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BACKWARD-FORWARD CHARACTERIZATION OF ATTAINABLE SET
FOR CONSERVATION LAWS WITH SPATIALLY DISCONTINUOUS FLUX

FABIO ANCONA AND LUCA TALAMINI

ABSTRACT. Consider a scalar conservation law with a spatially discontinuous flux at a single point
x = 0, and assume that the flux is uniformly convex when z # 0. Given an interface connection
(A, B), we define a backward solution operator consistent with the concept of AB-entropy solu-
tion [4, 13, 16]. We then analyze the family AlAB] (T) of profiles that can be attained at time
T > 0 by AB-entropy solutions with L°°-initial data. We provide a characterization of AlAB] (T) as
fixed points of the backward-forward solution operator. As an intermediate step we establish a full
characterization of AP (T) in terms of unilateral constraints and Oleinik-type estimates, valid for
all connections. Building on such a characterization we derive uniform BV bounds on the flux of
AB-entropy solutions, which in turn yield the Li,.-Lipschitz continuity in time of these solutions.
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1. INTRODUCTION
Consider the initial value problem for the scalar conservation law in one space dimension
ug+ f(x,u), =0, xR, >0, (1.1)
u(z,0) = up(z), x € R, (1.2)
where u = u(x,t) is the state variable and the flux f is a space discontinuous function given by
faw) = {;i((z))’, ii% (1.3)

We assume that fj, f- : R — R are twice continuously differentiable, uniformly convex maps that
satisfy

fl (), f'(u) > a>0, (1.4)
and (up to a reparametrization)

fi(0) = £:(0),  £i(1) = £-(1). (1.5)

We assume also that the unique critical points 6;, 6, of f, f,, respectively, satisfy
6,>0, 6,<1. (1.6)
Conservation laws with discontinuous flux serve as mathematical models for: oil reservoir simu-
lation [26, 27]; traffic flow dynamics with roads of varying amplitudes or surface conditions [33];
radar shape-from-shading problems [34]; blood flow in endovascular treatments [24, 17]; and for

many other different applications (see [(] and references therein).

We recall that problems of this type do not posses classical solutions globally defined in time
(even in the continuous flux case when f; = f,), since, regardless of how smooth the initial data
are, they can develop discontinuities (shocks) in finite time because of the nonlinearity of the
equation. To achieve existence results, one has to look for weak distributional solution that, for
sake of uniqueness, satisfy the classical Kruzkov entropy inequalities away from the point of flux
discontinuity, and a further interface entropy condition at the flux-discontinuity interface x = 0.

Various type of interface-entropy conditions have been introduced in the literature according
with the different physical phenomena modelled by (1.1) (see [11, 12]). Here, as in [(], for model-
lization and control treatment reasons we employ an admissibility criterion involving the so-called
interface connection (A, B), which yields the Definition 2.2 of AB-entropy solution (cfr.[41, 10]).
A connection (A, B) is a pair of states connected by a stationary weak solution of (1.1), taking
values A for x < 0, and B for # > 0, which has characteristics diverging from (or parallel to)
the flux-discontinuity interface = 0 (see Definition 2.1). The admissibility criterion for an AB-
entropy solution can be equivalently formulated in terms of an interface entropy condition or of
Kruzkov-type entropy inequalities adapted to the particular connection (A, B) taken into account
(cfr. [4, 13, 16]). Relying on this extended entropy inequalities and using an adapted version of
the Kruzkov doubling of variables argument, one can establish L-stability and uniqueness of AB-
entropy solutions to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) (see [16, 25]). We shall adopt the semigroup
notation u(x,t) = St[ABHuo(a;) for the unique solution of (1.1)-(1.2).

In this paper we are concerned as in [2, (] with a controllability problem for (1.1) where one
regards the initial data as controls and study the corresponding attainable set at a fixed time T > 0:

AWBI(T) = (SIAPIY Yy e Lo(R)}. (1.7)

In the same spirit of [22, 23, 28, 32] we introduce a backward solution operator (see Definition 2.13)

4B,

SHPT L L®(R) - Lo(R), w s S , (1.8)
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and we characterize the attainable targets for (1.1) at a time horizon T' > 0 as fixed-points of the

]+ OST[AB}—

composition backward-forward operator S%AB , as stated in our first main result:

Theorem 1.1. Let f be a fluz as in (1.3) satisfying the assumptions (1.4)-(1.6), and let (A, B)
be a connection. Then, for every T > 0, and for any w € L*°(R), the following conditions are
equivalent.

(1) w e AUBI(T),

(2) w= SYLABH o SQLAB]_w.
Moreover, if (A, B) is a non critical connection, i.e. if A # 0;, B # 0,, then the condition (2) is
equivalent to

(1) we AI[;}B] (T'), where
AT = (SEP g < up € BVine(R)}, (1.9)
and there holds
AABI(T) = AT (1.10)
Clearly the main content of Theorem 1.1 are the implication (1) = (2) and (1)’ = (2), since

the reverse implications are straightforward once we define the backward operator S}AB]_ and verify

that, in the case of a non critical connection, one has ST[AB}_UO € BVjy(R) for all uy € L*(R).
The proof of (1) = (2) and (1)’ = (2) are obtained in two steps:

(I) First, we show that any attainable profile w € AMBI(T) belongs to a class of functions
o/ C BVipe(R\{0}) which satisfy suitable Oleinik-type inequalities and pointwise constraints
related to the (A, B)-connection in intervals containing the origin (see Theorem 4.2, 4.7,

4.9).
(IT) Next, we prove that any element of o7 is a fixed point of the composition backward-forward
operator S%ABH o ST[AB]_. Namely, for any given w € &/ we construct an initial datum

ug € L*°(R) such that w = SC[FABHuO, and then we show that indeed ug = S}AB]_W.

These two steps are firstly carried out in the case of a non critical connection (A, B) and of
attainable profiles w € AMBN(T) N BVo.(R). The proofs are obtained exploiting as in [(] the theory
of generalized characteristics by Dafermos [20], applied to the setting of discontinuous flux, and
relying on the duality property of the backward and forward solution operators. Next, we address
the case of a critical connection and of attainable profiles w e A5 (T) relying on the Ll-stability

of the map (A, B, ug) — St[ABHuo (see Theorem 2.7).

Some remarks are here in order.

e The results of Theorem 1.1 extend to the present setting of space discontinuous fluxes the similar
characterization of attainable profiles in terms of the backward solution operator obtained in [19,
Theorem 3.1, Corollary 3.2] and [28, Corollary 1] for conservation laws with strictly convex flux
independent on the space variable.

e The characterization of A5 (T') obtained in this paper unveils the presence of a classs of
attainable states for not critical connections that were not detected in [2, (], see Remark 4.12.

e The characterization of attainable profiles for (1.1), (1.3) in terms of unilateral constraints
and Oleinik-type estimates provides a powerful tool to investigate regularity properties of the
solutions to (1.1), (1.3). In particular, we build on such a characterization to derive uniform BV
bounds on AB-entropy solutions with initial datum in L* (in the case of non critical connections),
and on the flux of AB-entropy solutions (for general connections). This is a fairly non-trivial
result since it is well known [!] that the total variation of AB-entropy solutions may well blow
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up in a neighborhood of the flux-discontinuity interface x = 0. Thanks to these uniform BV
bounds, we can then establish the L}OC—Lipschz'tz continuity in time of AB-entropy solutions.

e The proof that Theorem 1.1 holds for critical connections once we know that Theorem 1.1 is
verified by non critical connections relies on a perturbation argument for attainable profiles.
This construction yields an approximate controllability result since it provides a general explicit
procedure to approximate an attainable profile for a critical connection by attainable profiles
for non critical connections.

Note furthermore that, by the non-backward uniqueness of (1.1) (due to the possible presence of
shocks in its solutions), there may exist in general multiple initial data wug that are stirred by (1.1)
to w € AP (T"). In fact, an important control problem related to the one considered in this paper
is the inverse design, which has the goal to reconstruct the set of initial data ug evolving to a given
attainable target w (see [19, 28, 32] for conservation laws with convex flux independent on the space
variable, and [23] for Hamilton-Jacobi equations with convex Hamiltonian). On the other hand,
when a target state w is not attainable at time T' > 0, the image of w through the backward-forward
operator S%ABH o ST[AB}_ represents a natural candidate to construct a reachable function which
is “as close as possible” (in an appropriate sense) to the the observed state w (see [22] in the case
of Hamilton-Jacobi and Burgers equations).

The results of the present paper provide a key building block to address both of these problems,
namely the characterization of the aforementioned set of initial data leading to a given attainable
target w for (1.1), and the analysis of the properties of the backward-forward operator S;ABH o
ST[AB}_ related to optimization problems for unattainable target profiles, which are pursued in the
forthcoming paper [10].

The paper is organized as follows. In § 2 we recall the definitions of interface connection (A, B), of
AB-entropy solution and of AB-backward solution operator. We also collect the stability properties
of the L'-contractive semigroup of AB-entropy solutions. In § 3 we establish the duality property
of the backward and forward solution operators, which constitutes a fundamental ingredient of the
proof of Theorem 1.1. § 4 collects the precise statements of the results on the characterization of
the attainable set A5 (T') via Oleinik-type inequalities and state constraints. In § 5 we carry
out the rather technical and involved proof of Theorem 1.1. At the beginning of the section, for
reader’s convenience, we provide a roadmap of the proof of Theorem 1.1, where we also highlight
the key innovative parts of the paper. In Appendix A we establish the L1-stability properties of the
semigroup of AB-entropy solutions with respect to time and with respect to the connections. We
also derive uniform BV bounds on AB-entropy solutions in the case of non critical connections, and
on the flux of AB-entropy solutions for general connections. In Appendix B we provide, for sake
of completeness, a simple proof of the non existence of rarefactions emanating from the interface
x = 0, which is a distinctive feature of AB-entropy solutions. Finally, in Appendix C we derive
some lower /upper L!-semicontinuity property for solutions to conservation laws, used to recover the
proof of Theorem 1.1 in the case of critical connections once we know the validity of Theorem 1.1
for non critical connections.

2. BASIC DEFINITIONS AND GENERAL SETTING

2.1. Connections and AB-entropy solutions. We recall here the definitions and properties of
interface connection and of entropy admissible solution introduced in [4].

Definition 2.1 (Interface Connection). Let f be a flux as in (1.3) satisfying the assump-
tions (1.4)-(1.6). A pair of values (A, B) € R? is called a connection if

(1) fi(A) = f(B),
(2) A<, and B > 0,.

We will say that connection (A, B) is critical if A =6; or B = 0),.
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FIGURE 1. An example of connection (A, B) with fj, f, strictly convex fluxes

FIGURE 2. The stationary undercompressive solution ¢A5.

Observe that condition (2) is equivalent to: f/(A) < 0, f/(B) > 0. Therefore, if (A,B) is a
connection, then the function

A, <0
AB ’ =Y
l pr— 2-1
¢ ( ) {B, x>0 ( )

is a weak stationary undercompressive (or marginally undercompressive) solution of (1.1), since the
characteristics diverge from, or are parallel to, the flux-discontinuity interface (see Figure 2). In
relation to the function ¢A? it is introduced in [16] the adapted entropy nap(x,u) = |u— cAB (z)].

Then, in the spirit of [14], it is employed in [16] the entropy n4p to select a unique solution of the
Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) that satisfies the interface entropy inequality

|u - CAB|t + [sgn(u — ABY(f(x,u) — fl(z, CAB))]QC <0, in D, (2.2)
in the sense of distributions, which leads to the following definition.

Definition 2.2 (AB-entropy solution). Let (A, B) be a connection and let ¢*? be the function
defined in (2.1). A function v € L>®(R x [0, +00]) is said to be an AB-entropy solution of the
problem (1.1),(1.2) if the following holds:

(1) u is a distributional solution of (1.1) on Rx ]0,+o0|, that is, for all test functions ¢ € C! with
compact support contained in Rx ]0, 4+o00[, there holds

/_Z /000 {ugy + f(z,u)¢p } ddt = 0. (2.3)

(2) w is a Kruzkov entropy weak solution of (1.1),(1.2) on (R \ {0})x ]0, +-00], that is, t — wu(:,t)
is a continuous map from [0,+oo[ to Li (R), the initial condition (1.2) is satisfied almost
everywhere, and:
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(2.a) for any non-negative test function ¢ € C! with compact support contained in | — oo, 0[ x
10, +00[, there holds

0o 0
/0/_{|u_k|¢t+sgn(u_k)(fl() fi(k)) ¢zt dzdt >0, Vk € R; (2.4)

(2.b) for any non-negative test function ¢ € C} with compact support contained in ]0, +oo[ x
10, +o0[, there holds

//{\u—k1¢t+sgn(u— B) (o) — fo()) 6.} dadt >0, Yk R, (2.5)

(3) w satisfies a Kruzkov-type entropy inequality relative to the connection (A, B), that is, for any
non-negative test function ¢ € C! with compact support contained in Rx]0, +ocol, there holds

/_ ) /Ooo {[u—e"| o0 +sen(u— ) (f(o,u) = f(2.")) go}dwdt 2 0. (26)

Remark 2.3. Since an AB-entropy solution w is in particular an entropy weak solution of a scalar
conservation law with uniformly convex flux, on | — oo, 0[ x ]0, +00[, and on |0, +o0[ x |0, +-00[ (by
property (2) of Definition 2.2 and assumption (1.4)), it follows that u(-,t) € BV o.(R\ {0}) for any
t > 0. Here BVjoc(R \ {0}) denotes the set of functions that have finite total variation on bounded
subsets of R bounded away from the origin. On the other hand, relying on a result in [35] (see
also [36]), and because of the L. -continuity of the map ¢ — u(-,t), we deduce that u admits left
and right strong traces at = 0 for all ¢ > 0, i.e. that there exist the one-sided limits

w(t) = u(0—,1), ur(t) = u(0+,1), Vi>0. (2.7)

Moreover, since u is also a distributional solution of (1.1) on Rx ]0,+oo[ (by property (1) of
Definition 2.2), we deduce that u must satisfy the Rankine-Hugoniot condition at the interface
z=0:

filw () = fr(ur(t)), for a.e. t > 0. (2.8)
In (2.7) and throughout the paper, for the one-sided limits of a function u(z) we use the notation
u(z£) = yggli u(y). (2.9)

Remark 2.4. In view of (2.8), we can extend the classical concept of genuine characteristic for
solutions to conservation laws with continuous fluxes (see [20]) by considering also characteristics
that are refracted by the discontinuity interface x = 0. Thus, we will say that a polygonal line
¥ :]0,T] — R is a genuine characteristic for an AB-entropy solution u if one of the following cases
occurs:

(i) 9(t) < 0 for all t €]0,T[, and ¥ is a characteristic for the restriction of u on | — oo, 0[ x ]0,T'[;
x10,T

(ii) ¥(t) > 0 for all t €]0,T[, and ¥ is a characteristic for the restriction of u on ]0, —|—oo[ 10,7[;
(iii) there exists 7 €]0, T, such that:
- 9(t) < 0 for all t €]0,7[, and ¥ is a characteristic for the restriction of u on | — o0, 0[ x |0, 7],
- 9(t) > 0forallt €]7,T], and ¥ is a characteristic for the restriction of uw on ]0, +-o00[ x |7, T,

or viceversa.
- fl(ul(T)) = fr(ur(T))>
where we are using the term “characteristic” for a classical genuine characteristic of a solution to

the conservation law u; + fi(u), = 0 on {x < 0}, or to the conservation law u; + f.(u), = 0 on
{z > 0}.
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In relation to a connection (A, B) consider the function

4P (uy, up) = sgn(ur — B) (fr(ur) = f(B)) —sgn(u — A) (filw) = fi(4)),  w,u, €R, (2.10)
which is useful to characterize the interface entropy admissibility criterium. In fact, by the analysis

in [16, Lemma 3.2] and [13, Section 4.8], it follows that, because of condition (1) of Definition 2.2
and assumption (1.4), the following holds.

Lemma 2.5. Let u € L®(R x [0, +00)) be a function satisfying conditions (1)-(2) of Definition 2.2.
Then, condition (3) is equivalent to the AB interface entropy condition

(3)°

TAB (uy (), up (1)) < 0 for a.e. t>0. (2.11)
Lemma 2.6. Let (A, B) be a connection. Then, for any pair (u;,u,) € R?, the conditions
filw) = fr(uy), 4P (uy,up) <0, (2.12)

are equivalent to the conditions
filw) = fi(ur) = fi(A) = f(B),

(2.13)
(ul§91, Ur29r) - ul:Aa ur:B'

The first condition in (2.13) tells us that, when we choose a connection (A, B) and we employ
the concept of AB-entropy solution, we are imposing a constraint (from below) on the flux at the
interface x = 0. In order to achieve existence, we need to compensate for this constraint with an
additional freedom in the admissibility criteria. In fact, the second condition in (2.13) prescribes
the admissibility of exactly one undercompressive wave at the interface, given by ¢4 in (2.1). This
rule corresponds to the (A, B) characteristic condition in [16, Definition 1.4].

It was proved in [4, 10] (see also [13, 25]) that AB-entropy solutions of (1.1),(1.2) with bounded
initial data are unique and form an L'-contractive semigroup. Moreover, we will show that they
are L1-stable also with respect to the values A, B of the connection. This type of stability, beside
being used to extend our main results from the case of non-critical connections to the critical one,
has an interest in its own. We will also prove that AB-entropy solutions of (1.1),(1.2) are L1-
Lipschitz continuous in time. This property is an immediate consequence of the BV regularity of
such solutions in the case of non critical connections. Instead, in the case of critical connections
where A = 6; or B = 0,., and f;(0;) # f-(6,), the total variation of an AB-entropy solution may
well blow up in a neighborhood of the flux-discontinuity interface = 0, as shown in [I]. However,
we recover the L1-Lipschitz continuity in time also in this case exploiting the BV regularity of the
flux of an AB-entropy solution, which is established relying on the analysis pursued in this paper.
We collect all these (old and new) results in the following:

Theorem 2.7. (Semigroup of AB-Entropy Solutions) Let f be a flux as in (1.3) satisfying
the assumptions (1.4)-(1.6), and let (A, B) be a connection. Then there exists a map

SWBI [0, 400 x L®(R) — L®(R), (t,u0) — ST (2.14)
enjoying the following properties:

(i) For each uy € L*®(R), the function u(x,t) = St[ABHuO(:E) provides the unique bounded,
AB-entropy solution of the Cauchy problem (1.1), (1.2).

(i) SO[ABHUO = ug, SS[AB]Jr ) St[ABHuo = Ss[ffHuo, forall t,s >0, ug € L*(R).
(iii) HSt[ABHuO - St[ABHvoHLI(R) < Huo — UOHLl(R)’ forall t>0, wup,vy € L¥(R).

(iv) HSt[AB]JruO _ St[ABHUOHLl(R) < 2t|f(B) — fr(B")| + |Juo — UOHE(R), for all connections
(A,B), (A, B’), and for every t > 0, ug,vg € L=(R).
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(v) For each uy € L>®(R) and for any bounded set K, there exists a constant Cx > 0 depending
only on the flux f, on the connection (A, B), on ||ug||ta, and on K, such that:

HSt[ABHuO - SS[ABHuoHLl(K |S —t| for all s >t > 0.

The proof of the new properties (iv)-(v) is given in Appendix A.

Remark 2.8. By the analysis in [25, §3.1] (see also [0, Remark 4.1]) it follows that, for every M > 0,

there exists Cyy > 0 such that, if ||ugljL~ < M, and A, B < M, then HSt[ABHuoHLoo < Cyy, for
all £ > 0.

Corollary 2.9. Let {(A,,By)}, be a sequence of connections that converge in R? to a connec-
tion (A, B), and let {un0}n be a sequence of functions in L= (R) that converge in L to ug € L°(R).

Let up, 1, upn, denote, respectively, the left and right traces at x = 0 of uy(z,t) = S[A"B" n,0( )
defined as in (2.7). Similarly, let u;,u, denote the left and right traces at © = 0 of u(a: t) =

S,[ABHUO(JJ). Then, there hold:

fluy) = flw),  frluny) = frluy) in LY((0,T]), (2.15)
for all T > 0.
The proof of the Corollary is given in Appendix A.

Remark 2.10. We point out that, differently from (2.15), in general the L-convergence Up| — U
and u,, — u, fails due to the possible formation of stationary boundary layers at the interface
x = 0, as one can see in the following

Example 2.11. Consider a noncritical connection (A, B) and the sequence of initial data

A, ifx<-—nTl,
upo(x) =< A, ifze]— n~1,0[,
B, ifz >0,
with
A= (fygaoe)” ' 0 fil4), B = (fr)j—c00,)) " 0 f+(B), (2.16)

where f|; denotes the restriction of the function f to the interval I. One can immediately check
that the AB-entropy solution of (1.1), (1.2), with initial datum w, is the stationary solution

up(t,x) = St[AB}-i_un,o(J}) = un,o(x) and that u, converges in L' to

(1) A if x<0,
u(x,t) =< _
B if £>0.

Moreover, one has u,,;(t) = A and w(t) = A for every ¢ > 0.

2.2. Backward solution operator. In this section we shall first review quickly the concept of
backward solution operator for conservation laws with flux depending only on the state variable,
and then we will introduce the definition of backward solution operator associated to a connec-
tion (A, B), for spatially discontinuous flux as in (1.3).
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2.2.1. Backward solution operator for conservation laws with space independent flurz. The use of
the backward-forward method to characterize the attainable set for conservation laws was first

proposed in [28, 32] (see also [22] in the framework of Hamilton-Jacobi equations). Because of the
regularizing effect of the nonlinear dynamics of a conservation law
ur + f(u)y =0, reR, (2.17)

with uniformly convex flux f(u), the only restriction to controllability of (2.17) at a fixed time
T > 0, when one regards as controls the initial data

u(z,0) = up(x), z €R, (2.18)

is the decay of positive waves. Therefore it is by now well known the characterization of the
attainable set

A(T) ={w : w=u(-,T), uentropy weak solution of (2.17)-(2.18) with uo € L}, (2.19)
in terms of the Oleinik-type inequality

1
< -
T T (w(x))

where Dtw denotes the upper Dini derivative of w (see (4.10)). Similar results in the case of
boundary controllability were obtained in [3, 8, 9, 29]).

A different perspective to address this controllability problem was introduced in [28, 32], and
consists in constructing initial data leading to attainable targets w at a time horizon T" > 0, through
the definition of an appropriate concept of backward solution to (2.17). Namely, letting S; uq(x)
denote the (forward) entropy weak solution of the Cauchy problem (2.17)-(2.18) evaluated at (x,t),
it was defined in [32] an appropriate backward operator Sy, : L> — L°°, and proved that a profile
w € A(T) if and only if w = 8 0 S w, i.e. if and only if it is a fixed point of the backward-forward
operator Sf o 87 (see [23, Corollary 1]). Moreover, for w € A(T), the solution defined as

u(z,t) = S (Spw) (), zeR, te]0,T], (2.21)

is the unique solution to (2.17) that is locally Lipschitz on |0, T, and yields w at time 7. Equiva-
lently,

DY w(z) Vr e R, (2.20)

uy = Spw (2.22)
is the unique initial datum that produces a solution to (2.17) locally Lipschitz on ]0, T, yielding w
at time T'. The operator S, , for ¢ > 0, is defined as follows

S;w(z) =8 (w(—))(—x) reR, t>0. (2.23)

In words, we use w(— -) as initial datum for the forward operator S;", we compute the (forward)
solution to (2.17), and then we reverse the space variable.

Remark 2.12. One can easily verify that the function w(z,t) = S, w(x) is the entropy weak solution
of the Cauchy problem

{Wt - f(W)w =0, reR, t2>0, (224)

w(z,0) = w(z), z €R.
In fact, by definition (2.23) it follows that w(z,t) is a distributional solution of (2.24), since it
is obtained from the distributional solution S, (w(— -))(x) of (2.17) by the change of variable
z — —z. On the other hand, since every shock discontinuity of S;" (w(— -))(z), connecting a
left state u~ with a right state u™, must satisfy the Lax condition u~ > u™ (equivalent to the
entropy admissibility criterium since the flux f(u) in (2.17) is convex, e.g. see [21, 30]), it follows
that the left and right states u™,u™ of every shock discontinuity in w(z,t) must satisfy the reverse
condition v~ < u', which is the Lax admissibility condition for (2.24), since the flux —f(w) is
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concave. Finally, we can observe that w(z,0) = Sf (w(— -))(—2z) = w(z), for all z € R, which
completes the proof of our claim.

This procedure to characterize the attainable profiles is motivated by the following observation.
Given a target profile w, if we know that for any ¢ €]0,T[, the map z — v(z,t) = S (w(— -))(z)
is locally Lipschitz on R, it would follows that u(z,t) = v(—x,T —t) = S;_,w(z) is a classical
solution of (2.17) which attains the target profile w at time ¢ = T, and starts with the initial
datum uf in (2.22). Since classical solutions of (2.17) are entropy admissible, by uniqueness of
entropy weak solutions of the Cauchy problem for (2.17) it would follow that u(z,t) = S; uf(z) =
u*(z,t). However, if v admits shock discontinuities, the function v(—xz,T —t) fails to be an entropy
admissible solution of (2.17), despite still being a weak distributional solution of (2.17). The one-
sided Lipschitz condition (2.20) is precisely equivalent to the property that the map = — v(z,t) =
S (w(=+)) () is locally Lipschitz on R, for all t €]0,77 (e.g. see [7, 8]), and thus one obtains the
characterization of the elements of A(T") as fixed points of the backward-forward operator.

2.2.2. Backward solution operator in the spatially-discontinuous flux setting. Given a flux f as
in (1.3) satisfying the assumptions (1.4)-(1.6), and a connection (A, B), let SAB+ be the forward
semigroup operator associated to the connection (A, B), as in Theorem 2.7. Observe that, letting
A, B be as in (2.16), the pair (B, A) turns out to be a connection for the symmetric flux

- ) fr(w), <0,
f(z,u) = {fz(u), 250, (2.25)

(see Figure 3).

fl fr

A B 4 B
FIGURE 3. The connection (B, A) of the symmetric flux f(z,u) defined in (2.25).

Then, letting gt[BAHuo(x) denote the unique B A-entropy solution of

{ut+f(:n,u)w:0 reR, t>0,

(2.26)
u(z,0) =up(zr) zeR,

evaluated at (z,t), we shall deﬁng the backward solution operator associated to the connection

(A, B) in terms of the operator gt[BAH as follows.

Definition 2.13 (AB-Backward solution operator). Given a connection (A, B), the backward

solution operator associated to (A, B) is the map S(.?B}_ : [0,400) x L>®(R) — L*>°(R), defined by

S (@) =5 (w(= 1)) (~2)  zeR, t>0. (2.27)
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Remark 2.14. One can show that the function w(z,t) = St[AB]_w(x) is the A B-entropy solution of
the Cauchy problem

wy — f(z,w), =0, zeR, t>0,

w(z,0) = w(z), zeR.
Notice that in (2.28) the flux is —f(x, w), which is a discontinuous function that coincides with
the uniformly strictly concave maps — f;(w), — f.(w), on the left and on the right, respectively, of
x = 0. As observed in [0, §7], in the case of a two-concave flux as — f(z, w), one replaces the < sign
with the > sign, and viceversa, in the Definition 2.1 of interface connection. Thus, (A4, B) is indeed
a connection for the flux —f(x,w). The A B interface entropy admissibility condition for w(z,t)
is formulated as in (2.11). In order to verify the claim that w(z,t) is the A B-entropy solution
of the Cauchy problem (2.28) we proceed as in Remark 2.12. We first observe that w(x,t) is a
distributional solution of (2.28), and that it is entropy admissible in the regions {z < 0}, {z > 0}.
In fact, by definition (2.27), w(z,t) is obtained from gt[BAH (w(— +)) (x) with the change of variable

x +— —x, and there holds w(z,0) = EéBA”(w(— ))(—x) = w(z), for all 2 € R. Next, we check
that w(z,t) satisfies the A B entropy condition (2.11) for the two-concave flux —f(z,w), i.e. that,

letting w;(t), w,(¢) denote the left and right traces of w(z,t) at = = 0, there holds

sgn(wy.(t) — B) (= fr(wr(t)) + fr(B)) — sgn(wi(t) — A) (= filwi(t)) + fi(A)) <0 for ae. t>0.

o (2.29)
Observe that the left and right traces w;(t), u,(t) of gt[BAH(w(— ))(z) at = 0, satisfy the BA
entropy condition (2.11) for the flux f in (2.25), that reads

sgn(u,(t) — A) (filur(t) — fi( A)) —sgn(w(t) — B) (fr(w(t)) — fr(B)) <0 for a.e. t > 0.
B (2.30)
On the other hand, since one obtains w(x,t) from gt[BAH (w(— -))(z) reversing the space variables,
we have u;(t) = w,(t), u,(t) = wy(t) for all ¢ > 0. Hence, we recover (2.29) from (2.30), thus
completing the proof of the claim.

Remark 2.15. We observe that if w is an attainable state in AMBI(T) it will follow from our results
that the solution v(x,t) = gt[BAH (w(— +))(z) related to the backward solution operator may well
contain a shock discontinuity exiting from the interface z = 0 at a time 7 < T. As a consequence
here, differently from the space-independent flux setting, the map x — v(z,t) is in general not
locally Lipschitz outside the interface {z = 0}. In turn, this implies that, for w € AMBI(T), the

(forward) AB-entropy solution defined by
wt(z,t) = ST (SAP W) (), zeR, te(0,T], (2.31)

will be in general different from v(—z,7 — t) on R x [0,7]. However, exploiting the duality
property enjoyed by the forward and backward solution operators (see § 3), one can still prove
that u*(z,T) = v(—x,0) = w(z) for all x € R, which shows that w is a fixed point of the backward-

J+ OST[AB]—

forward operator S%AB as stated in Theorem 1.1.

3. TECHNICAL TOOLS FOR CHARACTERIZATION OF THE NEAR-INTERFACE WAVE STRUCTURE

In this section we introduce some technical tools needed to characterize the pointwise constraints
satisfied by the attainable profiles of (1.1) in intervals containing the origin. Throughout the section,
f: R — R will be a twice continuously differentiable, uniformly convex map, and we let 6 be its
unique critical point, f/() = 0. Set

v) — f(u
AMu,v) = M, u,v €ER, u#w, (3.1)

v—Uu
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and observe that, by the convexity of f one has
() < Au,v) < f'(v) Vu<wveR. (3.2)

3.1. Left backward shock (Figure 4, left). For every B > 60, 0 < R < T - f/(B), we define
here:

- two constants t[R, B, f], u[R, B, f];

- a function t — y[R, B, f](t), t € [t[R, B, f], TJ;
with the following properties. When f = f,, the map t — y[R, B, f,](t) identifies the location of a
shock curve in a solution

v(z,t) =S, (w(=)) (=), x<0,t>0,

associated to the operator gt[BAH, as defined in §2.2.2, with f = f,, for some w € L*(R).
This curve starts from the interface {x = 0} at time ¢ = t[R, B, f,], and reaches the point = =
y[R, B, f,](T) at time t = T. Such a shock discontinuity has left state v = u[R, B, f,] and right
state v = B at time t = T. The point (=R, 0) is the center of a rarefaction fan of v(z,t) located on
the left of y[R, B, f](t).

We proceed to introduce these definitions as follows. Set

R = . _
f/(B)’ B = (f\]—oo,@}) Lo f(B) . (3.3)

HR. B, f] =
Then, consider the Cauchy problem
v =A(NHEER)B), =R B, /],
y(tR, B, f]) =0,
R

and observe that, since g(t,y) = /\(( At (%), F) is locally Lipschitz continuous in y, by classical
arguments it admits a unique solution y(t) defined on some maximal interval [t[R, B, f], 7[. On
the other hand, because of (3.2) we have
g(t,y) > f'(B)  Vte [tR, B, f], min{r,T}[, y>-R+T- f(B), (3.5)

and hence, since f'(B) < 0, it follows that

y(t) > (miH{T, T} - t[Rv Ba f]) : f/(E)

> min{7, T} - f'(B)
In turn, (3.6) implies that 7 > T". Then, we will denote by
yRB, 1] [ERB, 1, T] = =000, o y[R B, f10),

the unique solution to (3.4) defined on the interval [t[R,B,f], T], and we call y[R, B, f] a left

backward shock. Notice that ¢ %y[R,B,f](t) is strictly decreasing, and %y[R,B,f](t) <0
for all t € [t[R, B, f], T]. Hence, by (3.6) with min{r,7} = T, the terminal point satisfies
y[R, B, f|(T) €T - f'(B),0[. Next, we set

ulR, B, f] = ()" (

(3.4)

Vte [tR,B, f], min{r,T}. (3.6)

- (3.7)

Observe that, by construction, u[R, B, f] depends continuously on the parameters R and B, and
that there holds

Ry B A0))

ulR,B, f] < B. (3.8)
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t
Y[R, B, f] B

-R -y[R, B, f]

FIGURE 4. The dual solutions y[R, B, f](-) (left) and z[y[R, B, f|(T), B, f](-) (right)
of the Cauchy problems (3.4), (3.10). This represents the statement of Lemma 3.1

3.2. Right backward shock (Figure 5, right). Symmetrically to § 3.1, for every A < 6, T -
f'(A) < L <0, we define here:

- two constants s[L, A, f], v[L, A, f];
- a function t — x[L, A, f](t), t € [s[L, A, f], T];

with the following properties. When f = f;, the map ¢ — y[R, B, f,](t) identifies the location of a
shock curve in a solution

v, t) =5 (w(= ) @), =<0, t>0,
associated to the operator St[BAH, as defined in §2.2.2, with f = f;, for some w € L*®(R).
This curves starts from the interface {x = 0} at time ¢ = s[L, A4, fi], and reaches the point

r = z[L, A, f;](T) at time t = T. Such a shock discontinuity has left state v = A and right
state v = v[L, A, fi] at time t = T. The point (—L,0) is the center of a rarefaction fan of v(z,t)
located on the right of x[L, A, fi](¢).

We proceed to introduce these definitions as follows. Set

L
'(4)’
10

S[L7 A7 f] = A= (f| [9,4—00[)_1 © f(A) . (39)

Then, let x[L, A, f] : [s]L, A, f],T]

2'(t) = ((f') HHPEE) A, te [slLA £ T,
2(sL, A, f]) =

We call z[L, A, f] a right backward shock. Its terminal point satisfies z[L, A, f|(T) € |0,T - f'(A)[,
and the map ¢ — Lx[L, A, f](t) is strictly increasing. Next, we define the quantity

’U[L,A,f] - (f/)—l <L+m[|-aTAaf](T)> 7

, +00[ denote the unique solution to the Cauchy problem

(3.10)

(3.11)

which depends continuously on L and A, and satisfies

o[, A, f] > A. (3.12)
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t t
L A x[L, A, fI(T)

—x[L, A, f(T) -L

FIGURE 5. The dual solutions x[L, A, f](+) (right) and y[z[L, A, f](T), A, f](-) (left)
of the Cauchy problems (3.4), (3.10). This represents the statement of Lemma 3.1

3.3. Duality of forward and backward shocks. The definitions of backward shocks given in
§ 3.1-3.2 turn out to be dual one of the other, as clarified by the following:

Lemma 3.1. With the notations introduced in § 3.1-3.2, for every B > 0, the following holds. The
maps

y['aBaf](T):]OvT'f,(B)[ %]T'f/(g)v()[v RHy[Rvaf](T)v (3 13)
are strictly increasing, and one is the inverse of the other, i.e. there holds
R==[yR B, fl(T),B, f](T), ¥YRel0,T-f(B)], (3.14)
L=y[2[L. B, fI(1).B.f)(T),  YLeIT-f(B).0. |
Moreover, one has
Rlig]l—i- y[R7 B, f] (T) =T f,(E)v R—)’Ilvi?’l(B)— y[R7 B, f] (T) =0,
lim @[LB, f|(T) = T- f(B), lim_ e[l B, f)(T) =0. 19
L—0— L—T-f'(B)+

Proof.
1. We will prove only the first equality in (3.14), the proof of the second one being entirely similar.
Fix R €]0,T - f/(B)], and consider the polygonal region (the blue set in Figure 4) defined by

A=A UA,

A= {(@,0) €] =00, 00x 0.1+ L=(T =) fl(uw) <a <L—(T =) - J'(B), t <t <T}, (g1

A2i{($,t)€]—O0,0[X]O,T[: L-(T—t)-fl(u) <z <(t—t) f(B) 0§t§t},

where u = u[R, B, f] is the constant in (3.7), t = t[R, B, f] is defined as in (3.9) and L =
y[R, B, f](T). Observe that the function v : A — R defined by
B it () <z <0,

v(z,t) = ()] <x +R (3.17)

) otherwise,

is locally Lipschitz continuous and satisfies the equation (2.17) at every point (x,t) € A outside
the curve v(-) = y[R, B, f|(-). Moreover, because of the construction of y[R, B, f](-), u satisfies
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the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions along the curve 7. Therefore v(z,t) is a distributional solution
of (2.17) on A. Hence, applying the divergence _theorem to the piecewise smooth vector field
(v, f(v)) on A, and setting 73 =T — y[R, B, f]/f'(B), we find

0= (f(?) — Ef’(?))(T —71)+ (u f(u) — f(u))T+
(f(B)=Bf(B))t+ f(B)(ri —t).

Then, observing that f(B) = f(B) and that f'( B)t = R, we find

By[R,B, f)(T)+ BR— (u f'(u) — f(u))T — f(B)T =0. (3.18)
Since f'(u) = (y[R, B, f](T) + R)/T, and because the Legendre transform f* of f satisfies the
identity

@) =uf(u) - flu)  Vu,
(e.g. see [§A.2][18]), we derive from (3.18) the identity
y[R, B, fI(T) +R
T

By[R, B, f|(T)+BR—f* < > T—f(B)T=0 VRel0,T-f'(B))[. (3.19)

2. Next, consider the polygonal region (the red set in Figure 5 with A = B and A = B) defined by
I'=T,UTly,
Dy = {(.) €10, +o0[ <1071 : @[y[R B, £I(T). B, f)(T)~(T 1) - J'(B) <z <

< a[y[R, B, fI(T), B, f](T)~(T —t) - f'(v), s <t < T},

T, = {(:E,t) €10, +00[x0,T[ : (t—s)-f(B) <z <

<a@[y[R, B, (1), B, /)(T)~(T 1) - f'(w), 0t < s},
(3.20)
where v = v[y[R,B, fl(1), B, f] is the constant defined as in (3.11), with L = y[R, B, f](T), A= B
and s = s[L, A4, f]. Observe that the function v : I' — R defined by
B if 0<x<~(t),
1) = R, B, f)(T 3.21
’LL(ﬂj ) (f/)_1<x+y[ 7t 7f]( )> otherwise, ( )

with v(t) = z[y[R, B, f|(T), B, f](t), is a distributional solution of (2.17) on I for the symmetric
arguments of the previous point. Then, repeating the same type of analysis of above for the
piecewise smooth vector field (u, f(u)) on ', one finds the identity

Bz[y[R, B, f|(T), B, f|(T) + By[R, B, f|(T)+

_p (m[y[R,B,fKT),E F(T) + y[R, B, I(T)

/ )T—f(B)T:O VRel0,T- f/(B)).

(3.22)
Notice that, by definition of the function y[R, B, f](:) in § 3.1, the terminal value satisfies
y[R, B, f|(T) €]T - f'(B),0[, for all R €]0,7 - '(B))[. In turn, from the definition of x[L, A, f] in

§3.2, with A = B, and L = y[R, B, f|(T), it follows that
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3. We fix now R €]0,7 - f/(B))[, and we consider the map Y : 10,7 - f(B)[ — R, defined by

R,B, flI(T)+=x
T

Y(z) = By[R, B, f|(T) + Bz — f* <y[ >T—f(B)T. (3.24)

Observe that, by (3.19), (3.22), (3.23), one has
T(R) =T (e[y[R, B, fI(T), B, f(T)) = 0. (3.25)

Hence, it is sufficient to show that T admits only one zero in the interval 10,7 - f'(B)[ to conclude
the proof of the first equality in (3.14). To this end, differentiating Y and recalling the well known
property of the Legendre transform (e.g. see [§A.2][18])

) ) =" e Vo,

we find Y(z)=B— (f)! <y[R,B,J;](T) +x>
= (M7 <%fﬂ(3)> — (! <y[R,B,];](T) +m> | (3.26)

Since y[R, B, f|(T) < 0, x < T - f'(B), and because f’ is strictly increasing as f’, we deduce
from (3.26) that Y'(x) > 0 for all z €]0,7 - f(B))[. Therefore Y is strictly increasing in the
interval |0,7 - f’(B))[, completing the proof of of the first equality in (3.14).

4. We show now that the map R — y(R) = y[R, B, f](T) is strictly increasing in the interval
10,7 - f/(B)[. Differentiating (3.19) with respect to R, we obtain

5o (M R = (M) o B wRe T pa) B0

Since T - f/(B) < y(R) <0and 0 < R < T - f'(B), because f’ is strictly increasing we deduce

B< () (M) <y (MBERY < (1 (B) <,
which, together with (3.27), implies that y'(R) > 0 for all R €]0,7 - f'(B))[, as wanted. In turn,
since L ~ z[L, B, f](T) is the inverse of R — y[R, B, f](T), this implies that L +— z[L, B, f](T) is
strictly increasing as well in its domain, and that the image of the maps y[-, B, f|(T), =[-, B, f](T),
in (3.13) are the sets 0,7 - f/(B))[ and ]0,T - f'(B)], respectively. This, together with the mono-
tonicity of the maps y[-, B, f|(T), =[-, B, f](T), in particular implies the one-sided limits in (3.15),
thus concluding the proof of the Lemma. O

Remark 3.2. As a consequence of Lemma 3.1 and of the monotonicity of f’, we find that the maps

R+— u[R, B, f], L — v[L, A, f], (3.28)
defined as in (3.7) and (3.11), are strictly increasing, and that there holds
li R,B,f]=B li R,B,f|]=1B
dm wR B fl=8, lim  uRBfl=5 50
lim o[L, 4, f] =4 I L, A, f] = A. '
Li%l—v[ A 1] ’ L—>T.1}Irl(A)+v[ A ]

This implies that the functions
u[')'vf] : ]OvT f/(B [X]97+OO[—> Rv
o[-, f1:]T - f'(A),0[x]0,+00[— R
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can be extended to continuous function on [0, 7 f'(B)]x 10, +oo[ and [T'- f'(A),0]x |0, +o00], setting

ul0, B, f] = B, ulT - f'(B),B, f] = B, (3.30)
v[0, A, f] = A, v[T - f'(A), A, f] = A.
Moreover, one has
ulR, B, f] < B VRelo, T f(B), (3.31)
v[L,A f] > A vV LelT- f(A),0.

3.4. Right forward shock-rarefaction wave pattern (Figure 4, right). For every B > 6,
0<R<T- f'(B), we define now:

- a constant 7[R, B, f];

- a function (z,t) — u[R, B, f](x,t), (z,t) € TR, B, f];
with the following properties. When f = f,, the function u[R, B, f](z,t) defines a (forward) solu-
tion associated to the operator S 45!+ which contains a shock starting from the interface {z = 0} at
time ¢ = 7[R, B, f,]. The location of such a shock is given by the map ¢t — x [y[R, B, f,](T), B, ] (t),
where y[R, B, f.] and z[L, B, f,] with L = y[R, B, f.](T), are the backward shocks of a backward

solution associated to the operator & [ABl= introduced in § 3.1-3.2. Because of Lemma 3.1, the
shock t — ac[y[R,B,fr] (T),B,fr] (t) reaches the point x = R at time t = T. We can regard

z|y[R, B, f,](T), B, f] as the “dual shock” of the backward shock y[R, B, f,].

We proceed to introduce these definitions as follows. With the same notations of § 3.1-3.2, for
every B>60, 0 <R <T- f'(B), we set

B = n_ YR B, fI(T)
(R B.f) = s[ylR. B, 7T, B, 1] = ¥ (3.32)
and we denote by I'[R, B, f] C (0,7) x R the polygonal set (the pink set in Figure 4)
P[RaBaf]:Pl[R7B7f]UF2[R7B7f]7 (333)

with
I1[R, B, f] = {(a;,t) €10, +00[x]0,T[ : R— (T —t)- f(B) <2 <R— (T —t)- f'(u[R, B, f]),

TR, B, f] <t < T},

Do[R, B, ] = {(2,1) €10, +00[ x]0,T[ : (7[R, B, f]-1)-f'(B) <@ <R—(T— 1) f (ulR, B, f)),

0<t<7[R B, f]}.
_ (3.34)
Then, set y(t) = m[y[R,B,f](T),B,f] (t), and denote by u[R, B, f] : TR, B, f] — R the function
defined by
B it 0<z<(t),
ulR, B, fl(z,t) = ¢ ., 1z —R+T- f(u[R,B,f])
() /
Notice that, by (3.10) and (3.14), one has y(7[R, B, f]) = 0, v(T') = R. Moreover, by the same
arguments of the proof of Lemma 3.1 it follows that u[R, B, f](z,t) is a distributional solution

of (2.17) on T'[R, B, f]. Furthermore, since ¢t — 7/(t) is strictly increasing as observed in § 3.2, it
follows that also the map

(3.35)

) otherwise.

1) —R+T- f'(u[R, B, f])
t

t—
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is strictly increasing. Therefore, by virtue of (3.14), and relying on (3.31), we find
lim u[R,B, f](z,t) < lim u[R,B, f](z,T)
z—(t)+ z—(T)+
lim u[R, B, f](z,T)
z—R+ (336)
=ulR,B, f]|< B

=, Jim ulRB.fl(t)  VtelrR B, f]T],
Ty (t)—

which shows that the Lax entropy condition is satisfied along the curve (¢,7(t)), t € [T[R, B, f],T)].
Since the flux in (2.17) is strictly convex, this proves that u[R, B, f](x,t) provides an entropy weak
solution of (2.17) on the region I'[R, B, f]. Notice that, by (3.2), from (3.36) we deduce in particular
that f'(B) > A(u[R, B, f], B) =+/(T), which in turn, by the strict monotonicity of 4(t), yields

f(B) >+(t) Vte|rR,B, f],T]. (3.37)
Hence, relying on (3.37), we find
: 1(T) = (TR, B, f]) _ R
FB) > "R B] T rRBJ (3.38)

3.5. Left forward rarefaction-shock wave pattern (Figure 5, left). Symmetrically to § 3.4,
for every A <0, T- f'(A) <L <0, we define here:

- a constant oL, A, f];

- a function (z,t) — v[L, A, f](z,t), (x,t) € AL, A, f];
with the following properties. When f = f, the function v[L, A, f](z,t) defines a (forward) solution
associated to the operator S4B+ which contains a shock starting from the interface {z =0} at
time ¢ = o[L, A, f]. The location of such a shock is given by the map ¢ — y[z[L, 4, fi](T), 4, fi](t),
where z[L, 4, f;] and y[R, 4, f;] with R = x[L, A, f;](T), are the backward shocks of a backward
solution associated to the operator & [ABl= introduced in § 3.1-3.2. Because of Lemma 3.1, the
shock ¢ — y[m[L,A, (), A, fl] (t) reaches the point z = L at time ¢ = T. We can regard
y[a:[L,A, AT, A, fl] as the “dual shock” of the backward shock x[L, A, fi].

We proceed to introduce these definitions as follows. With the same notations of § 3.1-3.2, for
every A< 6, T-f'(A) <L <0 we set

z[L, A, f1(T)

oll, A, fl =tlz[L, A, fI(T), 4, f]= I (3.39)
and we denote by A[L, A, f] C (0,7) x R the polygonal set (the blue set in Figure 5)
A['-)A)f] :AI[LvAvf]UA2[L7A7f]7 (340)

with
ML A ) = { @) €] = 00,00 x 10, T+ L= (T = 1)« f'(wlL, A f]) <@ < L= (T =1)- f'(4),

olLLA fl<t< T},

Aol A, f] = {(%t) €] =00,0[x]0,T[ : L—(T —t)- f'(v[L, A f]) <@ < —(a[L, A, f]-1) - f'(A),

0<t<all,A, f]}.
(3.41)
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Then, set v(t) = y[z[L, A, f](T), 4, f](t), and denote by v[L, A4, f] : A[L, 4, f] = R the function
defined by
A it () <z <0,
V[L,A,f](ﬂf,t) = n—1 Z'—L+Tf/(U[L,A,f])
() /
Observe that, by (3.4) and (3.14), one has y(o[L, A, f]) = 0, v(T') = L. With the same arguments

of § 3.4, it follows that v[L, A, f](z,t) provides an entropy weak solution of (2.17) on the region
A[L, A, f], and that there holds

(3.42)

> otherwise.

T)— L,A L

T_U[L7A7f] T_U[L7A7f]

Remark 3.3. The constant u[R, B, f] defined in § 3.1 is crucial to characterize the jump of an
attainable profile w € AMABI(T) at the point

R=inf{R>0:a2-T-f(w(+)) >0 Vaz >R},

when R €]0,7 - f/(B). The state u[R, B, f] is constructed so to be the largest right state that one
can achieve at (R,7T") with a shock that isolates the interface {x = 0} from the semiaxis {x > 0}.
In fact, the constant u[R, B, f] with f = f,, identifies a unique state u < B that has the property:

-lfw= S}ABHUO, and u(t,x) = St[ABHuo(x) admits a shock generated in {x > 0} at some

time ¢t = 7, and reaching the point (R, 7T), then letting (), t € [7,T], denote the location of
such a shock, one has

uy = lm u(ty()+) < (f'R/T) = uy<u. (3.44)

f,(A) < (

In particular, one has u, = u in (3.44) only in the case where St[ABHuO coincides in the polygonal

region I'[R, B, f] with the right forward shock-rarefaction pattern described in section 3.4. By
definition of u. it follows that either w(R+) = u, or else there is another jump connecting u. with
w(R+) which must satisfy the Lax entropy condition w(R+) < u,. Therefore, as a consequence
of (3.44) we find a necessary condition for the attainability of w at time T' given by

w(R+) <u[R, B, fr], (3.45)

(see (4.14) of Theorem 4.2 and the proof in § 5.2.3). The interesting fact is that, in the case
R €]0,T - f/(B), condition (3.45), together with the condition

w(z)>B  Vaxelo,R][, (3.46)

(see (4.15), (4.16), of Theorem 4.2), is also sufficient to guarantee the existence of an AB-entropy
solution u(x,t) that satisfies

u(z, T) = w(x) vV x €]0,R], u(R,T) = w(R+). (3.47)
To see this, assuming (3.45)-(3.46), in view of the definitions introduced in the previous sections
one can proceed as follows.

- By solving (3.4) one determines the end point y[R, B, f,](T') of a “left backward shock” (Figure
4, left). The map t — y[R, B, f,](t) represents the position of a shock in a solution associated

to the backward operator St[AB}_w (see § 3.1);
- given the final position y[R, B, f,] of the “backward shock” , one considers the solution ¢
v(t) = z[y[R, B, f+], B, f](t) to (3.10), when L = y[R, B, f,], A = B, f = f, (see Figure 4,
right). This map represents the position of a shock in a “forward solution”, i.e. in an AB-

[ABl+ Actually, it can be shown that (¢,~(t)) is
AB|—
w.

entropy solution associated to the operator S,

the location of a shock of St[ABHuo, with ug = St[
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- once determined the point y[R, B, f,](T'), one defines u[R, B, f,] as the state realizing the slope
(y[,B, f-](T) + R)/T (see (3.7)):

y[R, B, f,](T) + R

f;(u[R7B7fr]) = T ;

- thanks to Lemma 3.1, we know that the final position at time T" of the shock ~(t) satisfies
Y T) =R.

Using this procedure, if a profile w satisfies the conditions(3.45)-(3.46), one can construct
admissible AB-shocks that produce at time T the given jump in the profile w at position R.

Entirely symmetric considerations hold for the state v[L, A, f] defined in § 3.2. As a byproduct
of this analysis we will obtain that attainable profiles are fixed points of the backward forward
solution operator, as stated in Theorem 1.1.

4. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Conditions (1), (2) of Theorem 1.1 will be shown to be equivalent by proving that they are both
equivalent to a characterization of the attainable set AMB/(T) in (1.7) via Oleinik-type inequalities
and state constraints. To present these results we need to introduce some furhter notations.

Given a flux f(z, u) as in (1.3), we will use the notations f; ! = (fl‘(_ooﬂl])_l, ,,_E = (fr|(_oo,9r])_1,
for the inverse of the restriction of f, f, to their decreasing part, respectively, and fl_j = ( Tua, +OO))_1,

I i = ( frie,, +OO))_1, for the inverse of the restriction of f;, f, to their increasing part, respectively.
Then, we set

Wl,iifljioflv Wr,iifg:iofr7 W{,iifl’_:éofTv ﬂ-g‘,:l:ifq::iofl) (41)
where 7/ are defined on
I = £ (1fi(60), ool ) U £ (Lu(60), +o0]), (42)
and 7T£1’:|: are defined on
1= f A (Ue(00), +00l) U £ (1 (0r), +00]) - (4.3)
Moreover, in connection with a function w : R — R we define the quantities

Rw, fr] =inf {R>0: z—T- fl(w(z)) >0 Va>R}

(4.4)
Llw, fi] =sup{L <0 : z—T- f{(w(z)) <0 Va&<L},
and, if L{w, fi] €]T - f/(A),0[, we set
Rlw. fi. fr, A, B] = (T = o [Llw, fil. A fi]) - 11(B), (45)
while, if R[w, f,] €]0,T - f/(B)[, we set
Llw, fu, fr, A, B = (T =7 [Rlw, fi], B, f;]) - £{(A)- (4.6)

where o[L, A, fi], 7[R, B, f;], denote the shock starting times introduced in § 3.4-3.5. Such quan-
tities are used to express the pointwise constraints satisfied by w in intervals containing the origin
whenever w is attainable. Instead, to express the Oleinik-type inequalities satisfied by the attainable
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profiles it is useful to define the functions
2

filw()) [£ Oﬂ’, (w(@))]

w, fi, fr
e T e N @) (@) — ) + 2 Lo mh_ @) )
. flw@) [f] ow,+w<x>>2
hlw, fi, f)(z) = .
i) [ o] (w(@)] [fiw@)? (T filw(z)) — z) + z[f] o 7], (w(@)] *F/ (w(z))
(4.7)

Since by Remark 2.3 we know that AMB(T) € BVio.(R\ {0}), we can partition the attainable
set as

APy = | ) (ARP(T) N tR), (4.8)
L<0,R>0
where
PR =L € (L®NBVioo)(R\{0}) : Jw(0£), w(0-)el!, wO+)el], Lwfil=L, Rw,f]
(4.9)

The characterization of the attainable profiles in .o#“R will be given in:
- Theorem 4.2, if L<0,R>0;
- Theorem 4.7, if L<0,R=0 or L=0, R > 0;
- Theorem 4.9, if L=0,R=0.

Remark 4.1. Any element of /"R is an equivalence class of functions that admit one-sided limit
at any point € R, and that have at most countably many discontinuities. Therefore, for any
element of «/“R, we can always choose a representative which is left or right continuous. For sake
of uniqueness, throughout the paper we will consider a representative of w that is right continuous.

Throughout the following

h) — h) —
D~ w(x) = lim inf Wzt ») w(x), D*w(x) = limsup wiz t+h) w(m)y
h—0 h hes0 h

(4.10)

will denote, respectively, the lower and the upper Dini derivative of a function w at x.

Theorem 4.2. In the same setting of Theorem 1.1, let (A, B) be a connection, let AABY(T), T > 0,
be the set in (1.7), and let w be an element of the set &/“R in (4.9), with L < 0, R > 0. Then,
w € AABUT) if and only if the connection (A, B) is not critical and there hold:

(i) the following Oleinik-type inequalities are satisfied

DYw(z) € =——57—F—— Vae]l-oo, L[,
(w( )
X (4.11)
DTw() < Vz €]R,4o00].
S S ove) Rl
Moreover, letting g,h be the functions in (4.7), and letting L = E[w,fl,fr,NA,B],

R = ﬁ[w,fl,fr,A,B], be the constants in (4.5), (4.6), if R €]0,T - f/(B)[, and if L > L,
then one has
DYw(z) < glw, fi, fil(x)  Vae]l, L], (4.12)

while, if L €]T - f/(A),0[, and if R < R, then one has
Dtw(z) < hlw, fi, f,](z)  Vz€]R, R[. (4.13)
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(i1) letting u[R, B, f,]|, v[L, A, fi], be constants defined as in (3.7), (3.11), the following pointwise
state constraints are satisfied

Le]T- f{(A),0] = w(l-) >v[L A fi] > w(l+),

(4.14)
Relo.T- fi(B) =  wR+)<uR B f]<wR-).
[L €T - f/(A),0] and R< iﬂ oo L<T-f(4) =  w@)=B Vazeclo,R],
[R €10,T- f/(B)] and L < L] oo R>T-fi(B) =  w@)=A4 VazeLo,
(4.15)
([ w(z) =B v z €]0,R],
Le]T- f/(A),0] and R<R = w(R+) = B, (4.16)
| w(z)>DB VzelR, R,
wiz)=A Vazell 0],
Relo,T-f/(B) and L<L = w(l—) = A4, (4.17)
| w(x) <A Vaell L[,
L<T- f(A) = w(l—) > w(L+),
(4.18)
R>T f(B) =  wR-)>w(R+)

FIGURE 6. Case 1.

Remark 4.3. By Theorem 4.2, if the connection is critical, then the set AMBI(T) does not contain
profiles w with Ljw, f;] < 0 and R[w, f,] > 0. Notice that conditions (4.15), (4.16) imply w(R—) > B.
On the other hand, if R < T'- f/(B), by virtue of (4.14), and because of (3.31), we have w(R+) < B.
Hence, because of (4.18), it follows that the inequality w(R—) > w(R+) is always satisfied. With
similar arguments we deduce that also the inequality w(L—) > w(L+) is always verified.

Remark 4.4. If Rlw, f;] €]0,T - f/(B)[, applying (3.38) with f, in place of f and R = R[w, f,], and
recalling (4.5), we derive
Rlw, fr]
fH(B)

E[wvfbf?“vAv B]

7i(A) (119

<T —7[Rlw, fr], B, fr] =
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FIGURE 9. Case 4.

Similarly, if Ljw, fi] €]T - f/(A),0[, applying (3.43) with f; in place of f and L = L{w, f;], and
(4.20)

recalling that f/(A) <0 we find
L{w,
v, i <T—-o[Llw, fil,A fi].

f{(A)
Hence, if E[w, fi, fry A, B] > L[w, fi], combining (4.19), (4.20), we deduce
% <T—U[L[wafl]aAafl] ) (421)
(4.22)

which, in turn, by (4.5) yields
R[wa f?‘] < R[wa fla fTaAaB] .
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With entirely similar arguments one can show that, if ﬁ[w, f1, fr, A, B] < R[w, f,], then one has
L[wafl] >E[w7fl7fT7A7B]' (423)
Therefore, when L{w, fi] €]T - f/(A),0[, and Rlw, f,] €]0,T - f/(B)[, there hold
E[“)flvfMA’B] ZL[wvfl] - ﬁ[“)flvfMA)B] >R[w7f7‘]7
Rlw, fi, frs A, Bl < Rlw, f;] = Llw, fi, fr, A, B] < L[w, fi] .
These implications, in particular, show that it can never occur the case where
[[wvfbf?“vAvB] > L[“)fl] and ﬁ[“)flanA)B] < R[wvfr]' (425)

Remark 4.5. Notice that by condition (4.15) in Theorem 4.2, and because of (4.5), it follows that if
Liw, fil €]T- f/(A),0[, and Rlw, f;] < R[w, f1, fr, A, B], then one has Rw, f,] < T f/(B). Therefore,

we have

Llw. fil €17 f(A),0] and Riw, /] > T-£(B)] = Rlw, fi] >R, fir fr A, B]. (4.26)
Similarly, one can show that, by (4.5), (4.15), there holds

Rl £ €07 fi(B) and Llw, fl <T-f(A)] = Lo fi] <L fifr A B). (4.27)

(4.24)

Then, relying on (4.24), (4.26), (4.27), we deduce that we can distinguish six cases of pointwise
constraints prescribed by condition (ii) of Theorem 4.2, which depend on the reciprocal positions

of the points L = L|w, fi], R = R[w, f;], and [, R: N
Casg 1: TL<T-f/(A)<0,0<R<T- fl(B) (Figure 6), then L > L, and there holds
wx)<A VazellL], w(l—) = A, w(x)=A Vaell,0, (4.28)
w(z)=B VYazel0,R][, w(R+) <wu[R, B, f;] < B; (4.29)
Case 2: If T f/(A) <L < 0,0 <R<T-fl(B), and L>L, R>R (Figure 7), then there
hold (4.29) and

wll=)>v[LA fi] >4, wa)<A Vze]lllL[, w(l-)=4, w@) =4 Vzell,0[;

(4.30)
the symmetric ones:

CASE 1B: If T+ f/(A) <L < 0,0 < T- f/(B) <R, then R < R and there holds
w)=A VYazellO0], w(l—=) >v[L,A fi] > A, (4.31)
w(z)=B Vzelo,R], w(R+) = B, w(z)>B Vaxe|RR[; (4.32)
Case 2B: If T- f/(A) <L < 0,0 <R<T- f/(B), and L <L, R <R, then there hold (4.31),

and

wx)=B Vzelo,R[, w(R+)=B, w@)>B Vaze]R,R[ wR+)<ulR B,f]|<B;
(4.33)

and the remaining ones:
CASE 3: If T- f/(A) <L < 0,0 <R<T-f(B),and L <L, R >R (Figure 8), then there
hold (4.29), (4.31);
CAsE 4: If L< T f/(A) <0and R>T - f/(B) > 0 (Figure 9), then there holds
wx)=A Vuzell0|, w(x)=B Vzel0,R]. (4.34)

The six cases are depicted in Figure 10. One can regard the intervals |T- f/(A),0[ and ]0, T f/(B)|
as “active zones” for the presence of shocks in an AB-entropy solution that attains w at time T": as
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0 Tf(B) R

| .
L

Tfl’(A) .................. ....................

LY

FIGURE 10. The different cases of Remark 4.4.

soon as L belongs to |T- f/(A),0[ or R belongs to |0,T- f/(B)[, it is needed a shock emerging from
the interface in order to produce the discontinuity occurring in w at L or R.

Remark 4.6. When the connection is not critical and L = L[w, f;] < 0, R = Rlw, f,] > 0, the analysis
of attainable profiles w € A4B(T') pursued in [2] catches only the profiles described in Cases 3 and 4
of Remark 4.5. In fact, the characterization of A4P(T) established in [2, Theorem 6.1] requires
that all profiles w € A4B(T) satisfy the equalities

wx)=A vV x €]L,0], w(r) =B vV z €]0,R[.

Therefore, such a characterization in particular excludes all attainable profiles w that either satisfy
conditions (4.28) or (4.30), of Cases 1 and 2, with

w(x)<A Vazell, L,
or satisfy conditions (4.32), (4.33), of Cases 1B and 2B, with
w(x)>B vz €]R,R].
Whenever L = 0 or R = 0, the characterization of the profiles w € AAB(T) N o7“R does not
involve the constants L, R, as we see in the following

Theorem 4.7. In the same setting of Theorem 4.2, let w be an element of the set o/“R in (4.9),
let g, h be the functions in (4.7), and let u[R, B, f.|, v[L, A, fi], be constants defined as in (3.7),
(3.11) . Then, if L <0, R=0, w € AUB(T) if and only if there hold:

(i) the following Oleinik-type inequalities are satisfied

Dtw(z) < - Vae]l-oco, L,
T-f 1(W($)) (4.35)
Dtw(r) < T 7 (w(@) V€10, +ool,
D¥w(z) < glw, fi, fil(x) Yz e]L0[. (4.36)
(ii) the following pointwise state constraints are satisfied:
w(0+) < m,_(w(0-)), (4.37)

wx) <A Vzell,O0f, (4.38)
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FIGURE 12. Theorem 4.7 when L <0, R=0and L <T - f/(A).

and
L €]T - f/(A),0] — w(L—) >v[L, A, fi] > w(L+), (4.39)
L<T- f/(A) = w(Ll—) > w(L+). (4.40)

Symmetrically, if L =0, R > 0, then w € AXBT) if and only if there hold:
(i)’ the following Oleinik-type inequalities are satisfied

1

D+w(x)§.”7 Vo e]-oo, 0f,
T-f 1(w(a;)) (4.41)
DYw(z) < hlw, fi, f](x) Ve lo,R[. (4.42)

(i1)" the following pointwise state constraints are satisfied:
w(0—) > (w(0+)), (4.43)
w(zr) > B vV z €]0,R], (4.44)
and

RE.T-fB)  —  w(R+)<ulR B, f] <wR-), (4.45)

R>T- fl(B) = w(R+) <w(R-). (4.46)
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Remark 4.8. Notice that the implications (4.39)-(4.40), (4.45)-(4.46) can be extended
toL =1T-f/(A) and to R = T - f/(B), respectively. In fact, by definition (4.4) of L = Lw, fi],
one has f/(w(L—)) > L/T. Hence, if L =T - f/(A) it follows that f/(w(L—)) > f/(A) which yields

w(L—) > A by the monotonicity of f]. Thus, recalling that by (3.30) we have v[T- f'(A), A, f] = A,
we derive

w(T - f{(A)=) = v[T - fi(A), A, fi] - (4.47)
On the other hand, since (4.38) implies w(T - f/(A+) < A, we deduce from (4.47) that
w(T - f(A)=) 2 w(T fi(A)+). (4.48)
With entirely similar arguments one can show that there hold
W(Tfl/(B)+) S u[T'fl/(B)7B7fT]7 (449)
w(T - fi(B)+) < w(T- f1(B)-). (4.50)

Hence, relying on (4.38), (4.39), (4.40), (4.44), (4.45), (4.46), and on (4.48), (4.50), with the same

arguments of Remark 4.3 we deduce that the inequalities w(L—) > w(L+), w(R—) > w(R+) are
always satisfied.

Theorem 4.9. In the same setting of Theorem 4.2, let w be an element of the set o/“R in (4.9),
with L =10, R=0. Then w € AXBIT) if and only if there hold:

(i) the following Oleinik-type inequalities are satisfied

1
Dtw(z) < ———+— Vze]—oo, 0],
T-f fw(ﬂf)) (4.51)
Drw(r) < Va €]0,+o00].

T T f(w(x))

(ii) the following pointwise state constraints are satisfied:
w(0—) = m 4 (w(0+)), (4.52)
w(0—) > A4, w(0+) < B. (4.53)

Remark 4.10. Recalling that by (3.30) we have v[0, 4, ;] = A, u[0, B, f,] = B, we can rephrase
the constraint (4.53) as

w(0—) = v[0,4, fi],  w(0+)< u[0,B,f]. (4.54)
Combining Theorems 4.2, 4.7, 4.9, with Theorem 1.1, we obtain:

Theorem 4.11. In the same setting of Theorem 1.1, let (A, B) be a connection. Then, for every
T >0, and for any w € L>(R), the following conditions are equivalent.
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(1) we AAB(T).
(2) ‘S’T[FAB}Jr o SF}AB}_W =w.

(3) w is an element of the set o/“R in (4.9), with L <0, R > 0, that satisfies the conditions of
Theorem 4.2, 4.7, or 4.9.

Moreover, if (A, B) is a non critical connection, i.e. if A # 0, B # 0,, then the conditions (2)
and (3) are equivalent to

(1) we .Al[;gB] (T'), where

ARBL Ty = (ST 4 + ug € BVo(R)}, (4.55)

and there holds
AUBI(T) = A2P(T). (4.56)

Remark 4.12 (Comparison with previous results). Theorem 4.2, 4.7, 4.9 yield the first complete
characterization of the attainable set at time T > 0 in terms of Oleinik-type inequalities and uni-
lateral comstraints, for critical and non critical connections. Partial results in this direction have
been recently obtained for strict subsets of AAP(T). In particular, we refer to:

e the work [6], where it is characterized only the subset AB(T) C AAB(T) given by
APPUTY = {w € AMBYT) | 3 AB entropy solution u € Lipj.((0,T) x R\ {0}) : u(T,z) = w}.

e the work [2], in which, for critical connections (A4, B), the set AMB(T) is fully characterized in
terms of triples (a monotone function and a pair of points) related to the Lax-Oleinik represen-
tation formula of solutions (obtained in [5] via the Hamiton-Jacobi dual formulation). Instead,
for non critical connections (A4, B), when L < 0 and R > 0, [2] provides a characterization of
only a subset of the attainable profiles. Namely, in [2] only the profiles of CASES 3, 4, discussed
in Remark 4.4, are characterized, missing the ones of CASES 1, 2, 1B, 2B. In fact, the profiles
constructed in [2] with L < 0, R > 0, satisfy always the condition w(z) = A for all z € (L,0),
and w(x) = B for all z € (0,R), which is in general not fulfilled by profiles of CASEs 1, 2, 1B,
2B (cfr. Remark 4.6).

We point out that, as a byproduct of the characterization of A4 (T') via Oleinik-type estimates,
one can establish uniform BV bounds on solutions to (1.1), (1.3) in the case of non critical con-
nections, and on the flux of solutions to (1.1), (1.3) for general connections (see. Proposition A.3
in Appendix A). In turn such bounds yield the LllOC-Lipschitz continuity in time of AB-entropy

solutions (see the proof of Theorem 2.7-(v)) in Appendix A).

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 4.11

5.1. Proof roadmap. Observe that if (A, B) is a non critical connection, then recalling Defini-
tion 2.13, and relying on Proposition A.3 in Appendix A, we deduce that SF}AB]_w € BVjye(R) for

all w € L*°(R). Hence setting uy = ST[AB}_w, we deduce immediately the implication (2) = (1)’

On the other hand, since Al[;jB} (T) ¢ AMUBI(T), from the implication (1) = (3), one deduces that
(1)) = (3) holds as well.

Therefore, in order to establish Theorem 4.11 it will be sufficient to prove the equivalence of the
conditions (1), (2), (3). We provide here a road map of the proof of (1) < (2) < (3). There are
three main parts, which are somewhat independent one from the other.

Part 1. The case of a non critical connection (1) = (3). In Sections 5.2-5.3 we prove the
implication (1) = (3) of Theorem 4.11 when (A, B) is a non critical connection. The
proof has a bootsrap-like structure, and it is divided in two steps.
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e Part 1.a - (1) = (3) for non critical connections assuming (H). This is the first fundamental
block of our proof. We prove in § 5.2 the implication (1) = (3) for profiles w € AMBI(T)
that satisfy the BV condition:

Jug eLOR) : w=38"uy, and S ug € BV (R) Vit>0. (H)

The derivation of the conditions of Theorem 4.2, 4.7, and 4.9 is obtained exploiting as
in [0] the non crossing property of genuine characteristics in the domains {z > 0, ¢ > 0},
{zx < 0,t > 0}, together with the non existence of rarefactions emanating from the
interface (cfr. Appendix B and [2]). Two key novel points of the analysis here are:

- a blowup argument, possible thanks to assumption (H), to derive the Oleinik-type
inequalities satisfied by w in regions comprising points with characteristics reflected by
the interface £ = 0, and points with characteristics refracted by = = 0.

- a comparison arguments (based on the duality of forward and backward shocks of § 3.3,
and on the property of the states u[R, B, f,], v[L, A, fi], defined in § 3.1, 3.2) to establish
the unilateral inequalities satisfied by w at points of discontinuity generated by shocks
that isolate the interface {x = 0} from the semiaxes {z < 0}, {z > 0} (cfr. Remark 3.3).

e Part 1.b - (1) = (3) for non critical connections without assuming (H). We prove in § 5.3

the implication (1) = (3) for every w € AAB(T) by showing that every
w € AAB(T) actually satisfy condition (H), and then the conclusion follows by Part 1.a.
This is achieved: considering a sequence of functions u, o € BV(R) that L!-converge

to ug € L>°(R); observing that St[ABHun,o € BV (R) (see [1, 25]); deriving uniform BV
bounds on S%ABHun’o based on the Oleinik-type inequalities enjoyed by S%ABHun’o be-

cause of Part 1.a; relying on the L-stability of the semigroup map ug — S CEﬂABHuo (see

Theorem 2.7-(iii)) and on the lower semicontinuity of the total variation with respect to
L'-convergence.

Part 2. The case of a non critical connection (3) = (2) = (1). The implication (2) = (1)
of Theorem 4.11 immediately follows observing that, by virtue of (2), one has w =
SC[FABHUO e AMUBUT), with uy = SF}AB]_w. Hence, in Sections 5.4-5.5 we prove only
the implication (3) = (2) of Theorem 4.11, in the case of a non critical connection (A, B).
This is the second fundamental block of our proof, which consists in first showing as an
intermediate step that (3) = (1), and next in proving that (3) = (2).

e Part 2.a - (3) = (1) for non critical connections. Given w € &/“R satisfying the condi-
tion of Theorem 4.2, we construct explicitly in § 5.4 an AB-entropy admissible solution
u(z,t) = St[ABHuo(x), ug € L®(R), such that u(-,T) = w. The case where w € &/bR
satisfies the condition of Theorem 4.7, or 4.9 is entirely similar or simpler. The con-
struction of uy and u follows a by now standard procedure (see [0], [¢]) in regions of
{z < 0} or of {x > 0} that are not influenced by waves reflected or refracted by the
interface x = 0. Namely, in these regions, one construct the solution u along two type of
lines that correspond to its characteristics: genuine characteristics 9, ending at points
(y,T), where uv = w(y), in the case w is continuous at y; compression fronts 7, . con-
necting points (z,0) and (y,T), where u = (f/)"}(4:5), if y < 0, and u = (f}) " (L),
if y > 0, in the case w is discontinuous at y. A key novel point of the analysis here is
the construction of u in two polygonal regions around the interface x = 0, which relies
on the properties of the shock-rarefaction/rarefaction-shock wave patterns established in
§ 3.4-3.5, which in turn are based on the the duality properties of forward/backward
shocks derived in 3.3. Thanks to this construction, one can in particular explicitly pro-
duce AB-entropy solutions that attain at time 7T the profiles of CASES 1, 2, 1B, 2B
discussed in Remark 4.4, that are not present in [2] (cfr. Remark 4.12).
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e Part 2.b - (3) = (2) for non critical connections. Given w € &/“R satisfying the condi-
tions of Theorem 4.2, we show in § 5.5 that w is a fixed point of the backward-forward op-

erator S C[FABH OS}AB]_. The case where w € 7R satisfies the condition of Theorem 4.7,
or 4.9 is entirely similar. Building on the analysis pursued in the previous part, in order

to prove that w = S C[FABH OSF}AB}_w it is sufficient to show that, if ug is the initial datum

of the AB-entropy solution wu(z,t) constructed in Part 2.a, then one has ug = Sj[qAB]_w.
This is again achieved exploiting the duality properties of forward/backward shocks
derived in 3.3, and the structural properties of the shock-rarefaction/rarefaction-shock
wave patterns established in § 3.4-3.5.

Part 3. The case of a critical connection (1) < (2) < (3). In Sections 5.6, 5.7, 5.8 we recover
the equivalence of the conditions (1), (2), (3) of Theorem 4.11 in the case of critical
connections, invoking the truth of this equivalence for non critical connections established
in Parts 1-2. The proof is divided in three steps.

e Part 3.a - (1) < (2) for critical connections. In § 5.6 we prove the implication (1) =
(2), relying on the Ll-stability of the maps (4, B,ug) S%ABHuO, (A, B,up) —
S}AB}_UO (see Theorem 2.7-(iv) and Definition 2.13). The reverse implication is im-
mediate as observed in Part 2.
e Part 3.b - (1) = (3) for critical connections. In § 5.7 we prove the implication (1) =
3),
relying on the Ll-stability of the maps (4, B) + fi(w), (4, B)  f(u,), where u;, u,
denote, respectively the left and right states of u(z,t) = St[ABHuo(a:) at x = 0 (see
Corollary 2.9), and on the lower /upper L!-semicontinuity property of solutions to con-
servation laws with uniformly convex flux (see Lemma C.1 in Appendix C).

e Part 3.c - (3) = (1) for critical connections. In § 5.8 we prove the implication (3) = (1)
exploiting again the L!-stability of the semigroup map of Theorem 2.7-(iv), and us-
ing a perturbation argument. Namely, given w € &R satisfying the conditions of
Theorem 4.7, or 4.9, we construct a sequence {wy}, of perturbations of w with the

property that w, I41> w, and w, € AlAnbn] (T'), for a sequence of non critical connections
{(A,,, Bn) }n. This is another key point of our analysis, since it provides a general explicit
procedure to approximate an attainable profile for a critical connection by attainable
profiles for non critical connections.

5.2. Part 1.a- (1) = (3) for non critical connections assuming (H). In this Subsection, given
an element w of the set A“B!(T) for a noncritical connection (A, B), assuming that w satisfies (H),
we will show that w fulfills condition (3) of Theorem 4.11. Recalling (4.8), this is equivalent to
show that, letting
L= L[“)fl]) R= R[wvfr]v (51)

be quantities defined as in (4.4), there hold:

2a-i) If L <0, R > 0, and if w satisfies (H), then w satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.2;

2a-ii) If L = 0, R > 0 or viceversa, and if w satisfies (H), then w satisfies the conditions

of Theorem 4.7;

2a-iii) If L =0, R = 0, then w satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.9.
We will prove 2a-i) in § 5.2.1-5.2.6, while 2a-ii) is proven in § 5.2.7, and 2a-iii) is discussed in § 5.2.8.
The further assumption that w satisfies (H) is needed only to show that w satisfies (4.12)-(4.13) in
case 2a-1), and (4.36), (4.42) in case 2a-ii).

Throughout the subsection we will assume that

w=38Muy,  u e LR, (5.2)
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and we set u(x,t) = SIEABHuo(x), x € R, t > 0. Moreover, we let u;(t), u,(t) denote the left and
right traces at x = 0 of u(x,t).

5.2.1. (L <0, R >0, proof of (4.18)). The inequalities w(L—) > w(L+), w(R—) > w(R+) are the
Lax conditions which are satisfied since u is an entropy admissible solution of the conservation law
ut + fi(u)y, =0, on z < 0, and of uy + f.(u), =0, on x > 0, and the fluxes f, f, are convex.

5.2.2. (L <0, R> 0, proof of (4.11)). By definition (4.4), (5.1) of L, R, it follows that backward
characteristics for u starting at (z,T), with x €] —o00,0[U]R, +00][, never crosses the interface x = 0.
Thus, we recover the Oleinik estimates (4.11) as a classical property of solutions to conservation laws
with strictly convex flux, which follows from the fact that genuine characteristics never intersect in
the interior of the domain (e.g. see [0, Lemma 3.2]).

5.2.3. (L <0, R > 0, first part of the proof of (4.14)). Letting u[R, B, f,| be the constant defined
as in (3.7) with f = f,., we will prove the implication

Re0, T f(B) = w(R+) <ulR,B,f], (5.3)
assuming

R €0, T f(B)], w(R+) > u[R, B, f], (5.4)

and showing that (5.4) leads to a contradiction. To complete the proof of (4.14) we will show in
§ 5.2.5 that

Re€l0,T-f(B) = u[R B,f]<w(R-). (5.5)
The proof of the first implication in (4.14) is obtained in entirely similar way.

We divide the proof of (5.3) in two steps. In the first step we construct the leftmost characteristic
curve £R that starts on the interface x = 0 and reaches the point (R,7), remaining in the region

{z > 0}, with the property that all maximal backward characteristics starting on £R don’t cross
the interface x = 0. In the second step, thanks to the assumption (5.4) we show that SR is located
on the left of the shock curve & constructed as in § 3.4 that emanates from the interface z = 0
and reaches the point (R,7"). This leads to a contradiction in accordance with the characterizing
property of u[R, B, f,| discussed in Remark 3.3.

Step 1 Consider the map &, : [r, T] — [0, +oo[ defined by setting

R7

£R(t)iinf{R>0 cax—t- fl(u(t,z)) >0 Ya >R}, t>0,

. (5.6)
TR:mf{tE[O,T] P Ep(8) >0 VseltT]}.
Notice that by definition (5.6) we have
E()=0, &M =R £1)>0 Vielr T, (5.7)

and that ¢ is a backward characteristic for u starting at (R, T’), so that there holds (e.g. see [20])

Flulgg(0)£,0) i (€ (1) 1) = u(Eq(t)+.1),

. (5.8)
M (€ (D)= 0), ul€g()+.0)) i u(Eg(t)—1) £ ul€g().1).

€(1) =

where
Ar(u,v) iM, u,v ER, u#wv. (5.9)

vV—U
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We shall provide now a lower bound on the slope of §R. Let tg E]TR,T], and observe that by
definition (5.6) it follows that the minimal backward characteristic starting at (¢ (fo), o) must

cross the interface x = 0 at some non-negative time. Since such a characteristic is genuine and
has slope f,’,(u(ﬁR(to)—,to)) > 0, and because of the AB-entropy condition (2.13), it follows that

fr(u(€g(to)—t0)) = fr(B) and u({,(to)—,t0) = 0. Hence, there holds

U(SR(tQ)—,t()) > B. (510)
On the other hand, by definition (5.6) we have
Fr(u(g(to)+,t0)) < &5 (t0)/to - (5.11)

Thus, letting ¢y (1y),+ denote the maximal backward characteristic starting at (SR (to), to), because
of (5.11) there holds
Den(to)+(0) = & (to) — to - fr(u(&s(to)+,t0)) =0, (5.12)
and (5.7) implies
Ven(to),+ () >0 vVt €]0,to]. (5.13)

Moreover, observe that by the properties of backward characteristics, and by definition (5.6), the
maximal backward characteristics g 4 starting at (R,T) satisfies

&) < dralt) Ve[, T,
and, in particular, one has

€ to) < VR (to). (5.14)

Since maximal genuine? backward characteristics cannot intersect in the interior of the domain, it
follows from (5.14) that

€x(to) = to - fr(u(€x(to)+:t0)) = Vegiao),+(0) < VR4 (0) =R =T fl(w(R+)). (5.15)
In turn, (5.15) yields
E() ~ R4 T fLw(RE)) < to- F1ulE (t0)+10)). (5.16)

Moreover, one has
€x(to) — Ur.+(0) , ,
- < Whs = flw(R+). (5.17)

Since the definition (4.4) of R and (5.4) imply f/(w(R+)) < R/T < f}/(B), we deduce from (5.17)
that
p(to) =R+ T fl(w(R+))
< fl(B). (5.18)
to
By the monotonicity of f/, in turn the estimates (5.16), (5.18) yield
€ (to) —R+T - f1(w(R+))
to

(N~

< (g (to) + o).

(5.19)
x(to) = R+T - fl(w(R+))
(f)7" = < B.
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—

Cr,+(0) L Co.+(0) 7

FIGURE 14. Illustration of the proof in § 5.2.3. The black lines are characteristics
of the solution u, that cross inside the domain and therefore lead to a contradiction.
The blue lines are the comparison curves.

Therefore, recalling (5.8), (5.9), and because of the convexity of f,, we derive from (5.4),(5.10),
(5.19), that

SR(tO) —-R+T- fr/’(u[Rv Ba fr])

& (to) > A [ (f)7 » .B Vg €], 1. (5.20)

Step 2 (Comparison with an extremal shock). Let y[R, B, f;](-) be the function defined in § 3.1
with f = f,., set
L =y[R, B, f,](T), (5.21)
and consider the function
z[L, B, f:](t), te [slL.B. f],T], (5.22)

defined as in § 3.2, with A = B (B as in (2.16)), and f = f,.. By definition (3.10), and applying
Lemma 3.1, there holds

w[L7§7 fr](S[L,E, fr]) =0, w[L7§7 fr](T) =R, (523)
and
Goll B0 = (g (RIS B e Bt G2
Moreover, because of (3.7), (5.21), we have
L="T-f/(u[R,B, f,]) —R. (5.25)
Then, by virtue of (5.20), (5.24), a comparison argument yields
§R(t) < z[L, B, f,](t), Vte [max {TR, s[L, B, fr]}, T[. (5.26)

Notice that, if s[L, B, f,] > T, then because of (5.23), (5.26), and since {_(t) = 0, we find the

contradiction 0 < SR(S[L,E, fr]) < 0. Hence it must be

sILB, fi] <. (5.27)
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Next, observe that by definition (5.6) and because of (5.7), we have u(0+,7.) < 6r. Thus,
by virtue of the AB-entropy condition (2.13), it follows that u(0+,7'R) < B. Then, letting

Co+ 1 [0, 7] = [0, +-00[ denote the maximal backward characteristic starting at (0,7,), one has

Co.t (0) = —7 - fL(u(0+,7)) = 7. - L(B). (5.28)

On the other hand, by virtue of (5.4), (5.21), (5.27), and recalling the definitions (3.7), (3.9) of
ulR, B, f,], s[L, B, f;], we find that the maximal backward characteristic Jg 4+ : [0,7] — [0, +00]
from (R,T) satisfies

Ir+(0) =R =T fi(w(R+)) <R =T fi(u[R,B, f])

=—y[R, B, f;](T)
= ~s[LB. ] f(B) (529)
<—Tg fi(B).
Thus, we deduce from (5.28)-(5.29) that
IR +(0) < Co,+(0), (5.30)
while (5.14) yield
UR+(75) > 0= Co+(75)- (5.31)

The inequalities (5.30)-(5.31) imply that the genuine characteristics (o 4+, g 4 intersect each other
in the interior of the domain, which gives a contradiction and thus completes the proof of the
implication (5.3).

5.24. (L <0, R> 0, proof of (4.16)-(4.17)). We will prove only the implication (4.17), the proof
of (4.16) being entirely similar. Let L = L[w, fi, f», A, B] be the constant in (4.6), and assume that

Re]0,T- f{(B), L<L. (5.32)

Step 1. (proof of: w(z) < Ain ]L,0[).
By definition (4.4), (5.1) of L, it follows that backward genuine characteristics starting at points
(x,T), with « €L, 0] of continuity for w, must cross the interface = = 0 at some non-negative time.
Since such characteristics have slope f/(w(z)) < 0, and because of the AB-entropy condition (2.13),
it follows that f;(w(x)) > fi(A) and w(z) < 6; at any point = €]L,0[ of continuity for w. Hence,
there holds w(+z) < A for all z €]L,0].

Step 2. (proof of: w(z)= A in ][,0[)

In a similar way to (5.6), consider the map & : [TL,

T| —] — 00,0[ defined symmetrically by setting
£ (t) =sup{L <0 :ax—t-fi(u(t,z)) <0 VYa<L} t>0,
. (5.33)
T = inf {t € [0,7] : {(5)<0 Vse t,T]} .
Notice that by definition (5.33) we have

We claim that
T <1, = 1.<7RB,f] (5.34)
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where 7[R, B, f,] is the constant defined as in (3.32), with f = f.. We will prove the implica-
tion (5.34) with similar arguments to the proof of (4.14) in § 5.2.3, assuming

<t o> TRBS, (5.35)

and showing that (5.35) lead to a contradiction.
Since 7, < 7, by definitions (5.6), (5.33), and by virtue of the AB-entropy condition (2.13), it
follows
(w(t),ur(t)) = (A, B) vtelr,T], (5.36)

which in turn implies

wEt)—t)=B  Vitelr,T]. (5.37)
Let Co,+, Ueq(t)+ > be the maximal backward characteristics starting at (O,TR), and at (ﬁR(t),t),
t €], T, respectively. Relying on (5.12), (5.28), and since maximal backward characteristics

cannot intersect in the interior of the domain, we find

—To  F1(B) < Go4(0) < Vga),4(0) = E (1) — £+ fr(u(€x(H)+,1))- (5.38)
In turn, (5.38) together with (5.35), yields
t fiu@(t)+.0) < &) + 7R, B f] f(B)  Vte]r,T], (5.39)

since f/(B) < 0. By the monotonicity of f. we deduce from (5.39) that
fR(t) + T[Rv B, fr] ’ f;(F)

u((O+,0) < ()7 t

(5.40)

Therefore, recalling (5.8), (5.9), and because of the convexity of f,, we derive from (5.37), (5.40)
that
£.(t)+ IR, B, 1,] - 11(B)

&)< ()™ - B Vtelr, T]. (5.41)

On the other hand, letting z[L, B, f,](-) be the function defined in § 3.2, with L as in (5.21), A = B,
and f = f,, there hold (5.23), (5.24). Moreover, because of (3.32), (5.21), we have

L:T[R7B7fr]'f/(§)7 S[ngafr]:T[R7B7fr]' (5'42)

T

Then, by virtue of (5.7), (5.41), and because of (5.23), (5.24), (5.35), (5.42), with a comparison
argument we deduce

&) >zl B, f](t) Vtelr,T]. (5.43)
But (5.43), together with (5.7), (5.35), (5.42), and recalling (3.10), implies
0=2¢(75) 2 z[L, B, frl(7g) > z[L, B, f-](T[R, B, f;]) =0, (5.44)

which gives a contradiction, proving the claim (5.34).

Relying on the implication (5.34), we show now that w(z) = A4 in |L,0[, considering two cases:

Case 1: 7. < 7. Then, by definitions (5.6), (5.33), and by virtue of the AB-entropy condi-

tion (2.13), it follows
(w(t),ur(t)) = (A, B) vitelr,T]. (5.45)
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Observe that the maximal backward characteristic 9|y starting at (L,7T") crosses the interface = 0
at time 7' — L/f/(w(L+). Since { is a backward characteristic starting at the same point (L, T)

and crossing the interface = 0 at time 7, one has 7 < T — L/f/(w(L+). This implies that

the backward genuine characteristics from points (z,7), = €]L,0[, impact the interface z = 0
at times t, > T — L/f/(w(L+) > 7, Since the value of the solution u is constant along genuine

characteristics, we deduce from (5.45) that w(z) = A for all  €]L,0[. Hence, by (5.32) in particular

it follows that w(x) = A for all z € ]L,0[.
CASE 2: TS o Then, because of (5.34) we have Ty < 7[R, B, f.]. Observe that by Step 1 we

have w(z) < A for all  €]L,0[. Relying on the monotonicity of f/, this implies that the backward
genuine characteristics starting from points (z,T), z € ]L,0[, impacts the interface z = 0 at times

T(x)iT—sz—m. (5.46)

On the other hand, recalling definitions (4.6), (5.1), we have

Z (T_T[RvafT])'fl/(A)
T— >T— =71|R,B, f.|>T1_, 5.47
7iA) 7A) R.B. Sl 2 mg (547)
for all z €]L,0[. Combining (5.46), (5.47), we deduce that the backward genuine characteristics
starting from points (z,7T), x €]L,0[, cross the interface x = 0 at times 7(x) > T,- Hence,

relying again on the property that the solution u is constant along genuine characteristics, we infer
from (5.36) that w(x) = A for all x €]L, 0] also in this case, thus completing the proof of Step 2.

Step 3. (proof of: w(l—) = A).

We know by Step 1 and Step 2 that w(t—) < Aand w([+) = A. On the other hand the Lax entropy
condition (see § 5.2.1) implies w(L—) > w(L+) = A. Therefore one has A > w(L—) > w(l+) = A
which yields w(L—) = A. This concludes the proof of (4.17).

5.2.5. (L <0, R> 0, proof of (4.15) and completion of the proof of (4.14)). We will prove only the
second implication in (4.15), the proof of the first one being entirely symmetric. Assume that

[R €l0,T-f\(B)] and L<L| or R>T-f\(B), (5.48)
and let T Th be the constants defined in (5.6), (5.33), in connection with the characteristics SL, §R.

As observed in Step 2 of § 5.2.4, the fact that {L is a backward characteristic starting at (L,7") and

crossing the interface z = 0 at time T implies

L

T < T+(L)iT—W.

(5.49)

We claim that (5.48) implies
T < (L) (5.50)

Since (5.49) clearly implies (5.50) when TR ST it will be sufficient to prove the claim under the
assumption T <Tx Let’s consider first the case that

Re]0,T-f/(B)] and L<L. (5.51)
Observe that, because of (5.34), T <Tq implies

7 < 7[R B, f]. (5.52)
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Moreover, by Step 1 of § 5.2.4, one has w(L+) < A~. Therefore, recalling the definition (4.6), and
because of the monotonicity of f], we deduce from L < L that
(T_T[R7B7fr]) 'fl,(w(L+) < L7 (553)
which, together with (5.52), yields (5.50), under the assumption (5.51). Next, consider the case
that
R>T-f/(B). (5.54)
Observe that by the analogous argument of Step 1 of § 5.2.4 for (4.16), one has w(R—) > B.
Moreover, if w(R—) = B, by definition (4.4) of R it follows that f/(B) > R/T, which together
with (5.54), implies f/(B) = R/T. In turn, f/(B) = R/T implies that the minimal characteristics
starting at (R, T") reaches the interface x = 0 at time ¢t = 0, and by definition (5.6), it coincides with
§g- Therefore, one has 7. = 0, which proves (5.50). Hence, it remains to consider the case (5.54)
when w(R—) > B. Notice that, if
L - R
fllwl+) = fllwR=))’
it follows that the minimal backward characteristic Jgr — from (R, T’) crosses the interface z = 0 at
a time

(5.55)

) R

—(R)=T Fw(RD) (5.56)
strictly greater than the time 7, (L) at which the maximal backward characteristic 9| 4 from (L,T)
crosses the interface + = 0. On the other hand, since ¥r _ is a genuine characteristic, it follows
that u,(7—(R)) = w(R—) > B. Because of the AB-entropy condition (2.13) this implies that
uy(7—(R)) > 6;. Thus we can trace the minimal backward characteristic starting at (0, 7_(R)) and
lying in {z < 0}, which has slope f/(u;(7—(R)) > 0, and hence it will intersect the characteristic
YL+ at a positive time ¢t* > 7, (L), giving a contradiction. Therefore, w(R—) > B implies

L < R
[w(t+)) = fllw®R=))

On the other hand, since §R is a backward characteristic starting at (R, T") and crossing the interface

(5.57)

z =0 at time Too there holds
T < 7-(R). (5.58)

Hence, (5.56), (5.57), (5.58) together yield (5.50). This completes the proof of the Claim that (5.48)
implies (5.50). Then, by definitions (5.6), (5.33), relying on (5.49), (5.50), and by virtue of the
AB-entropy condition (2.13), we find that

(u(t),ur(t)) = (A,B)  Vite]r (L), T]. (5.59)

Since backward genuine characteristics starting from points (z,7"), x €]L,0[, cross the interface
x =0 at times t, > 74 (L), we infer from (5.59) that w(x) = A for all z €]L,0[. This concludes the
proof of the second implication in (4.15).

Concerning (4.14), we prove now the implication (5.5). To this end observe that, because of (4.15)
and (4.16) (established in § 5.2.4), we have

R€l0,T-f(B)] = w@)>B Vaze]o,R[,
and hence
R€]0,T- f(B)) = w(R-)>B. (5.60)

Thus, relying on (3.8) with f = f,, we deduce (5.5) from (5.60), which completes the proof of the
second implication in (4.14).
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5.2.6. (L <0, R > 0, proof of (4.12)-(4.13)). We will prove only (4.12), the proof of (4.13) being
entirely similar. Then, assume that (5.32) holds as in § 5.2.4.

Step 1. For every point x € ]L,[[ where w is continuous, consider the map

Bu(t) = {x — (T —t) - fl(w(2)), if 7(z) <t<T, (5.61)
(t— @) fLom (@), #0<t<r()
with .
=T .
() @) (5.62)
and set
¢(z) = 02(0) = —7(2) - from _(w(z)). (5.63)
Observe that
Vz|)r(z),r) 18 @ genuine characteristic for u in the halfplane {z < 0}, (560
5.64

Ul j0,()[ 18 @ genuine characteristic for u in the halfplane {z > 0} if wu,(7(z)) < B,

and thus 9, is a genuine characteristic for u as AB-solution (see Remark 2.4) only in the case where
ur(7(x)) < B. Note also that 7(x) is the impact time of 9, with the interface x = 0, and that
the function 7 has at most countably many discontinuity points as w. Since genuine characteristics
cannot intersect in the interior of the domain, it follows that the right continuous extension of 7 is
a nondecreasing map. On the other hand, because we are assuming that w satisfies (H) and that
(A, B) is a non critical connection, we know by Proposition B.3 in Appendix B that no pair of
genuine characteristics can meet together on the interface x = 0. Hence, we deduce that the right
continuous extension of the map 7 is actually increasing on |L, L][.
We will next show that the right continuous extension of the map ¢ is nondecreasing on |L,L][.

Step 2. Consider two points L < 21 < x9 < L of continuity for w. By Step 1 we know that
7(x1) < 7(22). Moreover, by (4.17) (established in § 5.2.4) we have w(z) < A for all z €]L,L[.
Then, we shall provide a proof of

¢(z1) < p(x2) (5.65)
considering different cases according to the fact that w(z;) = A or w(z;) < A, 7 =1,2.

CASE 1: w(z;) < A, i =1,2. Since u is constant along genuine characteristics, and because of
the AB-entropy condition (2.13), it follows that u,(7(z;)) = mt. _(w(x;)) < B, i = 1,2. Therefore,
by (5.64) U,]10,7(z)[» © = 1,2, are genuine characteristics in the half plane {z > 0} starting at
(0,7(x;)), which cannot intersect at positive times. This implies ¢(z1) = 94, (0) < 94,(0) = ¢(z2).

CASE 2: w(wr;) = A, i = 1,2. By definition (5.61) we know that ¥4, |10,+(z,)[, ? = 1,2, are parallel
lines (possibly not characteristics for u) with slope f; (71'5,7_(14)) = fI(B), starting at (0,7(x;)).
Hence, 7(x1) < 7(z2) implies ¢(x1) = U4, (0) < U4,(0) = ¢(z2).

CASE 3: w(z1) = A, w(xa) < A. Notice that, by the monotonicity of f/, f;, the map

— o0, (f) N U= — i floxt _(u
)=o) /)] 2 = (T = k) - fromd )

is decreasing. Then we have

e ol (e
o) < = (T = g ) frod (wle)

(5.66)
g—<T——ﬁL—);o¢4wm»:mmw
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CASE 4: w(zg) = A, w(x1) < A. Since w(zz) = A, it follows with the same arguments as above
that wu;(7(z2)) = A and that either u,(7(z2)) = B or u,(7(x2)) = B. In the first case, because
of (5.64) one can proceed as in Case 1 to deduce that ¢(x1) < ¢(x3). Then, assume u,(7(x2)) = B,
and set (see Figure 15)

t = inf {t < 7(w2) | (wi(s),ur(s)) = (A,B) Vse [t,T(:Eg)]}. (5.67)

Notice that since 7(z1) < 7(z2) and because w(7(71)) < A implies u,(7(z1)) < B, it follows that
t €]r(x1), 7(x2)]. We claim that it must hold

u(7)=B. (5.68)

Towards a proof of (5.68), notice first that, since w(z) < A for all z €]L, L[, it follows that u(t) < A
for all t € [7(x1),7(x2)]. Because of the AB-entropy condition (2.13) this implies that u,(t) < B
for all ¢t € [7(z1),7(x2)]. Hence, in particular we have

u(t) < B. (5.69)

Then, consider the blow ups
up(z,t) = u(pz, t+ p(t — 1)) reR, t>0, (5.70)

of w at the point (0,%), as in the proof of Proposition B.3. When p | 0, the blow-ups w,(-,t)
converge in L';,., up to a subsequence, to a limiting AB entropy solution v(-,t), for all t > 0.
(t), ifz<0,
t

Moreover, there holds
n uj )
) =
vi@,t) {ur( ), ifz>0.

By definitions (5.67), (5.70), letting wuy(t), up-(t) denote the left and right traces at x = 0 of
up(z,t), we have

(5.71)

o —t
(upi(t),upr(t)) = (A,B) Vite ]t, t+ % , (5.72)
where w,(t), u,,(t) denote the left and right traces of u,(-,t) at « = 0. Taking the limit as p | 0

in (5.72), we deduce that
v(0—,t) = A, v(0+,t) = B, Vit>t, (5.73)

while (5.69), (5.71) imply

v(z,t) = u.(t) < B, Va>0. (5.74)
By a direct inspection we find that, if an AB entropy solution of a Riemann problem for (1.1)
with initial datum (5.71) at time ¢, enjoys the properties (5.73)-(5.74), then the initial datum on
{(z,%), > 0} must be v(z,?) = u,(f) = B, thus proving (5.68).
Relying on (5.68) we can now complete the proof of (5.65). Since u,(7(x1)) < B, we know by (5.64)
that ¥, is a genuine characteristic in the halfplane {x > 0} starting at (0,7(z1)). On the other
hand, because of (5.68), we can trace the maximal backward characteristic from (0,%¢) in {z > 0},
which has slope f.(B) and reaches the z-axis at the point —%- f/(B). Such a (genuine) characteristic
cannot intersect at a positive time the genuine characteristic ¥,,. Therefore, one has

$(21) = 01, (0) < —F- fL(B). (5.75)

Moreover, since ¢ < 7(z3), and because 7T£7_(w(x2)) = ﬂﬁ,_(A) = B, we deduce

—t- f1(B) < —7(22) - f(B) = ¢(2),
which together with (5.75), yields (5.65). This concludes the proof of the nondecreasing mono-
tonicity of ¢ on |L,L[. Invoking Lemma 4.4 in [6], this is equivalent to the inequality

D+w($) §g[waflafr](x)v Vl‘G]L,E[,
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7(z1) - ~. N

FIGURE 15. The situation described in Case 4.

where g is the function in (4.7). This concludes the proof of (4.12), and thus the proof that w
satisfies conditions (i)-(ii) of Theorem 4.2 is completed.

5.2.7. (L < 0, R = 0 or viceversa, proof of conditions (i)-(ii), or (i)’-(ii)’, of Theorem 4.7). We
consider only the case L < 0, R = 0, the other case L = 0, R > 0 being symmetrical. The proofs
of (4.35), (4.36), (4.38), (4.39), (4.40) in this case, are entirely similar to the proofs of (4.11),
(4.12), (4.17), (4.14), (4.18), respectively, in the case L < 0, R > 0. We provide here only the
proof of (4.37), which is the only new constraint arising in the case L < 0, R = 0, that was not
present in the case L < 0, R > 0. Notice first that by (4.17) (established in § 5.2.4) we know that
w(xz) < Afor all z €]L,0[. Hence, since the connection (A, B) is non critical, tracing the backward
characteristics (with negative slope) in the half plane {x < 0} from any sequence of points (z,,T),
xn €]L,0[, z, 1 0, we deduce that there exists the one-sided limit u;(7—) and there holds

w(T—) =w(0-) < A. (5.76)

Then, we will distinguish two cases.

CASE 1: Assume that wu,(t) > B for all ¢t €7, T[, for some 7 < T. Then, by the AB-entropy
condition (2.13), and because of (5.76), we deduce that w(0—) = w;(T—) = A. On the other
hand, since (A, B) is a non critical connection, by definition (4.4) it follows that R = 0 implies
fH(w(0+)) < 0. Therefore we have w(0+) < B =l _(A) =l _(w(0-)), proving (4.37).

Case 2: Assume that there exist a sequence of times ¢, T T such that u,(t,) < B for all n,
and such that lim,, u,(t,) = u*, for some v* < B. By the AB-entropy condition (2.13) this implies
that u,(t,) = 7\ _(w(tn)) for all n. Therefore, relying on (5.76), we find u* = lim, 7\, _ (w(tn)) =

7t

r—(w(0—)). On the other hand we have w(0+) < u*, since otherwise backward genuine character-
istics issuing from points (x,,T), x, | 0, would eventually cross backward genuine characteristics
in the half plane {z > 0} starting from points (0, ¢,). In fact, if w(04) > u* then we can find points
(n,T), ®y > 0 (x4, of continuity for w), and (0,t,), t, < T (t, of continuity for u,), such that
w(xy) > ur(ty), which would imply that the backward characteristic starting from (x,,7T") with
negative slope f/(w(zy,T)) intersect the backward characteristic starting from (0,t,) with slope
fi(ur(tn)) < fl(w(xn, T)). Therefore it must be w(04) < u*, which together with u* = 7Tf,7_(w(0—)),
yields (4.37).
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This concludes the proof of (4.37), and thus the proof that w satisfies conditions (i)-(ii)
(or (i)’-(ii)’) of Theorem 4.7 is completed.

5.2.8. (L =0, R = 0, proof of conditions (i)-(ii) of Theorem 4.9). The proofs of (4.51), (4.54),
(4.52), are entirely similar to the proofs of (4.11), (4.14), in the case L < 0, R > 0, and of (4.37),
in the case L = R = 0, respectively. Instead, (4.53) can be established with the same arguments of
the proof of (4.14) in the case L < 0, R > 0, recalling Remark 4.10. This completes the proof that
w satisfies conditions (i)-(ii) of Theorem 4.9.

5.3. Part 1.b - (1) = (3) for non critical connections without assuming (H). In this
Subsection, given an element w of the set ABI(T) for a noncritical connection (A, B), we will show
that w satisfies (H). In view of the analysis in § 5.2, this will imply that w fulfills condition (3) of
Theorem 4.11, thus completing the proof of the implication (1) = (3) of Theorem 4.11.

Then, given w € AUBI(T) with

W= SC[FABHuO, ug € L (R), (5.77)

set u(z,t) = St[ABHuo(:E), z € R, t > 0. Next, let {u, 0}, be a sequence of functions in BV (R)
such that

uno — upg in LYR),
and define u,(z,t) = St[AB}+un70(:1:). Then, by Theorem 2.7-(iii) it follows
un(-,t) = wu(,t) in LY(R) Vt>0. (5.78)

Since (A, B) is a non critical connection and because the initial data u, ¢ are in BV, invoking the
BV bounds on AB-entropy solutions provided in [25, Lemma 8] (see also [I, Theorem 2.13-(iii)]),
we deduce that u,(-,t) € BV(R) for all ¢ > 0, and for all n. Therefore,

un(-t) € AMBI#) | and satisfies (H) V¢>0, Vn.
Hence, relying on the analysis in § 5.2, and recalling (4.8), we know that, setting
Ln(t) = L[un(-,t), fl] ) Rn(t) = R[un(-,t), f?”] ) (579)

each uy,(-,t) satisfies the conditions stated in:

- Theorem 4.2 if L,(t) <0, R,(t) > 0;
- Theorem 4.7 if L,(t) <0, R,(t) =0 or viceversa,;
- Theorem 4.9 if L,(t) =0, R,(t) =0.

Thus, in particular, u,(-,t) satisfies the Oleinik-type inequalities

Dty (z,t) in ]—oo,Ly(t)],

= un(,)
D+Un(x7t) < g[un('at)aflafr](x) in ]Ln(t)70[7 if Ln(t) < 07

(5.80)
D up(w,t) < hlun(-,t), fis fr)(x)  in JO,Ra(t)[, if Rn(t) >0,
Dy (2,1) < m i JR(t), +o00l,
and the constraints
up(z,t) < A vV x e]l,(t),0],
(5.81)
un(x,t) > B vV x €]0,R, (1),
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for all ¢t > 0. Since (5.81) implies f/(un(x,t)) > f.(B) for all z €]0,R,,(¢)[, by the monotonicity of
! we find

te filup(x,t)) —z > % Ve [o, min{Rn(t), %} [ . (5.82)

Therefore, recalling definition (4.7), setting A = supy, <y max{|f(2)|, |f/(2)|}, with M being a
uniform L* bound for u,, and letting a be the lower bound on f/’, f/’ given in (1.4), we deduce
from (5.82), that, if

then for all n there hold

=
no
INA
| 0o
A
=

2
hlun (-, t), fi, fr](z) < —)> Ve l0,R,(t),

a fl(B) (t - flup(z,t)) — :1:) at

(5.83)
while if
t- fi(B
2
then for all n there hold
A 2 t-£1(B)
< —- Vaoe |0, 2=,
a fi(B)(t- fi(un(z,t)) —x) ~ at < #(B)> ) [ 2 ]
h[un('vt)aflafr](x) < -
A 2A FAL)
ra at-f.(B) vee { 2 ’R"(t)[
(5.84)
Hence, we derive from (5.80), (5.83), (5.84), the uniform bounds
2A A
Dy, (z,t Si-max{l,—} in ]0,R,(¢)[, if Ry(t) >0,
(1) at-f/(B) f1(B) ] ) Q (5.85)
Dty (z,t) < in  |Ry(t), +ool,

t-a

for all n. Since (A, B) is a non critical connection, the one-sided uniform upper bounds provided
by (5.85) yield uniform bounds on the total increasing variation (and hence on the total variation
as well) of w,(t) on bounded subsets of [0, +oo[. In turn, this uniform bounds together with (5.78),
by the lower-semicontinuity of the total variation with respect to the L1 convergence imply that

u(-,t) € BVige([0, +00[) . (5.86)
With the same type of arguments, relying on (5.80), (5.81), we can show that
u(+,t) € BVige(]— 00,0]) . (5.87)
Therefore, we deduce from (5.86), (5.87), that
u(-,t) € BWo(R)  Vt>0, (5.88)

which shows that the function w in (5.77) satisfies condition (H), thus completing the proof of the
implication (1) = (3) of Theorem 4.11 in the case of a non critical connection.
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5.4. Part 2.a - (3) = (1) for non critical connections. In this Subsection, given
we "R, L=L[w, fi]<0, R=R[w,f]>0, (5.89)
(@/“R being the set in (4.9)), assuming that
w satisfies conditions (i)-(ii) of Theorem 4.2, (5.90)

we will show that w € AAB (T') by explicitly constructing an AB-entropy solution attaining w at
time 7. With entirely similar arguments one can show that the same conclusion hold assuming
that w € o-R:

- satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.7, if L = 0, R > 0 or viceversa;
- satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.9, if L =0, R =0.

Then, consider w satisfying (5.89), (5.90). By Remark 4.4 we can distinguish six cases of pointwise
constraints on w, prescribed by condition (ii) of Theorem 4.2, which depend on the reciprocal
positions of the points L, R, and L, R, defined in (4.4)-(4.6). We shall consider here only the CASES
1 and 2 discussed in Remark 4.4. The CASES 1B, 2B are symmetrical to CASES 1, 2, up to a
change of variables x — —x, while the CASES 3, 4 are entirely similar or simpler.

Notice that, by Remark 4.4, in CASE 1 there hold (4.28), (4.29), and in particular we shall
assume that

w(R+) <u[R, B, f], (5.91)
while in CASE 2 there hold (4.29), (4.30), and we shall assume that (5.91) is verified together with
w(Ll—) > v[L, A, fi]. (5.92)

The cases in which w(R+) = u[R, B, f,] or w(L—) = v]L, A, fi] can be treated with entirely similar
or simpler arguments. Moreover, in both CASES 1 and 2 we have

L>L, w(l=) = w(L+). (5.93)

The construction of the initial datum wug so that the corresponding A B-entropy solution solution
u(z,t) = St[ABHuo(x) attains the value w at time T follows a by now standard procedure (see [0],
[8]), that we describe in § 5.4.4-5.4.5 below. To this end we first introduce some technical notations
in § 5.4.1-5.4.3.

5.4.1. Characteristics of compression waves. We introduce a class of curves connecting two points
(2,0), (y,T), that will be treated as characteristics of compression waves generating a shock at
the point (y,7). In particular, in the case y < 0 < z, such curves will be characteristics of a
compression wave that starts at time ¢ = 0 on the half plane {z > 0}, and generates a shock at
time ¢ = T after being refracted at the discontinuity interface. Given any y < 0, consider the
continuous function

N— . Yy /
J = o0, (/T 2 s () = =(T = 05 ) - fLom, ()

Notice that, by definition (4.1) and since f/,f] are increasing functions, it follows that

u— —(T —y/f](w), u > flonl _(u) are decreasing maps, and hence the map hy is decreas-

ing as well. On the other hand we have lim h,(u) = +oo, hy((f])"*(y/T)—) = 0. Therefore by a
U——00

continuity and monotonicity argument, it follows that, for every z > 0, there exists a unique state

uy,» < (f])"'(y/T), such that

hy(uy,.) = 2. (5.94)
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Moreover, the map z +— uy ., z > 0 is continuous. Then, for every pair y < 0 < z, we denote by
1y, 1 [0,T] — R the polygonal line given by

. y_(T_t)f,(u ,2)7 if T(y,Z)<t§T,
Ny,e () = L . (5.95)
(t_T(y7 Z)) 'froﬂ-r,—(uy,z)v lf 0 St ST(ZJ) Z)7
where y
T(y,2) =T — ———. (5.96)
fi(uy,2)
Instead, for every pair y,z < 0, or y,z > 0, we denote by 7, . : [0,7] — R the segment
ny7z(t)iy—(T—t)-(y_z) VO<t<T. (5.97)

T
Notice that, in the case y < 0 < z, if we consider a function u(x,t) that assumes the values

U= Uy, on the segment 1, .(t), 7(y,2) <t <T,
u= 7T£7_(uy7z) on the segment 1, .(t), 0 <t <7(y,z2),

then the states u; = uy ., u, = 7Tf,7_(uy,z) satisfy the interface entropy condition (2.13) at time
t = 7(y,2), and 0, . enjoys the properties of a (genuine) characteristic for v as an AB-entropy
solution (see Remark 2.4). Similar observations hold for 7, . in the case y,z < 0, considering a
function u(x,t) that assumes the value (f/)~!((y — 2)/T) = u,. . along the segment 7, ., and in the
case y, z > 0, considering a function u(z,t) that assumes the value (f/)~!((y — 2)/T) = uy . along
the segment 7, ..

5.4.2. Mazimal/minimal backward characteristics. We introduce a class of curves with end point (y, T')
that will be treated as maximal and minimal backward characteristics starting at (y,T). For every

y €] — 00, L]U]R, +o0[, we denote by Uy.+ : [0,T] — R the segments or polygonal lines

y— (T —t)- fl(w(yx)), if y<L, 0<t<T,
Ly = (T =t fl(wlyd), if L<y<L, 7e(y) <t<T,
Puae(t) = (t—71e(y) floml _(w(y£)), if L<y<L, 0<t<7i(y), (5.98)
y— (T —1)- fl(w(yL)), if y>R, 0<t<T,
where
J (5.99)

() =T -

fl/(w(yi))
We will write 9,(t) = 19y +(t) for all t € [0,T], whenever w(y—) = w(y+). In particular, because
o (5.93), we have Ir(t) = Oy (¢ ). Instead, for y = R, we denote by Jg 1 : [0,7] — R the segment

Ur4(t) =R—(T'—t)- fl(w(R+)) VO<t<T. (5.100)
Notice that, because of definition (4.4), (5.89), whenever y €] — 0o, L [U]R, +0o0[, the curves ¥, +

are segments that never cross the interface {x = 0}, instead for all y €]L, L], ¥, + are polygonal
lines that are refracted at {x = 0} . Moreover, at every point of discontinity y € | —oo, L[U]R, +00]
of w, conditions (4.11), (4.12) imply the Lax condition w(y—) > w(y+), which in turn, by the
monotonicity of f], f;, implies

9y (0) < 9y 4 (0) Vy €] — oo, L[U]R, +odf. (5.101)

As in § 5.4.1, observe that in the case L < y < E, if we consider a function u(z,t) that assumes

the values
u=w(yt) on the segment 9y 4 (t), 7+(y) <t < T,

U= ﬂf,7_(w(yj:)) on the segment 9, 4 (t), 0 <t < 74(y),
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than ¥, + enjoys the properties of a maximal/minimal backward characteristic for v as an AB-
entropy solution that attains the value w at time 7'. Similar observations hold for ¥, + in the case
y < L or y > R, considering a function u(z,t) that assumes the value w(y+) along 9, +.

5.4.3. Partition of R. The initial datum will be defined in a different way on different intervals of

the following partition of R (see Figure 17):
T = {:17 ER |V _(0) << 19L,+(0)},

T = {:17 ER| —yR B, £](T) <z <R—T- fi (R+))}
Te = {o € R\ (L UTR) [ By R : 9,4(0) =z or 9, _(0) ==}, (5.102)
TRa = {:17 ER\(ZLUZR) [Ty <z : 9y 4(0) =9, _(0) = :17},

Tyy = {a: ER\(ZLUTR) | Ny eR : 9,,(0) =z or 9,_(0)
where y[R, B, f,](T) is defined as in § 3.1 with f = f,. Notice that the set Zg is non empty because

the increasing monotonicity of f/, together with (3.7), (5.91), implies
R+y[R,B, fi|(T
fLw(RH)) < fL(u[R, B, f,]) = [ I(T)
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FIGURE 17. Partition of R in Case 2.

The elements of this partition enjoy the following properties.
- In the CASE 1, the set Z| consists of the starting points of a compression wave that is partly

refracted by the interface, and that generates a shock at the point (L, 7). In the CASE 2, only
the subsets of 7, given by |0y (0), —a[L, A, f- /&), and [(L/f{(A)—T)- f.(B), d0.+(0)],
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consist of the starting points of compression waves with center at the point (L,7"). In the
complementary sets of Z,: | — o[L, 4, fi] - f/(A4), 0] and ]0, (L/f/(A) —T) - f.(B)], the
initial datum will assume the constant values A and B, respectively. Here a[L, A, f;] is the
constant defined as in § 3.5, with f = f;.

- The set Zr consists of the starting points of a compression wave that generates a shock at
the point (R, 7).

- The set Z¢ consists of the starting points of compression waves that generate a shock at
points (y,T), y €] — oo, L[U]L,L[U]R,+o0[. The set Z¢ is a disjoint union of at most
countably many open intervals of the form

I?_]xnvx;t[ n_ﬁym (0) yHE]—OO,L[,
IR =z, af[, ay =10y, 2(0),  yn €]R, 400l (5.103)
I?_]xnvx;t[ xrjz:_ﬁymi(o)v G]L7E[7

which are non empty because of (5.101).

- The set Zr, consists of at most countably many points that are the centers of rarefaction
waves originated at time ¢ = 0.

- The set Z)y consists of the starting points of all genuine characteristics reaching points
(yaT)7 Yy 6] — o0, L[U]Lv L[U]R7 +OO[

5.4.4. Construction of AB-entropy solution on two regions with vertexes at (L,T) and at (R,T).
Consider the two polygonal regions

A= {(@t) R [0,T] : 9 (1) <w < di(t)},
(5.104)
I'r= {(x,t) eERX[0,T] : 9¢(t) <z < 19R7+(t)},

In the CASE 2 (see Figure 7), letting AL, A, f;] be the region defined as in § 3.5, with f = f;, we
can express AL as

AL =AlLA, fj] U UALZ, (5.105)
where
Ay = {(@,t) €] =00, 0[x[0,T] : (1) <@ <L—(T—1)- fi(wlL, A, )},
Aus = { (@) €] =00,0] x [0.7) : x> (t—olL A fi) - f(A) .
(5.106)
Aug = {(@.1) €10, +00[x [0,T] : & <4 (1) }:
Ara={(@t) €R X [0.T] : 0 (0 So < dii(D)},

with v[L, A, f] as in (3.11) taking f = f;, and

z(A,B) = (L/f/(A)=T) - f/(B) > 0. (5.107)

Similarly, in both CASES 1, 2 (see Figures 6-7), letting I'[R, B, f,], be the region defined as in § 3.4,
with f = f,., we can express ['r as

I'R,B, f,] U UFRZ, (5.108)
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where

Ty = { (@) €] = 00,0] x [0.7] : I¢(t) <z},
Tro = {(m,t) €10, +oo[x [0,T] : 2 <R— (T —t)- f;(B)}, (5.109)
Trs = {(m,t) €10, +oo[x [0,T] : R— (T —t)- f/(u[R, B, f,]) <z < ﬁm(t)},

with u[R, B, fi] as in (3.7), taking f = f,.
Now, consider the function u : AL — R defined by setting for every (z,t) € Ay :

in CASE 1:
NS, iz <0
up () = (7=, e <o, (5.110)
7T7ln7_(uL,z), if x =mn.(t), for some z >0,

where u|_, is defined as in § 5.4.1, with y = L;

in CASE 2:
((fl/)_l(%)a if (‘Tat) € AL,l U AL,47 r < 07
ﬂf,’_(uL,Z), if (z,t) € ALg, ©=mn,(t), for some z >0

un(@,t) = Y VIL A, fil(w, 1), if (z,t) € AL A, fi], (5.111)

Z, if (a;,t) c ALQ,
k§7 if (a;,t) S AL73.

where v[L, A, f;] denotes the function defined in (3.42), with f = f;.

By construction, because of (1.4), and relying on the analysis in 3.5, it follows that in both
CASES 1, 2, the function w (x,t):

- is locally Lipschitz continuous on (AL \ A[L, 4, f;]) N ((R\ {0}) x]0,T[), and it is continuous
on the boundary OA[L, A, f;] \ ({0} x]0,T);

- is a classical solution of u; + fi(u); = 0 on (AL \ A[L, A, f;]) N (] —o00,0[x]0,T[), and of
ug + fr(u)y =0 on AL N (]0, +oo[ x ]O,T[);

- is an entropy weak solution of u; + fi(u); = 0 on A[L, A, fi];

- satisfies the interface entropy condition (2.13) at any point (0,¢), ¢t < 74 (L).

Therefore, by Definition 2.2, we deduce that u is an AB-entropy solution of (1.1) on A,.
Next, consider (for both CASES 1, 2) the function ug : ' — R defined by setting for every
(m s t) €l'r:

A, if (:E,t) € FR71,

ar(ot) = 42 if (#,1) € Tra, (5.112)
u[R, A, £,](z, 1), if (z,t) € T[R, B, f],
(O (5=5), i (2,t) € TRy,

where u[R, A, f.] denotes the function defined in (3.35), with f = f,. By construction and relying
on the analysis in § 3.4, we deduce as above that ug provides an AB-entropy solution of (1.1)
on I'r. Moreover, because of (4.28), (4.29), (4.30), we have

ur(z, T) = w(x) Vzell,R[. (5.113)
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5.4.5. Construction of AB-entropy solution on whole R x[0,T]. Observing that, because of (5.102),
(5.104), we have A N{x =0} =7, 'r N {x = 0} = ZR, we define the initial datum on Z; UZg as

u(x,0 if xel,
uo(z) = L(@,0) ) (5.114)
ur(z,0) if x€Zg.
where, in CASE 1,
N2, ifrzeZ, <0,
u (z,0) = D~ 5) b= (5.115)
Wf,,_(uL,z), ifeeZ, v=mn.(0), for some z>0,
while, in CASE 2,
(fl/)_l(l_;—w)7 if z 6]19L,—(0)7 L-T- fl/(v[L7A7 fl])[a
A, if xe€]L—T- f/(v[L,A,f]), 0],
u (z,0) = { _ _ | fitelL 4. 7i). O] (5.116)
B, if z 6]07 T,L,x(A,P)(O)[a
7Tf",—(uL,z)v it e [77|_7q;(A7§) (0)7 19L,+(0)[7 T = nL,z(t)v for some z > 07
and, in both CASES 1, 2,
ur(z,0) = (f1)"H(BF2), if z € g (5.117)

In view of the observations in § 5.4.1-5.4.2, the construction of the AB entropy solution on (]R X
[0, T]) \ (AL U FR), and the corresponding definition of the initial datum on R\ (IL UIR), proceed
as follows:

- For any y €] — 00, L[U]JL, L[U]R, 400, we trace the lines 9, 1 starting at (y,T’) until they
reach the z-axis at the point ¢4 (y) = ¥, +(0). Since conditions (4.11), (4.12) of Theorem 4.2
is equivalent to the monotonicity of the map ¢(y) = 9,(0) (see [0, Lemma 4.4]), it follows that
¥y, + never intersect each other in the region Rx]0,T[. Then, if y €] — oo, L[U]R, 400[, we
define a function u(z,t) that is equal to w(y=£) along the segment ¥, 1. Instead if y €]L, E[ we
define u to be equal to w(y+) along the segment ¥, 4 (t), 7+(y) <t < T, and to be equal to
7T£7_(w(yi)) along the segment ¥, 1 (t), 0 <t < 74 (y).

- For any z € Z[' U Ig, we trace the line n,, ., y, €] — 00,L[U]R,4+00[. By construction the
lines 1, . never cross each other in the region Rx]0,7[. Then, if y, €] — oo, L[, we define
u(z,t) to be equal to (f/)"*((y —2)/T) = uy . along the segment 7, ., instead if y,, € R, +o0],
we define u(z,t) to be equal to (f/)™1((y — 2)/T) = uy . along the segment 7,, .

- For any 2z € ff, we trace the polygonal line 7, ., yn G]L,E[. By construction the lines
Ty, Dever cross each other in the region Rx]0,7[. Then, we define u(x,t) to be equal to
()Y (yn — 2)/(T —t)) = uy, . along the segment 1y, ., 7(y,z) <t < T, and to be equal to
7T£7_(uy7z) along the segment n,, ., 0 <t < 7(y, 2).
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Therefore, we define the the function

7

w(y=t), if z=1,4+(t) for some y€]— oo, L[U]R,+o0[,
w(yL), if x=19y4(t) <0 for some y e]L L[,
7T£7_(w(y:|:)), if ©=1,4+(t) >0 for some y elL, L[,
()7 (22), if z=ny,.(t) for some z €I,
u(z,t) =< (fI)7H(E2), if x=mn,,.(t) for some z € IF, (5.118)
f7HEE), if z=my,.(t) <0 for some z € r,
7k (uy, 2), if x=mn,y,.(t)>0 forsome ze€ i,
u (z, 1), if (t,x) € AL,
ur(z,t), if (t,x) € T'g,
and the initial datum
w(y=L), if z €Iy, z=46,4+(0) for some y€]— o0, L[U]R,+o0[,
7T7ln7_(w(y:l:) , if z €Ty, 2 =0,+(0), y €]L,L[,
()7 (72), i weTp,
up(x) = ¢ (f1)7H(¥=2), if o e IE, (5.119)
7T£7_(uyn,x , if xe€ f,’_‘,
ur (z,0), if el
ur(z,0), it xe€ZIr.

Notice that ug is not defined on the countable set Zr, which is of measure zero, and clearly
uo € L*°(R). By construction, the function u(z,t):

- is locally Lipschitz continuous on (Rx]0,7[)\ (AL UTr U ({0} x]0,T)), and it is continuous

on the boundary (AL UTR) \ ({0} x]0,T);

- is a classical solution of u; + fi(u); = 0 on (] —o00,0[x]0,T[) \ AL UTR;

- is a classical solution of u; + f,(u); = 0 on (]0,+00[x]0,T[) \ ALUTk;

- is an AB-entropy solution of (1.1) on A UTg;

- satisfies the interface entropy condition (2.13) at any point (0,t), t €]0,77.
Thus, by Definition 2.2, it follows that the function w(z,t) in (5.118) provides an AB-entropy
solution to (1.1) on R x [0,7T]. Moreover, because of (5.113), (5.118), (5.119), we have

u(z,0) = up(x), u(z,T) = w(x) for ae. zeR. (5.120)
This proves that
SkABIT (5.121)

and thus w € A45(T), which completes the proof of the implication (3) = (1) of Theorem 4.11 in
the case of a non critical connection.

w =

5.5. Part 2.b - (3) = (2) for non critical connections. As a byproduct of the construction
described in § 5.4, we show in this Subsection that, if w satisfies (5.89), (5.90), then w verifies
condition (2) of Theorem 4.11, i.e. w is a fixed point of the map w — S, BT+, SF}AB]_w. We shall
assume that w satisfies the pointwise constraints of CASE 1 dlscussed in Remark 4.4, the other
cases being simmetric, or entirely similar, or simpler.
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In order to verify that S%ABH o SQLAB}_w = w, because of (5.121) it is sufficient to prove that,
letting uo be the function defined by (5.115), (5.117), (5.119), there hold

up = S w. (5.122)

In turn, recalling the definition (2.27) of AB backward solution operator, the equality (5.122) is
equivalent to the equality

u(—2) =89 M(w(= )@ zeR, (5.123)
where _
(,t) > S (w(= ) (@) (5.124)
denotes the unique B A-entropy solution of
{vt + flz,0)e =0 z€R, t>0,

v(z,0) =w(—z) z€R, (5.125)

f(z,v) being the symmetric flux in (2.25).

Towards a proof of (5.123), we will determine the solution of (5.125) on R x [0, 7] relying on
the construction in § 5.4 and on the properties of the left forward rarefaction-shock wave pattern
derived in § 3.5. Observe that the function w(z,t) defined by (5.118) for CASE 1, with wu, ug
defined by (5.110), (5.112), respectively, is:

locally Lipschitz continuous in the region

Z = (Rx]0,70) \ ({0} x]0,T[) UT(R, B, f])
where I'[R, B, f,], is defined as in § 3.4, with f = f, (the region .Z is the complement of the
pink region and of the axis {z = 0} in Figure 6);
a classical solution of u; + fi(u); =0 on | — 00, 0[ % ]0,T7[;
a classical solution of uy + f,(u); =0 on (]0,+00[ % ]0,T[) \ TR, B, f,];
satisfies the interface entropy condition (2.13) at any point (0,¢), t €]0,77].

Therefore, if we define the transformation (z,t) — a(z,t) = (—z,T — t), the function

v(x,t) =u(—x,T —t), (z,t) € a(Z)\ ({0} x]0,T), (5.126)

is:
- an entropy weak solution of vy + f,.(v), = 0 in the open set a(.Z) N {x < 0};
- an entropy weak solution of vy + fj(v), = 0 in the open set a(Z) N {z > 0}.

On the other hand, letting A[y[R, B, f,], B, f;] denote the region defined in (3.40) with L =
Y[R, B, f.], A= B, and f = f,.. one can directly verify that

o(T[R, B, fy]) = Aly[R, B, f,], B, f;] C] — inf,0[x ]0, T7. (5.127)

Notice that (R x [0,77]) \ ({0} x]0,T[) is the disjoint union of «a(.Z) \ ({0} x]0,7[) and of
a(F[R,B,fT]). Then, letting v[y[R, B, f,], B, f,](z,t) denote the function defined in (3.42), with
L=y[R,B, f;], A= B, and f = f,, consider the function v : R x [0,T] — R defined by setting
( t) . ’LL(—:E,T—t), if (:Evt) GOZ(?)\({O}X]O,T[),
v(x,t) = _ ] _
vly[R, B, /;], B, frl(z,t), if (x,t) € Aly[R, B, ], B, fr].
By construction and because of the analysis in § 3.5, the function v(x,t) :
- is locally Lipschitz continuous on (Rx]0,77[) \ (Aly[R, B, f+], B, f;] U ({0} x]0,T[)), and it
is continuous on the boundary d(A[y[R, B, f.], B, fx]) \ ({0} x]0,T);
- is a classical solution of v; + fr(v); =0 on (] —o00,0[x]0,T[) \ Aly[R, B, f+],B, f;];

(5.128)
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- is an entropy weak solution of v; + f(v), = 0 on Aly[R, B, f.], B, f];
- is a classical solution of vy + f(v); = 0 on 0, +o0[ x]0,T7 ;
- satisfies the BA interface entropy condition, namely, setting v;(t) = v(0—,t), v,(t) = v(0+,1),
and considering the function
1% (u,0) = sgn(vr, — A) (filvr) = fi( A)) —sgn(v = B) (fr(w) = f(B)),
there hold

Frui(®) = filv, (1)), B (v (), v,(t)) <0, for ae. t €0, T]. (5.129)
Notice also that, because of (5.120), (5.127), (5.128), it follows
v(z,0) = u(—2z,T) = w(—2x) for a.e. zeR. (5.130)

Therefore, by Definition 2.2, we deduce that the function v(z,t) in (5.128) provides the B A-entropy
solution to (5.125) on R x [0, 7], and hence we have

v, t) =S W= @) zeR teoT). (5.131)
Moreover, by (5.120), (5.128), there hold
S ' (@(= ))@) =u(-2.0) =u(-2) @€k,
which proves (5.123), and thus concludes the proof of the implication (3) = (2) of Theorem 4.11
in the case of a non critical connection.

5.6. Part 3.a - (1) < (2) for critical connections. In this Subsection we assume that the
equivalence of conditions (1), (2) of Theorem 4.11 holds for connections which are non critical, and
we will show that it remains true also for critical connections (A, B). To fix the ideas, throughout
this and the following subsections we shall assume that the connection (A, B) is critical at the left,
i.e. that

A=20, (5.132)

the case where one assumes that B = 6, being symmetric. Notice that the assumption A = 6,
does not prevent the connection to be critical also at the right, i.e. B = 6,.: it might or might not
happen. We shall consider a sequence {A4,,, By}, of non critical connections that satisfy

lim (A, By) = (A, B). (5.133)

We will show only that (1) = (2), since the reverse implication is clear (see § 5.1). Then, given
w € AUBI(T) with

w=38Mu,, e LRM), (5.134)
set
wp = S BTy (5.135)
Hence, since w,, € Al4nBr(T), by the validity of Theorem 4.11 in the non critical case it holds

wp =SBl g gldnBul=, (5.136)

Notice that by definition (2.27) it follows that the L! stability property (iv) of Theorem 2.7 holds
also for the AB-backward solution operator SQLAB]_, so that we have

S%A”B”}_wn — S[TAB}_w in LYR). (5.137)
Hence, we deduce that

w [Thim 2.7-(iv)] lim w, [(5.136)] lim S:_[FAan]'f‘ o SC[FAan}— wn, [Thm 2.7-(iv) and (5.137)] S:[FAB]-I- o S:[FAB}—w7

n n

which proves (1) = (2). O
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5.7. Part 3.b - (1) = (3) for critical connections. In this Subsection we assume that the
implication (1) = (3) of Theorem 4.11 holds for connections which are non critical, and in particular
we assume that Theorems 4.2, 4.7, 4.9, are verified for non critical connections. We will prove that
any element w € AAB(T) satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.7, or of Theorem 4.9, also for a
critical connection (A, B). We divide the proof in eight steps.

Step 1. Let {A,, B,}, be a sequence of non critical connections as in Part 3.a. Given w € A45(T)
as in (5.134), and wy, as in (5.135), set

u(z,t) = SgABHuo(a;), t>0, zeR, (5.138)
and consider the sequence u,, of A, B,-entropy weak solutions defined by
Up(x,t) = SgA”B”Huo(:E), t>0, zeR. (5.139)

Let wy ;, un, denote, respectively, the left and right traces of u, at @ = 0 defined as in (2.7), and
let u, u, be the left and right traces of u at x = 0. Then, by Theorem 2.7 and Corollary 2.9, and
because of (5.133), it follows

un(,t) — wu(,t) in LYR) Vtelo,T], (5.140)
filung) — fi(w) in L'([0,77]) , (5.141)
frluns) —  frluy) in LY[0,T]), (5.142)

and hence, in particular, we have
wp — w in LYR). (5.143)
In order to prove that w satisfies condition (3) of Theorem 4.11, letting
L= Lw, fi], R = Rlw, f], (5.144)

be quantities defined as in (4.4), we need to show that:

- If L=10, R > 0 or viceversa, then w satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.7;
- If L=0, R=0, then w satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.9.

Notice that, since we are assuming the validity of Theorem 4.2, we know that the case L < 0,R >0
is excluded because the connection (A, B) is critical.

Throughout the subsection we let L,,,. Ry, denote the objects defined as in (5.144) for wy:

L, = L{wn, fi], R, = Rlwn, fr] - (5.145)
Observe that by Remark 2.8, and because of (5.143), the functions w,, have a uniform bound
|wn|lLe < C v n, (5.146)

for constant C' > 0. Hence, by definition (4.4), the constant |L,| are bounded by T-sup|, <o |f] ()],
and the constant R, are bounded by T'- SUp|,<c |f/(u)|. Thus, up to a subsequence, we can define
the limits -

L= lim L,, R= lim R,. (5.147)
n—oo n—oo
We claim that R R
L<L, R>R. (5.148)

By definition (4.4), (5.144) of R, in order to prove the second inequality in (5.148), it is sufficient
to show that R R
R—T- fl(w(R+))>0. (5.149)

Observe that by Definition 2.2 w,, and u are entropy weak solutions of

ug + fr(u)y =0 x>0, te[0,T], (5.150)
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that, because of (5.140), (5.142), satisfy the assumptions (C.2), (C.3) of Lemma C.1 in Appendix C.
Thus, applying (C.4), and recalling (5.134), (5.135), we find
w(R+) < liminf wy(y+). (5.151)
y—R

Since (5.147) and the liminf property imply

lim inf wn(y+) < liminf w, (R,+), (5.152)
y—R "
we derive from (5.151) that
w(R+) < liminfw,(R,+) . (5.153)
On the other hand, by definition (4.4), (5.145) of R,, it holds
Rn
wn(Rn+) < ()7 <7> : (5.154)
Hence, from (5.153), (5.154) and (5.147) we deduce
w(R+) < lim (f1)~* Ru) _ () R (5.155)
~ nSo0 " T r T’ )

which yields (5.149). This completes the proof of the second inequality in (5.148), while the proof
of the first one is entirely similar.

Relying on (5.148), we will show in Steps 2-7 that w satisfies the conditions (i)’, (ii)’ of Theo-
rem 4.7 in the case L = 0, R > 0. Namely, in Step 2 we prove (4.44), in Step 3 we prove (4.45),
in Step 4 we prove (4.46), in Step 5 we prove (4.42), while in Step 6 we prove (4.43). Finally, in
Step 7 we prove (4.41), concluding the proof of conditions (i)’, (ii)’ of Theorem 4.7. The proof that
w satisfies conditions (i), (ii) of Theorem 4.7 in the case L < 0, R = 0 is entirely similar. Next, in
Step 8 we will show that w satisfies conditions (i), (ii) of Theorem 4.9 in the case L =0, R = 0,.

Step 2. (L =0, R >0, proof of (4.44): w(z) > B in |0,R]).
Applying (4.15), (4.16) of Theorem 4.2-(ii) or (4.44) of Theorem 4.7-(ii)’ for wy,, in the case of the
non critical connections (A, B,,), we deduce that

wn(x) > By, Vaxelo,R"[, Vn. (5.156)

On the other hand, by virtue of (5.143), (5.148), we can extract a subsequence of {w,} that
converges to w for almost every x €]0, R[. Then, taking the limit in (5.156), and relying on (5.133),
we derive (4.44).

Step 3. (L=0, R > 0, proof of (4.45): R€]0,T - f/(B)] = w(R+) <u[R, B, f;] <w(R-)).

~

Observe first that, in the case R = R, by the continuity of the function u[R, B, f,] with respect to
R, B (see § 3.1), and because of (5.133), we find

lim w[R,, By, f] = u[R, B, £,]. (5.157)
On the other hand, if R = R €10,T - f/(B)[, we may assume that R, €]0,7 - f/.(By,)[, for n

sufficiently large. Hence, applying either (4.14) of Theorem 4.2-(ii), or (4.45) of Theorem 4.7-(ii)’
for such n, in the case of the non critical connections (A, B,), we deduce

lirginfwn(Rn+) < li_>m u[Ry,, By, fr] - (5.158)
Then, combining (5.157), (5.158), with (5.153), and recalling (3.8) with f = f,, we derive
w(R+) <u[R,B,f,] < B, (5.159)
which, together with (4.44) (established in Step 2), proves (4.45) in the case R = R.



54 FABIO ANCONA AND LUCA TALAMINI

Thus, because of (5.148), it remains to analyze the case R > R. Let ¥,, denote the minimal
backward characteristic for u,, starting from (R,,,T") and lying in the domain x > 0. Recalling the
definition (4.4), (5.145) of R, this is a map 9,, : |7, T] — ]0,+00[, 7, > 0, with the property
that lim;_,., ¥, (t) = 0. By possibly taking a subsequence, we may assume that {7,,}, converges
to some 7 > 0. Observe that ¢, are genuine characteristics which, up to a subsequence, converge
to a genuine characteristic 9= : |7, 7] — ]0,4oc| for u, starting from (9= (T),T) = (R,T) (sece
proof of Lemma C.1 in Appendix C). The trajectory of ¥~ is a segment with slope fi(u (R—,T)) =
f,’,(w(R ). Therefore, if 7 > 0, it follows that f/(w(R—)) > R/T, which by definition of R implies
R > R contradicting the assumption R >R Hence, it must be 7 = 0, limy_,o 9~ (¢ ) = 0, and the
trajectory of ¢~ is a segment joining the point (R, T') with the origin (0,0). Since R < R and because
backward characteristics cannot intersect in the domain x > 0,¢ > 0, this in turn implies that the
slope f/(w(R+)) of the maximal backward characteristic for u starting at (R,7") must be greater or
equal than R/T. On the other hand, by definition (4.4), (5.144) of R, we have f/(w(R+)) < R/T,
and hence it follows that

fr(w(R+)) = R/T. (5.160)
Observe now that, applying Theorem 4.2-(ii) or Theorem 4.7-(ii)’ for wy,, in the case of the non
critical connections (A, By,), we know that (5.156) is verified. Moreover, because of R < R =
lim, R,, we may assume that R < R,, for n sufficiently large. Hence, by virtue of (5.143), we can
extract a subsequnce of {w,} that converges to w for almost every x €10, R[, and thus we derive
from (5.133), (5.156) that w(R+) > B. This inequality, together with (5.160), yields

R>T-f.(B)), (5.161)
proving the implication (4.45) also in the case R>R.
Step 4. (L=0, R >0, proof of (4.46): R>T- fl(B) = w(R+)<w(R-)).
By virtue of (5.133), (5.148), we may assume that
R.>T-f{(B,) Vn. (5.162)

Then, applying (4.18) of Theorem 4.2-(ii) or (4.46) of Theorem 4.7-(ii)’ for w,, and the non critical
connections (A, By,), we derive

wn(Rn—) > wn(Ru+) V. (5.163)

On the other hand, if R= R, invoking (C.4), (C.5) of Lemma C.1 in Appendix C, we deduce as in
Step 3 that
w(R=) > limsupwy,(R,—), w(R+) < liminfw,(Ry+) . (5.164)

Then, (5.163)-(5.164) together yield w(R—) > w(R+), proving (4.46) in the case R = R. Instead, if
R> R, we can assume that R,, > R for all n sufficiently large. Then, observe that applying (4.13),
(4.15), (4.16), of Theorem 4.2, or (4.42) of Theorem 4.7, for w,, and the non critical connections
(A, By), we deduce

wn(R=) > w,(R+) Y n. (5.165)
Hence, with the same arguments of above we find that
w(R—) > limsupw,(R—), w(R+) < liminfw, (R+), (5.166)

which, together with (5.165), yields w(R—) > w(R+), completing the proof of (4.46).

Step 5. (L =0, R >0, proof of (4.42): Dtw(z) < hlw, fi, fr](z) in ]0,R[).
Applying Theorem 4.2-(i) or Theorem 4.7-(i)’ for w, in the case of the non critical connections
(A, By), we know that

DY w,(z) < hlwn, fi, fr](x) YV el]0,R,]. (5.167)
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As shown in [0, Lemma 4.4], the inequality (5.167) is equivalent to the fact that the maps

. ) x
On(2) = —To(2) - f] o 7] 4 (wn(2)), m@y:T—ﬁE;GS, z €]0,R,], (5.168)
are, respectively, nondecreasing and decreasing. Since by (5.148) it holds lim, R, > R, relying
on (5.143) we deduce that, up to a subsequence, {wy, }, converges to w for almost every = €0, R[.
In turn, this implies that the sequences {¢y, }n, {7n}n, converges for almost every x €0, R] to the
maps
= — - fl ot =T _ x ) )

o) = —r@) o @), @) =T i s eloR| (5.169
Then, the monotonicity of each map ¢,(x) and 7,(x), imply the same monotonicity of the maps
¢(x), 7(x) defined in (5.169). But this is equivalent to the inequality (4.42), relying again on [0,
Lemma 4.4].

Step 6. (L =0, R > 0, proof of (4.43): w(0—) > ﬂ{’+(w(0+)).
Let z €]0,R] be a point of continuity for w, and consider the backward genuine characteristics
for u starting at (x,T), defined by

Vu(t) =2 — (T = 1) fillw(@)  te€]r(a),T], (5.170)
with .
T(z) =T — m ) (5.171)

so that one has lim_,, () ¥.(t) = 0. Observe that the inequality (4.42) (established at Step 3)
implies that the function 7(x) is decreasing. On the other hand, because of (5.146), the slopes of
U, are uniformly bounded by sup, |f/(u)]. Therefore, letting {xy}, C]0,R[ be a sequence of
points of continuity for w, such that x,, — 0, it follows that

lim7(x,)=T. (5.172)
n
Notice that, since 9;, are genuine characteristics, we have
w(zy) = up(7(20)) Vn. (5.173)

Since, by definition (4.1) one has ur +(u) > 0; for any u, we may assume that, up to a subsequence,
either

T (w(@)) =6  Vn, (5.174)
or
M (w(@n) >0 Vn. (5.175)
In the first case (5.174) we deduce that
i+ (w(04)) = lim 77 (w(zn)) = 60, (5.176)

which yields (4.43) observing that, by definition (4.4), (5.144), L = 0 implies f/(w(0—)) > 0, which
is equivalent to w(0—) > 6;. Instead, in the second case (5.175), observe that, since the map 7
in (5.171) is decreasing, and because x,, are points of continuity for w, then 7(z,) are points of

continuity for u, and w;. Then, we can trace the backward genuine characteristics for u starting at
(0,7(xy)), that, because of (5.173), are defined by

Oult) = (¢ = ren)) - fiomip(wlan)), ¢ r(@l. (5177)

With the same arguments of the proof of Lemma C.1 in Appendix C, and because of (5.172), we
can extract a subsequence of {9, }, that converges uniformly to a backward genuine characteristic
starting at (0,7, that has slope f/ o 7], (w(0+)). On the other hand the minimal backward
characteristic starting at (0,7") has slope f/(w(0—)). Since the slope of the minimal backward
characteristic is larger than the slope of any other backward charcacteristic passing through the
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same point, it follows that f;(w(0-)) > f/ o 7], (w(0+)), which implies (4.43). This concludes the
proof of this step.

Step 7. (L=0, R >0, proof of (4.41): Dtw(z) < m in |—00,0[, and DT w(z) <
in JR,4o0[).

Observe that, by definition (4.4), (5.144) of L, R, and since L = 0, backward characteristics starting
at points (x,T'), with = €] — 00, 0[U]R, +00[ do no intersect the interface x = 0. Hence, we recover
the Oleinik estimates (4.41) as a classical property of solutions to conservation laws with strictly
convex flux, which follows from the fact that genuine characteristics never intersect at positive
times. This completes the proof that w satisfies conditions (i)’-(ii)’ of Theorem 4.7.
Step 8. (L =0, R=0, proof of (4.51): D¥w(z) < m in ]—00,0[, and Dw(z) <
in ]0,+oo[, of (4.52): w(0—) > 77, (w(0+), and of (4.53): w(0—) > 4, w(0+) < B).
Since L = 0, R = 0, by definition (4.4) it follows that backward characteristics starting at (z,T),
x €] —00,0[U]0,+00[, never intersect the interface x = 0. Thus, as observed in Step 7, the Oleinik
estimates in (4.51) are a classical property of solutions. Instead the inequality w(0—) > 7] | (w(0+)
can be established with the same proof of (4.43) in Step 6. Finally, the inequality w(0+) < B is
obtained with the same arguments of the proof of (4.45) in Step 3, observing that by Remark 3.2
we have u[0, B, f,] = u[0+, B, f.] = B. The other inequality w(0—) > A can derived in entirely
similar way. Therefore the proof that w satisfies the conditions (i)-(ii) of Theorem 4.9 is completed,
and this concludes the proof of the implication (1) = (3) for critical connections.

1
T-f}! (w(z))

1
T-f}! (w(z))

5.8. Part 3.c - (3) = (1) for critical connections. In this Subsection we assume that The-
orem 4.11 holds for connections which are non critical, and in particular we assume that Theo-
rems 4.2, 4.7, 4.9, are verified for non critical connections. We will prove that if w € /"R satisfies
the conditions of Theorem 4.7, or of Theorem 4.9, then w € AABI(T) also for a critical connection
(A, B). We divide the proof in eight steps.

Step 1. Given an element w of the set />R in (4.9), assuming that:

- if L=10, R > 0 or viceversa, w satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.7;
- if L =0, R =0, w satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.9;

we will construct a sequence {wy, },, of suitable perturbations of w with the property that:

wp € AAB(T) v, wp —w in Li (R), (5.178)
for a sequence of non critical connections {(A,,, By)} satisfying (5.133) and
A, < A, B, >B Vn. (5.179)

The conditions in (5.178) in turn will imply that w € AMBI(T). In fact, by the validity of Theo-
rem 4.11 in the noncritical case, and because of (5.178), it holds

wn Y. (5.180)
On the other hand, relying on the stability property (iv) of Theorem 2.7, and thanks to (5.178),
one finds as in § 5.6 that

SlitnBult g glanBel=y, - SEHBF oSABlT,in LL (R). (5.181)
Hence, combining together (5.178), (5.180), (5.181), we derive

w = SHPY o AP,

which clearly yields w € AMBI(T). Therefore, to establish the implication (3) = (1) of Theo-
rem 4.11 for non critical connections, it remains to produce a family {w,}, that satisfies (5.178).
We shall construct such perturbations of w € @/bR as suitable “A,, B,) admissible envelopes”
of w.

wn — S%A'rLBn}JF OSJ[_‘Aan]_
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05 — R — R+47
4

FIGURE 18. The “candidate” characteristics of w and of its admissible A" B"™ en-
velopes w" (dashed).

We will consider only the case L = 0, R > 0. The remaining case L < 0, R = 0 is entirely similar.
Thus, throughout the following in this subsection we shall assume that

L=Lw, fi] =0, R=Rw, f;] >0. (5.182)
Step 2. We will perturb w to obtain an attainable profile w,, for the (A,,, B;,) connection by:

- shifting w on the right of x = 0 by a size d1 5, and on the left of x = 0 by a size 02 ,;
- choosing 41 5, so to satisfy the admissibility condition (4.45) at z = R+ 01 p;
- lifting w above the value B,, of the connection in the interval |0,R + 07 [ so to satisfy the
admissibility condition (4.44);
- inserting a profile of a rarefaction in the interval | — dz,,0[, so to satisfy the Lax-type
admissibility condition (4.43) at = = 0.
Namely, consider the function

(w(z — 610), if 2>R+01,,
max{w(R+), B}, if x€]R,R+01,],
(! (m + T ff{mexdl0), "})>, if 2 €] =000

kf,u(x + d2n), if =< —dgp.

with
01,5, = inf {5 >0 : either R+6>T:f.(B,) or w(R+)<wu[R+S, Bnafr]} )
52,n =T fl/(max{w(O—), Zn}) =T fl/(w(o_))a

where A, is defined as in (2.16). Recalling the definitions (4.4), and because of (5.182), we deduce
that

(5.184)

L, = L[wn, fi] =0, Ry = Rlwp, fr] = R+ 615 Vn. (5.185)
Notice that the assumption that w satisfies conditions (ii)’ of of Theorem 4.7 or conditions (ii) of
Theorem 4.9, together with (5.133), imply that
lim 51,n = lim 52,n =0. (5186)
n—o0

n—oo

In fact, if R < T'- f/(B), relying on conditions (4.45), (4.49) of Theorem 4.7 or on condition (4.54) of
Theorem 4.9 we deduce that w(R+) < u[R, B, f,]. Moreover, we know by Remark 3.2 that u[-, -, f,]
is continuous in the first two entries. Therefore, because of (5.133), we derive from definition (5.184)
that, if R < T - f/(B), then lim, d;, = 0. On the other hand, if R > T - f/(B), then it follows
from definition (5.184) and (5.133), that 6, = 0 for sufficiently large n. Next, observe that, since
L = 0, by definition (4.4) one has w(0—) > 6;. On the other hand by assumptions (5.132), (5.133)

it follows that lim,, A,, = ;. Therefore, by definition (5.184) we deduce that lim,, d3, = 0.
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By definition (5.183), and because of (5.133), the limit (5.186) implies that w, converges to
w in L as n — oo. Hence, in order to show that w, satisfy (5.178) it remains to prove that
wp € AAnBr(T) for all n. Since we are assuming in particular the validity of the implication
(2) = (1) of Theorem 4.11 for non critical connections, in order to establish w, € AXB=)(T) it will
be sufficient to show that: if L,, = 0 then w, satisfies conditions (i)-(ii) of Theorem 4.9; if L,, > 0
then w,, satisfies conditions (i)’-(ii)” of Theorem 4.7. Namely, we will show in Steps below that:

Step 3. (Rn > 0, R =0, proof that w, satisfies condition (ii)’ of Theorem 4.7).
By definition (5.183) one has

wn (0—) = max{w(0—), A}, wn(04) = max{w(0+), B, }, wn(Rp+) = w(0+), (5.187)
and
wn(z) > By Va €]0,R,[, (5.188)
while definition (5.184), together with (5.185), (5.187), (5.188), and (3.8) with f = f,., yield
R, €]0,T - fl(By,)] — wn(Rp+) < ulRy, By, fr] < wn(Ry—). (5.189)

Since 7 | (Bp) = A, from (5.187) we deduce
7 @ (04)) = mac{] ((04)), A, ). (5.190)
Hence, the assumption that w satisfies condition (4.52) of Theorem 4.9, together with (5.187),
(5.190), imply
wn(0—) > 7 4 (wn(0+)). (5.191)
Therefore, if R, > 0 and R = 0, then conditions (5.188), (5.189), (5.191) show that w,, satisfies
condition (ii)" of Theorem 4.7.

Step 4. (Rn > 0, R > 0, proof that w, satisfies condition (ii)’ of Theorem 4.7).
By definition (5.183) one has

wn(0—) = max{w(0-), A,}, wn (04) = max{w(0+), By, }, wn(Rp+) =w(R4), (5.192)

and

wn(x) > By, Va €]0,Ry[, (5.193)
while definition (5.184), together with (5.185), (5.192), (5.193), and (3.8) with f = f,, yield the
implication (5.189). Since we are assuming that w satisfies condition (4.43) of Theorem 4.7, relying

on (5.192) we deduce as in Step 4 that (5.190), (5.191) hold. Therefore, if R,, > 0 and R = 0, then
(5.189), (5.191), (5.193) show that w,, satisfies condition (ii)’ of Theorem 4.7.

Step 5. (Rn = R =0, proof that w,, satisfies condition (ii) of Theorem 4.9).
By definition (5.183), we have

wn(0—) = max{w(0-), A,} > A,, wn(04) = w(0+), (5.194)

while definition (5.184) yields w(0+) < u[0, By, f.]. Since by Remark 3.2 we have u[0, By, f.] = B,
(B, as in (2.16)), it follows that

wn(04) < B,,. (5.195)

Moreover, the assumption that w satisfies condition (4.52) of Theorem 4.9, by virtue of (5.194)

implies (5.191). Hence, if R,, = 0 and R = 0, then conditions (5.191), (5.194), (5.195) show that w,
satisfies condition (ii) of Theorem 4.9.

Step 6. (Rn > 0, R > 0, proof that w, satisfies (4.41) of Theorem 4.7).

Since we are assuming that w satisfies either the Oleinik estimates (4.51) of Theorem 4.9 (in case
R = 0), or the Oleinik estimates (4.41) of Theorem 4.7 (in case R > 0), computing the Dini
derivative of w, in (5.183), we find
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1 1

DY wp(x) = DTw(x — 61.,) < = v Rn
nl) = DR = On) S o ) T T )
1 1
DVwy(z) = DT w(z + d2,) < = Vo< —0n,
w (‘T) w(x 2, ) =7. fl//(w(x +52,n)) T. fl//(wn(x)) x 2, (5196)
1
DYtw,(z) = ————— Ve |[—02,,0].
( ) T. fl//(wn(x)) [ 2, [
Observing that w, is continuous at © = —d3 5, we deduce from (5.196) that w,, satisfies the Oleinik

estimates (4.41) of Theorem 4.7.

Step 7. (R, > 0, R > 0, proof that w, satisfies (4.42) of Theorem 4.7).
Observe that by definition (5.183) w,, is constant in |R,R,[ and that, because of Remark 4.8, one
has wyp(R—) > w,(R+). Therefore, in order to show that w, satisfies the estimate (4.42) on ]0, R, ]
it will be sufficient to show that (4.42) is verified on ]0,R[, assuming that R > 0.

As observed in Step 5 of § 5.7, the assumption that w satisfies condition (4.42) of Theorem 4.7
is equivalent to the fact that the maps

T
o) = —7(x) - fj o7 (w(x)), ) =T — ———, x €]0,R[. 5.197
() = ~7(2) - f{ o 7] (w(x) @) =T s 10, (5.197)
are, respectively, nondecreasing and decreasing. Then consider the corresponding maps for w,
T
On(T) = —Tn(2) - fi o 7] (wi(T)), Tole) =T — ———, x €]0,R][, 5.198
() = ~Tala) - f o 7]+ (wnl2)) @) =T s ORL (5.198)

and compare their values in two points 0 < 1 < x2 < R, of continuity for w and wy,:

- if wyp(z;) = w(z;) for ¢ = 1,2, then one clearly has that ¢,(z1) = ¢(z1) < ¢(x2) = opn(z2),
Tn(z1) = 7(21) > 7(22) = T0(2);

- if wy(z;) # w(x;) for i = 1,2, then by definition (5.183) we have wy,(z;) = B, for i = 1,2 and
therefore one has ¢, (1) < ¢n(z2), Th(z1) > TH(z2);

- if wp(z1) = w(z1) and wy(z2) # w(x2), then by definition (5.183) we have wp(x1) > By,
wn(z2) = By, which implies f/(wn(z2)) < fl(wn(x1)). Moreover, since w(x) > 6,, wp(x) > 0,
it follows that f) o 7], (wn(21)) > ff o 7, (wn(22)). Hence, we derive that ¢n(z1) < én(z2)
Tn(21) > o (z2);

- if wp(21) # w(z1) and wy(x2) = w(xz), then by definition (5.183) we have wy, (1) = B, > w(z1),
which implies f](wp(x1)) > f/(w(x1)). Notice that by definition (4.4) of R it follows that w(z1) > 6,.
Since also wp(71) > 6y, we deduce that ff om, (wn(21)) > ff o7, (w(x1)). Thus, it follows that
On(1) < d(x1) < G(22) = Pn(T2), T(®1) > 7(21) > T(22) = T (72).

Hence, extending the above estimates to the right limits of w, in its points of discontinuity, we
have shown that there holds

¢n(x1) < ¢n(x2), Tn(xl) > Tn(xg) VO0<z <z9 <R. (5199)

In turn, the monotonicity (5.199) of ¢,,, 7, is equivalent to the fact that w, satisfies (4.42), by the
same arguments of Step 5 of § 5.7.

Step 8. (R, = R =0, proof that w, satisfies (4.51) of Theorem 4.9).

The proof is entirely similar to the one of Step 6, under the assumption that w satisfies the Oleinik
estimates (4.51) of Theorem 4.9. This concludes the proof of the implication (3) = (1) for critical
connections.
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APPENDIX A. STABILITY OF SOLUTIONS WITH RESPECT TO CONNECTIONS AND BV BOUNDS

We provide here a proof of Properties (iv)-(v) of Theorem 2.7, which seems to be absent in the
literature. To this end we first recall a by now classical technical lemma, useful for the analysis
of stability of discontinuous conservation laws (e.g. see [l4], [25, Proposition 1]). For sake of
completeness we provide a proof below.

Lemma A.1l. Fiz a connection (A, B) and let I4B be the map in (2.10). Then, for any couple of
pairs (ug,uy), (v, v.) € R? that verify

IAB(ul,ur) <0, IAB(vl,vr) <0, (A1)
and

fitw) = fr(ur), — filor) = fr(or), (A.2)

setting

a(ulauravhvr) = Sgn(uT’ - UT) ) (fr(ur) - fr(vr)) - Sgn(ul - Ul) ) (fl(ul) - fl(Ul)) ) (A3)
there holds
a(ug, up, vy, vp) <0. (A4)
Proof. Observe that, if u, = v, or u; = v;, then the left hand side of (A.4) is zero and (A.4) is
verified. Hence, without loss of generality, we may assume that w, > v, and u; # v;. If u; > v, the
left hand side of (A.4) is again zero, because of (A.2). Thus, assuming that u; < v;, we have
alug, up, vy, or) = 2(fr(ur) — fr(vr)). (A.5)

If we suppose, by contradiction, that (A.4) is not verified, it would follow by (A.5), that f,(u,) >
fr(vy). Moreover, because of assumptions (A.1)-(A.2), and applying Lemma-2.6, we know that
fr(up), fr(vp) > fr(B). Since u, > v,, these inequalities together imply that u, > B. On the
other hand, by (A.2), it also holds f;(u;) > fi(v;). Relying again on (A.1)-(A.2) and Lemma-2.6,
we deduce that fi(u;), fi(v;) > fi(A), which, coupled with w; < vy, fi(w;) > fi(v;), implies u; < A.
Hence, by Lemma 2.6 it follows that v, = B and u; = A, and then we would have

alug, up, vy, vp) = (A, By v, vy)
= SgIl(B - UT) ’ (fr(B) - fr(vr)) - Sgn(A - Ul) ’ (fl(A) - fl(vl)) (AG)
= IAB(Ula'UT) <0

that is a contradiction. Therefore (A.4) is satisfied, and the proof is concluded. O

In order to obtain stability with respect to perturbations of the connection, it will be useful the
following quantitative version of Lemma A.1.

Lemma A.2. Let (A, B), (A, B’) be two connections. Then, for any couple of pairs (uj,u,),
(v, v,) € R? that verify
I4B (uy,u,) <0, IA/B/(vl,vr) <0, (A7)
and (A.2), there holds
a(ug, up, vy, vp) < 2 ‘fr(B') — fr(B)| . (A.8)
Proof. With no loss of generality assume that B’ > B. Then, applying Lemma 2.6, one deduces
that B’ > B, together with (A.2) and 45’ (v;,v,) < 0, implies that one of the following two holds:
(1) 145 (v, 0,) <0,
@) (v10,) = (A, B).
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If (1) holds, then by Lemma A.1 we have a(u;,u,,v;,v,) < 0, and therefore (A.8) is verified.
Otherwise, (2) holds. In this case, we can add and subtract the non positive quantity I8 (u;,u,),
and rewrite « as

aup,up, A', B') = o (ur) — ag(wy) + I8 (ug, ur) < a(uy) — ogluy), (A.9)

where
o (ur) = sgn(uy — B') - (fr(ur) = fr(B')) = sgn(u, — B) - (fr(ur) — fr(B)),

og(ug) = sgn(uy — A') - (fi(w) — fi(A)) —sgn(u; — A) - (fi(w) — fi(A)).

We provide separately an estimate on a,.(u,) and on «o;(u;). We consider first the term «,., and we
distinguish three cases.

(1) uw, > B’. Then one has
O‘T(ur) = fr(ur) - fr(B,) - fr(ur) + fr(B) = fr(B) - fr(B,)-

(2) u, € [B, B']. Observe that, applying Lemma 2.6 and relying on (A.2) and I45(u;,u,) <0,
we deduce f,.(u,) > fr(B). Then one has

ar(ur) = = fr(ur) + fr(B') = fr(ur) + fr(B)
= (£(B) + fr(B") = 2fp(ur)) < (fr(B') = £r(B)).
(3) ur < B. Then one has
ar(ur) = = fr(ur) + fr(B) + fr(wy) = fr(B) < fr(B') — fo(B).

In every case, we obtain

ar(ur) < |f(B') = f(B)]. (A.10)
Analogously, and thanks to (A.2), we can prove that
i) = ~ | f(4) = ()] = = [1.(B) - £,(B) (A1)
which in turn, together with (A.10), implies
a(u, up, A', B') < 2|f(B') = f(B)]|, (A.12)
and this concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Proposition A.3. In the same setting of Theorem 2.7, for every ug € L*°(R), and for any bounded
set K C R, the following properties are verified.

(i) For any non critical connection (A, B), there exists a constant C; = C1(A, B, ||ug|re~, K) > 0
such that there holds

Tot.Var.(St[ABHuo, K) < % Vit>0. (A.13)
(i1) There exists a constant Cy = Co(||up||Lee, ) > 0 such that, for any connection (A, B), there
holds
C
Tot.Var. (f; 0 S/ g, KN — 00,0]) < =2,
c Vt>0, (A.14)
Tot.Var.( f, o St[ABHuo, K N10,+ocf) < 72,
where the inequalities are understood to be wverified whenever KN| — 00,0 # 0, or

K N[0, 4o00[# 0, respectively.
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Proof. Since St[ABHuo € AAPBl(t) and thanks to the implication (1) = (2) of Theorem 4.11, we
know that St[ABHuO satisfies the conditions stated in Theorem 4.2, 4.7, or 4.9. We divide the proof

in four steps.

Step 1. (proof of (i)).

In the case of a non critical connection (A, B), it is well known that for initial data ug € BV (R),
one has St[ABHuO € BV(R) for all ¢ > 0 (see [25, Lemma 8] and [!, Theorem 2.13-(iii)]). Instead,

for initial data ug € L*°(R), we know that St[ABHuO satisfies the Oleinik-type inequalities stated in
Theorem 4.2, 4.7, or 4.9. Thus, since (A, B) is a non critical connection, by the analysis in § 5.3 we

deduce that D" (St[ABHuO) satisfies one-sided uniform upper bounds as the ones provided by (5.85).
In turn, such bounds yield the existence of uniform bounds on the total increasing variation (and

hence on the total variation as well) of SEABHUO on bounded subsets K of [0, +oo[, which depend
on the connection (A, B), on the set K, and on |[ug|/r,. By similar arguments we derive bounds
on the total variation of St[ABHuO on bounded subsets of | — 00, 0], which yields (A.13), completing

the proof of (i).

Step 2. (proof of (ii) when SEABHuO satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.9).
Since St[ABHuO satisfies the Oleinik-type inequalities (4.51) of Theorem 4.9, we immediately deduce

a uniform bound on the total increasing variation of SEABHUO on bounded sets, which does not
depend on the values f/(A), f/(B). In turn, such bounds yield the existence of uniform bounds on

the total increasing variation (and hence on the total variation as well) of St[ABHuo on bounded
subsets K of [0, +o0o[, which depend on the set K and on |[ug||Le. By similar arguments we derive

bounds on the total variation of St[ABHuo on bounded subsets of | — 00,0], which yields (A.13),
with a constant C that depends only on the set K and on ||ug|/e. In turn, (A.13) yields (A.14)
relying on the Lipschitzianity of f, f, on the set [—M, M], with M = ||ug||Le. This completes the

1+

proof of (ii) in the case where St[AB up satisfies the conditions stated in Theorem 4.9.

Step 3. (proof of (ii) when SEABHuO satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.7).
To fix the ideas, we assume that w = SEABHUO satisfies the inequalities (i)’ and the pointwise
constraints-(ii)” stated in Theorem 4.7. Notice that, by the same arguments of above, (4.41) yields
the estimate (A.13) (and hence also (A.14)) for bounded set K C] — 00,0] or K C [R,+00[. Then
consider a set K C [0,R], with R = R[w, f;| defined as in (4.4), and assume that the inequali-

ties (4.42), (4.44), are satisfied. Observe that, by the uniform convexity (1.4) of f, f,, we have

e 7Tlr,+ (u)

[fl/ °© W{Jr(u)] ’

for some constant ¢; > 0 depending on ||w||pe. Moreover, by definition (4.4) of R there holds

> ci, fw)ze, Y ul < lwlleee (A.15)

— T

te flw(x)) > Vzel0,R[, t>0. (A.16)

Hence, recalling the definition (4.7) of the function h, and relying on (4.42), (4.44), (A.15), (A.16),
we derive
DY (frow)(x) = fi(w(z)) DTw(w)
< fr(w(@)) hlw, fi, frl()

[ (w(@)? )
S APl @) ) tas O EOR 20

(A.17)
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Towards an estimate of (A.17), consider the map
/ 2
1) R
O(z,t,u) = @2t flu) —z) +a ze[0,R[, t>0. (A.18)
0, if uw=20,,

By direct computations one finds
Fr(u) £ () (22 — t[f1(W)]*)
2
(P (¢ fiw) = ) + )

Hence, since f](u) > 0 for all u > 6,., and because f(u) > 0 for all u, we deduce that, setting
2
=7 ({5 ). (A19)

>0 if w€ [, U,
<0 if u> Ug,t -

¢U(':L'? t? u) =

for all x,t > 0 there holds
Ugt > O, D, (x,t,u) { (A.20)

In turn, (A.19), (A.20) imply that u,, is a point of global maximum for the map u — ®(x,t,u),
u > 6,. On the other hand, because of (A.20) we have

tefllugs) >z = x<V2t. (A.21)
Thus we find
>
O(z,t,u) < ®(x,t,upy) = 12 < i <g>§ , Vao<v2t, u>0,, (A22)
Va(3(4)7 —af) VI
and
Oz, t,u) < [f;(;)]z < %2 Va>v2t 0 <u<|wlpe, (A.23)

for some constant co depending on ||w||pee. Then, relying on (A.16), (A.17), (A.18), (A.21), (A.22),
(A.23), we derive

3032 if =<+2t, z€[0,R[,
D (frow)a) <4 VT (A-24)
%3 if =>+2t, z€[0,R[,

for some other constant c3 depending on |lw|lpe. Hence, recalling Remark 2.8, we deduce that,
given a bounded set K C [0, R], there holds

/ D*(fro St[ABHuo) (x) dx <
K

for some constant C' depending only on |lug||pee, K, which yields (A.14). This completes the proof

¢
t )

of (ii) in the case where S; = T ug satisfies the conditions stated in Theorem 4.7.

Step 4. (proof of (ii) when St[ABHuO satisfies the conditions of Theorem 4.2).

Since SEABHUO satisfies the Oleinik-type inequalities (4.11) of Theorem 4.2, with the same analysis
of Step 2 we deduce the uniform bound in (A.14) for bounded subset K of | — 0o, L] or of [R, +o0].
Instead, for sets K C [0,R] or K C [L,0], relying on the Oleinik-type inequalities (4.12), (4.13), of
Theorem 4.2, we recover the bound in (A.14) performing he same analysis of Step 3. This completes
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the proof of (ii) in the case where SEABHuO satisfies the conditions stated in Theorem 4.2, and
concludes the proof of the proposition. O

Proof of Theorem 2.7-(iv)-(v). Set
u(z, t) = St[ABHuo(a:), v(x,t) = St[A/BIHUO(m). (A.25)

Relying on property (2) of Definition 2.2, with standard doubling of variable arguments (e.g. see [15,
§6.3]) one obtains that, for every non-negative test function ¢ € C! with compact support contained
in | — 00, 0[ x ]0, +00[, there holds

[ 7t vloct st 0 (i) — ) 60} v >, (A.26)

and, for for every non-negative test function ¢ € C! with compact support contained in ]0, +oo[ x
10, +00[, there holds

Hence, with the same arguments, one deduces that, for every non-negative test function ¢ € C}
with compact support contained in Rx ]0,4o0o[, there holds

“+o00 “+o0o
/0 /_ { |lu —v| pp + sgn(u — v)(f(x,u) —f(a:,v))gbx}dxdt >-F, (A.28)

where F is the extra boundary term at x = 0 (due to the fact that, differently from (A.26)-(A.27),
¢ will not vanish in general at x = 0 ) given by

“+oo
E = / [sen(u(x, t) = v(w, £)(f (@, ulx, ) = @, v(z,0))] 12" 6(0,1)dt

with []*Z0% denoting the limit from the right minus the limit from the left at x = 0. Observe
that, lettlng uy, u, denote the one-sided limit of u in z = 0 as in (2.7), and denoting v, v,, the
corresponding ones for v, recalling (A.3) we can rewrite the quantity F as

o / % () (), vi(t), 0 (1)) (0. 1) .. (A.29)
0

On the other hand, since u;,u,, and v, v, satisfy the Rankine-Hugoniot condition (2.8), together
with the inequality (2.11) related to the (A, B), and (A’, B’) connection, respectively, applying
Lemma A.2 we deduce that there holds

aw(t(,ur (), vi(t),vr(t)) < 2|f(B") = f(B)] for a.e. t>0. (A.30)

Thus, combining (A.28) with (A. 29) (A 8), we find
+o00 +o0o +o0o

[ vl orrsentu—) () = f@ ook dade > 2B [ o0 dr.
(A.31)

Now fix 7 > 79 > 0, R > 0, and consider the trapezoid Q = {(x,t) : 70 <t <7, |[x| < R+ L(t—1)},

where L = sup,, <) max{|f/(z)|, | f;(z)[}, with M being a uniform L> bound for u and v. Then,

by a standard technique (e.g. see [15, §6.3]), one can construct a sequence of test functions ¢, € C},

with compact support contained in Rx |0, +oo[, that approximate the characteristic function of

when n — co. Employing (A.31) with ¢, and letting n — oo we obtain

/ |u(x,7’) — ’U(ZE,T)‘ dz < / ‘U(ZE,T(]) - v(:n,70)| dz + 2(1 — To)HfT(B) - fr(B’)| .
|z|<R |¢|<R+L(T—10)
(A.32)
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Relying on the L!-continuity of u and v at 79 = 0 (property (2) of Definition 2.2), and letting
R — o0 in (A.32), we obtain the estimate of Theorem 2.7-(iv) for t = 7.

To establish property (v) of Theorem 2.7 observe that, if (A, B) is a non critical connection,
then by Lemma A.3-(i) one has S/ Pug € BVj,(R) for all t > 0, and for any ug € L*®(R).
Therefore, in this case, relying on this property we immediately recover the Ll - Lipschitz continuity
of t = SfABug by standard arguments (e.g. see [15, proof of Theorem 9.4]). Instead, in the case
of a critical connection (A, B), we derive the L} -Lipschitz continuity of ¢t — S{"Pug applying
Lemma A.3-(ii) and following the same arguments in [21, proof of Theorem 4.3.1]. O

Proof of Corollary 2.9. Relying on Theorem 2.7-(iv) we deduce that

Un(t) = (i) in LYR) Vt>0, (A.33)
which in turn implies that there exists T > 0 such that
fT(uTL(fv )) — fr(u(f7 )) in Llloc([ov +OOD ) (A34)

for every fiexed T' > 0. Then, observe that by Definition 2.2 u,, and u are entropy weak solutions of
ut + fr(u)y = 0 on )0, +oo[ x [0,400[. Hence, by a general property of weak solutions (e.g. see [15,
Remark 4.2]) one has

/ fr(ur(s))ds —/ fr(u(zZ,-))ds +/Oxu(z,T)dz — /Oxu(z,O)(z)dz,

/ fr(tn (s ds-/ fr(un (T ds+/ un(z,T)dz—/ Un(z,0)dz Vn.
0 0

Since we are assuming that {u,(-,0)}, converges to u(-,0) in L!, taking the limit as n — oo
n (A.35) we deduce from (A.33)-(A.34) that

(A.35)

fr(uny) = fr(ur) in L'([0,77) (A.36)
for all T > 0, and with entirely similar arguments one derives also the other convergence in (2.15).
0

APPENDIX B. PRECLUSION OF RAREFACTIONS EMANATING FROM THE INTERFACE

A distinctive feature of the structure of AB-entropy solutions is the fact that no rarefaction
wave can emerge at positive times from the interface x = 0. This property was established in [2]
exploiting an explicit representation formula for AB-entropy solutions a la Lax-Oleinik. A different,
rather technical proof, based on a detailed analysis of the structure of AB-entropy solutions was
derived in [6], under the additional assumption that the traces of the solution at = = 0 admit one
sided limits. Here, we provide a much simpler proof that establishes this fact in the case of a non
critical connection (A, B), and for a BV},. AB-entropy solution. The proof relies on the properties
of solutions of Riemann problems and on a blow-up argument.

Definition B.1. We say that an AB-entropy solution to (1.1) has a rarefaction wave emerging at
the left (at the right) from the interface x = 0 at time ¢, if there exists an outgoing rarefaction fan
centered at (0,t), and located in the halfplane {z < 0} ({z > 0}).

Proposition B.2. Let (A, B) be a connection, consider a Riemann data
u, <0
u= ’ ’ B.1
{u+, x>0, (B-1)
and assume that the solution St[ABHE(x) contains a rarefaction wave located in the left halfplane
{x <0}, or in the right one {x > 0}. Then for every T > 0 it holds u ¢ AABN(T).
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Proof. By contradiction, suppose that SEABHU(:E) contains a rarefaction wave located in {z > 0},
and assume that @ € AABI(T), ie. that there exists an AB-entropy solution solution u(z,t)

of (1.1),(1.2), such that u(-,T) = w. Then, by uniqueness, one has u(z,T +t) = St[ABHﬂ(x) for all

x € R, t > 0. Since St[ABHﬂ(x) is a solution of a Riemann problem containing a rarefaction with
nonnegative characteristic speeds, and because of the admissibility conditions (2.13), it then follows
that the right trace u, of u at x = 0 satisfies B < u,(t) < uw(T,z) = u* for every t > T, x > 0.
Tracing the backward characteristics from points (T, z), z > 0, we find that u,.(t) = u* > B for
every t €]0,T[. Therefore, because of the admissibility conditions (2.13), one has w(t) = 77  (u™)
(with 77, defined as in (4.1)), for every ¢ €]0,T[. Then, letting {_,&; denote the minimal and

maximal backward characteristics starting at (0,7), we deduce that f/(u™) = €_(T) > .(T) =

f{(wl . (uT)), which in turn implies u~ >} (uT), @l (u”) > ut. Observe now that the AB-

entropy solution of a Riemann problem with initial data (B.1) satisfying u= > 7'('5,’ L(u™), and

ut > B, consists of a single shock located in the halfplane {z > 0}, and connecting the left state

7l (u™) with the right state u™. This is in contrast with the assumption made on St[ABHE(x),

thus completing the proof.
O

Proposition B.3. Let (A, B) be a noncritical connection, and let u be an AB-entropy solution
o (1.1) that satisfies u(-,t) € BVioc(R), for all t > 0. Then u does not contain rarefaction waves
emerging from the interface v = 0 at times t > 0.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that the solution u has a rarefaction wave, say located in {x > 0},
which emerges from the interface at some time ¢ > 0. Let 0 < p < t/3, and for any p > 0, set

I,={zxeR: |z| <p}. (B.2)
Observe that the domain of dependence of u(m,t_), for (z,t) € I; x [t — p,t + p], is the trapezoid
Q= {(.’L’,t) : "T‘ Sp+ A- (t +p— t)? te [t —2p,t +ﬁ]}7 where A = Sup|z|<m max{]fl/(z)], ‘f;(Z)’}7

with M being a uniform L* bound for u. Therefore, since the total variation of u(t,-) on I,
Iy = x| <p+A-(t+p—t),is bounded, and because (A, B) is a noncritical connection, we can

invoke the uniform BV bounds on AB-entropy solutions established in [25, Lemma 8] (see also [I,
Theorem 2.13-(iii)]) to deduce that
Tot.Var.(u(-,t), I5) < C(M + Tot.Var.(u(-,t — 2p), I(1320)5)) Vtet+I;, (B.3)

for some constant C' > 0. Next, consider the blow-up of u at the point (0,%):
up(z,t) =u(pz,t+pt—1t)) z€eR, t>0, (B.4)
with 0 < p < p/t, and observe that there holds

Tot.Var.(u,(-,t), I5),) < sup Tot.Var.(u(-, 1), I5) Vo<t<t+
TEt+I5

(B.5)

AR RS

Combining (B.3), (B.5), we find a uniform bound on the total variation of u,(-,t) on the interval

I5/p, for all t < t+p/p, and 0 < p < p/t. Moreover, observe that because of the finite speed of

propagation A, by standard arguments (e.g. see [15, §7.4]) one deduces that

Jup(-st) = up($)llLar,,,) SA-(E—s)  VO<s<t<t+=, (B.6)

DI

for all 0 < p < p/t, and for some constant A. Notice that the sets I;), x [0, + p/p[ invade
R x [0,+00[ as p — 0. Therefore we can apply Helly’s compactness theorem [15, Theorem 2.4] to
the sequence {u,} <77, and deduce the existence of a function v € L*(R x [0, +0o0[), so that, up
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to a subsequence, u,(-,t) converges to v(-,t) in L', as p — 0, for all t > 0. By Definition 2.2 it
follows that also v is an AB-entropy solution of (1.1)-(1.2), with ug = v(-,0). Notice that

lim w,(z,7) = a(z) = {“(O+’f) it z>0, (B.7)
p—0 u(0—,t) if <0,
and thus we find
v(-t) =1,
which implies
e AUBI(T). (B.8)

On the other hand, observe that the rarefaction wave which emerges in the solution u at
time ¢ is preserved by the blow-ups u, in (B.4), because it is self similar for the scaling
(x,t) — (pz,t + p(t —t)). Therefore there will be a rarefaction wave emerging at time ¢, and
located in {x > 0}, also in the solution v. This in turn implies that the solution S{AP7(x) to
the Riemann problem with initial datum @ contains a rarefaction emerging at ¢ = 0 and located
in {x > 0}, since SAP7(z) = v(f +t,z) for all x € R, ¢t > 0. This, together with (B.8), is in
contradiction with Proposition B.2, thus completing the proof. O

APPENDIX C. SEMICONTINUOUS PROPERTIES OF SOLUTIONS TO CONVEX CONSERVATION LAWS

Solutions to conservation laws with convex flux enjoy a lower and upper semicontinuity property
with respect to the L' convergence as stated in the following

Lemma C.1. Given a uniformly convex map f, and T > 0, let {up}, be a sequence of entropy
weak solutions of

u+ f(u), =0 x>0, tel0,T], (C.1)
that admit a strong trace un(0+,t) = limy_04 up(z,t) at x =0, for allt € [0,T], and let u be an
entropy weak solution of (C.1) that admits a strong trace w(0+,t) = limg,_,o4 u(z,t) at x = 0, for
allt € [0,T]. Assume that {up}n are uniformly bounded in L, that

un(t) = wu(,t) in LY(]0,+o0c]),  Vtel0,T7, (C.2)
and that
flun(0+,) —  fu(0+,7) i LY0.T). (C.3)
Then, for every x > 0, there holds
u(z+,T) < liminf w,(y+,7). (C.4)
y—x

If we assume that u,,u, are entropy weak solutions of us + f'(u), =0 on x <0, t € [0,T], and that
the convergence (C.2), (C.2), hold in L'(] — o0,0[), and for the left traces in x = 0, respectively,
then for every x < 0, there holds

uw(z—,T) > limsup u,(y—,T). (C.5)
n—oo

Yy—x

Proof. We will establish only the inequality (C.4), the proof of (C.5) being entirely similar. Given
x>0, T > 0, consider a sequence {y,}n, yn > 0, converging to x, and such that
ligln un(yn+,T) = iminf wup,(y+,t). (C.6)

Yy—x

Let 97 : |7, T] — ]0,+00[, 7, > 0, denote the the maximal backward characteristic for u,, starting
from (yn,T), with the property that either 7, = 0, or lim;,,, J;7(¢) = 0. By possibly taking a
subsequence, we can assume that either 7,, = 0 for all n, or that lim;,,, ¥;"(t) = 0 for all n. We

recall that a maximal backward characteristic for w, passing through (y,,T), y > 0, is a genuine
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(shock free) characteristics whose trajectory is a segment with constant slope f/(u,(y,+,T)) (e.g.
see [21]). Notice that {9;" },, is a sequence of Lipschitz continuous functions with a uniform Lipschitz
constant supj,<ps f'(u) (M being a uniform L* bound on wuy), defined on uniformly bounded
intervals |7,,T]. Hence, by Ascoli Arzela Theorem we can assume that, up to a subsequence,
{9;"}, converges uniformly to some Lipschitz continuous function 9 : |7, 7] — ]0, +oo[, such that

T=0, if ™m=0 Vn,

7= lim 7,, tlim J(t) =0, if  lim J9}(t)=0 Vn, (C.7)
—T

n—o00 t—Tn

and such that ¥(T") = x. By a general property of characteristics, the uniform limit of genuine
characteristics is also a genuine characteristic. This can be easily verified in this context observing
that the trajectory of a genuine characteristic passing through a point (y,t), y > 0, is a segment
connecting (y,t) with the point (0,7(y,t)) or with the point (2(y,t),0), where 7(y,t) and z(y,t) de-
notes the points of minimum for the functionals involved in the Lax-Oleinik representation formula
of solutions for the boundary value problem (see [31]), and that such functionals are L! continu-
ous with respect to the initial datum and with respect to the flux-trace of the solution at z = 0.
Therefore it follows that 9 is a genuine characteristic with constant slope 1 satisfying

¥ = lim (9}) = nh_)n(f)lo ' (un(yn+,T)), 9 > f(u(z+,T)). (C.8)

n—o0

Since f’ is increasing, we deduce from (C.8) that

lim wy (yn+,T) > u(z+,T), (C.9)

which, together with (C.6), yields (C.4).
U
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