 nirr) [HUOHLOO(R") + TV (uo)

t
[ (e { o e e

+ O2() lg = Glly gz, xrm)

40| oy | +macx {TV (a(7) . TV (3(7) }) dT]
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t
+ OQ(t) (HUOHLOO(]R") +/t maX{”q(T)HLoo(Rn)7 HCI(T)HLoo(Rn)} dT)

x (Hb—f)‘

where

L1 ([to,t]xR™) + HV (C — E>HL1([to,t]><]R”)) s

O1(t) = exp /t: max{“b(T)HLoo(Rn), ‘ B(T)HLOO(R")} dr

t
X exp/t maX{HVC(T)HLoo(Rn;Rany dr

Vé(T) HLOO(Rn;Ran)}

ds

9

» 1+/tmax Tv(li(s))"‘HVV'C(S)HLI(Rn;Rn)v
to TV (8(5)) + [V V- (5) | s o

t
Oy(t) = b ,(b H d
o) = exp [ e {0 e 60 4
(H6) Total variation bound: let|(b+)| and[(q)| hold. If u, € U, then, for all t € I,

TV (Hy, 1u0) < O(t) <||uo|!Loo(Rn> + TV (uo) + /t (90 e ey + TV (a(7))) dT) :

where

O(t) = exp (/t (Hb(T)HLOO(R") + HVC(T)HLOO(]R“;R"X")) dT)

t
(1 [ (v 000 + 1790z )
(H7) Regularity in time: let and@ hold. For allu, € U, the map t — Hy, 1u,

is in CO! (I; Ll(Rn;R)), moreover for all t1,te € I, with O(t) as above,

HHto,tguo - HtmtluOHLl(R")
t1Vig
< O(tl vV t2) (HUO|LOO(R") + TV (UO)+/t (Hq(T)HLoo(Rn) + TV (Q(T))) dT) |t2 - t1|

(H8) Finite propagation speed: if, for allt € I, the map x — q(t, ) is compactly supported
and u, € U has compact support, then, fort € I also, spt H, tu, is compact.

Proof. Statement|[(H1)|directly follows from Definition[4.9} Lemma and [11, Lemma 3.4],
thanks to@, (cl)/and Eq—')! Using (4.11]), points [(H2)} [(H4)] and [(H8)| are ensured.

To get the L bound [(H3)| exploit the change of variable y = X(s;t,x), see also [3], § 5.1].
Denoting the Jacobian of this change of variable by J(t,y) = det (VxX(t; s, y)), J solves

dJ(t,y)
dt

=V-ce(t, X (t;s,9)) J(t,y) with J(s,y) =1.
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Thus, J(t,y) = exp <fst V-ce(r, X(7;8,9)) dT), so that J(t,y) > 0 for ¢ € I and|(H3)| follows.

To prove the remaining points, we exploit the techniques used in the proof of |5, Lemma 4.4
and Lemma 4.6] for an initial boundary value problem for a conservation law, thus without
source term. To this aim, we approximate b, respectively ¢, by a sequence by, respectively gy,
as in Lemma Regularize also the initial datum wu, and call v € C*®(R™; R) the sequence
defined by Lemma Using , define the corresponding sequence uy, of solutions to

Oyup, + V- (c(t, x) up) = by(t, ) up, + qn(t, x)

up(to, ) = ul(x),

so that
up(t,x) = u’g(X(to;t,x)) exp (/t (bh(T,X(T;t,:U)) —V-¢ (T,X(T;t,x))) dT> (4.15)

+ /tt qn(s, X (s;t,x)) exp (/: <bh(T,X(T;t,x)) —V-¢ (T,X(T;t,m))) dT> ds,

where X is defined in . Observe that for a.e. t € I, the map = — uy (¢, 2) is of class C!,
due to Lemma applied to both b and ¢, and to [(c2)]

Pass now to Differentiate the solution to @ with respect to the initial point,
that is, for 7 € [t,, 1],

Vo X(rit,z) = 1d+ /T Vae(s, X (s;t,x)) Vo X (s5t,2) ds,
t
t
VXt < 1+ [ [Vaes, Xsit)| [VaX (st ds.
so that, by Gronwall Lemma,
t

By (#.15)) and the properties of u”, the gradient Vuy(t) is well defined and continuous:

Vup(t,z) = exp (/tt (bp, — V-¢) (1, X (7;t,2)) d7‘> (Vu?(X(to;t,x)) VX (to;t, )

+ u}OL(X(tO; t,z)) tt V (b, — V-o)(1, X (15t,2)) V. X (75, ) d7‘>

t t
+ /to exp (/S (bp, — V-¢) (1, X (7;t,x)) d7'> <th(s,X(s;t,x)) V. X(s5t,x)

+qn(s, X(s;t,x)) /t V(bp —V-o)(1, X(1;t,2)) Vo X (751, x) dT) ds.
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Therefore, for every t € I, we use the change of variable described at the beginning of the
proof together with (4.16|) to get

Hv“h(t) HLl(R";R")

t t
< exp ( /t th(T)HLOO(Rn)dT> exp ( /t RG] — d7>

X HVUZL

o

Let u be defined as in (4.11)): Lemma and Lemma imply that u;, — v in L'(R™;R).
By the lower semicontinuity of the total variation, by (4.17)) and (4.1)), for ¢ € I we obtain

t
Lae) © /t IVan ()]s o ey A7 (4.17)

ug

t t
Lo (R?) + /to HQh(T)HLw(R") dT) /to Hv(bh -V C)(T)HLl(Rn;Rn) dr

TV (u(t)) < lim TV (up(t)) = lim | Vun (4.18)

(t) HLI(R”;R”)

< exp (/t <Hb(7—)HL°°(]R") + HVC(T)HLOO(Rn;Ran)> d7'> TV (uo) +/t TV (q(T)) dr

t t
+ (”UOHLOO(Rn) +/t HQ(T)HLOO(RR) dT) /t (TV (b(T)) + HV V'C(T)HLl(Rn;R")) dr|,

concluding the proof of |((H6)]
The proof of |((HT7)| is entirely analogous, leading to

u(t2) = w(ts) | s gy < TV (u (max{tl,tg})> Ity — 1.

To prove we follow the idea of the proof of [5, Lemma 4.6], adapting it to the present
setting. With obvious notation, we denote by by, and by, sequences of functions converging
to b and b, with the properties in Lemma Similarly, we denote by g, and g sequences
of functions converging to ¢ and ¢, with the properties in Lemma Consider also the
regularization of the initial datum u” € C>*(R";R) provided by Lemma For ¥ € [0,1]
set

b (t,x) = Dby (t, ) 4+ (1 —9) by (t,z), At x) =elt,x) + (1 —0)ét, z),

Let u}f be the solution to

ol + V- (cﬂ(t, ) u}f) =b)(t,z)ul + g (t, ) X? = (¢, X?)

uZ(tO,x) = uh(x) , Xﬂ(to) =T,

o
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that is

ul (t,z) = (X (t; t,x)) exp (/tt (b}f — V.cﬂ> (7-, Xﬁ(q-;t,a:)> dT)

+ /tt ap (S,Xﬁ(s;t,x)) exp </St (b}z — V‘cﬁ) (T, Xﬁ(T;t,Hf)) dT) ds.

Compute the derivative of XV with respect to 9, recalling that X?(t;¢,2) = z for all ¥:

(4.19)

009XV (it ) = c(r, XV (1 t,2)) — é(1, XV (15 t,2)) + Ve (1, XV (1 t, ) 99 XV (13 t, )
09XV (t;t,x) = 0.

The solution to the above problem satisfies

DXV (7;t,x) = /tT exp (/T Vel (o, XV (o3t ) da> (c—¢) (s, X(s:t,2))ds

= /Tt exp </T —V (0, X% (03 t, x)) da> (6—c) (s, X(s;t,x))ds.  (4.20)

Derive (4.19) with respect to 9:

(%ui(t, x)

= exp (/tt(bz — V'Cﬂ)(T, Xﬂ(T;t,ZL‘))dT) {Vufj(Xﬁ(to;t,x)) 819X79(t0;t,x)

Ll (X (tot, 7)) /: (bh b~V (c— a)) (r, X?(r:,2)) dr

to

+ /tt exp (/:(bg _ V-, Xﬂ(T;t,x))ch)

X {(Qh — Gn) (2, X" (s;t,2)) + Vi (s, X" (s;t,2)) 09X (s5t, )

t
+ulg(X19(t0;t,a:)) V(b}z - V- Cﬁ)(T, Xﬁ(T;t,fL‘)) 819X19(7‘;t,x) dT}

+ q}z(s, Xﬁ(s;mm)) / (bh — b, — V- (c— 6)) (T, Xﬁ(T;t,$)) dr
—I-qg(s,Xﬂ(s;t,:n)) /tV(bﬁ — V-1, X (5 t,2)) 09XV (73 t, ) dT} ds
< exp (/t (b — V- ) (r, X’?(T;t,x))d7'> {/t (qn — Gn)(x, XV(s;t,x)) ds
+ (vuz(xﬂ(to; t,x)) + t V) (1, X (51, x)) d7>
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to

x/t exp( S—Vcﬁ(a,Xﬁ(a;t,x))dcr) (¢—c) (s, X(s:t,2))ds

+ <uZ(X’9(to;t,:U)) + /t @ (, Xﬁ(T;t,l‘))dT>

X |:/tt (bh —b,— V- (C—é))(T,Xﬂ(T;t,SU)) dr

t
+ | Vb, = V) X (13t 2))

to

X [/: exp </TS -V (o, Xﬁ(a;t,az))da> (¢—c) (S,Xﬁ(s;t,x))ds] dr] 7

where we made use of (4.20). Call uj, and @y, the functions defined by (4.19)) for ¥ = 0 and
9 =1, that is up, = v?=Y and @), = ugzl. Compute
1
vef ]
0 n

Exploiting the change of variable introduced at the beginning of the proof, compute

J.
< ex ( /;Hbg@)HWw) { J = )0 oy 07

+</ wif(y)\dw/t:/n

t t
/19 ~
< exp ( | e <a>!\Lm(RnW>da> e = 6 ey

1
/ dgul (t, ) dv)
0

|un(t) — ﬁh(t)HLl(R”) < /]R” (%u}?(t,x)‘ dedy.  (4.21)

dgul (t, :17)‘ dz

Vai(r,y) ‘ dy dT)

n (‘ ul i + /t: qu(T)HLOO(]R")(T) dT) /t: H(bh —bp— V- (c— 5))(7')‘ L1(&n)
" (‘ s Lo (R™) " /t: HQS(T)HL“’(R")(T) dT) /t: HV(b}z - V- cﬁ)(T)‘ S ds

o (/ [V dff) / e = &)l goo o ds} .

Inserting the result above in (4.21)), by the definitions of b}z, q}? and their properties as stated
in Lemma 4.3, we have

Huh(t) - ah(t)HLl(Rn)
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CINT ){/

t
< exp (/t max{ub(ﬂumw),
: )HLOO(]R")}dT>

t
+< o men)*/to mae {]}g(7) | e o 1307
t ~
A ORI
t
+ exp (/t max{HVC(S)HLOO(Rn;Ran)v
t
S e =D gy
A t
/Rn o(y)‘der/to maX{Hth(S)HLl(R")’
+(

t
x/t max{HV(bh = V-0)(8)| L1 (g

X

’U,h

(b — V- &)(s)

Let now A tend to +00. We have:

— Hu(t)

Huh(t) - &h(t)HLl(Rn) u(t)HLl(Rn)

ug
Loe (R)

< ol oo mry

HLl(R") — ||(q T)”Ll(Rn)

- H(b—B—V- (c— &)(r)

(g = Gn)(7)
| o = = V- (e = 0))(7)

HVuh

L1(R™) L!(R")

L (e — TV (u,)

< TV (b(s))

)
)
)

s n sy

< TV( (s)
(s)
(s)

S

L1(R";R")
< TV (q

s n ey (
< TV (

e g ey
Therefore,

[[u(t) (t)HLl(]R")

t
< exp (/t max{Hb(T)HLm(Rn),
t
+<Wﬂwmwﬁ[mMﬂWﬂhwwMWﬂhwwﬁw)

21

c S)HLoo(Rn;Ran)} ds)

t
Ny T /t maX{HQ(T)“L”<R">’ H‘j(T)HLm(Rn)} dT)

}ds] } .
L!(R";R")

HLl(R”) dr

S)HLl(Rn)}dS

by (4.1)
by Lemma

by Lemma

by (4.1)
by Lemma
by Lemma

by Lemma
by Lemma

(4.22)

B(T)HLOO(RH)} dT) { t: (g - Q)(T)HLl(R”) dr



dr
L1(R™)

X /tt |68~ (c—anm)
+exp (/t: maX{HVC(S)HLOO(Rn;Ran)v HVé(S)HLoo(Rn;Ran)} ds)

e = D6 g

X

TV (uo) + /tt max {TV (a(s)), TV (4(s)) } ds

o

t
- (Huo”Lw(m R (] . wawm}w)

t ~
X /t max {TV (b(s)) + HV V- C(S)HLl(R";R”)’ TV (b(s)) + HV V- é(S)HLl(R";R")} ds]
This completes the proof. O

4.3 Proof of the Main Result

Proof of Theorem Choose an initial datum (u,, w,) € X*. Define ug(t, z) = uy(z)
and wo(t,x) = we(x) for (t,x) € I x R™. Then, construct recursively for i = 1,2,... the
following sequences of functions:

Owu; + V- (¢ (t, x)u;) = b (t, x)u; + q(t, x
ai(t,:z:):g(t,x,ui_l(t,x),wi_l(t,x));ui solves ! ( (t.) ) (t) alt, @)

Ui(to, ) = up(x);

bi(t, z)=f(t,z, wi—1(t, x)); (4.23)

Ow; — pAw; = a;(t, r)w;
ci(t, ac)z(v (t, wi,l(t))> (z); wj solves

wi(to, ) = wo(x).

The existence part of the proof amount to verify that (u;, w;) is a Cauchy sequence in a suitable
complete metric space and that its limit solves ((1.1)). We divide the proof into several steps.

Step 0: For all i € N, (u;, w;) is well defined and

forallt € I wu;(t) €Ut and w; € CONLLYR™RY)),

4.24

forallt € I w;(t)eUt and w; € COLYRYR,)). (424

Proof of Step 0: For i = 0, the thesis holds true due to the choice of the initial data and
the definition of ug and wg. We proceed by induction.

Assume now that the claim holds for ¢ — 1, with ¢ > 1. Then, a; € L*°(I x R™;R) for
all t € I, by @ and by the inductive hypothesis. Proposition Proposition and
Corollary hence ensure that w; is well defined, with w;(t) € U™ for all t € I. Similarly, b;
satisfies by and ¢; satisfies by An application of Proposition ensures
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the existence of u;, with u;(t) € U™ for all t € I. The time regularity of w; follows from
in Proposition and, for u;, from [(H7)|in Proposition
Step 1: Foralli € N, for all t > ¢,

Hwi(t)HLl(]R") < ||w0HL1(]R”) ng(t) (t—t0)7 le(t)HLoo(Rn) < HwOHLOO(]R") ng(t) (t_to)a (425)

(8 s gy < (Il iy + 1l o)

. (4.26)
e [Ky(0) (1= ta) (1+ [l g0 )

Hui(t)HLoo(Rn) < <||u0||L<>°(]R") + HQHLl([tO,t];LOO(]R")))

(4.27)
X eXp [(Kf(t) +Ky(t)) (t = to) (1 ol e gy €s® (t—%))] .

(The L! and L™ estimates on w are independent of u. This fact plays a key role throughout,
in particular in Step 6 below.)

Proof of Step 1: By @ and (4.23)), with obvious notation, for all 7 € [t,, t],

Az(T) ‘= Sup ai(T’ 5) = Ssup g(T)§7ui—1(7a§)7wi—1(77§)) < Kg(T) < Kg(t) .
£eR™ £eR

Hence, (4.25]) follows by [(P10)|in Corollary
Proceeding now similarly, using (4.23)), and (4.25)), compute for 7 € [t,, t],

sup bi(1,z) = sup f (7,2, wi—1(7,2)) < sup Ky(1) (1 +wi1(7,2))
reR™ reR™ zeR™

< K7 (7) (1t o) e ) < B 0) (1 ol ey €51
Estimate (4.26]) now follows from [(H3)|in Proposition and (4.23)). Moreover, by
Kq(t) (t—to)

HV'C(T)HLOQ(RTL;R) < Ky(1) Hwi—l(T)HLoo(Rn) < Ko (t) [|wollpeo mny € :

Using now [(H4)| in Proposition and (4.23)), the bound (4.27)) follows.

Step 2: There exists G € CO(I;R,) such that for all t € I and i € N, TV (w;(t)) < G(2).

Proof of Step 2: By the definition of a; given in (4.23), by [(g)] and by [P12)]in Corol-
lary [4.8] we obtain TV (w;(t)) < G(t) where

2Vt — 1,
VA

Kq(t) (t=to)

G(t) =TV (w,) + Ky () [[woll oo mn) € :

Step 3: There exists F € C°(I; R, ) such that, for allt € I and alli € N, TV (u;(t)) < F(t).
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Proof of Step 3: Exploiting the definitions of b; and ¢; given in , by for T € [to, t],
}lvci(T)HLw(R";R"Xn) = Kv(T)‘}wi,1(7)|’Lw(Rn) < Ky(7) HwOHLOO(]R") efolm) (7=to)
HVV'CZ'(T)HLl(Rn;Rn) <Gy <T’ Hwi—l(T)HLl(Rn)) Hwi—l(T)HLl(Rn)

< O (7. el gy € 7)) g gy 27 71,

and by and Step 2,
TV (bi(7)) = TV (f(7,-, wioa(7, "))
< Ky(7) (14 i1 (7)o gy + TV (wi-1(7)) )

2J, VT — 10 _
< By ) | 14TV () [0l ey (14 222 ) | ol 00 |
Vi
Insert the latter estimates above in |(H6)|of Proposition to get TV (u;(t)) < F(t), where
t
Fit) = (nuoann) TV (o) + [ ([0l ey + TV (a7) df)

¢
" exXp </ (Kf(T) + ||w0HL°°(1R") (Kf(T) + KU(T)) ng(T)(T_to)> d7'>
to

t
X <1 +/t Cy (7-7 ||wo||L1(Rn)€Kg(T)(T_to)) ”onLl(R") efa(M=te) qr

4,
3 /H

+K (1)t — o) (1 + TV (wo) + VE =6 Ky (t) [[woll oo ny ng(t)(tto)>

concluding the proof of Step 3.
Observe for later use that, due to[(f)] [(g)] and on a bounded time interval [t,, T
aiy1 — i, big1 — by, V- (ciy1 — ;) € L' ([to, T] x R™;R). (4.28)

Step 4: Referring to (2.2), (2.3]), Step 2 and Step 3, consider the complete metric space
Vr = {(u,w) € CO([to, T]; XF): TV (u(t)) < F(t) and TV (w(t)) < G(¢) for all t € [tO,T]} ,
d ((u1, wr), (ug, w)) = s[up || (ur () — ua(t), wi(t) — wa(t))|| »- (4.29)

Moreover, for r > 0 introduce the following subset of X:

wr = ) e at: @St TV@ ST,

r

(4.30)
[l @ny <75 llwllpigny <, TV (w) <r

Then, given (u,, w,) € X, there exists a continuous function /C, : [t,, T] — R, for a suitable
T € I with T > t,, such that for all € N

d ((uiﬂ, wi+1), (ui, wz)) S ICT(T) (T — to) d((uz, wi), (ui_l, wi_l)) . (4.31)
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Proof of Step 4: In the following, we make use of the bounds (4.25)—(4.27)). Start
from |[(P11)|in Corollary for all t € [to, T), using (4.23) and [(g)} we obtain

Hwiﬂ(t) - wi(t)HLl(Rn)

< Ky(t) (t = to) [[woll e ny€® 550 sup |[(ua(r) — w1 (7), wi(7) — wisa (7)) 4

TE[to,t]
< KP(T) (T —to) d((ui, ws), (wi—1, wi—1)) , (4.32)
with
KE(T) = r K, (T) 2Tt Ka(T), (4.33)
Now consider [(H5)|in Proposition [4.11} by [(v)] and [(f)] setting
O1(t) = exp (Kf(t)(t — to) + |wollpee ny (t = to) (K5 (t) + Ky (t)) €@ <t—to>) (4.34)
X |1+ (t—to) Cult, Hw0HL1(R")ng(t)(tito))HWOHLl(R")ng(t)(tito)
Adn Ko(8)(t—to)
+ Kp(t)(t —to) | 1+ TV (wo) + ﬁ t—t1o HMOHLOO(Rn) Kq(t)e™s )
Outt) = exp (K1) (0= 1) (14 ol s ). (4.35)
we get

H“Hl(t) - “i(t)HLl(Rn)

<

~ t
Or(t)(t — o) <||uo||Loo<Rn> +TV (u,) + / () gy + TV (7)) df)> Ko (t)

t
e (““oHLoo(Rn) [ 0 e dT) (s + 0 wOLoong““”“))]

X sup Hwi(T)_wi—l(T)HLl(]R")
TG[to,t]

SKHD T —to) sup_ Jfu(r) = wis (Ol (4.36)
TE|to,

with

Kr(T) = ( + /t ) g e ) d7> exp (Kf<T><T —t) (1+ reK.q(TxT—to)))

. [Kf(T) w0, (T ng<T><T—to>)]

+ <2r n /tT (Hq(T)Loo(Rn) FTV (q(r))) dT>

X exp (Kf(T)(T —t,) (1 +r ng<T><T—to>)> (4.37)
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x Ky(T) exp (Ko(T) (T — t) r DT -1))

X <1 7 (T — to) Oy (T, 1 KoM T —t0) ) Ko (T)(T~to)

4
+(T' —t,) Kf(T) <1 +7r+ 3 \i% Kg(T) VT —tor ng(T)(T_t°)>

Thus, collecting together (4.32)) and (4.36)),

d (i1, wiy), (i, w;)) = tes[lé%} (H“@'H(’f) - ui(t)HLl(R”) + [|wisa () - wi(t)HLl(R"))

S (’Cg(T) + IC;U(T)) (T — to) d ((uz, ’LUZ'), (ui_l, wi_l)) .

This proves (4.31), with K,.(T) = K*(T) + K¥(T') and Step 4 is completed.

Step 5: For any r > 0, there exists a T, > 0 such that for all (u,,w,) € X, the sequence
(u;, w;) converges in V7, to a (us, wy) solving (1.1)) in the sense of Definition

Proof of Step 5: Choose T, > t, such that IC,.(T}) (T, — t,) < 1. Thanks to , the
sequence (u;,w;) defined through is a Cauchy sequence and converges in the complete
metric space (Vr,,d) defined in (4.29). Call (u.,w,) the limit. Clearly, u. € C°([to, T7;UT)
and w, € CO([t,, T];UT). Tt remains to prove that (us,w,) is a solution to in the sense
of Definition 2.1} By Lemma [£.5] and Lemma [£.10] it is sufficient to prove that u, is a weak
solution to and w, is a weak solution to with

a(t,z) =g (t,x,u*(t,a:),w*(t, :l;)) , b(t,x)=f (t,x,w*(t,m)) , c(t,x) = (v (t,w*(t)))(x).

The initial condition is satisfied: (us,wy)(0) = (ue, w,). Using the weak formulations (4.14))
and (4.4)), applying the Dominated Convergence Theorem, thanks to [(f)] and [(g)] we obtain
that (u.,w,) solves (L.1)) on [t,, T,], with initial datum (u,, w,), in the sense of Definition [2.1]

Step 6: The solution constructed above can be uniquely extended to all 1.

Proof of Step 6: The uniform continuity in time of (us,ws) on [t,, ;] ensures that
(us(T}), we(Tr)) = limyyq,— (us(t),wi(t)) is in XT. The above results can be iteratively
applied, proving that (u.,w,) can be uniquely extended to a maximal time interval [t,, Tk[.

The L! and L*> bounds in , together with the BV bound in Step 2, ensure that
the limit limy_,7, — w.(¢) exists and is in YT, so that we can define w.(T%) = limy_y7, — w,(t).
Similarly, Proposition allows to uniquely extend w, in T, setting u, (T%) = limy_7, — us(t)
with u.(Tx) € UT. A further application of the steps above then allows to further prolong
(uy, wy) beyond time Ty, unless Ty = sup I, completing the proof of this step.

Step 7: Let r > 0. Given (uo,w,), (U, w,) € X, call (u,w) and (@, w) the corresponding

solutions to (1.1). Then, for all ¢ € I, (2.4) holds, with C, defined in (4.48]).

26



Proof of Step 7:  Define for (¢,x) € I x R™ the following functions

a(t,z) =g (t,a:, u(t,x),w(t,x)) , a(t,z) =g (t,x,ﬂ(t, x), w(t, x)) ,
b(t,z) = f (t,:):,w(t,x)) , b(t,z) = f (t,x,u?(t,:r)) , (4.38)
c(t,z) = (v (t,w(t))) (), &(t, ) = (v (t,w(t))) (x).

Let w be the solution to (4.2)) with @ in the source term and initial datum w@,, and let 4 be
the solution to (4.10)) with coefficients b, ¢ and initial datum ,. More precisely,

o —phib =ab)d | oA+ V- (b)) =bE)italbn) o

W(to, ) = Wo(x) U(to, ) = Uo(x).

By , we need to compute
Jalt), w(®)) = @t D) | = [[ult) = G0 | g gy + 008 = D) g o
< JJult) = a0l gy + 30 — 201 g (4.40)
+ ||w(t) - w(t)HLl(Rn) + ||@(t) - w(t)HLl(Rn). (4.41)

=31

Compute each term in (4.40)) separately. The first one is the L'-distance between solutions to
balance laws of the type (4.10) with different initial data. Exploiting (4.11]) for the solution
to these balance laws and the bounds obtained in the proof of Step 1, we get

||u(t) - a(t)HLl(Rn)SHUO - 7j‘c?HLl(]R") exp [Kf(t) (t —to) (1 + HwOHLOO(R") ng(t)(t_t")ﬂ . (4.42)

The second term in (4.40) is the L!-distance between solutions to balance laws of the
type (4.10) with different coefficients b, ¢ and same initial datum. Exploiting the compu-
tations in the proof of Step 4, as well as|(H5)|in Proposition we get

() — a(0) | s o

< < Oi(t,m) (HaOILoo(Rn) + TV (@) + /t () e ey + TV (a(7)) ) d¢> Ko (1)

t
+0s(t,7) (||ao|yLw(Rn)+/t Hq(T)HLm(Rn) dT) (Kf(t)Jer (t,HQDO”LOO(Rn)ng(t)(tto)>>

t
X /t HU}(T) — w(T)HLl(Rn) dr, (4.43)
with

O1(t, 1) = exp (Kf(t) (t = to) + 7 (t — to) eKe®Ete) (K (2) + Kv(t)))

X [1 + (t — to) Cy(t, r BKaMt=to)y . (Ko (B)(t=to) (4.44)
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4.,
3 /I

Os(t,r) = exp (Kf(t) (t —to) (1 +r ng@)(“o))) . (4.45)

+EK(t) (t = to) (1 +r 4 rK,(t) ﬂ&ﬂt)(tu))] ’

The first term in ([4.41]) is the L'-distance between solutions to equations of the type (4.2)
with different initial data. Since P as defined in Proposition [£.6]is linear, by Step 1 we obtain

Hw(t) - ZD(t)HLl(Rn) < lwo — wOHLl(R") €Xp (Kg(t)(t - tO)) . (4.46)

The second term in (4.41)) is the L'~distance between solutions to the parabolic equation ([4.2)
with different coefficients in the source term and the same initial datum. Exploiting the
computations in the proof of Step 4, as well |((P11)|in Corollary we get

B(t) = D) ||z < Nollpoe oy K (8) €2 Fo 1) /tt H (u(r) = a(r), w(r) — (7)) Hx ar-

(4.47)

Hence, (4.42)), (4.43)), (4.46) and yield
[(u(t), w(®)) = (@(t), ()| < K (t:7) [ (1o, w0) = (7o, o) | 5

#att) [ ([t = a1 wr) - a)], ) ar.

t

where we set

Ki(t,r) = exp (maX {Kf(t) (t —to) (1 + rng(“(t—to)) : ng(t)(t—to)D ’
t
Ka(t,r) = Oy(t,r) <27“ +/t <HQ(7—)HL°O(R*L) + TV (q(T))) d’T) K,(t)

t
+ Os(t,7) (r + / 12(7) [ oo ny dT) (Kf(t) +C, (t,rngm(t—to)))
to
+r Ky (t) e2 Ko t—to)

An application of Gronwall Lemma yields:

t t
[[(u(t), w(t)) — (a(t), o)) ||, < [0, wo) — (fto,@o)HX/t Ki(s,r) exp / Ka(r,r)dr | ds,
proving Step 7 with

lo

Co(t,r) = thl (s,r) exp (/t Ka(r,7) dT) ds. (4.48)

Step 8: Given ¢, ¢ satisfying@, call (u,w) and (@, w) the solutions to (|1.1)) with the same
initial datum (u,,w,) € XF. Then, for all ¢ € I, (2.5)) holds with C, defined in (4.51).
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Proof of Step 8: Define for (t,2) € I x R” the functions a,a, b, b, ¢, ¢ as in (4.38).
The L! distance between w(t) and w(t) can be computed as in (4.47)), leading to

t
[w0(t) = )|y < Nwolloe ) g (£) o OE1) / [(u = @ w = @) (7)|| pdr.  (4.49)

To compute the L! distance between u(t) and (t), we exploit in Proposition and
the computations in the proofs of Step 4 and Step 7, to get

[u(®) = @(®)]| 1 gy

< @1(t,7°) IHUOHLOO(R") + TV (uo)

x Ky(t) [ JJw(r) — w(T)HLl(Rn) dr

o

t
+Os(t,7) <||uo||Loo<Rn>+ | s {0l e Hq(r)HLw(Rn)}dT)
(K + € (8l co0-4) )

t
X /t [[wi(7) = wiz1(7) [ 1 gy AT + O2(t,7) g = Gl 1, 4y xem)- (4.50)

where Oy (t,7) and Oy(t,r) are as in (£.44)-(@.45). Collecting together ([£.49) and ([.50) and
an application of Gronwall Lemma completes the proof of Step 8 with

t t
C,(t.r) = Oslt,r) / exp / r Ky (7) 2 KeM0) 4 () Oy (1) [2r (4.51)
to s

. /[mx {1 oy 1700 e e {TV (a(0)) TV (c:f'(a))}} da]

+ (;)2(7', T)

r+/t maX{Hq(U)HLOO(R”)’ HQ(U)HLO@(Rn)}da]
% |:Kf(7') + Cy (T, rng(T)(Tto)ﬂ drds.
]
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