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Finite energy solutions to the isentropic Euler
equations with geometric effects

Philippe G. LeFloch! and Michael Westdickenberg?

Abstract

Considering the isentropic Euler equations of compressible fluid dy-
namics with geometric effects included, we establish the existence of en-
tropy solutions for a large class of initial data. We cover fluid flows in
a nozzle or in spherical symmetry when the origin » = 0 is included.
These partial differential equations are hyperbolic, but fail to be strictly
hyperbolic when the fluid mass density vanishes and vacuum is reached.
Furthermore, when geometric effects are taken into account, the sup-norm
of solutions can not be controlled since there exist no invariant regions.
To overcome these difficulties and to establish an existence theory for so-
lutions with arbitrarily large amplitude, we search for solutions with finite
mass and total energy. Our strategy of proof takes advantage of the par-
ticular structure of the Euler equations, and leads to a versatile framework
covering general compressible fluid problems. We establish first higher-
integrability estimates for the mass density and the total energy. Next, we
use arguments from the theory of compensated compactness and Young
measures, extended here to sequences of solutions with finite mass and
total energy. The third ingredient of the proof is a characterization of the
unbounded support of entropy admissible Young measures. This requires
the study of singular products involving measures and principal values.
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1 Introduction

We are interested in the existence of entropy solutions to the Euler equations
for isentropic compressible fluids. Attention in the literature has been so far
restricted to bounded solutions and, for this reason, current techniques apply
to one-dimensional equations or to simplified situations with symmetry only.
Recall that the Euler equations form a hyperbolic system of conservation laws;
strict hyperbolicity, however, fails when the fluid mass density vanishes and
vacuum is reached. This major difficulty for the analysis was first dealt with by
DiPerna [10] using Tartar’s method of compensated compactness [22].

When geometric effects are taken into account, the Fuler equations are no
longer in a fully conservative form but consist of two balance laws with variable
coefficients. It is conceivable that due to the interaction of characteristic waves
and the geometry of the problem, solutions may become unbounded at isolated
points. For spherically symmetric flows, for instance, the fluid can converge
towards the origin and waves can amplify nonlinearly, even if the initial data was
bounded pointwise. We are not aware of any result showing that pointwise blow-
up actually does occur. On the other hand, there also seem to exist no method
to establish boundedness in full generality. In particular, the Conley-Chuey-
Smoller principle of invariant regions does not apply because the equations are
not in conservative form. Our objective is therefore to investigate the isentropic
Euler equations within a more general functional class: We will only assume that
solutions satisfy the natural bounds of finite mass and total energy. The strategy
we propose leads to a versatile framework covering quite general compressible
fluid flows.

We are particularly interested in the case of spherically symmetric flows
where the origin » = 0 is included in the domain, and of fluid flows in a nozzle.
Let us quickly recall the equations describing these situations. We will assume
that the nozzle is characterized by a function A = A(x) > 0 that determines its
cross section at position z € R. Then the isentropic Euler equations read

9 (pA) + 02 (pud) =0,

(1.1)
Or(puA) + 0, (puA) + Ad, P(p) = 0.

The unknowns of this system are the density p > 0 and the velocity u, which are
functions of the independent variables (¢, ) € [0,00) x R. The pressure P(p) is
related to the internal energy U(p) by the relation

P(p) =U'(p)p—Ulp)
for all p > 0. We restrict ourselves to polytropic perfect gases, for which
Ulp) = 525p" and P(p) = rp.

Here v > 1 is the adiabatic coefficient, and x := 6%/ with 0 := (y — 1)/2 are
constants. The case of general pressure laws will be addressed in future work.



The first equation in (II]) implies that the total mass is conserved, thus
Mp]:= / pAdx is constant in time. (1.2)
R

The analogous statement for the momentum puA does not hold because the
momentum equation in general does not admit a conservative form.
For spherically symmetric flows in R?, we have again equations (L) with

A(z) := wgz®™ " for all z € (0, 00).

The constant wy > 0 denotes the volume of the unit sphere in R?. Here the
unknowns (p,u) are defined for (¢,z) € [0,00) x (0,00) and

Mp]:= /( )pA dz is constant in time.
0,00

In the following, we will cover both cases simultaneously by considering the
equations (IJ)) with A a continuously differentiable function and

nozzle flow case Q:=R A:R—[AA] (13)
1.3
spherical symmetry | Q := (0, c0) A(z) := x*
Here, A < A and « are positive constants. We also require that
(0:A4)_ € L' N L>=(Q), (1.4)
where (b)_ := —min{b, 0} for all b € R. We refer the reader to Sections[2.2 and

for further explanation. Note that in the case of spherically symmetric flows
(T4 is trivially satisfied since then A is strictly increasing. We also emphasize
that for nozzle flows our arguments can be adapted to work if assumption (L)
is satisfied for the positive part (0, A)+ instead. This is natural since otherwise
one direction would be favored, which would be unphysical.

It is easy to check that every smooth solution of (1)) admits an additional
conservation law for the total energy of the fluid

8t((%pu2—|—U(p))A) —I—(?m((%pzf—l—Q(p))uA) =0, (1.5)

where Q(p) := U’(p)p. The observation made earlier for the mass equation
applies again: the total energy associated with smooth solutions of (L)) is
constant in time. For weak solutions this equation should not be imposed as an
equality but as an inequality. In turn, it is natural to require that for physically
relevant weak solutions of (L)), the total energy

E[p,u] = / (2pu®+U(p))Adz is nonincreasing in time. (1.6)
Q



Our primary interest is about the Cauchy problem, so we impose the condi-
tion
p=p, pu=pu on{t=0}xQ, (1.7)

where (p, ) is given initial data with finite mass and total energy:

M[p]=:M, E[p,u] =:E, with M, E < . (1.8)

The selection of physically relevant solutions is based on a family of entropy
inequalities, which are defined as follows. For s € R and (p,u) € [0,00) x R
introduce the entropy/entropy-flux kernels

Xslpyu) = (9% = (s “)Z)i’ (1.9)

o(slp,u) = (95 +(1- 9)u)x(s|p, u),

where A := (3 —)/2(y — 1) and (b)+ := max{b,0} for all b € R. Observe that

J

which connects the Euler equations and the entropy/entropy-flux kernels.

We will say that a function ¢ € C?(R) is an admissible weight function if
it is convex and has subquadratic growth at infinity. For all admissible weight
functions ¥ we can introduce the entropy/entropy-fluz pair

p pu
(x(slp, w), o (slp, ) ) ds = pu pu’ +P(p) |,

1
S
s sout +U(p)  (3pu*+Q(p))u

1.2
2

(ns(p, ). 4 p,)) = / 6(s) (x(slp,w),o(slp,w) ) ds,  (1.10)
and we impose the entropy inequalities

O (nw(p, U)A) + 0, (qw(p, U)A) + (pu Mo (0, 1) — @ (p; u)) (0:4) <0 (1.11)
in the distribution sense. We use the notation g , := d,g for all functions g.

Definition 1.1. Let (p,u) be given initial data with finite mass and total energy.
A pair of measurable functions (p,u) : [0,00) x @ — [0,00) X R is called an
entropy solution with finite mass and energy (or a finite energy solution, for

short) to the Cauchy problem (L) & (L) if the following is true:

1. The total mass is conserved in time: for almost every (a.e.) t

M[p](t) =M.
2. The total energy is bounded in time: for a.e. t

E[p,u](t) < E.



3. The entropy inequalities (ILI]) are satisfied in the distribution sense for
all admissible weight functions 1.

4. The initial data (p, 1) is attained in the distribution sense.

Clearly, the balance laws () follow from the entropy inequality, by choosing
1 to be constant or linear. Here is our main result:

Theorem 1.2 (Global Existence). Consider the isentropic Euler equations (L))
for a polytropic perfect gas with adiabatic coefficient v € (1,5/3]. Let the geom-
etry be specified by (L3) & (L), where A < A and « are positive constants.
Then, for any initial data (p,T) with finite mass and total energy, the Cauchy
problem (L) & (1) admits a finite energy solution (p,u).

As we will show below, finite energy solutions have nonincreasing total en-
ergy, so (@) holds. But our estimates are not strong enough to conclude that
also a local energy balance is satisfied (see Section [Z] for further details). This
is the reason why only 1 with subquadratic growth are considered here. The
local energy inequality can be recovered if we impose higher-integrability for the
initial data, as we will discuss in a follow-up paper.

In the planar case, for which A is constant, the existence of bounded entropy
solutions arising from bounded initial data was first studied in pioneering work
by DiPerna [10]. His result was generalized in [2] [5l [8 [, [10l 14, [15]. Existence
of bounded solutions for the case of spherically symmetric and nozzle flows were
considered by Glimm and Chen [4]. To avoid the difficulty of spherically sym-
metric solutions becoming potentially unbounded, they constructed solutions
outside a ball around the origin only. A criterion for existence of bounded so-
lutions in the whole space (including the origin) was found by Chen [3]: The
inflow of the fluid towards the origin must be below a certain threshold.

Our strategy to establish Theorem [I.2] consists of two parts. In Section 2l we
first establish the existence of measure-valued entropy solutions: We consider
a sequence of bounded approximate solutions (p™,u™), obtained by suitably
truncating the unbounded initial data (p, %) and then using the existence results
of [4]. We then prove the first key observation that the approximate density p™
enjoys higher-integrability in space-time, i.e., we have

y+1
loc

p" € L1 ([0,00) x ) uniformly in n.

This fact is established by a commutator estimate, following a strategy that
was already used in [7] in the context of scalar conservation laws. A similar
estimate was also derived in [I3]. The second key observation made in Section
is that also the total energy E[p", u™] enjoys a higher integrability. The proof
is based on a bound for the entropy-flux, following the arguments in [I5] [16].
An alternative proof, which works for the planar case only, is given in the
Appendix. It relies on “propagation of equi-integrability” for the total energy.
The particular form of the Euler equations and the freedom in choosing the

weight function ¢ in the definition of the entropy is essential here.



In Section [3] we further analyze the structure of the measure-valued solution.
We show that the associated Young measure v ;) is concentrated at a single
point for almost every (¢,z) and therefore conclude that the measure-valued
solution is actually a weak solution. This proves Theorem To achieve the
Young measure reduction, we first apply compensated compactness theory (see
Tartar [22]) and derive the well-known div-curl-commutator relation. Then we
determine the support of the Young measure in the (p,u)-plane, for which we
must study singular products of distributions. Since we do not require pointwise
bounds on the solutions, we must also deal with the difficulty that the support
of the Young measure might be unbounded.

In the following, we denote by C¥(B) the space of k-times continuously
differentiable functions, for suitable subsets B C RN. If k = 0, then we simply
write C'(B) := C%(B). We denote by Cy,(B) the space of bounded continuous
functions, whereas Cy(B) is the closure of D(B) with respect to the sup-norm.
Here, D(B) is the space of smooth functions with compact support. The symbol
C*(B) with « € (0,1) is used for Holder continuous functions.

2 Weak convergence and measure-valued solu-
tions

In this section, we first construct a sequence of approximate solutions (p™, u™)
to the isentropic Euler equations. These functions are entropy solutions gen-
erated by compactly supported bounded initial data. We then show the weak
convergence of approximate solutions to a measure-valued solution.

2.1 Finite energy approximate solutions

In the spherically symmetric case, we need to remove the singularity at the
origin. We therefore introduce the modified geometry function

A" (z) = (z+ 1/n)?, (2.1)

which converges uniformly to A(x) = 2® as n — oo. The Cauchy problem
associated to the function A™ is equivalent to a problem posed in the exterior of
a ball of radius 1/n, for which existence of bounded entropy solution was shown
in [4]. In the case of nozzle flows we simply put A" := A for all n. Again we can
use [4]. Let M"[-] and E"[-] denote the functionals defined in (IL2) and (L),
with A replaced by A™. Given initial data (p,u) with p > 0, we now consider a
sequence of measurable functions (p",u"™) with p" > 0 that

1. are bounded and compactly supported in the closure €;
2. converge in measure:

lim (7", @) = (7, 7); (2.2)

n—r oo



3. have finite total mass M:

M"[p"] =M for all n; (2.3)

4. have uniformly bounded total energy converging to E:

sup E"[p",u"] < 2 F, lim E"[p",u"] = E. (2.4)

n—r oo

Clearly, it is possible to choose an approximating sequence (p",w") with the
above properties, by first truncating and mollifying the initial data (p, ) and
then multiplying the density by a suitable constant to enforce (2Z3)).

Next, let (p™,u™) be a sequence of entropy solutions of (LI)) corresponding

=N 7N

to the sequence of initial data (p",u™). They have the following properties:

1. For any n the entropy solution (p",u™) is bounded in L*([0, 00) x §2) and
has compact support in space for all times ¢ > 0.

2. The total mass is conserved in time: for a.e. ¢
M [ )(t) = M"[7"]. (2.5)
3. The total energy is nonincreasing in time: for a.e. ¢
E"[p",u"|(t) < E"[p",u"]. (2.6)

We will refer to a sequence of functions (p™, u") satisfying the above conditions
as a sequence of finite energy approximate solutions of the Euler equations.

Our objective is to establish the strong pre-compactness of (p",u™). To
achieve this, we first derive a higher-integrability property satisfied by the den-
sity p™ uniformly in n. This will allow us to introduce a Young measure repre-
sentation for the limits of nonlinear functions of (p™, u™).

2.2 Higher integrability of the mass density variable

We claim that for every n there exists a function A™: [0,00) x 0 — R that

1. has distributional derivatives
Oh™ = —p"u" A", Ozh™ = p"A™; (2.7)
2. can be normalized so that
0<h" < M. (2.8)

In the spherically symmetric case, we may assume h(t,0) = 0 for all ¢.



Note first that a function A" satisfying (2.7)) always exists since the conservation
law for p precisely says that the mixed second derivatives of h” commute. We
see that for almost every ¢ > 0, the map x — h"™(¢,x) is absolutely continuous
and nondecreasing because the function p™ A™ is nonnegative.
Consider first the case of a nozzle, for which 2 = R. Since the total mass is
preserved we conclude that for a.e. t > 0 we have the identity
. n _ : n — AT
CEli)ngoh (t,x) mll)IEloo h*(t,x) = M. (2.9)
On the other hand, since for all fixed ¢ the functions (p™, u™)(t,-) are compactly
supported in R the first identity in (2.7) implies that
lim A"(t,z) = lim A"(0,z)
r—r—00 r—r—00
for a.e. t > 0. Normalizing h™ such that lim,_, o h"™(0,2) = 0, we get [2.8).
Consider next the spherically symmetric case, for which Q = (0, 00). Then

mlin;oh (t,x) — ilg%)h (t,x) =M (2.10)

for a.e. t > 0. Since the momentum p"u™A™ vanishes at x = 0, the first identity
in (27) implies that for a.e. t we obtain again

lim A" (t,x) = lim h"(0, z).
r—0 z—0
Normalizing A" such that lim,_,o A" (0, 2) = 0, we again obtain (2.]]).

Proposition 2.1 (Higher integrability). Let (p™,u™) be the finite energy ap-
proximate solutions constructed in Subsection [2], with geometry given by (L3
& (L4). For any T > 0 there exists a constant C > 0 such that

sup // (p") T A%drdt < C.
[0,T]xQ

n

Proof. To simplify notation, we assume that in the spherically symmetric
case all functions are extended by zero for x < 0. Recall that we may assume
the boundary condition A™(¢,0) = 0 for all . Then (1) holds in [0, 00) x R.

Step 1. We will prove that A" is locally Hélder continuous in both variables,
with constants that are bounded uniformly in n. The equi-continuity of A™ in
space follows easily from (2.6) and 27): Let K C R be some compact subset.
For all points x1,x2 € K we can then estimate

ess sup |h"(t, 22) — h" (£, 21)|
t>0

T2
< ess sup/ ptA™ dx
120 1

T2 1/ 2 =1/~
< ess sup (/ (p")T A" dw) (/ A" dw) .
t=0 T T1



The first factor can be estimated by (2.6]) and (Z.4]). We find

ess sup |W"(t, z0) — B (t, 21)| < Cylwg — 21|01/, (2.11)
t=>0

with C1 > 0 some constant depending on E and [|A]| L= (k) (recall ).

To prove the equi-continuity in time we first fix a mollifier s with the
standard properties @5 > 0, f wsdxr =1, and spt s C (—0,0). The parameter
0 > 0 will be chosen later on. We then deduce from (2.11)) that for all z € K

ess sup
>0

<O / ps(z —y)|lz —y|O "V dy
R

([osto—mteaay) - we.e)

< 050D/,

For any t1,t2 > 0 and = € R we therefore obtain
|hn(t2, ,T) — hn(tl, LL‘)|

< 2015(771)/7 + ‘ / <P5(:E - y) (hn(tQa y) - hn(tlvy)) dy‘
R

ta
= 20,6079/ ’ / / s(z —y) (p"u")(t,y) A" (y) dy dt‘- (2.12)
t1 R
Now note that the energy bound (Z8]) implies the estimate

ess sup/ |pu™ |2/ 0D A g
>0 Jr

1/(v+1) ¥/ (v+1)
< ess sup </(p”)7A" daz) </ P (um™)?A™ dx)
t>0 R R

< Oy, (2.13)

with C2 > 0 some constant depending on (Z4)). Using this in (ZI2)) and opti-
mizing in §, we arrive at the following estimate: for any ty,t2 > 0

ess sup [h" (ta, ) — h" (t1, )|
z€R

< 20000701 4 G gl ey OBt — 1
< O3ty — t2|2(7*1)/(3’>’*1)

for some constant C's > 0. This establishes the first part of the proposition.

Step 2. Let ¢. be a standard mollifier in R? and, after extending h™ by
zero to all of R?, define the smooth function h” := h™ x .. Then the following



identity is true in the distribution sense in [0, 00) X R:

a (p"u"A" h’;) + 0, (p"(u")zA" hg) A", (P(p”) hg) (2.14)
—{oraran) + o, pan) + 4o, PG 1 (2.15)
o @iy P e | 21

The first term on the right-hand side vanishes in view of the momentum con-
servation law satisfied by (p™,u™). As ¢ — 0, we have h? — h™ uniformly on
compact sets because h™ is equi-continuous by Proposition 2.1}

On the other hand, we have 9,h7 — 0;h™ and 0;h] — J,h™ in Llloc([O, 00) X
R). By boundedness of (p™,u™) and (2.7, we find that in distributional sense

P(pn)pn(An)Q — at (pnunAn hn) 4 am((pn(un)2 —|—P(pn))An hn)
— B"P(p") (8, A™). (2.17)

We test (ZI7) against a monotone sequence of functions ¢ € D(]0,0) x Q)
with 0 < (& < 1 and (i — 1jo,77xq for some 7" > 0. Note that (2.6]) implies

ess sup/ |p"u™| A" da
>0 Jr

1/2 1/2
< ess sup (/ pr A" dx) (/ P (u™)2A™ dw) ,
20 R R

which can be estimated against V2ME. Since (p", u™) has compact support in

z and since h™ > 0 is uniformly bounded by M, we obtain that for all n
// (") THAM? dedt < 2M V2ME + T ME||(0,4)— || L=®). (2.18)
[0,T]1x2

For the spherically symmetric case we used the fact that A™ vanishes at the
origin, so the z-derivative on the left-hand side of (2I7]) does not contribute.
We have 0, A™ — 0, A because of (2.]) and (9, A)— = 0. Therefore the second
term in the estimate (2I8) vanishes in that case. Finally, note that A < A"
for all n, which proves the proposition in the case of spherical symmetry. For
nozzle flows we defined A™ := A for all n, so there is nothing more to prove.
Note that by normalizing the function A" such that —M < h™ < 0, we can also
obtain (ZI8) with (9, A)_ replaced by the positive part of the gradient. O

Note that for any compact subset K C [0,00) x € the function A% can be
estimated uniformly from above and below. In view of (I3)) this is obvious for
the nozzle flow case. For the case of spherically symmetric flows, observe that
the compact set K is bounded away from the origin because © = (0, 00) is an
open set. Proposition 2] therefore implies that

y+1
loc

p" € LY ([0,00) x ) uniformly in n.

10



2.3 Young measures based on energy bounds

It will be convenient to work with the Riemann invariants (z, z) associated with
(L), rather than with the physical variables (p,u). For simplicity of notation,
we will consistently denote pairs of numbers such as (zZ, z) by the corresponding
bold symbol z := (zZ,z). We have

Z(p,u) = u+ p’, 2(pyu) =u—p?, (2.19)

which is equivalent to

p(z) = (E_g)w’ u(z) = 232, (2.20)

2 2

We consider entropies/entropy-fluxes as functions of (p,u) or z, respectively.

We now define H := {a € R?: @ > a}, and we will tacitly assume that all
functions in D(H) or Co(H) are extended by zero to the closure H, if necessary.
Consider then the following space of bounded continuous functions

C(H):= { ¢ € C(H): the function ¢ is constant in {a € R?: @ = a} and
the map (a — lim gp(sa)) belongs to C(S* N H) },
S5—00

where S' C R? denotes the sphere. This space allows us to deal with the two
difficulties of the problem under consideration: at the vacuum and in the large.
Observe that C(H) has a ring structure and is complete with respect to the
sup-norm. Therefore, there exists a compactification H of H such that C'(H) is
isomorphic to the space C(H). We refer the reader to [19, 20]. For simplicity,
we will not distinguish between functions in C'(H) and in C(H).

The topology of H is the weak-x topology induced by C(#): the sequence

of points a,, € H converges to a € H as n — oo if and only if

le play) =p(a) forall p € C(H).

In H C H this weak-* topology is consistent with the Euclidean topology, and
thus A is separable. Moreover, the space H is metrizable since C(H) is separable
and separates points in H (see Proposition 1.5.3 of [I9] and Section 3.8 of [20]).
On the other hand, we emphasize the fact that the topology above does not
distinguish points in the compactification of the diagonal {a € R?: @ = a}.
In that sense, all points in the vacuum are equivalent. We denote by V the
compactification of {a € R?: @ = a}, and we define H := HUV.
We need the following result (see Theorem 2.4 of [1]).

Theorem 2.2 (Ym_mg measures). Given any sequence of measurable functions
2":[0,00) x Q — H there exists a subsequence (still labeled 2") and a function

v € Ly ([0,00)x €2, Prob(H)) (that is, a weakly-x measurable map from [0, 00) x
into the space of probability measures on H), such that

p(z™) — /H p(a)v(da)  weakly-—+ in L>([0,00) x Q) for all ¢ € C(H).

11



The functions 2" converge in measure to z: [0,00) x Q — H if and only if
Vita) = Oz(t,e) Jfor a.e. (t,x).

We will use Young measures to represent limits of certain nonlinear functions
of (2™) that may be unbounded. Let us introduce the weight function

W(a):=1+p(a)’™ forallac H.

Proposition 2.3. Consider the sequence of Riemann invariants (2™) associ-
ated with the sequence of finite energy approximate solutions (p™,u™) of Subsec-
tion[Zl Let v be a Young measure generated by (a subsequence of) (2™). Then
for almost every (t,z) € [0,00) x Q we have that

V(t,z) € Prob(H), / W(a) v(t,q)(da) < oco. (2.21)
H
For any ¢ = oW with pg € Co(H) it holds
p(z") — (p) = / vla)v(da) weakly in Llloc([(),oo) x Q). (2.22)
H

Remark 2.4. The first statement in @221) means that vy 5y is supported in
H UV only instead of H. Note that in [Z22) we consider local convergence
in the open set ). For the spherically symmetric case, this means convergence
away from the origin. A slightly more precise statement is

gp(z")(A”)2 _ <<p>A2 weakly in Llloc([(),oo) X Q)
for all ¢ = oW with vy € Co(H). Recall that A™ converges uniformly to A.

Proof. We proceed in three steps.

Step 1. Let B,.(0) be the closed ball with radius 7. Fix a radial test function
¢ € C(H) with 0 < ¢ < 1, such that ¢ = 1in HNB1(0) and ¢ = 0 for H\ By(0).
Let pr := p(-/R) and @ := 1 — pg for all R > 0. Choose ¢ € C(S*N H) with
0 < ¢ < 1 and compactly supported in S' N H, and extend ¢ as a homogeneous
function of degree zero to H \ {0}. Then ¢®r € C(H), so it can be identified
with a function in C(#). Now Theorem [Z.2 applies, and we obtain that for any
compact set K C [0,00) x Q2

// (/¢ )®r(a tm)(d@)) dxdt:nh_)ngo//KQS(Zn)‘I’R(Zn)dwdt

<sup‘{2"—g" 2C¢R}0K‘,
n

where the constant ¢, > 0 depends on the support of ¢. Hence, we get

// </¢ )®r(a V(tm)(da)>d$dt

T8 sup//W Ydxdt — 0 as R — oc.

\

e

12



Note that W (z") is uniformly bounded in L'(K) because of Proposition 2]
and our assumptions on A™ and K. Since ¢ and K were arbitrary, we conclude
that v is supported in H and the vacuum, thus v(; ;) € Prob(H) a.e.

Step 2. Consider a monotone sequence of ¢ € D(H) with 0 < ¢ < 1 and
¢, — 1 pointwise as k — oo. For any K C [0,00) X R compact we have

//I<<W>dxdt=klin;o// (¢ W) da dit,

by monotone convergence. On the other hand, Theorem yields

/K<¢kW> dr dt = n{l&//}( (2" )W (2"™) dz dt
< Slrllp //K W(z")dx dt,

which is finite by Proposition 2.1l and by choice of A™ and K.

Step 3. Let now ¢g € Cy(H) and choose a sequence of functions ¢y, € D(H)
with ¢r — o in the sup-norm as k — oo. For any K C [0,00) x Q compact
and ¢ € Cp([0,00) x Q) and by setting ¢ = oW, we can then estimate

’// YCdx dt — // ™)¢ da dt
< e = ol oo ICH o= (x) <//K<W> dx dt+s1711p//K W(z") dx dt)
+ } //K<<PkW>Cdar dt — //K gpk(z")W(z”)Cd:cdt‘ — 0 ask,n— oo.

Indeed, the first term on the right-hand side vanishes as £ — oo, by choice of
¢k and in view of Step 2 and Proposition 21l The second term vanishes for any
fixed k as n — oo, by Theorem 2.21 This completes the proof. O

2.4 Measure-valued solutions

Recall first that in the seminal work [I5] the authors introduced the kinetic
formulation for the isentropic Euler equations. They showed that for bounded
entropy solutions, the requirement that the inequality (III]) holds for a suf-
ficiently large class of admissible weight functions 1, can be reformulated in
terms of a single kinetic equation with suitable source term. This result can be
generalized to the isentropic Euler equations with geometric effect as follows:
Let (x,0) be the entropy/entropy-flux kernels introduced in (L3). Then the
pair of functions (p,u) is a finite energy solution of (LIl & (L) if and only if
there exists a nonnegative bounded measure p depending on (¢, z) € [0, 00) x §
and s € R such that in the distribution sense in ([0, 00) x Q) x R we have

0r (xClp.w)A) + 0, (o Clp.u)A) + (pu X, (o) = o (lp,u) ) (0:4)
= —0%(Ap). (2.23)
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Recall that a finite energy solution satisfies the entropy inequality (LII]) for a
large class of convex weights 1. The proof of this kinetic formulation follows
closely the one given in [I5] for the planar case (see also [16] for spherically
symmetric flows), and we refer the reader to the literature for further details.
The measure p captures the entropy dissipation. It can be bounded as

//[o,oo)xsz/RA(x) plds, do, di) < /R (%p_UQ * U(m)AdI' (2.24)

A similar kinetic formulation can be derived for the sequence of finite energy
approximate solutions (p™,u™) constructed in Section 271

We are going to show now that a suitable subsequence of (p™, u™) converges
to a measure-valued solution of the isentropic Euler equations. In slight abuse
of notation, we will occasionally consider the entropy/entropy-flux kernels (x, o)
as functions of the Riemann invariants z instead of (p, u): We write

X(sl2) = (- 8)(s - 2))
o612 = (5 + (1= 0752 xol2)

for s € R, which is consistent with (L)) (see (219)).
We need the following two observations.

Lemma 2.5. Assume that the sequence (p™,u™) of finite energy approzimations
constructed in Section [Z1] generates a Young measure v as explained in Propo-
sition [Z3. Let (2™) be the Riemann invariants associated with (p™,u™). For

any ¢ € D(R), the pair (ny,qy) defined by (LI0) then satisfies

Ny (2") — (ny) Lo+

do(2") — (q0) weakly in L7 ([0,00) x Q). (2.25)

We also have
(pu ny,p)(2") — (puny.,,) weakly in LIQOC([O7 00) x ). (2.26)
Moreover, if ny is defined as in (LIO) for some ¢’ € D(R), then
My (2" )0y (2") — (nyny)
qp (2" )y (2") — (quny)
Proof. A straightforward change of variables shows that 7y is given by

weakly in Li,([0,00) x ).

1
nol@) = p@) [ v(ula)+ tola)’) (1- ), (2.27)
-1
so clearly a — ny(a) is a continuous function. Suppose that the support spt ¢
of the function % is included in an interval [¢,¢]. Then we have

p(a) for @ — a small,

(@) (2.28)

a gc]— cla 1 a<sc
Iy (a)] {e<a} {s}{ for @ — a large,

14



with C' > 0 a constant depending on % and A. Indeed, note that A > 0 for
v € (1,3), which implies that the map ¢t — (1 — t?)* is integrable on [—1,1].
The behavior for small @ — a then follows immediately. For large @ — a, the s-
integral in ([2.27)) is restricted to an interval of length (¢—c)/p(a)?. This implies
that the integral in (Z27) is bounded above by a constant times 1/p(a)?. Since
1 — 60 = 2)0, the asymptotic behavior in (2.28) follows. We conclude that

77¢W71 S Oo(H) and nw’meﬁl S C()(H)
(since 4\ < v+ 1 if v > 1), and by Proposition [Z3]

Ny (2") — (ny)

N . weakly in Li, ([0, 00) x Q). (2.29)
(2" )0y (2") — (nypny) e )

We also have |, (a)|*™ < CW(a) for all @ € H and some constant C' > 0.
Therefore (Z29) can be improved to (228, in view of Proposition 211
For ¢, we can argue in a similar way, using the bound
|4y (a)] < max ([al, lal) 174 (a)]
< (max {lellel} + @— g)) ng(a)| forall a € H. (2.30)
We have qu,W =1 € Co(H) and qyny W1 € Co(H) (since (4X +1)0 < v + 1),

and |gy(a)|" ™ < CW(a) for all @ € H and some constant C' > 0.
The statement in (Z20)) follows analogously. We use the identity

(o 1.0) (@) = u(a) / b(s)x(sla) ds
+ 0u(a) / ¥ (5) (s — u(a)) x(s|a) ds,

and then proceed as in ([230). Note that 2(A+ 1)§ = (v +1)/2. O
We now establish strong convergence of the approximate initial data.

Lemma 2.6. For any smooth weight function 1 with at most quadratic growth
at infinity, let the entropy ny be defined by (LI0). Then we have

ny(p",T") — ny(p,T)  strongly in Llloc(Q).

Proof. By assumption (22), we have (p",u") — (p,u) in measure. It
therefore suffices to show equi-integrability of 1, (", @"™) locally. We choose a
function ¢ € D(R) with 0 < ¢ < 1, such that ¢(s) =1 for |s| < 1 and ¢(s) =0
for |s| > 2. Define pr = ¢(-/R) and ®p := 1 — ¢, and fix some K C Q
compact. We will show that for all € > 0 there exist numbers N, R > 0 with

sup // s2®p(s) x(s[2") dsdr < e. (2.31)
K xR

n>N
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Indeed, we can decompose

//;<st2@3(5))((5|3")de:1:
<//K><]R dex—//KXRSZX(SE) dsd;p>
[ ontomismrisis— [[.eontoomis)

+//KXRS2<I>R(S) x(s|Z) ds dz. (2.32)

Since x(s|z) € L*(K x R) there exists R > 0 such that

/ /KXRS%R( s) x(s|%) ds dw < £/3.

Moreover, we can find N7 > 0 such that

// ™ dsdr — // s2x(s[Z) dsdz| < /3,
K><]R K xR

by assumption ([24]) of convergence of the initial total energies. For the remain-
ing term on the right-hand side of ([232)), we define the function

sup
n}Nl

nr(a) := / s*or(s) x(s|la)ds for a € H,
R
which is continuous and can be estimated as in ([Z28]). Therefore
nr(a) < CR(l + p(a)w) for all @ € H,

with Cr > 0 some constant.
Note that v > 1 implies 20\ < 7, so the sequence (nr(Z")) is equi-integrable
because of ([Z6]). Since 2" — Z in measure by assumption ([2.2]), we have

nr(Z") — nr(Z) strongly in L*(K).

Therefore there exists a number Ny > 0 with

//kas r(s) x(s[Z" )dex—//Kstsz(s)x(slz) ds dz

Combining all estimates, we obtain (231 with N := max (N1, Na). O

Since the finite energy approximations (p”,u™) are themselves entropy so-
lutions of the isentropic Euler equations, we can use the kinetic formulation,
which implies the existence of nonnegative measures ™ such that

0 (o (=")A" ) + 0u (00 (=) A") + ((pumip = 00) (=) (9:A4")
= —/Rz//’(s)A” p"(ds,-) in D'([0,00) x Q), (2.33)

sup <e/3.

n>N2
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for all test functions ¢ € D(R). We also have n,(2"(0,-)) = ny(Z") in the
distribution sense. Since the measures ™ are uniformly bounded:

// / A™(z) p"(ds, dz, dt) < / (%ﬁ"(ﬂn)2 + U(ﬁ")>An dz
[0,00)x2 /R R
<2E foralln (2.34)

(see (Z4))), we obtain that along a suitable subsequence (still denoted by u™)
A" — Ap weak-x in M(([O, 00) x 1) x R).

Recall that A™ converges uniformly to A, by construction. After extracting an-
other subsequence if necessary, we may also assume that the sequence (p",u™)
generates a Young measure v as introduced in Proposition Using Lem-
mas & 2.6] we can then pass to the limit in equation ([2.33) and obtain

6t(<771/1>A> + Bm(<qw>z4) + (pu ny,p — qp)(0:A) = —/R@b”(S)A p(ds, ),
(1) (0,-) = ny (%) (2.35)

in D'([0,00) x Q) for all test functions ¢ € D(R). In this sense, the Young
measure v is a measure-valued solution of the isentropic Euler equations (II]). In
the next subsection we are going to show that (Z35]) extends to weight functions
1 that have subquadratic growth at infinity. This will in particular imply that
the initial data (p, @) is attained in the distribution sense.

2.5 Equi-integrability of the energy
Here is an extension of Lemma

Proposition 2.7 (Higher integrability of the energy). Assume that the sequence
(p™, u™) of finite energy approximations constructed in Section [Z1] generates a
Young measure v as explained in Proposition [2.3. Consider the sequence (z™)
of Riemann invariants associated with (p",u™). For any weight ¢ € C*(R) with
subcubic growth at infinity, we then obtain

Ny (2" A" — (ny)A  weakly in Li,.([0,00) x Q). (2.36)
Moreover, if ¢ has subquadratic growth at infinity, then

gy (2") A" — (gy)A

(ot 19.) (2" A™ — (pu ) A weakly in Li,([0,00) x Q). (2.37)
P »

Proposition 27 shows that in ([2.35]) we can allow weight functions ¢ that do
not have compact support, but grow subquadratically at infinity. In particular,
we can choose ¢(s) = 1 or 1(s) = s, and obtain the analogue of the continuity
and momentum equation in ([[I]) for the measure-valued solution v.

The following lemma is a generalization of results from [I5] [16].
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Lemma 2.8. Let (p™,u™) be the sequence of finite energy approzimations from
Section[Z1l Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all T > 0

sup ess sup {A"(y)/[ ] (p"|u"|3 + (p")”‘w)(t, ) dt} <C. (2.38)
0,7

n yeN

Proof. As explained at the beginning of Section 2.4] for any n there exists a
nonnegative measure " such that in the distribution sense

o (xClp" umA™) + 0, (a1, um)A")
(P Xl ) = o (o u) ) (0,AT) = —02(A™"). (2.39)
We now integrate ([2.39) against the function

Lj0,7)x[y,00) (t; ) (s)

with ¢(s) := 1s|s| for s € R. Using a standard approximation argument, we
obtain that for almost every T € [0,00) and y € §2

A" (y) / qu (" u")(t,y) dt
(0,7
— [l @A @ s [ gl a)0,0)4" (@) da
[y,00) [y,00)
+ // (p"U" 1,0 (P75 u™) = qu(p" U")) (t,2) (8, A") (x) da dt
[0,T]x[y,00)
+ // sign(s)A™ (z) p"(ds, dz, dt). (2.40)
[0,T]x[y,00)
As usual, the entropy/entropy-flux pair (ny, ¢y) is defined by (LI0). Now

‘ // sign(s) A" (x) u"(ds,dx,dt)‘ <2F
(0,77 x[y,00)

for all n because of ([2.34)). Moreover, since for all finite energy approximations
the total energy is nonincreasing in time, we can estimate for ¢t € {0, 7T}

‘/L)Oo) (0" u™) (¢, z) A () da

< [ (3@ +U6M) ()4 @) da
< [ (3@ +UG") @A (@) do.

which for all n is bounded by 2F (see ([Z.86) and (Z4)). Recall that the total
energy is the second s-moment of the entropy kernel. For the third integral on
the right-hand side of ([2.40]), a computation based on ([Z49) yields

o (L= (7))

A+1(A+2)

pru" my (P u") — qy(p" u") = —0(p")
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This quantity is nonpositive and bounded below by —C(p™)Y*? with C > 0
some constant. Finally, we use the fact that there exists 6 > 0 such that

qp(p™ u”) = (S(p"|u"|3 + (p")”"’e) for all (p™, u™).
We refer the reader to [15] for a proof. Combining all estimates, we find

6E C (0,A™(x))

Qy) <=+ T Q@) (241)

[y,00)

for almost all y € €2, where
Q) = A) [ (o () k).
[0,7]

Note that for every n, the functions (p™, u™) and Q™ are compactly supported,
so the integral in (Z41]) is well-defined. Then Gronwall’s lemma implies

¥l O, A™
Q"(y) < % exp(%/{ ) (Ani((xx))) da:) for a.e. y € Q. (2.42)

For nozzle flows, the right-hand side of ([2:42)) can be bounded independently of
y and n, by assumption ([4) and the choice of A™. For spherically symmetric

flows, the weight A™ is strictly increasing, so the integral in (2.42]) vanishes. O
Proof of Proposition[2.7 Let p := (y+ )/~ such that p > 1. Then

sup // (p”(u")2 + (p”)")pA” dedt < C (2.43)
n JJj0,T)xK

for all T > 0 and K C € compact, with C' > 0 some constant: Note first that
P
An/ (pn(un)2) dt
(0,77

(3v—=1)/3y 1/3y
< (A" / p"|u"|3dt) (A" / (pm) e dt) , (2.44)
[0,77 [0,77

by Holder inequality. For the internal energy, we have the trivial identity

A" / ((p”)")pdt:A" / (o)1 dt. (2.45)
[0,7] [0,7

Since the right-hand sides of both (244]) and ([Z45]) are bounded independently
of z and n because of Lemma 2.8, the bound ([243) follows immediately after
integrating over K. Similarly, we can use the Holder inequality to prove

sup // (p")u" A" dxdt < C (2.46)
[0,T]x K

n
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for some constant C' > 0. Indeed, we have

2/3 1/3
An/ (p")’y|u"| dt < <An/ (pn)'y+9 dt) <An/ pn|un|3 dt) ,
[0,7 [0,7] [0,7]

which is bounded uniformly. Integrating over K, we obtain (2:46). Thus

sup// (/ s2x(s]p™, u™) ds) [u"|A™ dz dt < C (2.47)
n JJjorxKk \JR

because the second s-moment of x is given by the total energy.
Let again ¢(s) := s|s| for s € R. Then formulas (L9) & (LII) imply

0 [ Isxtelo )y ds = aul ) = (1= 0" [ slsx(slp™ o)

The first term on the right-hand side can be controlled using the argument of
Lemma [27§ (see (2:40)). For the second term, we can use (Z47). This yields

sup // </ |s]>x (s]p™, u™) ds>A" dx dt < C, (2.48)
n JJo,rxK \JR

with C' > 0 some constant. Combining (Z47) & (248)), we obtain the conver-
gence of ny(2™) and gy (2™) for unbounded 1 by standard arguments.
To prove the last statement in (237, note that

pru" ny, (" u") = “n/ﬂw(S)x(Slp",u") ds
b0t [ s Gl ds (29)
R

Using ([238) and ([Z41), we can control the right-hand side of (2:49)) uniformly
in n, for all ¢ with at most quadratic growth. This completes the proof. o

2.6 Compensated compactness
We have the following crucial result.

Lemma 2.9 (div-curl-commutator). Assume that the sequence (p™,u™) of finite
energy approzimations constructed in Section[Z1] generates a Young measure v.
Then almost everywhere in [0,00) X  we have

(x(s)a(s") = a(s)x(s")) = (x(s)){o(s") + (o (s)){x(s")) = 0
for a.e. (s,8') € R%

Proof. For any test functions 1, ¢’ € D(R) define the entropy/entropy-flux
pairs (g, qy) and (ny, qy) as in (LI0). According to Lemma [25] we have

Ny (2") — (1y)

B weakly in LT ([0, 00) x Q), (2.50)
ap(2") — (qu
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as well as

(pu ny p)(2") — (puny,,) weakly in LIOC([O, 00) X Q). (2.51)

The same convergence holds for the pair (7y/, gy ). Moreover, we have
(2" )qur (") — (paqy)
@y (2" )y (2") — (qumyr)
Recall that for all ¢ € D(R), the sequence (2z™) satisfies

01 (o (=) A™) + 0s (a0 (") A" ) + ((pu 0. — 00) (7)) (0:A™)
= —/Rz/J”(s)A" p"(ds,-) in D'([0,00) x Q). (2.53)

weakly in L{, ([0, 00) x Q). (2.52)

By (234), the right-hand side of [2353) is bounded in M ([0, 00) x §2). Moreover,
by 2350) & [2351) and the divergence form of the left-hand side of (2.53):

([ vroar s,

is pre-compact in W,_ " ([0 00) x Q) for 1 r<?2
and uniformly bounded in W, ’7“( x Q).
[

We used Sobolev embedding. Since v+ 1 > 2, Murat’s Lemma [I§] yields

(/ Q" (s) A" " (ds, ')) is pre-compact in Hi ([0, 00) x ).
R

The same arguments apply to the entropy/entropy-flux pair (ny, gyr)-
We now use the div-curl-Lemma (see [17, 22]), which gives the identity

(=npa@y + quny) + () (qy) = (@) (ng) =0 in D'([0,00) x Q). (2.54)

By @50) and [252), the commutator is in L{ ([0,00) x ), so (Z54) holds
pointwise almost everywhere. On the other hand, by (L.I0) we have

—Ny Gy + Qyti) + (M) (qyr) = (qu) (e
/ [ (Cx00) + ol + W) o) = (o) (x()
»(s)Y'(s') dsds’.

Since 1,1’ were arbitrary, the integrand must vanish for almost all (s,s’). O

3 Strong convergence and finite energy solutions

In the previous section, we showed that a subsequence of the finite energy
approximate solutions (p",u™) converges to a measure-valued solution of the
isentropic Euler equations. In this section, we improve this result by showing
that the Young measure constructed in Proposition 23] is concentrated for a.e.
(t,x) € [0,00) x Q. This implies the existence of measurable functions (p,u),
which form a weak solution in the sense of Definition [I.1]
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3.1 Reduction of the Young measure
We first introduce some notation.

Definition 3.1. Consider v € Prob(H) such that (W) is finite, where

(o) = /H o(a) v(da)

for all ¢ := W with ¢, € Cy,(H). The measure v is called an entropy admis-
sible Young measure if for almost every (s, s’) € R? we have

(x(8)a(s") = a(s)x(s)) = (x(s)){o(s")) + (o)) (x(s)) =0.  (3.1)
Entropy admissible measures have a very particular structure:

Theorem 3.2 (Reduction of Young measures). If v is an entropy admissible
Young measure, then the support of v is either a single point of H or a subset
of the vacuum line V.

As shown in Proposition 23] and Lemma 23] the sequence (p™, u") of finite
energy approximate solutions constructed in Subsection 2] generates a Young
measure with the property that for almost every (¢, ) € [0, 00) x €2 the measure
V(t,2) is entropy admissible in the sense of Definition 3.1l We can therefore apply
Theorem at each point: For all (t,z) where v ;) is not supported in the
vacuum, we have v(; ;) = ;(+,o) for some z(t,x) € H, thus

¢
(qu)(t,x) = qu(z(t, 1)), (3.2)
(pung.p — qu)(t,x) = (puny, — qu) (2(t, 7))

for all admissible weight functions v. If v . is supported in V, then
(ny) (t, x) = (qu) (£, ) = (puny,p — qp)(t,2) =0

since the integrands vanish in the vacuum, see (Z27) and ([230). For those
points we define z(¢,x) := (0,0) and obtain again ([8.2). The Young measure
v is a measure-valued solution of the isentropic Euler equations in the sense
(235). With z: [0,00) x £ — H defined above ([235) takes the form

01 (nu(2)A) + 02 (20(2)4) + ((pu i — 40)(2)) (9 4)
. / W () A pu(ds, ),

1y (2(0,4)) = ny(2) (3-3)

in D'([0,00) x Q) for all admissible weight functions ).
Consider now the functions (p, u) that are related to z via (219). Then B3]
shows that (p,u) is an entropy solution in the sense of Definition [T} which

22



proves our main Theorem Observe that in Proposition 7 we can allow
functions ¢ with quadratic growth in the entropy (1), but only subquadratic
growth is acceptable for the entropy-flux (gy). Since for the finite energy ap-
proximate solutions the total energy is nonincreasing in time, the same is true
for the limit functions (p,u)/ We therefore have

/(%puz—l—U(p))(tg,x)dxg/ (3pu® +U(p))(t1,2) dx
Q Q

for almost every to > t1. Note, however, that while the argument of Lemma 2.8
can be used to derive a uniform L'-bound for the total energy fluxes

(307 ()2 + Q) A™
we cannot, prove that their limit is given by
(30u” + Q(p))ud

since concentrations might occur. As a consequence, we do not know whether
the local energy balance (that is, (L) with an inequality) is satisfied.
The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem

Lemma 3.3. Given an entropy admissible Young measure v, consider the map
s € R (x(s)). Then, (x) € C*(R) for all a € [0, \], and so the set

S:={seR: (x(s)) >0}

is open. If S is empty, then v(H) = 0. If S is nonempty, define numbers
z:=1infS and Z := supS (both possibly unbounded). Then S = (z,Z) and

sptrN{aceH:a<zorz<a}=0. (3.4)

Proof. Note that the function f(t) := (1 — ¢?)} is bounded and Holder
continuous with Holder exponent A\. We write the entropy kernel in the form

= a 202 78 _ U(a) or (s,a
xla) = pap (D) ayerxn 6

where p(a) and u(a) are defined by ([ZI9). We then obtain

_ / t _ t/
sup Ix(s|a) >/<(8 la)] — p(a)® gup |£(t) f( )l
S;ésl |S—S |0‘ t;ét/ |t—t |o¢
< Cpla)PA=

with C' > 0 some constant that does not depend on a. We also have

sup [x(s|a)| < p(a)?’.
seR
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Since 0 < (2A — @)f < 1 for all a € [0, A], we can now estimate

su }<X(8)>_<X(S/)>}—su s—s sla)v(da) — s'|la)v(da
sup BT = sup s =172 [ x(sla)vida) — [ (<la)vida)

Ix(sla) — x(s'|a)|
g/ﬂsup v(da)

s#s’ |S - Sl|a

—Q

§C/HW(a)u(da),

which is finite by assumption on v. The function (x) is bounded:

sup [(x(s))| = sup
seR seER

< [ sulx(sla)|v(da) < | Wia)v(da)

seR

/H \(sla) v(da)

This shows that (x) € C*(R) for all a € [0, A], so S is well-defined and open.
We show next that S can be represented in the form

s= |J (aa). (3.6)

acsptvnNH

Indeed assume that @ € sptv N H. Then we have v(B,(a) N H) > 0 for all
r > 0, by definition of support of a measure. Therefore we obtain

(x(s)) /B ., Xelaavta) >0

at least for all s € R with the property that x(s|a’) > 0 for all @’ € B,.(a).
This implies (a +r,a —r) C S. Since r > 0 and a were arbitrary, we get the D
inclusion in (3.6). For the converse direction, suppose that

(x(s)) = /H x(sla’) dv(a’) > 0 (3.7)

for some s € R. Since x vanishes in the vacuum, in B7) we can restrict
integration to H. Then v({a € H: a < s < a}) > 0, so there exists at least
one point @ € sptv in that set. Then s € (a,a), and 8] follows. If now S is
empty, then (3.6) implies that sptv N H = &, thus v(H) = 0.

Let us now assume that S is nonempty. We define z,Z as in the statement of
the lemma. Then we argue by contradiction and assume that S is disconnected.
Since S is open, there exist numbers z < ¢ < ¢ < Z and € > 0 such that

{ (x(5)) =0 for s € [c,7],

(x(s)) >0 forse(c—e,c)U(cc+e).
In view of (B0), this implies that

sptrN{ac€c H:c<aand a <t} =@. (3.8)
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Choosing s € (¢ —¢,¢) and s’ € (¢,¢ + ¢) we use assumption (B.I) in the form

(=x(s)a(s") + o(s)x(s)) _ (o(s)) _ (o(s)) (3.9)

(x(s)){x(s")) (X)) x(s)’

which is well-defined since (x(s)){(x(s’)) > 0. Now note that x(sla)x(s'|a) =0
for all @ € sptv, by (3.8). We obtain

—x(sla)o(s'|a) + o(s|a)x(s'la) =0 for all @ € sptv,

so the left-hand side of (8] vanishes. For the right-hand side we can estimate

<Os+(1—-0)c<ec

Here, we have used that on the one hand
sptx(s|)Nsptr c {ae H:a<cjuV c{ac H:u(a)<c}UV

in view of (B:) and, on the other hand, v can not be entirely concentrated at
one point where x(s|a) = 0 since (x(s)) > 0.
With the analogous estimate

() _ g X(51)) PG N
)~ ey T ey 2o
we obtain from (3.9) that 0 > ¢ — ¢ > 0, which is a contradiction. O

3.2 Expansion of the entropy kernels

In order to establish that the probability measure of Theorem [B.2]is concen-
trated at one point, we must understand how the entropy kernels behave under
fractional differentiation with respect to s. For A > 0 and suitable functions
f: R — R we define the operators

Df:=F'(|-*'Ff), df:=F"(i| |*sign(-)Ff) (3.10)

in distributional sense, where F denotes the Fourier transform. We have

Df(s) = %(df(s)), (3.11)
D(sf(s)) =sDf(s) + (A + 1)df(s). (3.12)

We now apply these operators to the function f(s) := (1 — s*)} with s € R.
According to [I1], its Fourier transform is given by

Ff(z) = 2T(h+ Dl 2000 0(12) (3.13)

25



for all 2 € R, where I' denotes the Gamma function and Jy,;/o is the Bessel
function. Note that despite of the singular factor in (BI3)), the function Ff is
bounded, due to the decaying properties of the Bessel function. We have

df:cF*1(| : |*1/2Fg), (3.14)
where c is some constant and the function g is defined for all z € R by
Fy(z) = isign()Jx1/2(12])-

The inverse Fourier transform of |-|~'/2 induces a fractional integration operator,
called Riesz potential (see [21]). Therefore ([B.I4]) is equivalent to

df(s)=C|- Y% xg(s), s eR, (3.15)

with C some new constant. Since Fg is an odd function, we can express the
inverse Fourier transform in terms of the inverse Fourier Sine transform and
obtain the following explicit formula (see [12]):

o(s) = 2 siente | BsateysinGels) a
sin(()\ + 3) arcsin |s|)

V1 —s2

2,
= |/ Zsieacs) (005 %) (3.16)

|s| > 1.

, ls| <1,

\/52—_1(|s|+\/ﬁ

Note that g decays like |s|~(**+3/2) as |s| — 0o and diverges only like |1 —|s||~*/2
as |s| — 1. This implies g € LP(R) for all p € [1,2). By the Hardy-Littlewood-
Sobolev theorem (see [21]), we then have df € LI(R) for all ¢ € (2,00). The
singular behavior of df and D f is decribed in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.4 (Fractional derivatives). Let f(s) = (1 — s%)} for s € R,
and define the fractional derivatives Df and df by BI0). Then there exist
constants A;, i = 1...4, and functions r, ¢ € WHP(R) for p € [2,00), such that
in the distribution sense we have the following expansions:

df(s) = A, (H(s F1)+ H(s— 1)) + AQ(Ci(S +1) - Ci(s — 1)) +r(s),

>,\+1/2’

Df(s) = A1 (85 + 1)+ (s = 1)) + Ao (PV(s +1) = PV(s 1))
+ Ag(H(s+1) = H(s = 1)) + As  Ci(s + 1) + Ci(s = 1)) +g(s).

Here 6 is the Dirac measure, PV 1is the principal value distribution, and H
denotes the Heaviside function. The function Ci is the Cosine integral

> cost *l cost — 1
Ci(s):——/lgdt_0+1og|s|—|—/o %dt, seR, (3.17)
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with C > 0 some constant. For simplicity, we will treat the distributions § and
PV as if they were functions. The coefficients A1 and As are not both equal to
zero. Moreover, if v = (M + 2)/M with M € N odd, then Ay = Ay = 0.

Remark 3.5. Note that by Sobolev embedding, the remainders are Hélder con-
tinuous: We have r,q € C*(R) for all exponents « € [0,1). In particular, the
functions are bounded. Moreover, we get r,q € V[/lif (R) for all p € [1,00).

This expansion has been proved in slightly different form in [I4] [5], starting
from an asymptotic formula for the Fourier transform of Df. The main dif-
ference is that in [I4] the logarithm log| - | is used in place of Ci, which is not
totally accurate since the Fourier transform of D f is a bounded function, while
the Fourier transform of the logarithm has a pole at the origin. Recall that Ci(s)
behaves like —log|s| as |s| — 0 and decays like |s|~! at infinity. We remark
in passing that it is possible to prove Proposition [3.4] starting from identities
BI3) and @BI6]), thereby avoiding the Fourier transform altogether. But we
will not pursue this option here.

Proposition [3.4] is used to find expansions for the entropy kernel. Note that

20N ¢ 5 U(a))
sla) = p(a —, s,a) € R xH.
xla) = plap? (D) sa)
Therefore the chain rule implies the identities
dx(s|a)

— p(a)™ <A1 (H(s —a)+ H(s — a)) Ay (Ci(s —a) - Ci(s — a)))

—l—p(a)e)‘r(%:)(g)), (3.18)

Dx(s|a)
— p(a)™ <A1 (5(5 —a)+6(s — a)) + A, (PV(S —a)—PV(s - a)))
+ p(a)?O-D <A3 (H(s —a)— H(s— a)) + A ( Ci(s — a) + Ci(s — a)))
+ p(a)?*-D ( — A420log p(a) + q(%:)(f)» (3.19)

in the distribution sense in s for all @ € H. Using (L.9) and the product rule
(BI2) we obtain similar identities for the entropy-flux kernel o. For v = 5/3 we
have Ay = Ay =0, so (BI8)) and BI9) do not contain PV and Ci.

3.3 Proof of the reduction result

We essentially follow the arguments in [, [14]. But since we no longer assume
that spt v is a bounded set, we must ensure that all terms are indeed well-defined.
Let us first fix some notation.
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We choose nonnegative test functions ¢, ¢’ € D(R) with support in the
interval [—1,1] and with integral equal to one. For £ > 0 we put

pe(s) = to(s/e),  wils) =1 (s/e)
for all (s,e) € R x (0,1). We then mollify the entropy kernels: Let
Xe(sla) == x(|la) xp=(s),  o=(sla) :=o(-|a)x ¢e(s)
for all (s,a) € R x H, and define (x.,o.) analogously, using the mollifier ¢,

g
instead. We assume that ¢ and ¢’ are chosen in such a way that

Z = /RX]R H(t—s) (cp(t)cp’(s) — go(s)cp’(t)) dsdt (3.20)

is a positive number. As shown in [5], this is always possible.
The proof of Theorem relies on the following two propositions.

Proposition 3.6. There exist a constant B > 0 depending on A and the number
Z defined in B20) such that for any nonnegative ¢ € D(R) we have

tim | (DX- (6D () — Do (DXL () ) (x(8))¢ (1)

=B [ pl@)~" ((x@)¢(@ + (x(@))<e)) vida).

Proposition 3.7. For any test function ¢ € D(R) we have

lim | (\(O)DL(t) = o(t)DXL(1) (D= (1) (1) dt

e—=0 Jp

= lim | (\(H)D () — (D (£) (DX (6)C (1) .
R

Propositions 3.6 will be proved in Subsection [3.4] Proposition [3.7in Subsec-
tion Let us first show how they imply Theorem Following the strategy
introduced in [5] we multiply BI) by (x(¢)) and obtain the identity

(X(5)o(s") = o (s)x(s) ) (x(®)
= ((x())(o(s)) = (o)) {(x(5)) (1)
for almost all (s,s’,t) € R3. Cyclic permutation of the variables yields

(X(")o(t) = (s X)) (x(5))



Summing up all terms, the right-hand sides cancel out, and we find
(X(5)o(s") = a(s)x(s) ) (x(®)
= (x()o(s") = X)) {(x()) = (x(t)(s) = o (D)x(5) ) (x(s).

We apply the fractional differentiation operator D with respect to s and s,
then integrate against the mollifiers . (t — s) and ¢L(t — s) as defined in the
beginning of Subsection Finally, we multiply the resulting terms by some
nonnegative test function ¢ € D(R) and integrate in ¢ over R. Then

| (Pxe(0De(t) = Do ((Dr- ) ) x()c(e)
= [ (x®Da) = D) (Dxc ()0
- [ {xtDo6) = st (D)0 .

According to Proposition B.6] the right-hand side converges to zero as ¢ — 0
since the two terms have the same limit. Proposition B.1 describes the limit of
the left-hand side. Sending ¢ — 0, we arrive at the identity

B [ ol ((@)c@ + (v@)i@) vida) 0. (321

All terms of the integrand in ([B2I) are nonnegative. Choosing a monotone
sequence of (; € D(R) with 0 <, <1 and {, — 1 as k — oo, we get

/ p(a)' = (x(@)) v(da) = 0, / p(@) 0 (x(@) v(da) =0,  (3.22)
H H

by monotone convergence. Recall that the constant B is strictly positive.
Consider now the interval S = (z,%) defined in Lemma B3 If S = &, then
the representation (B.6) implies that sptv C V. If S # &, then we find

sptyﬁ{aEH:E>Eorg<g}:®.
Since (x(s)) > 0 for all s € S, from [B22]) and 0] we get
sptl/ﬁ{aeH:g<Q<E}=® and sptuﬂ{aEH:g<6<E}:®.

Therefore the measure v must be contained in the vacuum V and in the isolated
point z := (z,%Z) € H. We make an ansatz

v=(1-w)ry +wd, for somew € [0,1],

where vy is a probability measure supported in the vacuum V. Using this
measure in the commutator relation [B.IJ), we find the identity

(w— w2)( —x(slz)o(s'|z) + 0(s|z)x(s’|z)) =0, a.e. (s,5) € R%

For some s,s’ € S with s # s’ the second factor does not vanish, which implies
that w € {0,1}. If w = 0, then v is supported in the vacuum V. If w = 1, then
v is a Dirac measure at the point z. This proves Theorem [3.2
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3.4 Proof of Proposition

As shown in Proposition[3.4] the fractional differentiation operator D applied to
the entropy/entropy flux-kernels creates distributions such as Dirac measures,
principal values, and their primitives. Up to mollification, the quantities in
Propositions and B.7] contain products of these distributions, so we must
carefully argue that all terms are well-defined.

Let ¢, ¢ be the mollifiers from the beginning of Subsection and define

P (s,5") = /Rg(t)cpg(t —8)pl(t—s')dt, (s,s") € R?, (3.23)

for all e > 0. Here g € C*(R) is some nonnegative function with compact
support, with « € [0, A]. Now fix L > 0 such that spt ¢ C Br(0) and define
Bl = BL+1(0) and B := BL+2(O).
The proof of Proposition is based on the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.8. Let R be a bounded, Holder continuous function. Consider any
pair of distributions T, T" € D'(R) from the following table:

(T,T") = (6,Q), (T,7T") = (PV,Q), (T,7") = (Q,Q"),
where Q, Q" € {H,Ci, R}. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

sup
€€(0,1)

2
<lgllomg (0(1 Rl ) ) (3.24)

// D (s,5") [T(S)T’(S/) - T/(S)T(S/)} dsds'
RxR

Moreover, we have the following limits:
(1) For (T,T") = (6,H) or (PV, Ci) we have

Jim / /R s [5() 11 (") — H()3(s)] dsds’ = Zg(0),

e—0

lim //RXR D (s,5") [PV(S) Ci(s') — Ci(s)PV(s’)] dsds' = Z7* g(0).

e—0

(2) For all other combinations of T and T’ we have

e—0

lim / /R 2l ) [T(S)T’(s’) - T’(S)T(s’)] dsds' = 0.

The constant Z > 0 is defined by (3.20).

Proof. Note first that the assumptions on g and on the mollifiers ¢, and ¢
imply that the function ®. is in D(R x R). Therefore the pairing

//RXR . (s,s") {T(S)T/(SI) - T/(S)T(SI)} dsds’ (3.25)
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is well-defined for all pairs (T',7") considered. As a function of ¢ € (0,1),
the integral (B:2H) is smooth. To establish ([24)) it is sufficient to control the
behavior as € — 0, in which case the singularities become important.

Note that a substitution of variables yields the identity

// . (s,s") {T(S)T/(SI) - T/(S)T(SI)} dsds’
RxR
= / M (u, ) p(u)’ (u') du du,
RxR
where the function M, is defined as
M. (u,u) = /Rg(t) [T(t —eu)T'(t —eu') — T(t —eu)T'(t — Eu’)} dt

for (u,u’) € R x R. In the following, we will use the decomposition (BI7) of the
Cosine Integral into a logarithm and a Hélder continuous remainder.

Step 1. Let (T,T") = (6, H). Note that

/ g(t)8(t — eu)H(t — eu') dt = g(eu)H (e(u — u')),
R
with a similar identity if v and v are interchanged. Therefore
M. (u,u') = glew)H (e(u — ")) — g(ew')H (e(u — u)),
which implies the estimate
|Me (u, )| < 2[|gl Los (m)-

By dominated convergence, we obtain

lim //nw ®.(s,5) [5(5)H(S') - H(s)5(s’)] ds ds'

e—0

— 4(0) < //}M [H(u W)~ H( — u)] o(u)y () du du’) .

The integral on the right-hand side coincides with Z > 0 defined in (320).
Step 2. Let (T,7T") = (4,log| - |). Note that

/ g(t)d(t — eu)log|t — eu’|dt = g(eu)log|e(u —u')|,

R

with a similar identity if 4 and v’ are interchanged. Therefore
M. (u,u') = [g(au) - g(su')] log |e(u — u')|.

‘We obtain the estimate

M 0')] < gl ey ((elu— /) [loglew =), (3.26)
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Since the supports of ¢ and ¢’ are contained in [—1,1], the right-hand side of
(328) is uniformly bounded and converges to zero as € — 0, yielding

lim // D (s,s") [5(s)log |s'] — 1og|s|5(s’)} dsds' = 0.
RxR

e—0

Step 3. Let (T,T") = (4, R). Note that

/Rg(t)(S(t —eu)R(t —eu') dt = g(eu)R(e(u — u')),

with a similar identity if 4 and v’ are interchanged. Therefore
M. (u,u’) = g(eu)R(e(u —u)) — g(eu')R(e(v’ — u)),

which implies the estimate

Mz ()] < gl e (2R ey ).

By dominated convergence, we then obtain

lim //RXR . (s,s) [5(S)R(SI) - R(s)&(s’)} dsds' = 0.

e—0

Step 4. Let (T,7") = (PV, H). A substitution of variables yields

o0

/ 9PV (t —eu)H(t —eu') dt = / PV(s)g(s +eu)ds,
R

—e(u—u’)

with a similar identity if u and v are interchanged. Therefore

o0 oo

PV(s)g(s +eu)ds — / PV(s)g(s +eu’) ds.

Me(u, ) :/ (u'—u)
—e(u'—u

—e(u—u’)

Let us assume that u > ', the converse case being similar. We decompose

/OO PV(s)g(s + eu) ds

—e(u—u’)

e(u—u')
= / PV(s)g(s +eu)ds + / PV(s)g(s +eu)ds.

—e(u—u’) e(u—u’)

By symmetry, the first integral on the right-hand side can be rewritten as

/6(uu’) PV(s)g(s +ecu)ds = /

—e(u—u’) —e(u—u’)

e(u—u')

PV(s) {g(s +eu) — g(eu) | ds,
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which implies the estimate

e(u—u')
‘ / PV(s)g(s + eu) ds

—e(u—u’)

e(u—u') .
ooy [ Jsl* s
—e(u—u’)
= llgllcem) (2071 (elu— Ul|)a)-
The right-hand side is uniformly bounded and vanishes as € — 0. Now
/ PV(s)g(s + eu)ds — / PV(s)g(s +eu’) ds
e(u—u’) —e(u'—u)

= [ PV)[ots ew) - s+ s

(u—u’)

which implies the estimate

/00 PV(s)g(s+eu)ds — /00 PV (s)g(s +eu’)ds

(u—u’) —e(u'—u)
o L+1 dS
< ||9|ca(R)<(5|U—U/|) / —>
e(u—u’) S
= lgllcom ((a|u —u/l)* [ og(L + 1) — log e(u — ') > . (3.27)

Recall that spt g C Br(0). The right-hand side of [8.27)) is uniformly bounded
and converges to zero as ¢ — 0. Combining the above estimates we get

lim / /R el [PV(S)H(S’) - H(S)PV(S’)} dsds' = 0.

Step 5. Let (T,7") = (PV,log| - |). A substitution of variables yields

/ g(t)PV(t — eu)log |t — eu'| dt = / PV(s)g(s + eu)logl|s + e(u — u')| ds,
R R

with a similar identity if v and v’ are interchanged. We now decompose

M. (u,u’)
= / PV(s) [g(su') log|s + e(u —u')| — g(eu) log|s + e(u’ — u)ﬂ ds
B
+ /B1 PV(s) [(g(s + eu) — g(eu’)) log|s + e(u — u’)|] ds

_ / PV(s)[ (905 +=u') — glew)) log s + (' — w)]| ds. (3.28)
B
Note that the function

Ca(t) = (g(t +a) —g(a)) logft|, tER,

33



is Holder continuous for all a € R. Therefore we can estimate

/ PV(s) [(g(s +eu) — g(eu’)) log|s + e(u — u’)@ ds
B1

= ‘ / PV(s) [Csu/ (s+e(u—u')) = Cu(e(u— u'))} ds
B

<nqum(clgﬂd*dQ7

with o/ < @ and C' > 0 some constant. Moreover, we find

tim [ PV(s)[(g(s + eu) = g(eu)) log |s + e(u — u')|] ds
B,

_ / PV(s) [g(s) — (0)] log |s|ds.
B,

The same reasoning applies with u and v’ interchanged, with the same limit.
Therefore the last two terms in ([3:28) are bounded and vanish as € — 0.
To control the first term on the right-hand side of (B28]), we write

e(u—u')

/ PV(s)log|s +e(u—u')|ds = / PV(s)log|s + e(u —u')|ds
B

—e(u—u’)

L+1
+ / PV(s)log
€

(u—u’)

s+e(u—u')
s—e(u—u')

assuming without loss of generality that v — v’ > 0. Now we have

ds,

e(u—u')
/ PV(s)log|s + e(u —u')| ds = 7% /4,

—e(u—u’)
L+1 /
ste—)| ,
PV(s)log| ———=|ds = 4—h —
/a(u—u/) (8) 8 s — E(U - ’U/) i " / (E(U B )),

where h is a smooth, increasing function with lims_,o h(s) = 0. If u and v’ are
interchanged, we obtain the same quantities with a minus sign. Therefore

/ PV(s) [g(au’) log|s + e(u —u')| — g(eu) log |s + e(u’ — u)ﬂ ds
B

= (g(eu) + g(eu")) (7r2/2 — h(e(u— u')))

This left-hand side is bounded in absolute value by 7%||g|| L= (®) and converges
to the limit 72g(0). Combining all estimates, we conclude that

| Me (u, u)] < Cllgll e @),
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with C' > 0 some constant. By dominated convergence, we find

lim / / B.(s,5) [PV(S) log |s'| — log |S|PV(S’)} ds ds'
RxR

e—0
— 4(0) (ﬁ //RR [Hu o)~ Hu' — )| () () du du’).

The integral on the right-hand side coincides with Z > 0 defined in (3:20).
Step 6. Let (T,T") = (PV, R). A substitution of variables yields

/ g)PV(t —eu)R(t —eu') dt = / PV(s)g(s + eu)R(s + e(u —u')) ds,
R R

with a similar identity if u and v’ are interchanged. Therefore
M, (u,u')

— /]RPV(S) [g(s +eu)R(s+e(u—u)) —g(s+eu)R(s+e(u — u))} ds.

Since g and R are Holder continuous functions, we can estimate

/RPV(s)g(s +eu)R(s +e(u—u'))ds

= ’ /B PV(s) {g(s +eu)R(s +e(u—u)) — gleu)R(e(u - “I))} ds

< |g||ca<R>(|R|ca<R> / |s|a-1ds).

By dominated convergence, we then have

lim Rg(t)PV(t —eu)R(t —eu')dt = /B PV(s) [g(s)R(s) - g(O)R(O)} ds.

The same reasoning applies with v and u interchanged. We obtain the estimate

Mz (u, )| < llglla e (ClIRllcw )

with C' > 0 some constant, and the convergence

lim //RXR O (5,5 [PV(S)R(S/) - R(s)PV(s’)} ds ds' = 0.

e—0

Step 7. Finally, let (T, 7") = (Q,Q’) with Q,Q" € {H,log|-|, R}. We have

| M (u, u)| < llgll ) (HQ(' —eu) — Q( —eu)llL2(p) |Q'(- — e |2

+1Q( = eu) 2 1Q'( = =) = Q- = )l ).

35



Since Q,Q’ € VVlgf (R) for all 8 < 1, the right-hand side is uniformly bounded
and converges to zero as € — 0. By dominated convergence, we get that

lim //RXR D (s,5") [Q(S)Q'(s') - Q'(5)Q(s")| dsds’ = 0.

e—0
The proof of Lemma is now complete. O

Lemma 3.9. Let R be a bounded, Hélder continuous function. Consider any
pair of distributions T, T’ € D'(R) from the following table:

{Ta T/} = {5a 5}7 {Ta T/} = {PVa PV}: {Tv T/} = {Qv Q};
{Ta T/} = {5a PV}: {Ta T/} = {PV, Q}:
{7, 17 = {6,Q}.

where Q € {H,Ci, R}. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

Eesg)lf)l) //RXR(S — 5P (s,5) [T(S)T/(S/)} ds ds/‘
<lgllew (C1+ IRlowm)?) (3.29)

Moreover, we have the following limits:

(1) For {T,T'} = {6,PV} we have

lim //RXR(S —§)P.(s,5") [PV(S)&(S') + 6(S)PV(S/)} dsds’ = 0. (3.30)

e—0

(2) For all other combinations of T and T' we have

lim //RXR(S — )P (s,5") [T(S)T'(s')] dsds' = 0.

e—0

Proof. Note first that the map (s,s") — (s —s)®.(s,s") is in D(R x R) since
the function ®. is smooth with compact support. This follows from ([B23]), and
from the assumptions on ¢ and ¢, ¢L. Therefore the pairing with products of
distributions is well-defined. As in the proof of Lemma [3.8] in order to establish
the bound [B:29)) it is sufficient to consider the behavior as e — 0.

Step 1. We immediately find that
// (s —8")P(s,5) [5(5)5(5/)} dsds' = 0.
RxR

Step 2. We have the identity

[ e e o] s

= [ato( [ oete = [spvis)] as )t a

- / gL (1) dt, (3.31)
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where we used the fact that sPV(s) = 1. We can therefore estimate

< lgllpoe(my -

[ e v aea

Moreover, by continuity of g we obtain the convergence

Jim / /R =) [PV(5)5(s")] dsds’ = 4(0).

e—0

If we reverse the order of the distributions, the same reasoning applies. The
resulting term converges to —g(0) as € — 0, so the claim B.30) follows.

Step 3. We have the identity
// (s — 8" )P (s,5") [log |s|6(s’)} dsds'
RxR

= [ato( [ oete =) stontsl] as) ko) .

We can therefore estimate as follows:

‘ //uw(s — ). (s, 5') | log |sl6(s")] ds s’

The right-hand side converges to zero as € — 0. Similar reasoning applies if the
function log| - | is replaced by H or R, and if the order of the distributions are
reversed. In particular, we have the estimate

< ||g||Lm<R>( sup yslog|s|\>.

[s|<2e

‘ //RXR(S = 5)e(s, ') {R(S)é(s’)} dsds'

< lglim (%HRHL@O(B)) (3.32)

which again vanishes in the limit e — 0.

Step 4. We have the identity

/ /R (5= 8)2e(s, ) [PV(S)PV(S')} ds ds'
-/ g<t>{ ([ et afsevie]as) ([ e spvisa)
- ( /R pe(t — 5)PV(s) ds> ( /R PLt—)[sPV(s)] ds’>}dt

:// 9(0) [l = 5) — el — )| PV (s) ds
RxR
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where we used that sPV(s) = 1. After a substitution of variables, we get

/ /R e §)®.(s,5) [PV(S)PV(S')] ds ds'
-/ / o+ ) [ w) = o) [PV () dsdu
= [t =] ([ [ats+w) =gt pvisyas ) av. (339

Now we estimate

[ et V] asas

< lglloa(r) (2/3 |t|a_1dt)- (3.34)

Note that the map

cw) = [ [ats+w) = o) [ PVw) o

is Holder continuous and locally bounded. Therefore we obtain

i [ eutw)( [ [ots ) = gtw]pves is) o

e—0
- / [9(5) — 9(0)| PV (5) ds.
B

The same holds with ¢, in place of ¢, therefore (B33) converges to zero.
Step 5. We have the identity

// (s — ") (s, 8") {log |s|PV(s’)} dsds'
RxR

= [ao( [ eete=astontsl] as) ( [ o= srpvisas)
~ [ [ oute=sytoglsas) (3.35)

where we used that s’PV(s’) = 1. The second term can be estimated as

/Rg(t)</Rgps(t—s)log|s|ds> dt‘ = /R<p5(w)</Rg(t)10g|t—w|dt> dw‘

< llgllzeer (/B | log |¢]| dt). (3.36)

As in Step 4 we find that the map

w / g(t)log|t —w|dt
R
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is Holder continuous and locally bounded, which implies that

giE% Rg(t)(/chg(t— s)log|s|ds) dt = /Rg(t) log |t| dt. (3.37)

For the first term in [B.35]) we argue as follows: We introduce the function

(s = / <g<t> / eelt = 5)[slog]s]] ds> Lt —s)di (3.38)

for all ' € R. Since s — slog|s| is Holder continuous for all Hélder exponents
less than one, we find that (. converges strongly in the C*(R)-norm to

¢(s') == g(s") [s' log |s'|], s eR. (3.39)

In particular, the C*(R)-norm of (. is bounded uniformly in € € (0,1), and can
in fact be estimated by C||g||ce(r), with C' > 0 some constant. Hence

Lo [ oete= s sroelsl] as) ([ etie-pvisyas) af

[ PV e - co)]
< gl (€ [ 19127 av') (3.40)

From the strong convergence of (. in the Hélder-norm we obtain
lim [ g(t) (/ we(t —s) [s log |5|] ds) (/ oL(t — s PV(s') ds/) dt
e—=0 Jr R R
= [ PV [et) - o) as
B
:/ g(s") log |s'| ds’, (3.41)
B

using that s'PV(s’) = 1 and ¢(0) = 0. Because of B31) and B4]), the right-
hand side of ([B:35]) vanishes as ¢ — 0. The same holds with log| - | replaced by
H or R, and with the order of the distributions reversed. We have

‘ / /IM(S %[5, ¥) [R(S)PV(S’)] dsds'

< gl zmca (||R||L1<B)) lgllon (cancQ(B) /B /|1 d)

which implies the desired estimate.
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Step 6. We have the identity
//RXR(S — ). (s,8) [10g|s| 1og|s’|} ds ds'
-/ g<t>{( [t = ) [stogls] as) ([ ette = yionav)
~([oete = opogtstas) ([ ot [s'1onls] ) } dt. (3.42)

Using again the function . defined in (338]), which converges strongly in the
sup-norm to the limit (8:39), we can now estimate

oo [ oete =) [sroelsl] as ) ([ ette = ol as')

_ \ [ 1oglsc.(as
B

< gl e (o /B 1og|s’|ds'>,

with C' > 0 some constant. From the strong convergence of (., we obtain
lim [ g(t) (/ e (t —s) [s log |s|] ds) (/ oL(t — s PV(s) ds’) dt
e—=0 Jr R R
— [ oglslc(s s
B
= / g(s")s' (log|s'[)? ds'.
B

The same limit is obtained with primed and unprimed terms interchanged, so the
left-hand side of ([3:42]) vanishes as € — 0. Any other combination of functions
from {log|- |, H, R} can be handled in the same way. We have

< llglle) (2||R||Lm<3>||R||L1<B>),

with similar estimates for the remaining combinations. O
Proof of Proposition [3:8. Using (L9) and (312) we find the identity

Dx(s|a) Do(s'|a) — Do(s|a) Dx(s'|a)
— 0(s' — 5) Dx(sla) Dx(s|a)
+0(A+1) [ Dx(sla) dx(s'|a) — dx(s|a) Dx(s'|a)]. (3.43)

which holds distributionally in (s, s’) € R x R for all @ € H. Let us consider the
first term on the right-hand side. We fix some a € ‘H and integrate against the

40



function ([B.23]). We then want to use the expansion (BI9) to control
// (s — &' )P.(s,5) [Dx(s|a) Dx(s’|a)} dsds’. (3.44)
RxR

Note that Dx(s|a) is singular at s = @ and s = @, and smooth otherwise. A
straightforward, but tedious application of Proposition [3.7] shows

sup
€€(0,1)

< ||g||ca<R>{Op<a>2“(1 +p(@)7") (1+p(a)™" + [log p(a)]) } (3.45)

// (s — 8B (s,5) [Dx(sm) Dx(s'|a)} ds ds’
RxR

with C' > 0 some constant independent of a. Since 2A — 1 > 0 for v € (1,5/3],
the right-hand side of ([B.45]) vanishes as p(a) — 0, if « is chosen small enough.
For p(a) large, (B.45]) grows at most linearly because 20X = 1 —60 < 1. By
Proposition 3.7 and the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

lim //]RX]R(S — 8. (s, s')<Dx(s) Dx(s')> dsds' = 0.

e—0

For the second term in ([3.43]) we argue similarly: Again we have a bound

sup
e€(0,1)

< gl ] Colap™ (14 pla) ) (1+ pla) = + 1oz (@] |

/ / @.(s.') [Dx(s|a) dx(s'|a) — dx(s]a) Dx(s'|a)] ds s
RxR

with C' > 0 some constant, as follows from the expansions [BI8) and BI9).
We use Proposition and the dominated convergence theorem to obtain

lim //RXR P (s, s’)<Dx(s) dx(s") — dx(s) Dx(s’)> dsds'

e—0

= (47 +7T2A§)Z/
H

pla)'~*(g(a) + 9(@)) v(da).

Recall that Z # 0 by choice of mollifiers. Moreover, at least one of the constants
A; and A, is different from zero. Therefore B := (A% +72A3)Z does not vanish.
To conclude the proof of Proposition 3.6l we apply the argument above for the
particular choice ¢(t) := (x(¢))¢(¢) with nonnegative ¢ € D(R). As shown in
Lemma B3] the map ¢ — (x(¢)) is in C*(R) for all « € [0, A]. O

3.5 Proof of Proposition 3.7
We use the notation of Subsection 3.4
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Lemma 3.10. Let p € [1,1/(1 — ) and let R € W.P(R) be some function.
For any distribution T € {6,PV, H,log| - |, R} define

T.(t) := /Rgps(t —8)T(s)ds for (s,e) € Rx (0,1),

where @ is a standard mollifier with spty. C [—e,e]. Then there exists, for
any L > 0, a constant C' > 0 such that the following estimate holds:

L

sup / PITL ()P dt < C(l + ||R||Z£°°(B))= (3.46)
e€(0,1) Jo

where B := Br12(0). Moreover, as € — 0 we have strong convergence

tyTe(t) — t3T(t) in LT

loc

(R).

Proof. Note that T is smooth as a function of € € (0,1). To establish (3.46)
it is therefore sufficient to consider the behavior as ¢ — 0. Again we use the
decomposition (BI7) of Ci into a logarithm and a smooth function.

Step 1: We first consider the case of a Dirac measure. We can estimate

\ [ et =s)5(s)ds

= gDa(t) < 08_11[,515] (t),

with C' > 0 some constant depending on |[¢|| L (r). Therefore we obtain

L
I
0

p

/ et — 8)0(s) ds
R

15
ds < Ce™P / P dt
0
1
= CE(Afl)pH/ s ds, (3.47)
0

after a substitution of variables ¢t = es. Since by assumption p < 1/(1 — A), the
right-hand side of ([41) converges to zero as € — 0. This implies

ti(/}R%(t —5)6(s) ds> — 0 in L} (R).

Step 2: Now we consider the principal value. Let t € (0,¢). We decompose
/ e (t — 8)PV(s)ds
R

e—t e+t
= / we(t — $)PV(s)ds + / e (t — s)PV(s)ds. (3.48)
—(e—1) —(e—1)

For the first term we can argue as follows: By symmetry, we have

t/&¢ ¢4t_snmugds_l/&% (et 5) — o (1) PV () ds.

—(e—1) —(e—t)
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Now fix some « € (0,1). Then we can estimate

e—t

< lleeloem / e

—(e—t

' /th) [‘Ps(t —5) = ¢e (t)] PV(s) ds

= Ce~ U+ |g — ¢,

with C' > 0 some constant depending on |[¢[|¢eg). This implies

£
s
0

p €
dt < Ops—“*“)P/ t*Ple — t|°P dt
0

/5_ we(t — s)PV(s)ds

—(e—1)

1
= CPeA =D+l / sM|1 — 5|%P ds.
0

The right-hand side vanishes as & — 0. For the second term in ([B48]) we find

e+t ds

< ||%||L°°(R)/ .

e—t

<£+t>‘
log ,
e—t

with C' > 0 some new constant depending on |[¢|| . (r). Therefore

€ t
/t)‘p log<€+ >
0 e—1
o 1+s
J 1—s

Again the right-hand side converges to zero as ¢ — 0. Let now t € (¢, L). Then

o t+¢
& t—e

with C' > 0 some new constant depending on [[¢|| - (®). We have

log (t+8)‘ = lim ¢~ !|log (?—i)‘ =2t L

t—e¢ e—0
L
dt < (2C)? / tO=1P gt

€

e+t
/ we(t — $)PV(s)ds

—t

=Ce !

p p

dt

e+t
/ we(t — s)PV(s)ds

—t

13
dt < Ops’p/ P
0

p
ds.

1
:Ops(k—l)p-lrl/ P
0

< Cet

)

t+e
/t we(t — $)PV(s)ds

—€

sup g1
e<t

Therefore we obtain the estimate

L
[
&€

t+e p
/t e (t — 8)PV(s)ds

—€

(20)? (A=1)p+1
<) po-ve 4
D—Dpt1 (3:49)

The left-hand side is bounded uniformly in €. We conclude that

ty ( /]R we(t — s)PV(s) ds) — 5t in LP (R).
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Step 3: We now consider the case of a Heaviside function. We have

/ oot — )H(s) ds
R

Therefore we obtain the straightforward estimate

L L
/ AP / we(t — s)H(s)ds| ds < / P dt.
0 R 0

The right-hand side is bounded uniformly in €. Moreover, we have

A [ea-oneas) =0 w e

<1

p

Step 4: For the case of a logarithm, we first consider ¢ € (0,¢). We decom-
pose

/ we(t — s)log|s| ds
R

0 e+t
:/ goa(t—s)log|s|ds+/ e (t — s)log|s| ds. (3.50)
—(e—t) 0

For the first term we can now estimate

0
/ pe(t — 5)log|s| ds
—(e=1)

0
<lodloma [ lloglslds
—(e—1)

=Ce e —t[(1+ |logle —t|])

with C' > 0 some constant depending on [[¢|| - (®). This implies
0 p
/ we(t — s)log|s|ds| dt

€
i
0 —(e—t)

€
< C’psfp/ t*le —tP(1 + |log |e — t[|)" dt
0

1
= CPetl(1 4+ |10g£|)p/ s*|1 — s (14 |log|1 — s||)" ds.
0
The right-hand side vanishes as & — 0. For the second term in ([B.50) we find
e+t
’/ @-(t — s)log|s|ds| < Ce e+ t|(1+|log|e +t[]),
0

which implies the estimate

€ e+t
/ AP / e (t — s)log|s| ds
0 0

1
< P (1 4 |logal)p/ $*[1+ [P (1 + |log [1+ s[[)" ds.
0

p

dt
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Again the right-hand side vanishes for ¢ — 0. Consider now ¢ € (¢, L). Then

t+e
/ et — 5)log|s| ds
t

—€

< 0571’|t+5|(1+|1og|t+6||) - |t—5|(1+|10g|t—s||)’,
with C' > 0 some new constant depending on |[¢|| L (r). We have
ities_l’|t+€|(1+ |log|t+el]) — [t —el(1+ |10g|t—5||)‘
zsliir%)a*l‘|t+a|(1+ log [t +2]) — |t — ] (1 + |log|t—5||)‘ = 2| log |t]|-
Therefore we obtain the estimate

L
[
€

The right-hand side is bounded uniformly in €. We obtain

P L
dt < (207 / 1) log [£]|7 dt.

€

t+e
/ pe(t — s)log|s| ds
t

—€

ti(/ﬂggps(t—s)log|s|d5> — ) log|t| in L (R).

Step 5: Finally, let us consider the case of a function R € Wl’p(R). By

loc

Sobolev embedding theorems, the function R € C*(R) for some a € [0, ). We

have .
/ AP / e (t — s)R(s) ds
0 R

using Minkowski inequality. The convergence

p

L
ds < ||R||gw(3)/O P gt

ti< /R <p5(t—s)R(s)ds) — 3 R(t) in L} (R)

follows from well-known results on mollification of Lfoc-functions. O

Remark 3.11. A careful inspection of the previous proof shows that the state-
ment of Lemmal310 is still true for T € {H,Ci, R} and t}, . We have

L
sup / (O di < O (14 RIS )
e€(0,1) JoO

for some constant C > 0 depending on L, and the strong convergence
ML) — 37 T() in LE (R).

For T € {3,PV} and t3~" we obtain the bound

L
sup sp/ tA=VPIT ()P dt < C
ee(0,1)  Jo
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for some C > 0. Note the extra factor €P needed here to control the integral.
Again the necessary estimates can be adapted easily. We have

L
eP / AP
I

p

t+e L
/ we(t — 8)PV(s)ds| dt < 5”(2C)p/ tO=2p gt
t €

—€

(20)? (A—1)p+1
STl (3:5)

instead of BA49). The right-hand side of BII) converges to zero as € — 0.

Lemma 3.12. Let f(s) = (1 — s%)} for all s € R. Fiz some p € [1,1/(1— X))
and a standard mollifier pe such that spt . C [—¢,€|. Then we have

sw 0 [ecte-naroas)| <o(itinlem).
£€(0,1) R W1r(R)
s |0 [ €= et— 9 Dse) s HWWR) <01+ ldlimw)-

(3.52)

with C' > 0 some constant. Moreover, we find

s [ eate-s)are)as) — sar)
R in WYP(R)  (3.53)

s [ ¢ oute = 9D ds) —0

as € = 0. This implies strong convergence in C*(R), for some a € [0, \).

Proof. Note first that by Proposition B.4] the derivative df contains Heavi-
side functions, logarithms and a remainder in W,\"* (R). We have

alro( [ee-vara)}

~ DO [ et-9anwas) + 50 [ oete -9 Ds5)a5)

for a.e. t € R, where we used BIIl). The derivative of f(¢) blows up like
[1— |t||j\;1 as [t| — 1. We apply Lemma [310 and Remark 311l to obtain

Hro( [ea-oare )} —Llas+ s n e

as € — 0. The first statement in (B.53) follows. Similarly, we write

S ( [e-9e-9Dssas))

=B ([ vt opreas) + 10 [ @0.- 9D as).
(3.54)
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with 9(t) = to(t) and ¥.(t) = e (/) for all (s,e) € R x (0,1). We
apply Lemma [B10 and Remark B.T1] to obtain the second bound in [B52]) and
convergence in LP(R) as ¢ — 0. Note that the extra factor € causes the first term
on the right-hand side of ([B.54)) to vanish. For the second term we apply the
dominated convergence theorem: Since 0yt has zero mean, we have pointwise
convergence to zero almost everywhere. We conclude that

%{f(t)</(t—s)gps(t—s)Df(s)ds>}—)O in LP(R)
R
as € — 0, which implies the second statement in ([B.53)). O

Proof of Proposition [3.7. Using (L9) and (312) we find the identity
x(tla) Do(s|a) — o(t|a) Dx(s|a)
= 0(t — 5) x(tla) Dx(s|a) + 0(A + 1)x(t|a) dx(s|a), (3.55)

which holds distributionally in (s,s’) € R xR for all @ € H. Let us consider the
first term on the right-hand side. We fix some a € H and integrate against the
mollifier ¢.(t — s). We apply Lemmas and and obtain that

< Cp(a)®

xtia)( [ oatt- ) axtsia)as)

’WLP(K)

for all K C R compact, with C' > 0 depending on K and ||7|| - (r). Recall that
0 <30A <~v+1forye(1,3). We can integrate against v to get

H<X(f)(/RsDa(t—s) dx(s) d8>>HW1,p(K) <C/Hw(a)u(da),

which is finite by assumption on v. Sending ¢ — 0, we obtain

<X(t)< /IR oo (t — 5) dx(s) ds>> — (x(t)dx(#)) locally in C*(R), (3.56)

for some o € (0, A). We used Lemma 312l and Sobolev embedding. Similarly

o) ([ et -9Drtlaas)|
< Cp(a)® (1 + p(a)*") (1 + [log p(a)l),

with C' > 0 some constant. Since 0 < (3A —1)8 <~y + 1 for v € (1, 3), we get

(o fiomi-omrs))].,, < o

Sending € — 0, we obtain that

<x(t)( /R (t = 8)po(t — s)Dx(s)dS)> — 40 locally in C(R),  (3.57)
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as follows from Lemma and Sobolev embedding. Therefore
<X(t)Do'5(t)—a(t) st(t)> — O(A+1)(x() dy(t)) locally in C*(R). (3.58)

Note that (B56) and (B57) are independent of the choice of mollifier: we can
use ¢.(t— s) instead (see the beginning of Subsection B3] for the definition) and
obtain the analogous convergence as in ([3.58]), with the same limit.

To conclude the proof of Proposition B.7] it is now sufficient to notice that

(DxL(t)) — (Dx(t)) weakly-x in (C2(R))" (3.59)

(the dual of the space of Holder continuous functions with compact support).
Recall that the fractional derivative Dx(:|a) contains only Dirac measures, prin-
cipal value operators, and locally integrable functions (see (BI9))). It stays
bounded uniformly as p(a) — 0 since A > 1 if v € (1,5/3], and grows at
most linearly for p(a) large. Recall that if v = 5/3, then the constant A4 in
(BI9) vanishes, so the logarithmic term does not matter. We can now integrate
Dx(:|a) against v, and then ([B.59) follows. The same convergence holds if we
use the mollifier . (¢t — s) instead.
For any test function ¢ € D(R) we therefore obtain

lim [ (x()Do’(t) — o(DX. (1) ) (Dx. () (1) dt
R

= tim | <X(t)Daa(t) - o(t)DxE(t)><Dx’E(t)>C(t) dt

— 0 +1) / (x(D)dx (1)) (Dx ()¢ (t) d.

This completes the proof of the proposition. O

A Propagation of equi-integrability

For nozzle flows with A constant, the proof of Proposition [Z.7] can also be based
on the following lemma, which shows that for entropy solutions of the isentropic
Euler equations, equi-integrability of the total energy is “propagated.” We
complement assumptions (i)—(iv) of Section 211 by requiring that

(v) the sequence (p",u") vanishes uniformly in the large in the sense that for
each € > 0 there exists a compact subset K C R with

sup/ (%ﬁ"(ﬂ")z + U(ﬁ"))A" dr < e.
R\K

n

Under this assumption, (Z31)) of Lemma[2.6 can be improved: With the notation
used there, we have that for all € > 0 there exist N, R > 0 such that

sup // s2OR(s) x(s[2") dsdr < e. (A.1)
RxR

n>N

Then we have the following result.
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Lemma A.l. Choose a test function ¢ € D(R) with 0 < ¢ < 1, such that
o(s) =1 for |s| < 1 and ¢(s) = 0 for |s| > 2. Define pr = ¢(-/R) and
®r:=1—ppr. ForallT > 0 and all € > 0 there exist R, N > 0 such that

sup // / 2O p(s) x(s|z™) dsdxdt < e, (A.2)
n>NJ Jj0,T]xR JR
sup // / [s|®Pr(s)|o(s|z™)|dsdxdt < e. (A.3)
n>NJ Jjo,r)xR JR
Proof. By (A]), there exist R, N > 0 such that
sup // 25*®po(s) x(s[2") dsdx < /T. (A.4)
nzN J JRxR

For this R let ¢(s) := 2(s* — R?) 1{4>ry for all s € R. Since ¢ is convex we
can use this weight function in the entropy inequality (L.II]) and obtain

ess sup/ ¥(s) x(s|z™(t,x)) dsdx < () x(s|Zz") ds dx (A.5)
20 RXR RxR

for all n. On the other hand, we have the following estimate:
s*®R(s) <Y(s) < 25°PR/a(s) forall s € R.
Combining this with (A4) and (AZ), we find that for all n > N
ess sup // s2®p(s) x(s|z"(t,x)) dsdx < &/T,
t20 RXR

and integrating over [0, 7] we obtain (A:2).
To derive (A3]), we use the estimate

//R |s|®R(s) |o(s]z" (t,2))| ds dx < 9//R $2®p(s) x(s|2"(t, z)) ds da
+(- 9)</R (p"(u")?)(t, ) da:>

(/‘/RXRS2(I)R(S)X(S|zn(t,1‘))d8 dx)1/2

for almost every t. The kinetic energy is uniformly bounded by (2.0)). O
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