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Abstract

This paper describes the reachable set and resolves an optimal control problem for the scalar conservation
laws with discontinuous flux. We give a necessary and sufficient criteria for the reachable set. A new
backward resolution has been described to obtain the reachable set. Regarding the optimal control
problem we first prove the existence of a minimizer and then the backward algorithm allows us to compute
it. The same method also applies to compute the initial data control for an exact control problem. Our
methodology for the proof relies on the explicit formula for the conservation laws with the discontinuous
flux and finer properties of the characteristics curves.
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1. Introduction

The goal of this paper is to study the reachable sets, optimal controllability and exact controllability
of the following scalar conservation laws with discontinuous flux
{ut—i—F(x,u)x:O, if zeR, t>0,
i (1.1)
u(z,0) = up(z), if x€eR,
where the flux F'is given by, F(z,u) = H(z)f(u)+ (1 — H(x))g(u), H is the Heaviside function. Through
out this article we assume the fluxes f,g to be C(R), strictly convex with superlinear growth (i.e.,
(L2, 20
pl—oo \ [p| [Pl
the fluxes f, g respectively. In this article, by entropy solution we mean a weak solution to (1.1) satisfying
interface entropy condition as in [5].

Here we explore three aspects of control theory in conservation laws with discontinuous flux: (i)
characterization of reachable set, (ii) exact controlability and (iii) optimal controlability. Above three
problems are classical and they are answered for f = g case in [2, 3]. It is an open question for f # g case.
One may think of clubbing states obtained from two boundary control problems which are separately
known from [2, 3]. Unfortunately, this does not work since the equation (1.1) is completely different
from solving two different boundary value problems. Furthermore, adopting the method of backward
construction [2, 3| to characterize the reachable set is a big challenge due to the following facts:

) = (00,00)) and initial data ug € L°°(R). We denote by 6,6, the unique minima of

(1) Unlike the scalar conservation laws, for (1.1), L'—contraction is still unknown in general setting even
if f, g are convex.

(2) Entropy solutions do not admit rarefaction waves from the interface {x = 0} (see subsection 3.1).

(3) Reflected characteristic curves (see definition 2.4) from the boundary can occur in the structure of
entropy solution to (1.1).

We resolve the above difficulties by introducing a new backward construction to characterize the reachable
sets. Then we adopt this to obtain the optimal control result.

The scalar conservation laws with discontinuous flux of type (1.1) has a huge variety of applications
in several fields, namely traffic flow modeling, modeling gravity, modeling continuous sedimentation in
clarifier-thickener units, ion etching in the semiconductor industry and many more. In the past two
decades the first order model of type (1.1) has been extensively studied from both the theoretical and
numerical point of view. Concerning the uniqueness it is worth to mention that the following Kruzkov type
entropy inequalities, in both the two upper quarter-planes are not sufficient to guarantee the uniqueness,

7070@1(“)%%1(“)%) E_Zowl(u(o—i-,t))s(O,t)dt,
//<¢2 6t+1’b2( aS) /1!’2 (0-+,1))5(0, t)dt.

—o0 0

(1.2)

Here (¢1,11) denote the entropy pair corresponding to the flux f, (¢2,12) denote the entropy pair
corresponding to the flux g, and s € C’é (R x R,), a non-negative test function. Consequently one need
an extra criteria on the interface called “interface entropy condition” (see [5]) given by

meas{t : f'(u(0+,¢)) > 0,¢'(u(0—,t)) <0} = 0. (1.3)
Using this extra entropy along with the above Kruzkov type inequalities the uniqueness result has been
obtained in [5]. On the other hand, the existence result has been proved in several ways, namely via

Hamilton-Jacobi, convergence of numerical schemes, vanishing viscosity method, for further details we
refer the reader to [5, 6, 7, 8, 11, 16, 17, 24, 26, 32] and the references therein. The present article uses the



explicit formula obtained in [5], via the Hamilton-Jacobi Cauchy problem. By using this formula it can be
shown that if the initial data vy is uniformly Lipschitz then the viscosity solution v(-,t) is also uniformly

Lipschitz, for all t > 0. Let u := 8—;, then u is the unique weak solution (see [5], Theorem 2.2) of (1.1),

enjoys (1.3) near interface and satisfies the following Rankine-Hugoniot condition on the interface.

meas{t : f(u(0+,t)) # g(u(0—,1))} = 0. (1.4)
Note that in general TV of entropy solution to (1.1) can blow up [1, 25| at finite time even for BV initial
data which makes the current article more technical while obtaining the compactness. Regarding the
well-posedness theory to f = g case, we refer the reader to [23] for Cauchy problem and for the initial
boundary value problem to [31].

Concerning the exact controllability for the scalar convex conservation laws the first work has been
done in [13], where they considered the initial boundary value problem in a quarter plane with uy = 0 and
by using one boundary control they investigated the reachable set. As in [2], they considered ug € L* and
three possible cases, namely pure initial value problem with initial data control outside any domain, initial
boundary value problem in a quarter plane with one boundary control and initial boundary problem in a
strip with two boundary controls to get the reachable sets in a complete generality. In both the articles
the Lax-Oleinik type formulas has been exploited. An alternative approach has been provided in [30] by
using the return method (see [20, 21]). For the viscous Burgers equation any non-zero state can be reached
in finite time by two boundary controls [29], recently, it has been proved [12] that there exist many pairs
(C,T) so that the state C' is not reachable from zero state at time T for the viscosity 1. Control theory
for the system of conservation laws is still largely open. We refer to [10, 14, 15, 22, 27, 28] and references
therein for controllability results on system of hyperbolic conservation laws.

Let us briefly discuss the optimal controllability results for the case f = g. Assume the target function
k € L?.(R), support of f'(k) is compact and 7' > 0. We denote by Jir=g1, a cost functional, defined in
the following way

Koy (w0) = [ 17/ (ula,T) - f(k(a)) P, (1.5)

where ug € L>(R), ug = 65 outside a compact set, 8¢ being the only critical point of the flux f. Here
u(+,T) denotes the unique weak solution at ¢ = T' to the Cauchy problem (1.1), in the case f = g with
initial datum wug. Then in this case, the optimal control reads like: find a wg such that Jys_g(wo) =
n&%n Jir=g} (up). In [18, 19], they considered the above optimal control problem for the Burgers’ equation

and proved such minimizer exists and proposed a numerical scheme called “alternating decent algorithm”,
although the convergence of these scheme still remains open. Whereas in [3], they made use of the Lax-
Oleinik formula and derived a numerical backward construction which converges to a solution of the above
problem. The latter method can be applied also to general convex fluxes as long as a Lax-Oleinik type
formula is available. It has to be noticed that even for the case f = g, due to the occurrence of the shocks
in the solution of (1.1), one may have several minimizers of the optimal control problem (1.5).

One if the main results in this paper is to characterize the reachable set (see subsection 1.1) and then
we prove the exact and optimal controllability (subsections 1.2 and 1.3 respectively) for (1.1). In order
to do so, we divide R x (0,7") into three sub domains: D;, Dy and D3 (see subsection 4.1). These three
domains correspond to the solution (a) with reflected characteristics, (b) having interface interactions and
(c) solving pure initial value problem (i.e. f = g case) respectively. Now we define a reachable set at
t =T in such a way that a given solution corresponds to an element in the reachable set. This imposes
a constraint on the elements of the reachable set. Then for any element in the reachable set, using this
constraint, we first construct a data in Dy N {(x,¢) : ¢ = 0} and the solution. Using the ‘no forward
interface rarefaction’ from the t-axis (see lemma 3.2), we construct another initial data and a solution in
Ds. Construction of solution in Ds is as in the f = g case. Using the R-H condition, we glue all the
three solutions to form a single solution which corresponds to the given element in the reachable set. In



the construction, we use finer analysis of characteristic curves from [2, 3, 4] and explicit formula from [5].
Similar construction is valid (see section 6) for (A, B)-connection [8].

The paper is organized as follows. In the next three subsections we state our main results. In section
2, we recall some known results from [5]. Section 3 deals with the non existence of forward rarefaction
from the interface, backward construction for shock and continuous solution. Also the construction of
(70,&0) which is used to define the reachable set R(T"). Subsections 3.3 and section 4 deals with the
backward construction when the reflected characteristics exist. Sections 4 and 5 proves the main results
of the paper. In section 6 we indicate how to extend the above results for the (A4, B) entropy solution. In
section 7, we prove a stability lemma which is used to prove the main results.

Through out this article we assume that f(6;) < g(6,). The other case f(f¢) > g(f,) follows in a
similar way.

Authors declaration: It is to be noted most of the ideas and technical details was in the arxiv
version but that there was a gap in the proof in [9] because the reflected characteristics was not being
considered in the proof and hence the definition of reachable set was incomplete. In this article we fill
this gap in subsection 3.3 and present a modified version of [9].

1.1. Reachable Set

Let 9:g < 0y <0, such that f(@zg) = f(0,) = g(,). Then we define:
Reachable set: Let T > 0,0 < Ry < Ry, y : (—00, Ry) U (R1,00) — R be a function be given. Then
(T, R1, R2,y(+)) is called an element in the reachable set if the following holds:

(1) y(-) is an non-decreasing function such that
(i) y(x) <0 for all z € (—oo, R2).
(ii) y(z) > 0 for all z € (Ry,00).

(iii) sup{|z —y(z)|: z € (=00, R2) U (R, 0)} < 0.

(2) Let yo(t) = Ri+ f'(8y)(t — T) and we denote (0, T(R1)) to be the point of intersection of lines t-axis
and 7o, i.e., %0(T(R1)) = 0. Suppose T'(R1) > 0, let (79,&) be as in lemma 3.8 with & = 6,
T = T(Rl), then

o < y(Rat).
(3) If Ry < Ry, then T(Rl) > 0.

Denote
R(T) = {(T, R1, Ra,y(+)) : they satisfy (1), (2) and (3)} (1.6)

is called the reachable set.
Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let (T, Ry, Ra,y(-)) € R(T) if and only if there exists a ug € L>(R) and the solution u
of (1.1) such that fori=1,2, R; = R;(T), y(z) = y(x,T), where R; and y(x,T) defined in theorem 2.1.

1.2. Exact controllability

Theorem 1.2. Let (T, R1, Ra,y(-)) € R(T) where R(T) is defined as in (1.6) and C; < 0 < R; < Cq,
By <0< By be given. Assume that

y(Ci+) > B, (1.7)
y(Cg—) < BQ (1.8)



and w19 € LR\ (B1, B2)), then there exist a tg € L° (B, Bs) and the solution uw of (1.1) with initial
data ug satisfying

= {5 R &

Let (T, Ri(T'), Ro(T),y(-,T)) be the element in R(T') corresponds to u(-,T), then
R, = Ry(T) fori=1,2, (1.10)
y(x) = y(z,T) for all x € (C1, R2) U (R, Ca). (1.11)

1.3. Optimal control
Let ug € L>(R) and u be the solution of (1.1) with initial data ug. Let T' > 0. Let k € L>(R) and
¢ > 0 such that
] 0y ifx<—c
k‘(x)—{ Oy ifz>ec
Define
| fl(k(z)) ifx>0,
K(z) = { J(k(z)) ifz<o0.
Note that K € L>(R) and support of K C [—c,c]. Denote g;' to be the inverse of g on [g(,),00). Let
ug € L(R) and u be the corresponding solution of (1.1). Define the cost functional J : L°(R) — R by

0 R>(T)
J(up) = / o (e, T)) — K ()P + + / ¢ 0 g o fu(e,T)) — K(2)2da
e 0 (1.12)

+ [ 1) - K@)Pd.
Ry (T)
Then we have the following result on optimal control problem.

Theorem 1.3. Let A be the admissible class of functions defined by

- 00 ) by if x<—M,
A = {UOGL (R).3M>Osuchthatuo(:n)—{ef if = M. },

Then there exists a ug € A such that
J(up) = min J(wop). (1.13)

woEA

We prove the Theorem 1.3 via an explicit construction and hence can be adopted to numerical com-
putation.

Remark 1.1. We can obtain the similar results, when one of the flur is concave and another one is
convex in the equation (1.1). One can use the explicit formulas as in [8] and similar analysis in the
present paper.

2. Preliminaries

In order to make the paper self contained we recall some results, definitions and notations from [5].

Definition 2.1. Control curve: (See figure 1 for illustration) We say v € C([0,t],R) is a control curve
if it verifies the following conditions:

1. v is piece-wise affine and it can have at most 3 affine segments such that each affine part lies
completely in either [0,00) x [0,00) or (—o0,0] x [0, 00).



(.’L’,t) ($7t) (x’t)

(@) 7(0) 7(0) ®) (© 7(0)
(z,t) (z,t) (x,t)\
7(0) () (© 7(0) 7(0) )

Figure 1: Figures (a), (b) and (c) is representing control curves for the case z > 0, figures (d), (e) and (f) is for x < 0. Note
that the figures (c), (f) represents the reflected control curves.

2. If v has three affine segments {v;; i = 1,2,3} defined as v; = V|j,_, 1) where 0 = tg < t1 <ty <
ts = t, then vy2(s) = 0 for all s € (t1,t2) and for all s € (to,t1) U (t2,t), either v1(s),v3(s) are in
(—00,0) orin (0,00).

Let 0 < t, x € R and let c(x,t) be the set of all control curves such that vy(t) = x. The set c(x,t) can
be partitioned into three categories:

1. ¢co(z,t) C c(x,t) consists of control curves v which have only one affine segment and satisfies xy(s) >
0 for s € [0,t].

2. ¢r(x,t) C c(x,t) consists of control curves vy which have exactly 8 affine segments and satisfies
xy(s) > 0 for s € [0,t]. Here we say c,(x,t) to be the set of all reflected control curves.

3. cp(x,t) = c(x,t) \ {co(z,t) Ucp(x,t)}.

Definition 2.2. Convex dual: Let f be a C' convex function with superlinear growth, that is f satisfies

lim @ = 00. Then we denote the convex dual of f by f* and defined by f*(p) = sup{pq — f(q)}.
q

|s| o0 |5]

Observe that (f*)' = (f')~L.

Definition 2.3. Cost function: Let f*,g* be the respective convex duals of the fluzes f and g. Let us
assume that vy : R — R be an uniformly Lipschitz continuous function. Let (z,t) € R x Ry, v € ¢(z,t).
The cost functional I associated to vy is defined by

Tuor(z:t) = wo(1(0)) + / F*(4)d6 + / 4 (3)d6

{6€[0,t] : v(6)>0} {0€[0,t] : v(0)<0}
+meas{ € [0,t] : (@) = 0}min{f*(0),g*(0)}.
Then we define the value function v:R x Ry — R by

v(x,t) = Pyeicrg t){FvOﬁ(a;, t)}.

6



(z,T) (Ry(T),T) (R1(T),T)

Ly curve

t4 (.72, T)

y—o(t+(2,T)) =0

Figure 2: Ilustrations of Ry (t), L1(t),t+,y+,0,y. In case (i), L1(t) = 0 for all ¢ € (0,T") and for the case (ii), Ri(t) = 0 for

all t € (0,7).

Definition 2.4. Let us define by ch(x,t) = {v
curves. We say an element of the set ch(z,t) Nep(x,t) to be a reflected characteristics curves.

Case(i)

(= 1) (1) Ry curve
t_(z,t)
Rq curve L1 curve —
y(z,T) z=0 Y+,00-(21))

Case(ii)

Let ¢t > 0, define (see figure 2 for further illustration)

Ry(t)
Ry(t)
La(t)
Lo(t)

y(z,t)

Let 0 < x < Ry(t), define

t+ (a:

t+ (Rz (t) ) t)

For t4(Ra(t)—,t) < s <t, define

Let Lqi(t) <z <0, define
t_(x,t)
t—(Li(t)+,1)

inf{z > 0: ch(z,t) C co(x,1)}.

inf{z : 0 < x < Ry(t),ch(x,t) Nep(z,t) # 0},
{Rl(t) if the above set is empty.
sup{z < 0: ch(z,t) C co(x,t)}.

sup{z : L1(t) < x < 0,ch(z,t) Nep(x,t) £ 0},
{Ll(t) if the above set is empty.
inf{y(0) : v € ch(x,t),x € (—oo, L1(t)) U (R1(t),0)}.

= inf{t; : y(t1) = 0,7(0) > 0,V 0 € (t1,t),7 € ch(z,t)}.

= lim ty(z,t), i=1,2.
B (@,1),

y—o(s) = inf{1(0) : 7 € ch(0, 5)}.

= inf{t; : v(t1) =0,7(0) <0,V 0 € (t1,t),y € ch(z,t)}.

= lim t_(x,t), i=1,2.
LLi(t)

For t_(La(t)+,t) < s < t, define

Definition 2.5. Let (X, d) be a metric space and Ay, A are subsets of X for each k > 1. We say that
klim Ay C A if for every sequence {1} with x), € Ay, there exists a subsequence {xy,} converges to some
—00

T e A

yeo(s) = inf{1(0) : 7 € ch(0, 5)}.

Ly y(x,t) = v(x,t)}, the set of characteristics



Let f,g be in C’l(R) and strictly convex function with F(z,u) = H(z)f(u) + (1 — H(x))g(u). Let
{fx}, {gx}in C1(R) be sequences of strictly convex functions and Fj(z,u) = H(z)fi(u) 4+ (1 — H(z))gr (u)
such that

lim (fi(u), gu(w) = (f(w), g(u)) in Clp (R),
lim (inf Ji(p) inf gk(p)> = (00, 00).

plsoo \ 'k [p| Tk p]
Let ug € L*(R) and {ug;} C L>(R) be such that

lim wg g = up, in L(R) — weak * .
k—oo

x x

Let vo(x) = /uo(H)dH and vg () = /u07k(9)d9 be the associated primitives of ug and g . Notice that

0 0
in [5], it was assumed that uyp € C(R). Now it is easy to show that results in [5] continue to hold for
ug € L (R). In order to prove this result, we need the following stability lemma.

Lemma 2.1 (Stability lemma). With the data as above, let v,v be the corresponding value functions

associated to the fluzes F' and Fy, and initial data vy and vy respectively. Let ch(x,t) and chy(z,t) be

ov v
the respective characteristic sets. Let u = — and uy, = —k, then

Ox Ox
1. kli_}ngovk =vin Clloc(]R x [0,00)),
2. lim up =u in D'(R x [0,00)),
k—o0

3. lim chyg(x,t) C ch(z,t).

k—o0

Proof of this lemma is given in the appendix (section 7).

Theorem 2.1 ([5]). Let ug € L>(R) and v be the corresponding value function defined in definition 2.5.

v
Then u(z,t) = —(x,t) exists fort > 0, a.e. © € R and is a solution to (1.1). Furthermore there exist

Lipschitz continuous curves R;(t), L;(t), for i = 1,2 such that for each t > 0 a.e. x € R, we have

1. No two characteristics intersects in the region {(x,t) : x # 0,t > 0}, i.e., if v € ch(x;,t;),i = 1,2,
then if for some 6 € (0, min(t1,t2)), 71(0) # 0,72(0) # 0, then v1(0) # Y2(0), provided v1 and o
are two different characteristic curves.

2. Let T > 0, then one of the following holds:

(i) If Ri(T) > 0, then L1(T) =0 and for all t € (t+(R1(T)—,T),T), R1(t) > 0.
(11) If Li(T) < 0, then Ri(T) =0 and for all t € (t_(L1(T)+,T),T), L1(t) <O.
(iii) Ri(T) = L\(T) = 0.

3. The following properties are true:

(i) If £7(0) > g*(0) (equivalently f(0¢) < g(8y)), then Li(t) =0 and if f*(0) < g*(0) (equivalently
f05) = g(0y)), then Ri(t) = 0.

(ii) = — y(z,t) is a non decreasing function and x — ti(x,t) is a non increasing function on the
domain of definitions.

(iii) For Ry(t) < x < Ry(t), ﬁ > 0 and for a.e. x,
- U\S
« xT
00 =12 (=5

8



(iv) s+ y_o(s) is non increasing function.
(v) &+ t_(x,t) is non decreasing function.

(vi) For Li(t) <z < La(t), ﬁ

fOr)=gog” <#> -

t—t_(z,t)

< 0 and for a.e. x,

(viil) s — yy0(s) is non decreasing function.

(viii) u(0+,t), u(0—,t) exist and RH condition holds, i.e., f(u(0+,t)) = g(u(0—,t)) for a.e. t >0,
Interface entropy condition: Let L'- denotes the one dimensional Lebesque measure, then

Lt f'(u(0+,1)) > 0,¢ (u(0—,t)) < 0} = 0.

(2.1)

(ix) The entropy solution u is explicitly given by the following Lax-Oleinik type formula, fort > 0,

a.e., r €R,
I %) if x> Ri(t),
* z .
’ N * .Z'—y(.’,l',t) . L (t
9N\ if @< La(t),

g*l ﬁ) ’if Ll(t) <x<0.

(x) For a.e., x € (0,R2(T)),

ﬁ (1) = 0+t (2. 8)), g (u(0— £ (1)) = —I=0U+(@: D).
(xi) For a.e., x € (Ly(T),0),
ﬁ = ¢ (u(z, 1)) = ¢ (u(0—, t_(x, 1)), f (w(0+,t_(z,1))) =

t+(l‘,t)

polt_(5,0)
t_(z,t)

(2.2)

(xii) L'- Contractivity: Let ug, vo € L>(R) and u,v be the solution of (1.1) with corresponding
initial data ug, vg respectively. Assume that the set of discontinuity of u and v are discrete set

of Lipschitz curves. Then

b b+Mt
‘/WWJW—N%QMxS / fup(2) — vo()|da,
a a—Mt

where with M7 = max(||uo||oo, ||v0]|co)

M:max{w,: a#babe (—Ml,Ml)}.

We remark that there is a change in the notation used here and in [5] and is as follows:

See equations (4.13), (4.10), page 51 in [5]:

y(x7t) T { zi_(x7t) if < Lll(t)

ti(z,t) = yy(x,t)if 0 < < Ryi(t),
t_(x,t) = y_(z,t)if Li(t) <z <O.

(2.3)



See equation (4.25), page 54 in [5]

Y—0 <t - £> = y_ <O,t - £> if 0 <z < Ro(t), (2.6)
il il
x X .

Y+.0 <t - —) = yi <0,t - —) if Ly(t) <z <O0. (2.7)
a1 a1

Now comes to the identification of (i) to (xii) in [5]. (i) follows from (i) of [5, Lemma 4.9, page 51], (ii),
(iv), (v), (vii) and (viii) to follows from the non intersecting proved in [5, Lemma 4.8, 4.9, page 50 and
page 51]. (iii) follows from (4.20) to (4.25) of page 53, (4.26) and last 4 lines of page 54 and first 3 lines
of page 55 in [5]. (viii) follows from [5, Lemma 4.10 in page 55]. (ix) follows from [5, Theorem 3.2]. (x)
and (xii) follows from (4.10) page 55 and (ix), (xii) in [5, Theorem 2.2, page 30].

3. Some technical lemmas

First observe that n € ch(x,t), then n is a curve consists of atmost three line segments and denote
7(0) = (p1,p2,p3), where p; is the slope of ith line segment. By abuse of notations we denote p; = () if the
i, line segment does not exist. Note that if 0 < 2 < Ra(t) or Lo(t) < x < 0, then for any n € ch(x,t),
7(0) = (p1,0,p3), p1 > 0,p3 >0if x > 0 and p; < 0,p3 <0 if x <O.

Definition 3.1. For 0 < x < Ry(t) or La(t) < x <0, define
chy(z,t) = {p1: 3 n € ch(x,t) such that n(0) = (p1,0,p3) for some p3}.
ch_(z,t) = {p3: 3 n € ch(x,t) such that 7(0) = (p1,0,p3) for some p1}.

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 < z1 < 23 < Ra(t) or La(t) < 21 < 22 < 0, p1 € chy(x1,t),q1 € chy(xa,t),ps €

ch_(x1,t),q3 € ch_(x2,t), then

T T |
L2 if x1 >0,
n q1
T x
2 <ty <o,
a1 p1

Proof. Let 0 < z1 < x93 < Ry(t) and
o bpi(0—t) i t— <<y,

b1
71(6) =
p3<0—t+ﬂ> it 0<f<t— L
b1 b1
zotq(0—1t) if t—2—2§0<t,
12(0) = T2 . i T2
gl 0—t+— if 0<0<t——.
q1 p2

Then by dynamic programming principle, v1(0) € ch(z1,t), 72(0) € ch(x2,t). Hence from (1) of theorem
2.1 we have 71 and 2 do not intersect in = # 0. Hence if 01,6 be such that ~;(6;) = 0, then for z; > 0,
02 < 01 and ¥1(0) < 42(0). That is

0<t-2<y 2L
q1 Y4
—p3<t— ﬂ) < —q3<t - @>
b1 q1
If 25 < 0, then #; < 65 and ~1(0) < 42(0). This prove the lemma. O
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(ox,T) (20, T (z1,T)

L1 curve —

=0

Figure 3: Rarefaction from the interface cannot occur, hence the above figure is not possible.

3.1. No rarefaction from the interface

One of the key factor of this article is that there exists no rarefaction from the interface for the solution
of (1.1). This is useful for backward construction (section 4).

Definition 3.2 (Forward rarefaction from the interface). We say that the solution u admits a forward
rarefaction on the interface if 3 0 < x1 < x9 < Ra(t) or La(t) < z1 < x9 < 0, t9 € (0,t) and p; €
chi(xz1,t),q1 € chy(xa,t) such that to =t — x1/p1 =t — x2/q1.

Lemma 3.2. There does not exists forward rarefaction from the interface (see figure 3).
Proof. Suppose not, without loss of generality we can assume that there exist 0 < x; < x2 < Ra(t),

p1 € chy(x1,t),q1 € chy(xa,t), to € (0,t) such that tg = t — x1/p1 = t — x2/q1. Therefore from (1) of
theorem 2.1, if 1 < & < za,7 € ch(x,t), then 3 p1(z) € chy(z,t), p3(z) € ch_(z,t) with

x4+ p1(x)(0 —t) it t— <0 <t,
v(0) = x . P1() x
p3($)<0—t+m> if Ogazgt—m,

and ty =t — x/p1(z). Hence for each x; < x < x9, pi(x) is unique.

Let ug ;, € C(R)NL>(R) be satisfying ug 1 — uo in L}OC(R) as k — 0o. Let 1 < x < y < 29, then from
(3) of theorem 2.1, for large k € N, there exist v € chy(z,t), 7 (0) = (P14, 0, p3.1), Mk € chi(y, 1), Mx(0) =
(91,%,0,93 %) such that kILH;O((PLk,@,p?,,k), (q1.6:0,q3%)) = ((P1,9,p3), (G1,0,¢3)). From lemma 2.1 and by

the uniqueness of pi(x), pi(y), it follows that py = pi(x),¢1 = pi(y). Since vy € C*(R), hence by
minimizing property, we have

0

a—pgrvo’k’)\(x7t)’>\:ﬁ/ = 0, (31)
0

8—])1F007k’)‘(x’t)h:7 = 0, (32)

9(g" (p3)) = f(f
f

!

9(g" (3r)) = f(

z Y
a2 < (e 1)
P1k q1,k

11

(P1,k)); (3.3)
3.4

and from lemma 3.1, we have



Letting £ — oo to obtain

96" s) = U i), 35
9(9" (a3)) = [(f" (p1(y))),
hence
ot i) =)
pi(x)) ~ my) /)
Since t — T t— A to, we have g3 < p3. Due to gz > 0, we obtain 0 < g3 < p3 and 0, <
pi(x) p1(y)

7" (g3), 0y < F*(p3). As g is an increasing function on (04,00), we get 9(g* (p3)) = g(g* (g3)). This implies

that f(f* (p1(z))) = f(/* (p1(y))). Because of the fact that pi(x) > 0, ¢1(y) > 0 and f is an increasing
function on (¢, 00), it follows that pi(x) > pi(y). Therefore we have N S

pi(z)  pi(z) T opaly)  pa(x)’
O

which is contradiction. This proves the Lemma.
As an immediate consequence of this lemma, we have the following:

Lemma 3.3. Let u, Ro(T), Lo(T),t+,t— be as in theorem 2.1. Then for all t > 0, x — ti(x,t),z €
(0, R2(t)) is a strictly decreasing function and x — t_(x,t), x € (0, Lo(t)) is strictly increasing function.

Proof. We prove this for t,(x,t) and similarly proof holds for ¢_(z,t). Suppose x — ti(z,t) is not

strictly decreasing function, then there exist 0 < z1 < x9 < Ra(t) and a to € (t+(Ra(t)—,t),t) such that

. T1 L2
to = t4(w1,t) = t4(w2,t). Then there exist p; and ¢ such that ¢ty (x1,t) =t — —,t(x2,t) =t — —.
b1

2
Hence u admits a forward rarefaction from the interface and from lemma 3.2 we get a contradiction. This
proves the lemma. [l

Definition 3.3. Let I. = [f'(0,),00), g+ = 9l19,,00), then define hy : I — [0,00) by
hi(p) =g ogitofo(f) " (p).

_olt
Lemma 3.4. Let T > 0 and denote t4(z,T) = ti(x). Then For a.e., x € (0, Ro(T)), _ Y=ot (@) =

N ty(2)
" <m> |

Proof. Let Ro(T') > 0 and ug € Cop(R)NL>®(R). Let x € (0, R2(T)), then from non-intersecting of charac-

teristics, L1(T) = 0. Let n € ch(z,T), 7 = (q1,0, q3), then we have 0 = airvo,n(va) = airw(a;,T).
q3 T

This implies that

o, (—q3 (z - %)) = g (a9) and vy(—asle = 1)) = a0) = I ) + o)

As f(f*,(q)) =qf*(q) — f*(q), therefore we have from the above identities f(f*/(ql)) = g(g*/(qg)). Due
>0,

to g1 > 0, g3 we get g3 = hy(q1). Since hy is an increasing function, hence if chy(z,T) = {q},
then ch_(z,T) = {q3}. Therefore if chy(z,T) = {q1} then {n} = ch(z,T) and ¢; = %(m)’ qs =
—ty
pooltel@)
ty(2)
y—o(t+(2)) x
O (), .
b \T oL@ (39)

Let up € L®(R) and ugx € C(R) N L*°(R) such that ug g — ug in L},.(R) as k — co. Then from lemma
2.1, klim chi(z,T) C ch(z,T).
—00

12



Let up € L®(R) and ugy € C°(R) N L®(R) such that ug ) — ug in Llloc(R) as k — 00. Then from
lemma 2.1, Ry (1)) — Ro(T) and chy(z,t) — ch(z,t) as k — oco. From lemma 3.3, for z € (0, R2(T)),
x — ty(x) is a strictly decreasing function. Hence from 3-(iv) of theorem 2.1, z +— y_ o(¢4(z)) is a non
decreasing function. Therefore there exists a countable set N C (0, R2(T)) such that for x ¢ N, ch(x,T)
is a singleton set. Therefore from (3.) of lemma 2.1, for = ¢ N, kli)rr;o chi(x,T) = ch(x,T) and hence

kh_}ngo (typ(x),y— k(4 k() = (t+,y—o(t4(z))). Hence from (3.6) for x ¢ N, z € (0, Ro(T'))
Cpolt) [ w
ty(2) \T—t )
This proves the lemma. [l

Lemma 3.5. Let [o,3] C [0,00) and p : [o, ] = (—00,0] be a non decreasing function such that if

x
plx) =0, then T — —=— > 0.
@ 76,

(1) Then there exists a strictly decreasing function
t:(a, 8] — [0,T] such that for all x € («, ]

0 7= t+(x)

)~ = <W>

(iii) If p is continuous, then ty(x) is continuous.

el,.

(iv) If a >0, then Eirg ty(z) = t(a+) exist and satisfies pla) = hy <TL> .

t(a+) — t(a+)
(v) If « =0, then t(0+) =T and 1;?(} ﬁ = f'(po) exist and satisfies —@ = hy (f'(po))-
0

(2) Let z9 >0, 0 < ty < t; <T such that T3 € I, fori=1,2. Define fori=1,2,

i

Lo

o _

fla) = 72 (37)
Pi o
—— = h . .
t; * (T — t,-) (38)
Suppose p1 < pa < 0, then there exist t3 € (ta,t1), ps € (p1,p2), b1,by with ay < aj,by < by such
that
g(bi) = f(ai), g (bi) >0, (3.9)
—zg = (T - t3)<—f(a1) — f(a2)>, (3.10)
al — ag
b1) — g(b
—xg = t3 9(b1) — g(b2) ) (3.11)
by — be
Proof. Now % € I, ifand only if t > T_ﬁég)' For fixed z € (o, 8] define F'(t) := hy <T$— t>+@
x x
for t € [max{O,T - } ,T]. If p(z) = 0, then by the hypothesis, T'— ——— > 0. Hence for
T, 7,
ti(z) =T — ——, F(t4(z)) = 0. Let us consider the case p(z) # 0. If T — ——— < 0, then take
7@ ) 76,
to = 0 to obtain F(0) = —oco. If T — ——— > 0, then take tg = T — ——— to obtain F'(tg) < 0.
v 70, 70, o

13



As z # 0, we take t = T to obtain F(T) = oco. Since t — F(t) is continuous, hence there exists a
ty(z) € [max {O,T — /L, } ,T] such that F(t4(z)) = 0.
f'(0g)

x x x
Let @« < z1 < z2 < (B and suppose t(z1) < t(z2). Then ! ! 2

T t@) ~ T —t(as) T —t(za)

Subsequently, we have

x1

—p(x1) = t(x1)hy <m> < t(z1)hy <T_$75(x2)>
< taa)hs <TL> = —p(z2),

— t(z2)

contradicting the non decreasing hypothesis on p. This proves (i) and (ii). If a > 0, then T' — 70 <
g
T and hence (i) and (ii) together imply (iv). Let o = 0 and ty = li{r(}h(m). Suppose tg < T, then
xT

0 _
L 0asz 0. As 20 = h4(0), we have 0 € I. Therefore, f'(6,) = 0 and h4(0) = 0. This
T -ty (x) to

implies p(0) = 0. Due to the fact that p is a non decreasing function we obtain for all € [0,3], 0 =

p(0) < p(x) <0 and therefore p(z) = 0 for all € [0, 8]. But for x # 0,z € (0,8], —co =T — f/(% ) >0,
9

which is a contradiction. Hence tg = T and T p(z) is bounded. Let py = lim p(z), then
T— t+ (117) z—0
0
—% = hy(po). This proves (v).
Proof of (2): As ts < t1, we have 0 < 0 . Thus, as < a1 and by < by. By the choice

T —ts T—-t
of a1 and as, zo satisfies xg + (t; — T)f'(a;) = 0, for i = 1,2. Since f is convex, we get f'(az) <

Jlaz) = lar) < f'(a1), hence the line r(0) = zq + (0 —T)M

meet the t — axis at t3 € (to,t1),
ag — aq ag — aq

g(b2) — g(b1)
by — by

< —tgg/(bQ). From (31), we have, —pPi = tih+(f/(ai)) = tig/(bi) and

g(b2) — g(b1)
by — by

that is r(t3) = 0. This proves (34). Again from the convexity of g, ¢'(bs) < < ¢ (b1) and

g(b2) — g(b1)
by — by

ts € (to,t1) implies that p3 = —t3<

thus —tgg/(bl) < —t3

> € (p1,p2). This proves the lemma. O

3.2. Building blocks: Construction of shock solution and continuous solution

Lemma 3.6. (Shock solution) Let T > 0, xy > 0, p1 < p2 < 0. Assume that fort € [0,T], T»T_o " > f'(0,)
and if po =0, then T — f’fg ) = 0. Let a1,a2,b1,b2,t1,t2,t3 and ps be as in lemma 3.5. Define
g
by Zf:E < p3,
up(x) =< ba  if p3 <z <O, (3.12)
as ifx >0,
then the solution uw of (1.1) in R x [0,T] with initial data ug is given by (see figure /)
( b1) —g(b
by if x<0,x<p3+Wt,
— b2
b1) —g(b
by if x<0,x>p3+LZ(2)t,
u(z,t) = 2 (3.13)
a1 if x>0,x< W(t —t3),
—az
ay if x>0,> f(aﬁ — Jlaz) (t —t3)
\ aip —az

14



0] ' X0

Figure 4: The figure illustrates shock solution.

g(b1) — g(ba)

Proof. From lemma 3.5, p3 = —t3 - and f(a;) = g(b;), hence u is a weak solution satisfying
1— b2
the interior and interface entropy condition with initial data wug. This proves the lemma. O
Remark 3.1. Suppose zo = 0, then by (1)—(v) of lemma 3.5, we have f'(pg) = lim L, hence
z—0T — t_|_ (ZE)

f'(po) € I implies that po > 0. Let qo > 0, such that f(po) = g(qo). Hence

O s () = o' (a0
Define
q if * <0,
ZM@Z{& if ©>0,

then u(z,t) = ug is the solution of (1.1), (1.3).

In lemma 3.6, under suitable hypothesis on zq, p;, ¢ = 1,2, we constructed a solution which admits
shocks. Next we consider the case where 0 < 1 < x2 and pg < 0. Under a suitable hypothesis, we
construct a continuous solution to (1.1).

Let T > 0,0 <z <22, pg <0. From lemma 3.6, let 0 < t; <T,4i=1,2, be such that

T o
ho =20 ) =20
+<T—ti> t;

Let f'(a;) = Tx—it-’ f(ai) = g(b;), ¢'(b;) > 0. Again from lemma 3.6, let ¢, (x) : [x1,22] — [t2,t1] be the
unique continuous ZStl“iCtly decreasing function satisfying
- Po
h = — € .
(7=t =iy =l
By the uniqueness of t4(z), t4(z;) =t; and t4(-) is a homeomorphism.
For i = 1,2, let
m(t) = —Le—w),
t;
vi(t) = flai)t—t),
by if x < po,
U()(x) = by if po <z <0,
as if x> 0.

15



t=T

(ml.z T) - - - (mQ.z T)

ay

(0, 0)

Figure 5: The figure illustrates continuous solution.
For x > 0, let t(z,t) be the unique solution of

w(rws) = e

Lemma 3.7. (Continuous solution) (See figure 5) Let pg < 0, 0 < to < t1, a;,b;,ni,7vi, i = 1,2 be as
above. Let u(x,t) be the solution of (1.1) with initial data ug as above. Then

Then we have following;:

b1 if  x < min{m(¢),0},
@ (SF) i min{m(0.0) <o < minfn(0.0)
o i om) <o <o,
u(z,t) = as if  max{0,v2(t)} < =z, (3.14)
(M (%) if  max{y1(t),0} <z <2(),
a if  0<z<y(t).

Proof. Define the regions in R x (0,7") by

O = (@) 0<z<u)h
Q= {(z,t): max{0, ()} <z <)},
Q3 = {(z,t): max{0,72(t)} < z}.
Let x > 0,0 <t <T and w € ¢p(x,t) Nch(x,t). Then w = (wq, D, w3) is given by
wi(8) = x+ti(e—t), r<g<t,
-7
ws (0
wy() = ~r)

3}
where 7 > 0 satisfies w3(7) = wy(7) = 0. Since w € ch(x,t), hence 8—Fvo7w(az,t) = 0. That is
T

0=—f* (tf7'> i <tf7> 7y <tf7> o <_w37(0)> i ng(O) & <_w37(0)> '

Let f'(p1) = ﬁ J(q) = _wa(0)

, then from the convexity of f and g and the above relation gives
*\/ x _ *\/ _wg(o)
f((f)(t_7>>—g<(g)< . ))
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That is f(p1) = g(q1). Observe that (z,t) € Q3 if and only if > v2(t) = f/(a2)(t —t2). If t —t5 < 0, then

T <t <ty Now J(t) = ¢'(b2)(t — 7) is the only characteristic of u in < 0 and J(7) = 0. Since ws is a

characteristic in z < 0 and w3(7) = 0, hence w3(t) = ¢'(b2)(t — 7). This implies pg < w3(0) < 0. If t > to,
x

T
then > f'(as). Suppose T > to, then <
— f'(az). Supp 2, PRI R

SO, <£> > I (tf@) |

As y — t4(y,t) is an increasing continuous function, constant on the line v2(¢) and hence for x > ya(t),
it follows that ¢4 (x,t) < ta. Due to t > ta, we therefore have

ws3(0) T T P po PO
T >h+<t—tz>>h+<t—t+<x,t>>‘ G(t) |t T

and we get

w
and therefore w3(0) < pg. Since no two characteristic intersects, hence 7 > t; and ————= =

that z > v2(t) = f'(a2)(t — t2), and subsequently, we obtain
w3 (0 x
0 o) > e () > b)) = )
T t— 1o
and therefore by > by. But by < by which is a contradiction. Hence 7 < to and from the non intersecting

of characteristics, it follows that py < w3(0) < 0 and w3(0) = —g(ba)7. Conversely if, w = (w1, 0, w3) €

ch(z,t) and py < w3(0) < 0 then = > 72(t). For let ws(7) = 0, then w3(0) = —¢'(ba)7 and _ws(0) =
-

g (b2) = hy &) , implies that ; fT = f'(a2). Thus (z,t) € Q3 and u(x,t) = ay. Similarly (x,t) € Q4
if and only if Vw € ch(z,t) with w = (w1, 0, w3), w3(0) < po, u(x,t) = ay.
As a consequence of this if max{vy1(t),0} < x < y(t) and w = (w1, 0, w3) € ch(x,t). Then ws3(0) = pg

and 20 = h <t i >, where w3(7) = 0. Hence 7 =t (z,t) and to < t4(z,t) < t1. Since z > t4(z,t)
T -7

is an increasing function, hence at the point of differentiability of ¢(-,t), we have u(z,t) = —I'y (2, t) =

Ox

(f/)_l (ﬁ) This proves the lemma.
Ay
O

Previous construction (as in lemma 3.6 and 3.7) of solutions corresponds to the case when no reflected
characteristic occurs. Now we deal with the case when reflected characteristics occur and the definition
of (70,&p) (see subsection 1.1) which is needed to define the reachable set R(T"). We do it in the region
x > 0. Similar construction follows for z < 0.

Let a < 0y < &, such that

(i) fla) = f(a).

(i) D={(R,T): T>0,0<R< f(a)T} and for (Ry,T) € D, define 0 < T} <T by f'(a) =

T-T,
(iii) & = —f'(@)Ty.

For 0 < & <&, define 8 = (£), 7 = 7(€) by,

(iv) &= —f'(a)r.

:Rl—f
-

(v) f(B)
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In fact f/(&) and f(3) are the inverse of the slopes of line joining between (0, 7), (£,0) and (R, T), (&,0)
respectively. Since 0 < ¢ < &7, we have

{5

Lu(t) = f—l—f/(U)t,
Q&) = {(z,t):t>0,L5(t) <z < Lg(t)},

vet) = (7 (E5E) for (@) € 206)
the rarefaction wave in the (&), which satisfies the equation
v+ f(v)z =0 in Q(§).
Let k> 1, a=uy <wup <---<ug = such that

g—a
kE+1°
For 0 < i < k, define the lines passing through (£,0) by

(vid) Li(t) = Lu, () = &+ f'(u)t.

QI

)

nd only if 71 = 0,&; = 0.

I IA

B<
aif

Q

For u € R, define

(Vi) fuipr — | <

(Viii) ’Uk(:E,t) = Uu; if li_l(t) <z < li(t), 1 <i<Ek.

Observe that for I;_1(t) <z < I;(t), w1 < (f")~" <a: ; §> < u; and hence,

(ix) |vp(z,t) — (f)7F <xT_£>‘ < up —ui—q| < i;?
(x) klim vp(z,t) = ()71 <a:T—§> uniformly in ().
Then we have the following:

Lemma 3.8. Let T > 0, a <0y < a, 0 < Ty <T, & >0 and Ly, as defined above. Then for all
0 < & <&, there exists a 0 < to(§) < T and a Lipschitz curve s¢ : [to(§),T] — [0,T] (See figure 6 for
illustration) such that

(1) s¢(T) = Ry and either s¢(to(€)) = La(to(§)) or s¢(to(€)) = 0 and Lg(to(€)) < 0.
(2) t > s¢(t) is a non decreasing convex function with

dse  F@—F (7 ()

dt a—(f)-1 (Ss(fi)—ﬁ) ’

(3) For 0 <& <n <&, se(t) <sy(t) ift € [to(n), T]. Hence s¢ is unique.

(4) &€ to(&) is continuous.

(5) For (x,t) € Q(§), let

B a if x> se(t),
w§($,t) - (f/)—l <-Z' ; 6) Zf < Sg(t). (315)

Then wg is an entropy solution of
ug + f(u)y =0 in Q(E).

18



Figure 6: This figure illustrates construction of the curve se.

(6) There exists (£o,70) such that & = —f'(&)7o, to(&o) = 7o and s¢,(m0) = 0.

(7) For (R1,T) € D, denote § = &o(R1,T), 70 = 10(R1,T), ¢y = Seo(ry,1) be as in (6). Then (Ry,T) —
(§o(R1,T), 70(R1,T), 8¢o(ry,1)) 18 continuous with

(i) o(f ()T, T) = &(f'(a)T,T) = 0.
Sﬁo(f’(&)TI)(t) = f/(d)t for0<t<T.
(ii) 10(0,T) =T,&(0,T) = —f (@)70(0,T), Seo0,7) = 0.

Proof. If T1 = 0, then & = 0 and take s¢(t) = La(t). Let T3 > 0,0 < € < &, f and 7 be as in (iv) and
(v). Let k> 1and @ = ug < ug < --- < ux, = (3 be a discretization of [&, (] satisfying (vi). Let [; and vy
be defined as in (vii) and (viii). Define t, < t; <--- <t =T and s inductively by

(al) Sk(tk) = Sk(T) = Rl.

(a2) sk is linear in [t;_1,t;] and for ¢ € (¢;—1,t;),

ds, @) = f(w)

dt a—
sp(tic1) = limi(tiz1).

(a3) Either si(t,) = 0 or if si(t,) > 0, then p =0 and ly(tp) = si(tp).

From the convexity, we prove this by induction on i. As a < 8 < @, by the convexity of f, we have

r@ <o) < L0 < ),
Hence integrating from 0 to T' to obtain
Rt r@e-1) < R+ 10 L0qG )

< R+ fl(B)0-T).
Now choose t;_1 by

Kh
~~
=
N~—

(d

Ry + (thm1 —T) = sp(tp—1) = l—1(tk—1) = &+ f'(wp—1)tr—1.
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Since Ry — & = Tf'(B) and ug_1 < ugx = 3 to obtain
(Mot - ris)
th-r =T (f(@)—f(uk) /
—un f (We—l))

and ty_1 < T since ug_1 < ug. For t € (tp_1,tx), define si(t) = Ry + ()—u()(t — T). Now by
k

>0

induction on ¢ (ay), (a2) and (as3) holds.
Let vg(z,t) be as in (viii), then for t ¢ {¢t,,t1,--- ,tx},
dsi_ f(@) — f (vk(sk(t),t))
dt — a—uwp(sp(t),t)

_ 1 f(@) = f (ve(s(6),0))
s4(t) = (1) + < o~ vx(sx(0).,0) >w‘

From Arzela-Ascoli, we can find a subsequence still denoted by {s¢, } such that s¢, — s¢ uniformly and
tp(&k) — to(§) as k — oo. Since sy, is convex for each k, hence s¢ is convex and satisfies (1) and (2).

Let 0 < & <n <& . Since s¢(T') = s,(T) = Ry, hence if (3) is not true, then there exists a < b < T
such that

Hence

{ sp(t) < se(t), for all t € (a,b),
sn(b) = se(b).
Now ¢ < n and hence —n < —¢ and for ¢ € (a,b),
n—1 (Sn(t) —n net ((se(t) =&Y _
() 1(%) < () 1(%) <a
Therefore by the convexity of f, we have for ¢ € (a,b),
dsyl1) _ dselt)
dt dt

Integrating from ¢ to b in (a,b) to obtain

sn(b) — sy(t) < se(b) — s¢(t)
and hence s¢(t) < s,(t) < s¢(t) which is a contradiction. Thus, s¢(t) < s,(t) for all ¢ € [to(§),T]. This also
shows that s¢ satisfying (a1) and (ag) is unique. This proves (3). From the uniqueness of s¢, £ — to(&) is
continuous and hence (4) follows. From Rankine-Hugoniot condition, wg is an entropy solution in §(£).
This proves (5).
§1

Let h(§) = —%—to(ﬁ), then we have h(0) = —t¢(0) < 0and h(&;) = @ to(&1) =Ti—to(&1) >

0. Therefore there exists (&g, 70) with to(&0) = 70(&0) = 7o such that Lg (7o) = 0 and & = —f ( )70. This
proves (6). From the uniqueness of s¢ (g, 1), it follows that (R1,T) — (§o(R1,T), 7o(R1,T), s¢o(ry,1)) 8
continuous in D. Suppose 19 = 79(0,7) < T, then s¢,(0,7)(70) = S¢o(0,m)(T) = 0 and s¢ (0,7 is convex,

hence s¢,(o,7) = 0. Integrating % from 79 to T to obtain with £y(0,7") = &y, we have
T ,/ = _
@ - () (-%))
0=%aww¢m=/’ s WL
0 (9)

70

since ( %) ) < @ and f is convex. This is a contradiction and we get 7o = T'.
If (Rl, = (f'(a) ) then 77 = 0 and hence 79(R1,T) = 0, §o(R1,T) = 0. Therefore by uniqueness,
Seo(Ry,T)(t ) f(a)t is the given solution. This proves (7) and hence the lemma. O

Lemma 3.9. Let ug € L(R) and u be the corresponding solution of (1.1). Let 0 < Ty < T be such that
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f'(0,) = . Let a =0, and (&, 70, 5¢,) be as in lemma 3.8 at (Ry(T),T). Then
& <y(Ri(T)+,T).

Proof. First assume that Ry(T) > 0. Then f'(f,) > 0. Suppose T} = 0, then from lemma 3.8, £ = 0 and
hence the lemma is true. Therefore we assume that Ry(T) > 0,7} > 0 and y(R1(T)+,T) < &o.

Step-1: For a.e. x € (0, R;(t)), and t € (0,7, u(z,

u(z,t) > b,.
Suppose Ry(t) < x < Ry(t), then from (iii) and (ix) of theorem 2.1, we have for a.e. z,
fluz,t)) = g(by),
x
( ( 7t)) - t_t+($,t) -
Hence u(z,t) = 6,. Suppose 0 < z < Ry(t), let 7€ ch(z,t) such that v = (71, ¢,73), ¥ = (p1, ¢, p3)

and p; > 0, p3 > 0. From (3.5) we have g(g* (p3)) = f(f* (p1)). Therefore f*/(pl) > f,. Since

for a.e. z € (0,R2(T)), p1 = hence from (ix) of theorem 2.1, we have u(z,t) =

t— t+($,t)’

(f*) <ﬁ> > @,. This proves Step-1.

Step-2: For all t € [19,T], R1(t) < s¢,(2).
Suppose not, since Ry(T") = s¢,(T'), there exist a < b such that for t € (a,b), we have
Sgo(t) < Ra(t), s (b) = Ri(b).
From the non-intersecting of characteristics, it follows that for ¢t < T', y(R1(t)+,t) < y(R1(T)+,T) <
&o. Hence for t € (a,b), we have

Ri(t) —y(Ra(H)+,1) S 5% (t) — o
t t '
From Step-1 and convexity of f, we have for a.e., t € (a,b),

dR, fu(Ri(t)—,1)) — f (( ) (w»
dt uw(Ry(t)—,t) — (f)~1 <w>
0 — £ ()7 (=)
Gy — (£ (2202)
dsg,

dt
Integrating from ¢ to b to obtain

R1(b) — Ra(t) > sg,(b) — s5,(t)-
Hence for t € (a,b), s¢,(t) > Ri(t) > s¢,(t) which is a contradiction. This proves Step-2. From
Step-2, we have

Rl(To) = 0,y(0+,T0) < y(Rl(T)+,T) < &.

Step-3: There exists an ey > 0 such that for all t € (19 — €9, 70), R1(t) = 0.
Since &y(0,79) = &o, 70(0,70) = 70, hence by continuity, there exist an €; > 0 such that V(y,t) € Q =
{(573) : g > 073 > 0} N B((07T0)761)7 we have

Suppose Step-3 is not true. Then there exists a 7o—e; < t < 79 such that (Ry(t),t) € Qfort <t < 79
and R;(t) > 0. Choose t < ] < 79 such that for ¢t € (¢,£1), R1(t) > 0 and R;(¢;) = 0. Note that
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t, exist because Ry(m9) = 0. Let (o(t),70(t), S¢o(r)) be as in lemma 3.8 starting at (Ri(t),t) for
t € (1, tl) From (3.16) and Step-2 we obtain R;(1(¢t)) = 0. From (7) of lemma 3.8, we have

To(t) =ty ast — 11 and t > 7o(t) is continuous. Since 10(t1) < t1, hence by continuity, there exists
ty € (f1,t1) such that 79(ta) = ;. Therefore 0 = Ry(79(t2)) = R1(1) > 0 which is a contradiction.
Hence Step-3 holds.

Step-4: From R-H condition, we have for a.e., t € (179 — €, 70), f(u(0+,t)) = g(u(0—,¢t)). Since Ry (t) =0,
)

hence f'(u(0+,t)) < 0. Since f(ff) < g(b,), hence Li(t) = 0, therefore g (u(0—
> 0, hence u(0+,t) < Therefore f/(u(0+,t)) < f’(§ ). Letting t — 79 to obtain _y(U—i-TiTo—F) <
0

<4,.
lim f(u(0+,1)) < (5 This implies that y(0+,79+) > —Tof,(ezg) = &). But from the hypothe-
)

sis we have y(0+, 70+
Rl( ) > 0.

)-
< y(R1(T)+,T) < &, which is a contradiction. This proves the lemma if

Step-5: If R1(T") = 0, repeat Step-3, Step-4 to obtain a contradiction if y(0+,7") < &. Hence the lemma.

0

3.8. Solution with reflected characteristics

Earlier we build two solutions via backward construction, namely one has shock and other is a con-
tinuous solution. Now we need to construct another solution by backward construction for the reflected
case and is as follows:
Let (T, R1,Ro,y(:)) € R(T). Assume that there are constants y_ < 0 < y; such that

[y i ae(—o0,Ry),
y(x) = { y+ if z € (Ry,00).

Since (T, R1, R2,y(-)) € R(T), we have to consider three cases. In each case we construct a uj g € L™(R)
and the description of the corresponding solution u such that for i = 1,2, R;(T) = R;, y(-,T) = y(-).

Case 1: (see figure 7 for illustration) Let 0 < Ry < R; and assume that there exist 0 < 77 < Ty < T such
= Ry Ry
that f'(0,) = =
Since (11, R1, Ro,y(+)) € R(T) hence y4 must satisfy

and (79, &o, S¢,) be as in lemma 3.8 for (R, T).

§o < Yy
R
In this case define the following quantities: let 75 < tg < T be the unique solution of A <T 275 > =
—to
_y__' Let
to
/ _y_— 1(— _ Ry
g(w—) - t07 f(w—)_T_tov
no(t) = ¢ (w_)(t—ty), 0<t<ty,
() = f(@-)(t—to), to<t<T
) — f(8,
wlt) = Rt LI gy
w_ — 0,
g(w—) — g(b,)
)y = =L 9y
m(t) w6, (t —t),

where t; be such that 4(t;) = 0. Then by the definition of hy, typ and convexity of f, g, it follows
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S€o

Ut

Flug)

Speed of 7"

Figure 7: Solution with reflected characteristics as in Case 1.

easily that 72(0) = y_,v5(T) = Ra, To < t1 < tg < T, y_ < & =n1(0) < 0. Define
Flug) = D2 prgy =28
nt) = R+ flup)t-1),
flug) — f(Bo)
ut — Po
() = Ri+f'(Bo)t—T),
) = f(0)t— ).
Since &y < y4, hence from convexity of f, we have
o < &1 =2(0) < yq
In this case define the initial data ;o by
w_ if x <&,
0, if & <x<O,
uro=1< 0, if 0<x <&,
fo it & <z <&,
up it x> &
It is easy to verify that the solution u;(-,-) of (1.1) with initial data u; o is given by
w_ if o < min{n(t),0},

’YQ(t) = Rl-l-

)

by if min{n:(¢),0} <z <0,

w_ if 0<z<(t),

Qg if max{v(t),0} < & < sg (1),
uy(z,t) =< 0, it 0<ax<(t),

(f/)—l <‘/E — £0> if { Sﬁo(t) <z < 73(t)7t € (TO7T)

t or max{y4(t),0} <z < y3(t),
Bo if ys(t) <@ <72(),
Ut if x> y(t).

In this case define the domain D for ¢t < T by
Dy = {(x,t) : min{n(t),0} <z <0} U{(x,t): max{y5(¢),0} <z < ()}
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(R17 T)

2

Yy—

Figure 8: The figure illustrate as in Subcase 1.

Then wu satisfies
ur(n2(t)+,t) = w-, u1(ys5(t)—,t) = w—, wi(n(t)—,t) = uy.

Ry
Tt

Case 2: Let Ry = Ry > 0 and for all ¢t € [0,T], f'(0,) <

R _
Let 0 <ty < T be the unique solution of A < ! > = —y—. As in Case 1, define

T —ty to
! _ Y- pr/ - o Rl / o Rl -y
glw) = =5 (w—)—T_tO,f(u )—TJU
ne(t) = g (w_)(t—ty)if 0 <t <t,
a(t) = fl(@_)(t—to)iftg <t <T,
n(t) = Ri+ f(up)(t—T),
Y2t) = Ri+ f(0,)(t—T),
wlt) = pr L)
W6(t) = wau—zﬂ),
uy — 04
oty = moy LT gy
) — W

Now we have to consider four sub-cases:

Subcase 1: (see figure 8 for illustration) y4+ = v1(0) < 72(0) and ~3(0).
Clearly w_ > u,, then define the initial data u; o and the solution u; of (1.1) by
w_ if x <0,
u170(a:) = w— if 0 <z < v3(0),
ugp if x> 3(0)
and the solution u; is given by
w_ if x <0,
ui(z,t) =< w- if 0<z<~s(t),
uy if x> y3(t).
Define for 0 < ¢ < T,

Dy = {(z,t) : min{nz(¢),0} < x <0} U{(z,t) : max{y4(t),0} <z < y1(¢)}.
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Figure 9: The figure illustrate as in Subcase 2.

Then u, satisfies

ur(2(t)+,t) = wo,ur (ya(t)—t) = W—,ur (71 (t)— ) = u.

Subcase 2: (see figure 9 for illustration) Let y; = 71(0) < 72(0) and ~3(0) < 0.

Let 0 < t; < to be such that y3(t1) = 0. Since v1(0) < 72(0), hence w_ > uy > 6, therefore
g(w-) —g(uy) (
w—- — I_L+

there exists a unique w_ > a4 > 6, such that f(uy) = g(u4). Let ni(t) = t—

t1), then by convexity of g, it follows that y_ < n;(0) = £ < 0. Let
w_ if x <&,
u170(a:) = Uy if & <<,
uy if x>0,

then the solution u; to (1.1) with initial data u; g is given by

w— if 2z < min{n(t),0},
uy if 771(75) <z <0,

wo if 0<z < y3(t),

uy if x> y3(t).

up(x,t) =

Let
Dy = {(z,t) : min{na(t),0} <x <0} U{(z,t): max{0,v4(t)} <z <y1(t)},
then wu; satisfies

ul(’r/?(t)"i"t) = wW—, u!(74(t)+’t) =w-, ul(/yl(t)_vt) = Uy.

Subcase 3: 0 < ¥2(0) < 41(0) = y4, v5(0) > 0.

Let
w_ if x <0,
wg =14 O if 0<a<9s5(0),
’ 0y if 5(0) <z <~6(0),
uy if x> (0)
and the corresponding solution u; in R x [0,77] is given by

w_ if x <0,
B w_ if 0<zx <’Y5(t)7
ui(z,t) = 0, if vs5(t) <z <(t),

uy if x> (t).
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Figure 10: The figure illustrate as in Subcase 4.

Define for 0 <t < T,
Dy = {(x,t) : min{ne(t),0} <z <0} U{(x,t): max{y4(t),0} <z < ()},
then u; satisfies
ur(n2(t)+,1) = w—, ur(ya(t)+,1) = W, ur(n(t)— 1) = uy.
Subcase 4: (see figure 10 for illustration) 0 < v2(0) < v1(0), v5(0) < 0.

g(w-) — g(6,)

— and

Let t1 be such that v5(t1) = 0. Let ny(t) =

w_ if x < (0),
8, if m(0) <xz<0,
, i 0 <x < (0),
uy if x> (0)

then the corresponding solution u; of (1.1) is given by

w— if & < min{n(¢),0},

8, if min{n(¢),0} <z <0,

ui(z,t) =< w- if 0<z <5(t),

0, if max{vs5(t),0} <z < (t),

ugp it x> (1),
Define

Dy = {(x,t) : min{n(t),0} <z <0} U{(x,t): max{0,7(t)} <z < ()},
then wu; satisfies
U1(772(t)+,t) = w-, u1(74(t)+7t) =w-, ul(’yl(t)_ﬂf) = Uy.

Case 3: R =0,y <0< ¢ = —f/(ég)T <y,.
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Figure 11: Solution with reflected characteristics as in Case 3.

Define
Jw) = e f =
mt) = . )E-1)
I e (s}

w_ — 04
() = [0t -T),
£(3,) — Fus)
g — Ut
() = Ri+ f'(up)(t =T).

Y2(t) = Ri+ (t —T),

Due to & < y4+ = 71(0), we have uy < 59. Hence by convexity of f, { < & = 72(0) < y4. Since

w— > By, hence y_ < & =1(0) < 0. Define

w_ if x < &,
o) = Oy if & <x <0,
L0 N 9_9 if 0<z<éy,
up it x>&

and the corresponding solution u; is given by

w_ if 2z < min{0,n(¢)},
0, if min{0,n (¢ 0
wley = & mnOm) <z<o

;i 0 < < yalt),

ugp it x> y(t).

Let
Dy ={(z,t) : min{0,n2(t)} <2z <0}U{(z,t): 0 <z < max{0,71(¢)}},

then u; satisfies

ur(na(t)+,t) = w—, ui(n(t)—,t) = us.
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4. Backward construction

Lemma 4.1. Let 0 < Ry and y : [0, R2] — (—00,0] be a non decreasing function. Define
Yo = y(0+),y1 =y(R2—),

Ry Y1
i (T t> T w
—t t1
Jlu) = —ggw) =~ f0) = g(w), f'(@-) >0,

m(t) = g (u_)(t —T),m(t) = g'(w-)(t — ta),
() = f(w-)(t—t).
Let
Dy = {(z,t) : n3(t) < x <min{ny(¢),0}} U{(x,t) : 0 <z < max{na(t),0}}.
Then there exists a ugo € L (R) and the corresponding solution ug of (1.1) such that
up(n3(t)+,1) = u—, ua(n2(t)—,t) = w—, ug(n2(t)—,t) = w-.

Proof. Without loss of generality by approximation, we assume that y is a strictly increasing continuous
function and N > 1, let £ > 1 and define a discreatization by

Yo = Zi)<21<“‘<2k:yla
‘Zi-i-l _Zi’ < Na (41)
0 = o<1 <---<2xr = Ry,

y(x;) = 2z with yo = y(0) and y; = y(Ra—).
Let 79 = T and define {7;} for 1 <1i < 2k, {a;},{b;},{m(x)} for 1 <i < k by

T Zi—1
hy () = 2L
* (T_T2i—1> T2i—1

ZT; Z
h S
* (T - 7'22‘) Toi
/ ) _ T
f (a22—1) T— 791
/ ) o T
f (a2z) - T _ To;
flai) = g(bi),
g'(bi) 2 0.
Yo

Observe that o, = t1, ¢'(by) = T = g (u_), g'(box) = w_ and f’(agx) = w_. Then from lemma 3.5, we
have ag;—1 > a9;, bgi_l > bgi, T=m0>mT>m7> " >Ty =11. Define

flazi—1) — f(a2;)

i = ,1<i <k,
agi—1 — az;
S, = g(b2i—1) — g(bzi),l <i<h
boi—1 — ba;
ro(t) = ¢'(bo)(t —T) =g (u_)(t — 70),
ri(t) = ¢ (b))t —7) for 1 <i < 2k,
Fi(t) = fla;)(t—7) for 1 <i < 2k,
ai(t) = m+si(t=T),
52(15) = Si(t — 52-),
where ¢; is defined by «;(d;) = 0. Then from the convexity of f and g, we have m;_1 < 0; < 79,
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Figure 12: The figure illustrates the approximate solution in D>.
R
zic1 < Bi(0) < z. Since ¢'(u_) = ¢'(bo) = 22, 1o = t1, fllazy) = b = 2 = f(@_) and
T T — 1o T—1
z
g (bop) = _ 2k —&, hence by, = w_. Define
Tok 31
U_ if = <yo= 2o,
boi—1 if zi—1 <@ < Bi(0),1 <i <k,
ué\fo =< by it 5;(0) <z < z, (4.2)
w_ if 2o <z <O,
W if z>0.
Then the solution ud of (1.1) with initial data ué\fo in R x (0,7) is given by (see figure 12)
(u_ if <),
(¢)"! <$ -~ Zi) i roi(t) < & < min{ryigs(£), 0},
(f/)_l <~L> if max{fgi(t),()} <zr< f2i+1(7§),
t—1y(z,t)
ud (x,t) =< boia if roi—1(t) <z < min{S;(t),0}, (4.3)
ba; if Sz(t) <z < min{rgi(t),O},
a9;—1 if max{fgi“(t),O} <z < Si(t),
ag; if max{s;(t),0} <z < 79(t),
w_ if Tgk(t) <x <0,
L w_ if max{ro(t),0} < z,

where #;(x,t) is the unique solution of
X Zi .
hi|——— | =———, forx € (x;,xi11),i < k— 1.
(=fen) e (i)t <
Next we show that the above sequences converges:

Convergence Analysis: First we show that {||uévo||oo} is uniformly bounded. Let iy = sup{i : =
T/2}. For i < iy, we have

IN

xz :
N B o if 1=1i/2,
flag=y —_ o I=(i+1)/2
T — 71 B '
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2R
Hence f'(a;) < T2 For ¢ > ig, then

AL i = (i 1)/2,
! — T21—-1
g (bi) =
(B0 AL =2
T21

Thus, we have ¢'(b;) <

udy} is uniformly bounded in L®(R).
2,0
First assume that f and g are uniformly convex. Then h, is a Lipschitz continuous function.

2k—1

TV uzo Z |9 it1) )‘

k

Z (bai—1) — ¢’ (b2s) ‘-I—Z‘g bai) — ¢ (b2it1)|

2‘%0" Since f(a;) = g(b;), ¢'(b;) > 0, we get {b;} is uniformly bounded in R and

k k— 5
2 : 2 : i+1
= —|— - —
) T2i—1 7— 21 i—1 T2 T2i+1
Zq Zi4+1
= E — + E - A
T To: To:
<T/2 T2i—1 21 i1 <T)2 21 2i+1
Zj Zi4+1
+ E — + E _— -
T To: To:
T >T/2 T2i—1 21 Toi1>T/2 21 2i+1
=11 + Iy,
where
I — Z Zi—1 Zi n Z 2 Zi+1
1= _ o
T2i— T2 T24 T2
72:<T/2 2i—1 21 a1 <T/2 21 2i+1
x; x; x; Tii1
= 3 e () sy d + Y | LA [Ny A (L .,
T — 791 T — 19 T — 19 T — 791
2 <T/2 T2i41<T/2

As f, g are uniformly convex, we get h4 is a locally Lipschitz function. Due to 1o; < T/2, 1941 < T/2,

we obtain T — 1o; > T'/2, T — 1941 > T/2, hence , i are bounded. Let M = Lipschitz
T =1 T — 7241

~ 2R
constant of Ay on [99, Tz]’ then

T T T Tii1
L <M Z — ‘ + Z _
<12 T—191 T —1o 2T/ T—19; T —To41

4Ry M AM

< T2 Z |25 — T2im1| + Z |T2i41 — T2l | + Tz Z |z; — w11
T2iST/2 T2i+1 ST/2 T2i4-1 ST/Q

4M

< — (R2+1)
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Since {79;} is a decreasing sequence and {z;} is an increasing sequence, we have

Zi—1 2 2 Ri41
L= 3 |o———|+ X |7
i >T/2 2i—1 2 7'2-+1>T/2 21 2i+1
2%—1
4|y0|

Z ‘ Ti+1 — Tz‘ + = T2 Z ’ZH-l

< ﬁ{(T_tl)’yo‘ +y1— Yo} -

Therefore, by Helly’s Theorem, there exists a subsequence still denoting by { g/(ué\f 0)} converges point-
wise to ¢'(ug). Hence Yy € R,

lim o (y) = ug0(y),
N—o0
and ug o € L (R) with
u— if y <o,

ugo(y) =¢ w— ify; <y <O,
w— ify > 0.
Let
k—1
= Z ZiX[xi,le)(‘T)
i=0
Then

k—

: : xz 75Bi+1)
7=0

H

ly(z) —

IN

1

N’

Thus, yn — y in L0, Ry]. Let 7;(z) = t;(z,T) for & € [z, x;41]. Define
tN(z) = 7i(x), if x € (25, 2441),

then for a.e. z € (0, R2), we have, t is a strictly increasing function, t; < tN(x) < T and for a.e.,

x € (0, Ry), we have
yn(z) T
i = (i)

N n—1 x
uy (z,T) = (f) m) ) (4.4)
uy (3(H)+,1) = u-,
uy (n2(t)—t) = w-,
uy (72(t)—,t) = w-.

From the construction, set of discontinuities of uév are discrete set of Lipschitz curves in R x [0,7],
therefore, from (xii) of theorem 2.1

Y1
/‘ué\h(m, ) — ud?(x, t)‘ dw</‘u20 x) — ué\%(az) dx.
R

Yo
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Subsequently, we have
Y1

T
//‘uévl(gj,t)—uévz(:p,t)‘ dxdtﬁT/‘u%(:n)—u%(:n) dx
0 R

Yo
— 0 as Ny, Ny — o0.

Hence for a subsequence still denoted by {ub' } converges to ug, a solution of (1.1) with initial data U2,0-
From Helly’s Theorem, again for a subsequence,
lim tV(z) =ty ().
N—o00

Then from (4.4), letting N — oo to obtain for a.e. x

ylz) _ < x >
- =\ m 7= )
ty(z) T—ty(z) (4.5)
T _ n—1 z
we 1) = (=)
and wugy satisfies the conclusion of the lemma. If f and g are not uniformly convex (and just strictly
convex), then approximate f and g by fe and g respectively which are uniformly convex and by stability
lemma 2.1, the lemma follows as € — 0. O

4.1. Proof of theorem 1.1

Proof of theorem 1.1. First we prove that if ug € L>(R) and u is the corresponding solution of (1.1),
then (T, R1(T), R2(T'),y(-,T)) € R(T). From lemma 3.9, if R;(T) = 0 or there exists a 0 < T; < T such

- T
that f'(0,) = 7{21 then y(Ry(T)+,T) > &. Hence (T, R1(T'), R2(T),y(T)) € R(T'). Conversely, let

T
(T, Ry, Ra,y(+)) € R%T), define yo = y(0+), y— = y(Ra(T)—), y+ = y(R1+) and ¢y by
R Y
hy (T —2t0> = i and define
Flun) = P ) = g o) = <2
/ o Y
glu) = —7
m(t) = Ri+ flup)(t—T),
Y(t) = Re+ fl(w-)(t—T),
m(t) = g'(w)(t—to),
ns(t) = g'(u)(t—T1).
Let for 0 <t < T, define
Dy = {(z,t) : min{na(t),0} <z <0} U{(z,?) : max{y2(t),0} <z <m(t)},
Dy, = {(z,t): min{ns3(t),0} <z < min{n2(t),0}} U{(z,t) : 0 <z < max{y2(t),0}},
Dy = {(z,t): z<mt)}U{(z,t): z>n)}

I, = D;NR,i=1,23.
From subsection 3.3, there exists a u; o € L°(R) and the corresponding solution u; such that

u1(772(t)+7t) =w-, ul(’Y?(t)"’_?t) = w—7u1(71(t)_7t) = Uy.

From lemma 4.1, there exists a ug o € L°°(R) and the corresponding solution uy of (1.1) satisfies:

u2(773(t)+7t) = u—7u2(772(t)_7t) = w—7u(72(t)_7t) =w_.
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Figure 13: This figure illustrates the solution for exact control problem.
From the backward construction [2], there exists a uzg € L(R) and the corresponding solution u3 of
(1.1) such that
U3(T]3(t)—,t) = u—7u3(’yl(t)+7t) = Uy

Therefore by R-H condition if we define
uro(z) if « € Interior of I,
up(z) =< wugo(z) if x € Interior of I,
ugo(z) if « € Interior of I3,

then u is the solution of (1.1) with initial data uy given by
up(z,t) if (z,t) € Dy,
if (J}, t) € Do,

UZ('Z'?t)
us(x,t) if (x,t) € Ds,

satisfying R;(T) = R;, i = 1,2, y(-,T) = y(-). This proves the theorem

u(z,t) =

4.2. Proof of theorem 1.2
Proof. Define 6y = y(C1+) — By, 02 = By — y(Cay—)
if z€(C1,Re)U(Ry,Ch),

y(z)
x if x<Cq,C1 < y(C’1+),
x if z<y(Ci+) <y,
g(x) = y(Ci+) if y(Ci+) <z <y,
T if x> Oy,
x if x> y(Ca—) > Cy,
y(Co—) if Cy <z <y(Co—).
Let 4_, 44 be defined by
i~ v Cr—y(Cit)
g (u—) - T )
/o~ Oy —y(Cy—)
and
nt) = Cr+4g(u)(t-T),
Cy + f'(ay)(t = T).
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Then from theorem 1.1, there exists a g € L (R) and a solution @ with initial data @y such that
a(n(t)+,t) = a_, (4.11)
a(y2(t)—,t) = g (4.12)

Then the free region lemmas 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4 as in [2] (see figure 13 for illustration), one can find A; large

negative number and Ay large positive number, such that there exist solutions ug and ug of (1.1) with
respective initial data us g and usz g given by

’u,170(x) if x < By,

U2,0 = A1 if By <x< Bi+ 46y, (4.13)
i if x> B+,
’u,170(x) if x> Bg,
Uu3,0 = A9 if By — 9 <z < By, (4.14)
U if < By—d
and satisfies
17’2(71 (t)_7t) = '11_, (415)
ug(y2()+,t) = Uq. (4.16)

Hence define
uro(z) if x < By,

A1 if By <x< Bi+ 61,
uo(z) = ao(x) if B+ <x< By— o, (4.17)
A9 if 32—52<$<Bg,

u170(a:) if By <z,

ug(x,t) if z <),
u(z,t) = ¢ a(z,t) if %) <z <yt), (4.18)
ug(z,t) if x> y(t).

Then (ug,w) is the required solution satisfies the Theorem. 0

5. Optimal control

Let K be given, the associated cost functional J and admissible set A are as in (1.12). Then we have
the following:

Lemma 5.1. For ug € A, J(ug) is well defined.

Proof. Because of finite speed of propagation, it is immediate. O

5.1. Proof of theorem 1.3

Proof of theorem 1.3. Proof involves several steps,

Step 1: Let

A ={(T,R1,R2,y(")) € R(T) : y(z) = z outside a compact set }.
For a = (T, Ry, Ra,y(-)) € A, define

x _—y(x) or r an
e (T—w)) = iy o€ (0 ) and
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0 B . 9 Ro . 9 Ry )
J(a) = / ”JT?/()_K(QC) d:n+/ tyf(x)) + K (x) d:p+/\eg—K(x)|2d:n (5.1)

—00 0 R2

[z - y() ?
—I-/ T — K(z)| dx.
Ry
_ f(8y) = f(8y)
S T

0 0o Ry _
M, = / |K($)|2dl‘+/ |K($)|2dl‘+/ 0, — K (x)]*dx.
—00 Ro 0

Then
inf J(a) < inf;lj(uo) < M.

acA uo€

Proof of Step 1: Let

wo(x) = 0, if x <0,

0 N 0y if x>0.
Then w is the solution to (1.1) with data wp, where
0, if <0,

i f(B) — f(8y)

0, if 0<zx<—"——"t,
w(z,t) = g ! g 0, —0,
0, if x> —f(ﬁg) — f(eg)t,
04— 0,

here y(z,t) = x for © € (—00,0) U (Rp, o0). Since from theorem 1.1 we have

inf J(a) < inf J(up) and inf J(ug) < J(wo) = M.
acA up€A up€A

This proves Step 1. O

Step 2: Let A; = {a € A: J(a) < 2My}, then there exists a constant Mz > 0, ¢; = max{Mz,c} such
that for all & = (T, Ry, Re, y(+)) with J(«) < 2M;,

(1) Ry < My,

(i) [y(0+)] < (18T My)'/3,

(i) y(—c1) = —(e1 + (67%M1)"/%),
(iv) yler) < (e1 + (12M, T?)1/3).

Proof of Step 2. Suppose Ry > ¢+ f'(0,)T, then the line Ry + f'(8,)(t — T) does not intersect the ¢
axis for t > 0. Subsequently, we have Ry = R and t(R1—) < ty(x) < t(c+) < T, for all z € (¢, Ry).
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Since K (x) =0 for x > ¢, we get
Ry

oMy > F(a) > / y(@)

[

dzx,

2
dr — 00, as Ry — oo,

T ()
Zb/m<—u&—>

which is a contradiction. Therefore, there exists My > 0 such that R; < Mo.

Denote y(0+) = y(0) and for y(0) < x < 0, then we have y(z) < y(0) <z <0 and 0 <z —y(0) <
x — y(x). This gives

0
oM, > J(a) > /
)

0 2 0
- 3/ r—y@) d:p—/ K ()| da,
2 Jy(o) y(0)
0 _ 2
> 1/ =y O
2 y(0)
Hence
0
1SMyT? > 3 / (2 — (0))2dz = —y(0)°.
y(0)

This proves (i).

Now we write y(—c1) = y(—a1+), y(c1) = y(e1—). If y(—c1) > —cp then (iii) is obvious. Thus we
assume that y(—c1) < —ci, then for y(—c1) < z < —c1, we have y(z) < y(—c1) and =z — y(z) >
x —y(—c1) > 0. Since K(z) =0 for x < —¢;, we obtain

~ - — 2
oM > J(a) > / 2=y@) (5.2)
y—ey | T
> [ lemuePd (5.3)
> = x—y(—cy x, .
T2 Jy(-er)
1
= g (a- y(—c1))’. (5.4)
That is,
y(—cl) > —(Cl + (16M1T2)1/3).
This proves (iii). O

Similarly if y(c1) < ¢1, there is nothing to prove. Hence we assume that ¢; < y(c1). By the choice
of ¢1, we have ¢; > R; and subsequently we get y(c1) < y(x) for ¢; < z < y(c1). Now it follows

36



that x — y(z) <z —y(c1) < 0. Due to ¢; > ¢ we have K(x) =0 for x € (c1,y(c1)), therefore

y(e1) 9
oM, > F(a) > x_Ty(x) d,
C1
y(e1)
1 2
— 7 [ v
c1
) y(e1)
> o [ -y,
c1
1
= @(y(cl)—cl)g-

Thus y(c1) < (c1 4 (672M;)"/3) and it proves (iv). This completes the proof of Step 2.

Step 3: Define My = ¢; + (1872M;)"/? and
As ={a = (T,Ri, Ry, y()) € A: y(x) =z if w ¢ [-Ms, My], Ry < My, |y(0+)] < (18M,T%)"/?}.
Then
inf J(a) < inf J(a).
acAs acA
Proof of Step 3. From Step 1, we have
inf J(a) < inf J(a).

acAy acA
Let My, My, M3 and ¢; defined as above. Let o« = (T, Ry, Ro,y(-)) € A;. Then from Step 2,
Ry < My, |y(04)] < (18MT?)'/3 and, y(—c1) > —Ms, y(c1) < Ms. Let ¢; > Ry and define
y(—c1) if x € (min(—c1,y(—c1)), —c1),
y(z) if x€(—c1,R2)U(Ry,c1),
y(er) if € (e1, max(cr,y(e1))),
T otherwise.

Then & = (T, Ry, R2, §(-)) € Ay and

(—e1)|? (@)
F@) - Jdla) < / % do — / % e
min(—c1,y(—c1)) min(—c1,y(—c1))
max(cz,y(c2)) ()2 max(c1,y(e1)) @)
T —y(c2 x—y(x
+ / T dx T dx
c2 C1

< 0

Since y(z) < y(—c1), for x € (min(—c1,y(—c1)), —c1) and y(z) > y(e1) for z € (1, max(c1, y(c1))),
we get

J(@) < J(a).

Due to Ay C A, we have

inf J(a) < inf J(a) < inf J(a) < inf J(a).

acAs acA acA acAs
This proves

inf J(a)= inf J(a).

acAr acA
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Step 4: Let {a;} € Ay be a sequence such that
lim J (o) = inf J(a).
k—oo acA
Let o = (T, Ri g, Roge, Ui (+)), as oy, € As, we have {Rik}, {Rox} are bounded and yr|[—nz, ]
is a bounded non-decreasing function. Hence for a subsequence still denoted by aj such that
ar — ag = (T, Ry, Ra,y(+)) € Ay C A and

j(ao) = inf j(a).
acA

Since ag € A we get a9 = (T, Ry, Ro,y()) € R(T), therefore from Theorem 1.1 there exists a
ug € L>(R) and the corresponding solution u of (1.1) satisfying Ry = Ri(T), Ry = Ro(T) and
y(z) =y(z,T). As y(z) = x for x € (—Ms, M3) we obtain

99 if =< —Ms,

uo(@) = { 0 if x> M, (5:5)
then ug € A. Hence
= inf
J(up) = inf J(wo)
has a solution. This proves the theorem.
O

6. Reachable set for (A, B) connection
Definition 6.1. Let A > 0, B < 0, is called a (A, B) connection if f(A) = g(B).

So far in this article we considered the case A = 0y or B = ;. Therefore from now onwards we assume
that f'(A) >0, ¢'(B) < 0.

Definition 6.2. wu is called a (A, B) entropy solution of (1.1) with initial data ug if u is the solution
obtained from the Hamilton-Jacobi method as in [8], associated to given (A, B) connection.

L _
Let Ly < Ry and 0 < T1,Ty < T be such that f'(B) = TRlT g4 = 1T . Let B < 6; < B,
— 411 — 42

A <60, < A be such that f(B) = f(B), g(A) = g(A). Let (5, &, sg)), (79 ,&0 » 8¢,) e constructed as in
lemma 3.8 for (R1,71) with @ = B (for the flux f) and (L1,75) with & = A (for the flux g) respectively.

Definition 6.3. (Reachable set) Let (T, L1, Ry, y(-)) is called an element in the reachable set R4 (T) if
they satisfy one of the following conditions:

1. y: (=00, L1)U(R1,00) = R be a non decreasing function such that
y(x) <0 iof x< Ly,
y(x) >0 if x> R;.
Suppose there exist 0 < T1,Ty < T such that
Ry

F(B) = g (4) =

then
2. If Ry >0,L1 =0, theny : (—o0, R1) U (R1,00) — R be a non decreasing function with

y(z) <0 if *< Ry,
y(z) >0 if x> Ry,
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3. If Ry =0, L1 <0, theny: (—oo, L1) U (L1,00) = R be a non decreasing function with
y(z) <0 if x <L,
y(z) >0 if x> Ly,
y(Ri+,T) > & .
4. In all the cases, the following must hold:
sup |z — y(x)] < 0.

Then we have the following:
Theorem 6.1 (characterization of RYB(T)). (T, L1, Ry,y(-)) eRYP(T) if and only id there exist a
ug € L(R) and the corresponding (A, B) entropy solution u of (1.1) satisfy
(Ta Ly, Ry, y()) = (T7 Ly (T)7 Ry (T)7 y('7 T))7
where (L1(T), R1(T),y(-,T)) are defined by u.

As earlier we can decompose the domain R x (0,7) into three disjoints regions D7, Do and Ds. Here
we only sketch the proof of backward construction and the rest follows as earlier.

I. Backward construction (continuous and shock solutions): Define

(i) hy : [f'(B),00) = [¢'(A,00) by hy =g 0ogito fof.

(ii) ho: (=00, (A)] = (=00, f'(A)] by ho = f'o fTlogog.
Then hy are isomorphisms and by R-H condition across the interface, using hy it follows as in
earlier case

(i) There are no forward rarefaction from the interface.

(ii) Continuous and shock solutions are constructed.

(iii) Using this and L'-contractivity for solutions with discrete set of discontinuities of the solution,

one can glue them to obtain a solution in Dy U D3, where Dy and D3 are described earlier.

II. Backward construction in Dj;. This is the case where the (A, B) entropy exist. Assume that
(T, L1, Ri,y()) € RYB(T) satisfies (6.1) with

oy if > Ry,
y(x)_{y_ if x<Ly.

f(B) = T]le , g (A) = Tfng’ Let (Toi,féc,sgf)) be as defined earlier. Define
/ o Rl - §+ ’ _ Ll - 5_
f(ﬂ—) - T O,Q(ﬁ_)_TO’
) = B2 gy = P
’Yl(t) _ R1+f( +)_f(5+)(t—T),

uy — By
72(t) = R +7f'( +)(E=1),
W) = S BT
ns(t) = —g'(A)t—1q),
ne(t) = Li+g(B-)(t—-1),
no = 1+ 8O0 g



71

& Y+

Figure 14: This figure illustrates backward construction with reflected characteristics.

Since (T, L1, Ry,y(-)) € RAB(T), hence by condition (6.1) and convexity of f and g, we have
yo <& <& <0< & <& <yp where & =1m2(0), & = £2(0). Define

(u_ if z <&,

p- it & <axgy,
) A i <z <0,
uol®) =90 5 i 0<z<&f,

By if & <z <&,
uy if x> &

and for 0 < t < T, (see figure 14 for illustration)

u— if x<n(t),

B it m(t) <z <nelt),

gt (@) if m(t) <z <&(t),7y <t<T,

) if m(t) <z <n3(t),0<t<T1y,

A if m3(t) <z <0,0<t <1y,

A if s.-(t)<x<0,75 <z<0,

ui(x,t) = %
’ B if 0<x<s§0+(t),
B if 0<z<ys(t),0<t<Tty
_ et

=t <%> if Sgar(t) <zr< ’72(t),7’6i_ <t<T
if y3(t) <z <ye(t),0 <t<7y

By if 72(t) <@ <s(t)

Ut if x> y(t).

Then u, is the (A, B) entropy solution of (1.1) with u; o as the initial data.

7. Appendix

Proof of lemma 2.1. From the hypothesis on {fx} and {gx}, it follows that klim (fe.gr) — (f*¢") in
—00

C’lloc(R). Since {ug} is uniformly bounded in L*(R) and converges to ug in weak™ — L*°(R). Hence
{wvo,x } converges to vy uniformly on compact subsets of R and having uniformly Lipschitz constant. Hence
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{v} are having uniformly Lipschitz constant. Hence by Arzela-Ascoli theorem, there exists a subsequence
still denoted by {vg} converges to w in Cp (R x [0,00)).
Claim: klim chi(z,t) C ch(z,t), v =w.

—00

d
For ~ € chi(x,t), then from lemma 4.2 of [5] (page 38), {ﬂ} is uniformly bounded and hence for

db
subsequence {k, } converges to 5 € ch(x,t). In order to prove the claim we need to show that 4 € ch(z,1).

If v € c(z,t) then vg(z,t) = Ty, 4, (2,1) < Ty, (2,1). Letting k = k; and k; — oo to obtain
w(z,t) = lHm v, (x,t) =Ty 5(2,t) < Ty 4(2,1).
k;—o00

Hence 4 € ch(x,t) and

w(z,t) = «/elcr(li ) Loo (2, t) = v(2,t).

This proves the claim. Hence by uniqueness of the limit, it follows that hm v = v in Cp.(R) and

khm chi(z,t) C ch(z,t). Since Lipschitz constant of {v;} are uniformly bounded hence for any ¢ €
—00
CH(R x (0,00)), we have for Q = R x (0, 00)

. . Oy
1 — = — — .
ki)ngo/ god:ndt klggo kg dxdt (7.1)
Q
. dy
= [ . :
/kl)ngovk D dxdt (7.2)
Q
Ip
= — —dzdt. .
/ Vo (7.3)
Q
Hence %L — % D'(Q). This proves the lemma. O
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