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0 On decay of entropy solutions to multidimensional

conservation laws in the case of perturbed periodic

initial data

Evgeny Yu. Panov

Abstract

Under a precise genuine nonlinearity assumption we establish the decay of en-
tropy solutions of a multidimensional scalar conservation law with merely contin-
uous flux and with initial data being a sum of periodic function and a function
vanishing at infinity (in the sense of measure).

1 Introduction

In the half-space Π = R+×Rn, R+ = (0,+∞), we consider a first order multidimensional
conservation law

ut + divx ϕ(u) = 0, (1.1)

with the flux vector ϕ(u) supposed to be only continuous: ϕ(u) = (ϕ1(u), . . . , ϕn(u)) ∈
C(R,Rn). Equation (1.1) is endowed with initial condition

u(0, x) = u0(x) ∈ L∞(Rn). (1.2)

We recall the notion of entropy solution of the Cauchy problem (1.1), (1.2) in the sense
of S.N. Kruzhkov [5].

Definition 1.1. A bounded measurable function u = u(t, x) ∈ L∞(Π) is called an
entropy solution (e.s. for short) of (1.1), (1.2) if for all k ∈ R

|u− k|t + divx[sign(u− k)(ϕ(u)− ϕ(k))] ≤ 0 (1.3)

in the sense of distributions on Π (in D′(Π)), and

ess lim
t→0+

u(t, ·) = u0 in L1
loc(R

n). (1.4)
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Condition (1.3) means that for all test functions f = f(t, x) ∈ C1
0 (Π), f ≥ 0

∫

Π

[|u− k|ft + sign(u− k)(ϕ(u)− ϕ(k)) · ∇xf ]dtdx ≥ 0

(where “·” denotes the inner product in Rn). It is known that e.s. of (1.1), (1.2) always
exists but in the case of only continuous flux may be nonunique, see [6, 7]. Nevertheless,
if initial function is periodic (at least in n − 1 independent directions), the uniqueness
holds: an e.s. of (1.1), (1.2) is unique and space-periodic, see [8, 9, 10]. In general case
there always exists the unique maximal and minimal e.s., see [1, 9, 10].

We also notice that, in view of [11, Corollary 7.1], after possible correction on a set of
null measure an e.s. u(t, x) is continuous on [0,+∞) as a map t 7→ u(t, ·) into L1

loc(R
n).

In order to simplify formulations, we will always suppose that e.s. satisfy this continuity
property

u(t, ·) ∈ C([0,+∞), L1
loc(R

n)).

In view of (1.4), we claim that u(0, x) = u0(x) and in (1.4) we may replace the essential
limit by the usual one. In the present paper we study the long time decay property of
e.s. in the case when initial data is a perturbed periodic function. More precisely, we
assume that the initial function u0(x) = p(x) + v(x), where p(x), v(x) ∈ L∞(Rn), p(x) is
periodic while v(x) vanishes at infinity in the sense of strong mean value

lim
|A|→∞

1

|A|

∫

A

|v(x)|dx = 0, (1.5)

where A runs over Lebesgue measurable sets A ⊂ Rn of positive Lebesgue measure
|A| = measA. Observe that the functions p, v are uniquely defined (up to equality on a
set of full measure) by the function u0. Let

G = { e ∈ Rn | p(x+ e) = p(x) almost everywhere in Rn } (1.6)

be the group of periods of p, it is not necessarily a lattice because p(x) may be constant
in some directions. For example, if p ≡ const then G = Rn. The periodicity of p means
that the linear hull of G coincides with Rn, that is, there is a basis of periods of p. Denote
by H the maximal linear subspace containing in G. The dual lattice

G′ = { ξ ∈ Rn | ξ · e ∈ Z ∀e ∈ G }

is indeed a lattice in the orthogonal complement H⊥ of the space H (we will prove
this simple statement in Lemma 2.1 below). Observe also that G′ = L′

0 in H⊥, where
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L0 = G ∩ H⊥, so that G = H ⊕ L0. It is rather well-known (at least for continuous
periodic functions) that L0 is a lattice in H⊥. The case of measurable periodic functions
requires some little modifications and, for the sake of completeness, we put the proof of
this fact in Lemma 2.1. Notice that we use more general notion of period contained in
(1.6). For the standard notion p(x + e) ≡ p(x) (where the words “almost everywhere”
are omitted) the group G may have more complicate structure. For example, the group
of periods of the Dirichlet function on R is a set of rationals Q, which is not a lattice in
R. We introduce the torus Td = Rn/G = H⊥/L0 of dimension d = dimH⊥ = n−dimH
equipped with the normalized Lebesgue measure dy. The periodic function p can be
considered as a function on this torus Td: p = p(y). Let

m =

∫

Td

p(y)dy

be the mean value of this function. Clearly, this value coincides with the mean value of
the initial data:

m = lim
R→∞

1

|BR|

∫

BR

u0(x)dx,

where BR is the ball |x| < R.
We will study the long time decay property of e.s. with respect to the following

shift-invariant norm on L∞(Rn):

‖u‖X = sup
y∈Rn

∫

|x−y|<1

|u(x)|dx (1.7)

(where we denote by |z| the Euclidean norm of a finite-dimensional vector z). As was
demonstrated in [14], this norm is equivalent to each of more general norms

‖u‖V = sup
y∈Rn

∫

y+V

|u(x)|dx, (1.8)

where V is any bounded open set in Rn (the original norm ‖ · ‖X corresponds to the
unit ball |x| < 1). For the sake of completeness we repeat the proof of this result in
Lemma 2.3 below. Obviously, norm (1.7) generates the stronger topology than one of
L1
loc(R

n).
We denote by F the closed set of points u ∈ R such that the flux components ϕ(u) · ξ

are not affine on any vicinity of u for all ξ ∈ G′, ξ 6= 0. In the case when such ξ do not
exist (i.e., when G = H = Rn), we define F as the set of u such that the entire vector
ϕ(u) is not affine (that is, at least one its component is not affine) on any vicinity of u.
Our main result is the following decay property.
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Theorem 1.1. Assume that the flux vector ϕ(u) is genuinely nonlinear in the sense
that for all a < m, b > m the intervals (a,m), (m, b) intersect with F : (a,m) ∩ F 6= ∅,
(m, b) ∩ F 6= ∅. Suppose that u(t, x) is an e.s. of (1.1), (1.2). Then

lim
t→+∞

‖u(t, ·)−m‖X = 0. (1.9)

The condition H = Rn means that the function p(x) is constant, p ≡ m. In this case,
the requirement of Theorem 1.1 reduces to the condition that the flux vector ϕ(u) is
not affine on any semivicinity (a,m), (m, b) of the mean m. When m = 0, Theorem 1.1
was proved in [14]. The case of arbitrary m reduces to the case m = 0 by the change
u → u−m, ϕ(u) → ϕ(u+m). Thus, we may suppose in the sequel that p 6≡ const and
therefore the lattice G′ is not trivial.

Remark that the genuine nonlinearity requirement in Theorem 1.1 implies thatm ∈ F
because of closeness of this set. Generally, under this weaker condition m ∈ F the decay
property fails, cf. Example 2.1 below. But, in periodic case v ≡ 0, the decay property
(1.9) holds under the weaker condition m ∈ F , that is,

∀ξ ∈ G′, ξ 6= 0 the flux components ϕ(u) · ξ

are not affine on any vicinity of m. (1.10)

In the standard case when G is a lattice (that is, when dimH = 0) it was proved in [13,
Theorem 1.3], see also earlier papers [4, 12, 3]. The general case of arbitrary H easily
reduces to the case dimH = 0. We provide the details in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that the initial function u0 = p(x) is periodic with a group of
periods G, and condition (1.10) is satisfied. Then the e.s. u = u(t, x) of problem (1.1),
(1.2) exhibits the decay property

ess lim
t→+∞

u(t, ·) = m =

∫

Td

u0(x)dx in L1(Td). (1.11)

Proof. Observe that for all e ∈ G u0(x + e) = u0(x) a.e. in Rn. Obviously, u(t, x + e)
is an e.s. of (1.1), (1.2) with the same initial data u0(x). By the uniqueness of an e.s.,
known in the case of periodic initial function, we claim that u(t, x+ e) = u(t, x) a.e. in
Π, that is, u(t, x) is G-periodic in the space variables. In particular, u(t, ·) ∈ L1(Td) for
a.e. t > 0 and relation (1.11) is well-defined. We choose a non-degenerate linear operator
Q in Rn, which transfers the space H into the standard subspace

Rn−d = { x = (x1, . . . , xn) | xi = 0 ∀i = 1, . . . , d }.
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After the change y = Qx our problem reduces to the problem

vt + divy ϕ̃(v) = 0, v(0, y) = v0(y)
.
= u0(Q

−1(y)), (1.12)

where the flux ϕ̃(v) = Qϕ(v). As is easy to verify, u(t, x) = v(t, Qx), where v(t, y) is
an e.s. of (1.12). Observe that v0(y) is periodic with the group of periods G̃ = Q(G).
Therefore, the e.s. v(t, y) is space periodic with the group of periods containing G̃. In
particular, the functions v0(y), v(t, y) are constant in directions Rn−d = Q(H): v0(y) =
v0(y1, . . . , yd), v(t, y) = v(t, y1, . . . , yd) with v0(y

′) ∈ L∞(Rd), v(t, y′) ∈ L∞(R+ × Rd).
This readily implies that v(t, y′) is an e.s. of the low-dimensional problem

vt + divy′ ϕ̃(v) = vt +
d

∑

i=1

ϕ̃i(u) = 0, v(0, y′) = v0(y
′). (1.13)

Observe that v0(y
′) is periodic with the lattice of periods

L̃ = G̃ ∩ Rd = { y = (y1, . . . , yd) ∈ Rd | (y1, . . . , yd, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ G̃ }

(by Lemma 2.1 it is indeed a lattice). Using again Lemma 2.1, we find that the dual
lattice L̃′ = G̃′ = (Q∗)−1G′, where Q∗ is a conjugate operator. Observe that for each
nonzero ζ ∈ L̃′ the vector ξ = Q∗ζ ∈ G′, and

ζ · prRd ϕ̃(v) = ζ ·Qϕ(v) = Q∗ζ · ϕ(v) = ξ · ϕ(v).

By condition (1.10) we claim that the functions v → ζ · prRd ϕ̃(v) are not affine in any
vicinity of m, for every ζ ∈ L̃′. By the decay property [13, Theorem 1.3] applied to the
e.s. v(t, y′) of (1.13) we claim that

ess lim
t→+∞

v(t, ·) = m̃ =

∫

T̃d

v0(y
′)dy′ in L1(T̃d), (1.14)

where T̃d = Rd/L̃ = Rn/G̃ is a torus corresponding to the lattice L̃, and dy′ denotes the
normalized Lebesgue measure on this torus. Making the change of variables y = Qx,
which induces an isomorphism Q : Td → T̃d, we find that

m̃ =

∫

Td

u0(x)dx = m,

and that (1.14) reduces to the relation (1.11). The proof is complete.
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Notice that condition (1.10) is precise. In fact, if it fails, we may find a nonzero
vector ξ ∈ G′ and constants δ > 0, k ∈ R such that ξ ·ϕ(u)− ku = const on the segment
|u−m| ≤ δ. We define the hyperspace E = {x ∈ Rn | ξ · x = 0}. The linear functional
ξ is a homomorphism of the group G into Z. The range of this homomorphism is a
subgroup rZ ⊂ Z for some r ∈ N. Denote by G1 = E∩G the kernel of ξ. There exists an
element e0 ∈ G such that ξ · e0 = r. Then, as is easy to verify, the map (e,m) → e+me0
forms a group isomorphism of G1 ⊕ Z onto G. We choose n − 1 independent vectors ζi
such that ζi · e0 = 0, i = 1, . . . , n− 1 and make the linear change y = y(t, x)

yi = ζi · x, i = 1, . . . , n− 1, yn = ξ · x− kt, (1.15)

which reduces (1.1) to the conservation law

ut + divy ϕ̃(u) = 0 (1.16)

with the last flux component ϕ̃n(u) = ξϕ(u)−ku being constant on the segment |u−m| ≤
δ. If an initial data ũ0(y) satisfies the condition |ũ0 −m| ≤ δ then a corresponding e.s.
u = ũ(t, x) of (1.16) also satisfies the condition |ũ(t, x) − m| ≤ δ a.e. on Π, by the
maximum-minimum principle [2, Corollary 2.1]. Since ϕ̃n(u) is constant on the segment
|u−m| ≤ δ, ũ(t, y) is an e.s. of the equation

ut + divy′ ϕ̃(u) = ut +

n−1
∑

i=1

(ϕ̃i(u))yi = 0, (1.17)

where y′ = (y1, . . . , yn−1) ∈ Rn−1. This readily implies that for a.e. fixed yn ∈ R the
function ũ(t, y′, yn) is an e.s. of the Cauchy problem for the low-dimensional equation
(1.17), considered in the domain R+ × Rn−1, with the corresponding initial function
ũ0(y

′, yn). Assume that the function ũ0(y
′, yn) is y

′-periodic (with some group of periods)
with the mean value m(yn) =

1
|P |

∫

P
u0(y

′, yn)dy
′, P ⊂ Rn−1 being the periodicity cell (or,

the same, the corresponding torus). Then for a.e. yn ∈ R the mean value of ũ(t, ·, yn)
does not depend on t and equals m(yn) (see, for instance, [8]). If this function m(yn) is
not constant (a.e. in R) then the e.s. ũ(t, y) cannot satisfy the decay property. In fact,
if ũ(t, ·)−m → 0 as t → +∞ in L1

loc(R
n), then for each interval I ⊂ R

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

I

(m(yn)−m)dyn

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
1

|P |

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

P×I

(ũ(t, y)−m)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

|P |

∫

P×I

|ũ(t, y)−m|dy,

which implies, in the limit as t → +∞, that
∫

I
(m(yn)−m)dyn = 0. Since I is an arbitrary

interval, we find that m(yn) = m a.e. in R, which contradicts to our assumption.
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Now we choose a function v(x) ∈ C(E) such that ‖v‖∞ ≤ δ/2 and that v(x) is periodic
with the group of periods G1 and with zero mean value. Since G1 = H ⊕ (E ∩L0), such
v(x) actually exists, this function is constant in the direction H and is periodic in E∩H⊥

with exactly the lattice of periods E ∩ L0. We set

u0(x) = m+ v(pr(x)) +
δ

2
sin(2πξ · x/r),

where pr(x) ∈ E is the projection of x on E along the vector e0 (so that x− pr(x) ‖ e0).
Then ‖u0 −m‖∞ ≤ δ. Let us show that u0(x) is periodic with the group of periods G.
Since vectors e ∈ G1 and e0 are periods of u0, then the group G = G1 + Ze0 consists of
period of u0. On the other hand, if e ∈ Rn is a period of u0 then it can be decomposed
into a sum e = e1 + λe0, where e1 ∈ E, λ ∈ R. For x = x′ + se0, x

′ ∈ E, we have

u0(x+ e) = m+ v(x′ + e1) +
δ

2
sin(2π(s+ λ)) = u0(x) = m+ v(x′) +

δ

2
sin(2πs).

Averaging this equality over x′, we obtain that sin(2π(s + λ)) = sin(2πs) for all s ∈ R,
which implies that λ ∈ Z and that v(x′ + e1) = v(x′) for all x′ ∈ E. Therefore, e1 ∈ G1

(remind that G1 is the group of periods of v). Hence e = e1 + λe0 ∈ G1 + Ze0 = G. We
proved that the group of periods of u0 is exactly G. It is clear that m is the mean value
of u0.

Now, we are going to show that an e.s. u(t, x) of (1.1), (1.2) with the chosen initial
data does not satisfy decay property (1.11). After the change (1.15) the initial function

u0(x) transforms into ũ0(y) = m + ṽ(y′) +
δ

2
sin(2πyn/r), the function ṽ(y′) ∈ C(Rn−1)

is determined by the identity v(x) = ṽ(y(x)), where y(x) = y(0, x), x ∈ E, is a linear
isomorphism E → Rn−1. Obviously, the function ṽ(y′) is periodic with the group of
periods y(G1) and zero mean value. Therefore, the mean value of initial data over the

variables y′ equals m(yn) = m +
δ

2
sin(2πyn/r) and it is not constant. In this case it

has been already demonstrated that an e.s. ũ(t, y) of the Cauchy problem for equation
(1.16) does not satisfy the decay property. Due to the identity u(t, x) = ũ(t, y(t, x)), we
see that an e.s. of original problem does not satisfy (1.11) either.

2 Proof of the main results

2.1 Auxiliary lemmas

Lemma 2.1. Let G be the group of periods of a periodic function p(x) ∈ L∞(Rn), and
let, as in Introduction, H be a maximal linear subspace of G, L0 = G ∩H⊥, and let G′
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be a dual group to G. Then
(i) L0 is a lattice of dimension d = dimH⊥;
(ii) G′ is a lattice in H⊥ of dimension d, and G′ = L′

0 in H⊥.

Proof. (i) We have to prove that the group L0 is discrete, that is, all its points are
isolated. Since L0 is a group it is sufficient to show that 0 is an isolated point of L0.
Assuming the contrary, we find a sequence hk ∈ L0, such that hk 6= 0, hk → 0 as
k → ∞. By compactness of the unit sphere |x| = 1, we may suppose that the sequence
|hk|

−1hk → ξ as k → ∞, where ξ ∈ H⊥, |ξ| = 1. Let w(x) ∈ C1
0(R

n) and v(x) be
the convolution v = p ∗ w(x) =

∫

Rn p(x − y)w(y)dy. By known property of convolution
v(x) ∈ C1(Rn). Further, for each e ∈ G and x ∈ Rn

v(x+ e) =

∫

Rn

p(x− y + e)w(y)dy =

∫

Rn

p(x− y)w(y)dy = v(x)

and in particular v(x+ hk) = v(x) ∀k ∈ N. Since v is differentiable,

0 = |hk|
−1(v(x+ hk)− v(x)) = ∇v(x) · |hk|

−1hk + εk, (2.1)

where εk → 0 as k → ∞. Passing in (2.1) to the limit as k → ∞, we obtain that ∂v(x)
∂ξ

=

∇v(x) · ξ = 0 for all x ∈ Rn. Therefore, v is constant in the direction ξ: v(x+ sξ) = v(x)
for all s ∈ R, x ∈ Rn. We choose a nonnegative function w(x) ∈ C1

0 (R
n) such that

∫

Rn w(x)dx = 1 and set ωr(x) = rnω(rx), r ∈ N. This sequence (an approximate unity)
converges to Dirac δ-function as r → ∞ weakly in the space of distributions D′(Rn). The
corresponding sequence of averaged functions vr = p ∗ wr(x) converges to p as r → ∞
in L1

loc(R
n). As was already established, the functions vr are constant in the direction ξ.

Therefore, for each α ∈ R, R > 0
∫

|x|<R

|vr(x+ αξ)− vr(x)|dx = 0.

Passing in this relation to the limit as r → ∞, we obtain that
∫

|x|<R

|p(x+ αξ)− p(x)|dx = 0 ∀R > 0,

which implies that p(x + αξ) = p(x) a.e. in Rn, that is, αξ ∈ G. Thus, the linear
subspace H1 = { x+αξ | x ∈ H,α ∈ R } ⊂ G. Since ξ ∈ H⊥, ξ 6= 0, then H ( H1. But
this contradicts to the maximality of H . This contradiction proves that L0 is a discrete
additive subgroup of Rn, i.e., a lattice. By the construction, G = H ⊕ L0. Since G
generates the entire space Rn, then L0 must generate H⊥, that is, dimL0 = d.
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(ii) Since dimG = n, we can choose a basis ek, k = 1, . . . , n, of the linear space
Rn laying in G. We define R = max

k=1,...,n
|ek|, δ = 1/R. Let ξ ∈ G′, |ξ| < δ. Then

|ξ · ek| ≤ |ξ||ek| ≤ |ξ|R < 1. Since ξ · ek ∈ Z we claim that ξ · ek = 0 for all k = 1, . . . , n.
Since ek, k = 1, . . . , n, is a basis, this implies that ξ = 0. We obtain that the ball
|ξ| < δ contains only zero element of the group G′. This means that this group is
discrete and therefore it is a lattice. If ξ ∈ G′, e ∈ H then αξ · e = ξ · αe ∈ Z for all
α ∈ R. This is possible only if ξ · e = 0. This holds for every e ∈ H , that is, ξ ∈ H⊥.
Obviously, for such ξ, the requirement ξ ∈ G′ reduces to the condition ξ · e ∈ Z for all
e ∈ L0. We conclude that G′ = L′

0. Since L0 is a lattice, this in particular implies that
dimG′ = dimL0 = d.

It is useful to rewrite condition (1.5) in the following equivalent form

Lemma 2.2. Condition (1.5) is equivalent to the following one:

∀λ > 0 meas{ x ∈ Rn : |v(x)| > λ } < +∞. (2.2)

Proof. Assuming (2.2), we denote Aλ = { x ∈ Rn : |v(x)| > λ }, λ > 0, so that
|Aλ| < +∞. Then for every measurable set A of finite measure

∫

A

|v(x)|dx =

∫

A\Aλ

|v(x)|dx+

∫

A∩Aλ

|v(x)|dx ≤ λ|A|+ ‖v‖∞|Aλ|.

Therefore,

lim sup
|A|→∞

1

|A|

∫

A

|v(x)|dx ≤ lim
|A|→∞

(λ+ ‖v‖∞|Aλ|/|A|) = λ.

Since λ > 0 is arbitrary, we deduce (1.5). Conversely, suppose that (1.5) holds. Assuming
that (2.2) is violating, we can find λ > 0 such that the set Aλ has infinite measure. Then
we can choose the sequence of measurable subsets Am ⊂ Aλ such that |Am| = m, m ∈ N.
Obviously,

1

|Am|

∫

Am

|v(x)|dx ≥ λ

while |Am| = m → ∞ as m → ∞. Since this contradicts (1.5), we conclude that (2.2) is
satisfied.

We will denote by L∞
0 (Rn) the subspace of functions from L∞(Rn) satisfying (2.2).

Obviously, L∞
0 (Rn) contains functions vanishing at infinity as well as functions from the

spaces Lp(Rn), p > 0.
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Lemma 2.3. The norms ‖ · ‖V defined in (1.8) are mutually equivalent.

Proof. Let V1, V2 be open bounded sets in Rn, and K1 = ClV1 be the closure of V1. Then
K1 is a compact set while y+V2, y ∈ K1, is its open covering. By the compactness there

is a finite set yi, i = 1, . . . , m, such that K1 ⊂
m
⋃

i=1

(yi + V2). This implies that for every

y ∈ Rn and u = u(x) ∈ L∞(Rn)

∫

y+V1

|u(x)|dx ≤
m
∑

i=1

∫

y+yi+V2

|u(x)|dx ≤ m‖u‖V2
.

Hence, ∀u = u(x) ∈ L∞(Rn)

‖u‖V1
= sup

y∈Rn

∫

y+V1

|u(x)|dx ≤ m‖u‖V2
.

Changing the places of V1, V2, we obtain the inverse inequality ‖u‖V2
≤ l‖u‖V1

for all
u ∈ L∞(Rn), where l is some positive constant. This completes the proof.

Proposition 2.1. Let G be a lattice and values α+, α− ∈ F be such that α− < m < α+.
Then an e.s. u(t, x) of (1.1), (1.2) satisfies the property

lim sup
t→0

‖u(t, ·)−m‖X ≤ 2n(α+ − α−).

Proof. Let ek, k = 1, . . . , n, be a basis of the lattice G. We define for r ∈ N the
parallelepiped

Pr =

{

x =
n

∑

k=1

xkek : −r/2 ≤ xk < r/2, k = 1, . . . , n

}

.

It is clear that Pr is a fundamental parallelepiped for a lattice rG ⊂ G. We introduce
the functions

v+r (x) = sup
e∈G

v(x+ re), v−r (x) = inf
e∈G

v(x+ re), Vr(x) = sup
e∈G

|v(x+ re)|.

Since G is countable, these functions are well-defined in L∞(Rn), and |v±r | ≤ Vr(x) ≤
C0

.
= ‖v‖∞ for a.e. x ∈ Rn. It is clear that v±r (x) are rG-periodic and

v−r (x) ≤ v(x) ≤ v+r (x). (2.3)
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Let us show that under condition (2.2)

Mr =
1

|Pr|

∫

Pr

Vr(x)dx → 0 as r → +∞. (2.4)

For that we fix ε > 0 and define the set A = { x ∈ Rn : |v(x)| > ε }. In view of (2.2)
the measure of this set is finite, measA = q < +∞. We also define the sets

Ae
r = { x ∈ Pr : x+ re ∈ A } ⊂ Pr, r > 0, e ∈ G, Ar =

⋃

e∈G

Ae
r.

By the translation invariance of Lebesgue measure and the fact that Rn is the disjoint
union of the sets re+ Pr, e ∈ G, we have

∑

e∈G

measAe
r =

∑

e∈G

meas(re+ Ae
r) =

∑

e∈G

meas(A ∩ (re+ Pr)) = measA = q.

This implies that

measAr ≤
∑

e∈G

measAe
r = q. (2.5)

If x /∈ Ar then |v(x+ re)| ≤ ε for all e ∈ G, which implies that Vr(x) ≤ ε. Taking (2.5)
into account, we find
∫

Pr

Vr(x)dx =

∫

Ar

Vr(x)dx+

∫

Pr\Ar

Vr(x)dx ≤ C0measAr + εmeasPr ≤ C0q + ε|Pr|.

It follows from this estimate that

lim sup
r→+∞

Mr ≤ lim
r→+∞

(

C0q

|Pr|
+ ε

)

= ε

and since ε > 0 is arbitrary, we conclude that (2.4) holds. Let

ε±r =
1

|Pr|

∫

Pr

v±r (x)dx

be mean values of rG-periodic functions v±r (x). In view of (2.4)

|ε±r | ≤ Mr →
r→∞

0. (2.6)

By (2.6) we claim that |ε±r | < min(α+ − m,m − α−) for sufficiently large r ∈ N. We
introduce for such r the rG-periodic functions

u+
0 (x) = p(x) + v+r (x) + α+ −m− ε+r , u−

0 (x) = p(x) + v−r (x)− (m− α− + ε−r )
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with the mean values α+, α−, respectively. In view of (2.3) and the conditions α+−m−
ε+r > 0, m− α− + ε−r > 0, we have

u−
0 (x) ≤ u0(x) ≤ u+

0 (x). (2.7)

Let u± be unique (by [8, Corollary 3]) e.s. of (1.1), (1.2) with initial functions u±
0 ,

respectively. Taking into account that (rG)′ = 1
r
G′, we see that condition (1.10), corre-

sponding to the lattice rG and the mean values α−, α+, is satisfied. By Theorem 1.2 (or
[13, Theorem 1.3]) we find that

lim
t→+∞

∫

Pr

|u±(t, x)− α±|dx = 0. (2.8)

By the periodicity, for each y ∈ Rn

∫

y+Pr

|u±(t, x)− α±|dx =

∫

Pr

|u±(t, x)− α±|dx,

which readily implies that for V = IntPr

‖u±(t, x)− α±‖V =

∫

Pr

|u±(t, x)− α±|dx.

In view of Lemma 2.3 we have the estimate

‖u±(t, x)− α±‖X ≤ C

∫

Pr

|u±(t, x)− α±|dx, C = Cr = const.

By (2.8) we claim that
lim

t→+∞
‖u±(t, ·)− α±‖X = 0. (2.9)

Let u = u(t, x) be an e.s. of the original problem (1.1), (1.2) with initial data u0(x). Since
the functions u±

0 are periodic, then it follows from (2.7) and the comparison principle [8,
Corollary 3] that u− ≤ u ≤ u+ a.e. in Π. This readily implies the relation

‖u(t, ·)−m‖X ≤ ‖u−(t, ·)−m‖X + ‖u+(t, ·)−m‖X ≤

‖u−(t, x)− α−‖X + ‖u+(t, x)− α+‖X + c(α+ −m+m− α−), (2.10)

where c < 2n is Lebesgue measure of the unit ball |x| < 1 in Rn. In view of (2.9) it
follows from (2.10) in the limit as t → +∞ that

lim sup
t→+∞

‖u(t, ·)−m‖X ≤ c(α+ − α−) ≤ 2n(α+ − α−),

as was to be proved.
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2.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

We are going to establish that the statement of Proposition 2.1 remains valid in the case
of arbitrary G. We will suppose that dimH < n, otherwise p ≡ const and this case has
been already considered in Introduction.

Proposition 2.2. Assume that m ∈ (α−, α+), where α± ∈ F , and u = u(t, x) is an e.s.
of (1.1), (1.2). Then,

lim sup
t→+∞

‖u(t, ·)−m‖X ≤ 2n+3(α+ − α−). (2.11)

Proof. Suppose firstly that v(x) ∈ L∞(Rn) is a finite function, that is, its closed support
supp v is compact. Let A = H + supp v = H ⊕K, where K is the orthogonal projection
of supp v on the space H⊥. We define the functions v±(x) = ±‖v‖∞χA(x), where χA(x)
is the indicator function of the set A. We define functions u±

0 (x) = p(x) + v±(x) and let
u−(t, x) be the smallest e.s. of (1.1), (1.2) with initial data u−

0 (x), u
+(t, x) be the largest

e.s. of (1.1), (1.2) with initial data u+
0 (x), existence of such e.s. was established in [9,

Theorems 1, 1’]. Since u−
0 (x) ≤ u0(x) ≤ u+

0 (x) a.e. on Rn, we derive that u− ≤ u ≤ u+ by
the property of monotone dependence of the smallest and the largest e.s. on initial data,
cf. [9, Corollary 4]. Observe that the initial functions u±

0 (x) are constant in direction H .
Therefore, for any e ∈ H , the functions u±(t, x+ e) are the largest and the smallest e.s.
of the same problems as u±(t, x). By the uniqueness we claim that u±(t, x+e) = u±(t, x)
a.e. in Π. Hence, u±(t, x) = u±(t, x′), x′ = prH⊥ x. As is easy to see, u±(t, x′) are the
largest and the smallest e.s. of d-dimensional problem

ut + divx′ ϕ̃(u) = 0, u(0, x′) = u±
0 (x

′)

on the subspace H⊥, where ϕ̃(u) = prH⊥ ϕ(u). In the same way as in the proof of Theo-
rem 1.2 this problem can be written in the standard way (like (1.12) ) by an appropriate
change of the space variables. Since the initial functions u±

0 (x
′) = p(x′) + v±(x′), where

p(x′) is periodic with the lattice of periods L0, while v±(x′) are bounded functions with
compact support K (so that v±(x′) ∈ L∞

0 (H⊥)), we may apply Proposition 2.1. By this
proposition,

lim sup
t→0

‖u±(t, x)−m‖X ≤ lim sup
t→0

2n−d‖u±(t, x′)−m‖X ≤

2n−d2d(α+ − α−) = 2n(α+ − α−), (2.12)

where the first X-norm is taken in L∞(Rn) while the second X-norm is on L∞(H⊥).
Since the e.s. u(t, x) is situated between u− and u+, then

‖u(t, ·)−m‖X ≤ ‖u+(t, ·)−m‖X + ‖u−(t, ·)−m‖X
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and in view of (2.12)

lim sup
t→0

‖u(t, ·)−m‖X ≤ 2n+1(α+ − α−). (2.13)

Now we suppose that v ∈ L1(Rn) ∩ L∞(Rn). For fixed ε > 0 we can find a function
ṽ ∈ L∞(Rn) with compact support such that ‖v− ṽ‖1 ≤ ε. We denote by u+ = u+(t, x),
u− = u−(t, x) the largest and the smallest e.s. of (1.1), (1.2) with initial function
u0 = p(x) + v(x). Similarly, by ũ+ = ũ+(t, x), ũ− = ũ−(t, x) we denote the largest and
the smallest e.s. of (1.1), (1.2) with initial function ũ0 = p(x) + ṽ(x). It is known, cf.
[9, Theorems 1, 1’], that the largest and the smallest e.s. exhibit the L1-contraction
property. In particular, for all t > 0

∫

Rn

|u±(t, x)− ũ±(t, x)|dx ≤

∫

Rn

|u0(x)− ũ0(x)|dx = ‖v − ṽ‖1 < ε. (2.14)

Since the function ṽ has finite support, relation (2.13) holds for the e.s. ũ±(t, x), i.e.,

lim sup
t→0

‖ũ±(t, ·)−m‖X ≤ 2n+1(α+ − α−). (2.15)

In view of (2.14)

‖u±(t, ·)− ũ±(t, ·)‖X ≤ ‖u±(t, ·)− ũ±(t, ·)‖1 < ε

and (2.15) implies the estimates

lim sup
t→0

‖u±(t, ·)−m‖X ≤ 2n+1(α+ − α−) + ε.

and since ε > 0 is arbitrary, we find that

lim sup
t→0

‖u±(t, ·)−m‖X ≤ 2n+1(α+ − α−). (2.16)

Since u− ≤ u ≤ u+, then ‖u(t, ·) − m‖X ≤ ‖u+(t, ·) − m‖X + ‖u−(t, ·) − m‖X and it
follows from (2.16) that

lim sup
t→0

‖u(t, ·)−m‖X ≤ 2n+2(α+ − α−). (2.17)

In the general case v ∈ L∞
0 (Rn) we choose such δ > 0 that α− < m − δ < m + δ < α+

and set v+(x) = max(v(x)−δ, 0), v−(x) = min(v(x)+ δ, 0). Observe that these functions
vanish outside of the set |v(x)| > δ of finite measure. Therefore, v± ∈ L1(Rn). Obviously,

u0(x) ≤ u0+(x) = p(x) + δ + v+(x), u0(x) ≥ u0−(x) = p(x)− δ + v−(x). (2.18)
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Notice that p(x) ± δ are periodic functions with the same group of periods G as p(x)
and with the mean values m± δ ∈ (α−, α+). Let u+(t, x) be the largest e.s. of problem
(1.1), (1.2) with initial function u0+(x), and u−(t, x) be the smallest e.s. of this problem
with initial data u0−(x). In view of (2.18), we have u−(t, x) ≤ u(t, x) ≤ u+(t, x). As we
have already established, the e.s. u±(t, x) satisfy relation (2.17):

lim sup
t→0

‖u±(t, ·)− (m± δ)‖X ≤ 2n+2(α+ − α−).

This implies that

lim sup
t→0

‖u±(t, ·)−m‖X ≤ 2n+2(α+ − α−) + 2nδ, (2.19)

where we use the fact that measure of a unit ball in Rn is not larger than 2n. Since the
e.s. u is situated between u− and u+, we derive from (2.19) that

lim sup
t→0

‖u±(t, ·)−m‖X ≤ 2n+3(α+ − α−) + 2n+1δ,

and to complete the proof it only remains to notice that a sufficiently small δ > 0 is
arbitrary.

Under the assumption of Theorem 1.1 the value α+ − α− in (2.11) may be arbitrar-
ily small. Therefore, (1.9) follows from (2.11). This completes the proof of our main
Theorem 1.1. Remark that in the case when the perturbation v ≥ 0 (v ≤ 0) we can
weaken the genuine nonlinearity assumption in Theorem 1.1 by the requirement ∀b > m
(m, b) ∩ F 6= ∅ (respectively, ∀a < m (a,m) ∩ F 6= ∅). However, it is not possible, to
weaken this assumption by the condition m ∈ F , as in the periodic case v ≡ 0. Let us
confirm this by the following example.

Example 2.1. In the case of a single space variable we consider the equation

ut + (max(0,−u))x = 0. (2.20)

Let p(x) be 2-periodic function such that p(x) =

{

1 , 0 ≤ x < 1,
−1 , 1 ≤ x < 2

. The mean value

of this function m =
∫ 2

0
p(x)dx = 0 while 0 ∈ F (the flux function ϕ(u) = max(0,−u)

is not affine in any vicinity of 0). Moreover, F = {0} and the genuine nonlinearity
assumption of Theorem 1.1 is violated. The e.s. ũ(t, x) of Cauchy problem for equation

15



(2.20) with initial data p(x) can be constructed explicitly. It is 2-periodic with respect
to x, while for x ∈ [0, 2)

ũ(t, x) =







1 , 0 ≤ x < 1− t/2,
−1 , 1− t/2 ≤ x < 2− t,
0 , 2− t ≤ x < 2,

see Fig. 1.
In particular, ũ(t, x) ≡ 0 for all t > 2, which is consistent with the statement of

Theorem 1.2. Now we consider the small perturbation v(x) = εχ[0,1)(x), where ε > 0
and χ[0,1)(x) is the indicator function of the interval [0, 1). Let u(t, x) be the e.s. of (2.20)
with initial condition u(0, x) = p(x)+v(x). As is easy to verify, this e.s. u(t, x) = ũ(t, x)
if x /∈ [0, 2) while for x ∈ [0, 2)

u(t, x) =







1 + ε , 0 ≤ x < max(1− t/(2 + ε), ε/(1 + ε)),
−1 , 1− t/(2 + ε) ≤ x < 2− t,
0 , max(2− t, ε/(1 + ε)) ≤ x < 2,

see Fig. 2.

1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1 1 -11 -11 -11 -11 -1

0

t

x

......

Figure 1: The solution u(t, x) with the periodic initial data.
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Figure 2: The solution u(t, x) with the perturbed initial data.

In particular, u(t, x) ≡ (1 + ε)χ[0,ε/(1+ε))(x) for t ≥ 2 and the decay property (1.9)
fails.
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