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On one criterion of the uniqueness of generalized
solutions for linear transport equations with
discontinuous coeflicients

E.Yu. Panov*

Abstract

We study generalized solutions of multidimensional transport equation
with bounded measurable solenoidal field of coefficients a(z). It is shown
that any generalized solution satisfies the renormalization property if and
only if the operator a - Vu, u € C}(R") in the Hilbert space L?(R") is
an essentially skew-adjoint operator, and this is equivalent to the unique-
ness of generalized solutions. We also establish existence of a contractive
semigroup, which provides generalized solutions, and give a criterion of its
uniqueness.

1 Introduction

We study the following evolutionary linear transport equation
Uy + Z a;(x)u,, =0, (1.1)
i=1

where u = u(t, z), (t,z) € II = (0,400) x R".

In the case when the field of coefficients a = (ai(z), ..., a,(z)) € C*(R",R")
the theory of solutions (both classical and generalized) to the Cauchy problem for
equation ([[LT]) is well-known and it is covered by the method of characteristics.
The case when the coefficients are generally discontinuous is more interesting and
more complicated. The well-posedness of Cauchy problem for such equations is
established under some additional restrictions on coefficients. Some results in this
direction could be found in papers [9, 2]. The equations like (ILI]) with general
solenoidal vector of coefficients naturally arise in the study of some important
nonlinear conservation laws ( see for instance, [3] ). The solenoidality condition
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diva(z) = 0 (in distributional sense) allows to rewrite the equation in divergence
form
u + divg(a(z)u) =0

and introduce generalized solutions (g.s.) of the corresponding Cauchy problem
with initial data

u(0, ) = up(x). (1.2)
The coefficients a;, i = 1,...,n are supposed to be bounded: a(z) € L>(R",R").
We denote II = [0, +00) x R™.

Definition 1.1. A function u = u(t,z) € L} (II) is called a g.s. of the problem

loc

(T, (T2) if for all f = f(¢t, ) € Cg°(II)
/H[uft +au -V, fldtdx + / uo(z) f(0, z)dz = 0. (1.3)

n

Here and below we use the notation - for the scalar multiplication on R".

Taking in (L3 test functions f € C§°(1l), we derive that

u + divg(a(z)u) =0 (1.4)
in the sense of distributions on II ( in D’(I1) ). Besides, (L3]) readily implies that
esslimu(t, ) = ug in D'(R"). (1.5)

t—0

Actually, (L3]) is equivalent to (L4), (LA). For the details see [I1, Proposition
2].

For classical solutions u(t,z) € C*(II) of transport equations (L), it is clear
that compositions g(u) remain to be solutions for every g(u) € C*(R). This fact,
called the renormalization property, is readily follows from the chain rule. For
generalized solutions the renormalization property may fail ( cf. [IL 8] ). This
induce us to introduce the specific notion of a renormalized solution.

Definition 1.2. A function u = u(t,x) € L} (II) is called a renormalized solution

of the problem (1)), (L2) if for any g(u) € C(R) such that g(ug(z)) € L .(R"),

- loc
g(u(t,z)) € L, (II) the function g(u(t,z)) is a g.s. of problem (LI, (IL2) with
initial data g(ug(z)).

We need the following simple a-priory estimate for nonnegative g.s. (below
we denote by |z| the Euclidean norm of a finite-dimensional vector z ).

Proposition 1.1. Let u = u(t,x) > 0 be a g.s. of the problem (1)), (L2) . Then
for a.e. t >0 for each R >0

L<Ru(t,x)dx g/ uo(z)dz, (1.6)

|z|<R+Nt

/ u(t, x)der < / uo(z)dz, (1.7)
|z|>R+Nt |z|>R

where N = ||a||oo-



Proof. Choose a function 5(s) € C§°(R) such that supp ﬁ( |, B(s) >0,
and/ﬁ )ds = 1 and set for v € N (,(s) = vB(vs), 0,( / Bu(s)ds. It

is clear that (,(s) € C§°(R), supp f,(s) C [0,1/v], B.(s) > 0, /ﬁ,,(s) s = 1.

Therefore, the sequence (,(s) converges to Dirac d-function in D'(R) as v — oo,
and the sequence 6,(t) is bounded ( 0 < 6,(t) <1 ) and converges pointwise to
<
the Heaviside function 6(t) = { (1)’ i; 8’ Let p = p(s) € C®(R), p'(s) > 0,
p(s) = 0 for s < —1, p(s) = 1 for s > 0. Set for t{,, > 0, r > Nito, v € N
f=flt,x) =p(r — Nt —|z|)8,(to —t). Then f € C§°(II) and by identity (L3])

0, (to) /R wo(2)p(r — |a])dz — /0 oo/n wlt, 2)p(r — Nt — |2|)das, (to — £)dt
- /H[N+a(zz) ~x/|z|]p'(r — Nt — |z|)u(t, x)0,(tg — t)dtdz=0.(1.8)

Since |a(z) - z/|z|| < |a(x)] < N and p'(s) > 0, the last integral in (L8] is
nonnegative. Therefore, (L])) implies the inequality

n

/0 Oo/n u(t, x)p(r— Nt—|z|)dxd, (to—t)dt < Hy(to)/ uo(z)p(r—|z|)dz. (1.9)

Let £ C R, be the set of full measure consisting of values t > 0 such that u(t,z) €
L, .(R") and t is a Lebesgue point of functions F(t) = / u(t, x)p(r—Nt—|z|)dx

for all rational r. Since F,(t) depends continuously on the parameter r then t € £
is a Lebesgue point of F,.(t) for all real r. Let ¢y € £. Passing to the limit in (L.9)
as v — 00, we obtain that

Fi(t0) < F0) = [ unlalp(r [z

Thus Vt =ty € £, r > Nt

/n u(t, z)p(r — Nt — |z|)dz < /n uo(z)p(r — |z|)dx. (1.10)

Obviously, the set £ of full measure could be chosen common for a countable
family of functions p = pg(s), approximating the Heaviside function. Taking
p = pg in (LI0) and passing to the limit as k — oo, we conclude that V¢ € &,

r > Nt
/ u(t, z)dz §/ uo(x)dx
|z|<r—Nt || <r

and to complete the proof of (L6]) it only remains to substitute r = R + Nt in
the obtained inequality.



Similarly, to establish (I7) we choose the test function f = f(t,x) =
x(t,z)0,(tg — t) € C(II), where x(t,x) = (p(R — Nt — |z|) — p(r + Nt — |z|)),
R>r >0, R> Nty. By (LL3)) we obtain

6, (to) / o)X (0, ) — /0 - / ult, )Xt ), — 1)t +

/ u(t, )i +a(@) - Vx| (fo — )dtde—=0.  (L.11)

Since xt = —N((p'(R — Nt — |z|) + p'(r + Nt — |z|)) < 0 while
la(x) - Vax| < la()||Vax| < N|p'(R = Nt —[z]) = p'(r + Nt — |z)| <
N/ (R = Nt = [a]) +9/(r + Nt — [a]),
we see that the last integral in (LII]) is nonpositive and from ([L.§)) it follows that

/0+oo/ Cut @) (p(R— Nt~ [a]) = p(r + Nt — [z]))dzd, (ty — 1))dt <

Outta) [ o) (p(R ~Jal) ~p(r ~ [a))dz. (112
Obviously, the set £ of common Lebesgue points of all functions of the kind
F(t) = / u(t, z)(p(R — Nt —[z]) — p(r + Nt — |z|))dx

has full Lebesgue measure. Assuming that ¢y € £ and passing to the limit as
v — 00, we arrive at the inequality

/n u(to, x)(p(R — Ntg — |x|) — p(r + Ntg — |z]))dz <

/n uo(z)(p(R — |z|) — p(r — |x|))dz.

Taking in this estimate p = pi(s), k € N (recall that this sequence converges to
the Heaviside function) and passing to the limit as k& — oo, we obtain that for

all t € &
/ u(t, x)dx g/ uo(z)dz.
r+Nt<|z|<R+Nt r<|z|<R

To complete the proof, we pass to the limit in this inequality as R — oo and
replace r by R. O

Let us introduce the linear operator Ay = div(au) = a(z) - Vu(z) in the
real Hilbert space L? = L?*(R™). This operator is defined on a dense subspace
C}(R™) C L% For every u,v € C}(R™)

(Au,v)y = /n(a(z) -Vu(z))v(z)dr = — /n u(z)a(z) - Vu(zr)dr +
/n a(z) - V(u(z)v(x))de = — /n u(z)a(x) - Vu(z)de = —(u, Av)a,
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where we use the fact that diva = 0 in D'(R™). Here we denote by (f, g)2 the
scalar multiplication in L*: (f,g)2 = [, f(x)g(z)dz.

The obtained identity means that Ag is skew-symmetric operator. Therefore,
it admits the closure, which we define by A. A is a closed skew-symmetric oper-
ator: —A C A*. It is easy to see that the conjugate operator is defined as follows
v = A*u if and only if u,v € L? and —div(au) = v in D'(R").

Our main results are the following criteria.

Theorem 1.1. (i) The necessary and sufficient condition for any g.s. u(t,x) €
L} (IT) to be a renormalized solution of (I1), (I.2) (with uo € L} (R™)) is that

loc loc
the operator A is skew-adjoint; (ii) The same condition is necessary and sufficient

for the uniqueness of any g.s. u(t,x) € L3 (II).

loc

In Theorem below we also give a necessary and sufficient condition of
uniqueness of contraction semigroups on L*(R™), which provide g.s.

Remark 1.1. Let us consider the Banach space
X=DA")={uecl?| Au= —div(au) € L* }

equipped with the graph norm ||lu| = [u(|o +[|A*u||2. It is clear that the operator
A is skew adjoint id and only if the space Cj(R™) is dense in X. This condition is
similar to the criterion of the uniqueness for both the forward and the backward
Cauchy problems, suggested in [4, Theorem 2.1].

2 The case of smooth coefficients

In the case when the coefficients a;(x) € C*(R™) N L>®(R"), i = 1,...,n, are
smooth the existence and uniqueness of g.s. is well known. In this case a g.s. of
the problem (1)), (I.2) can be found by the method of characteristics, see [11,
Proposition 3] for details. The characteristics of equation (1)) are integral curves
(t,z(t)) of the system of ordinary differential equations

T = a(z), (2.1)

and they are defined for all ¢ € R since the right-hand side of (2.1]) is bounded. For
(to, xo) € II we denote by x(t; to, xo) the solution of (2.1]) such that z(ty) = xo, we
also denote y(tg, xg) = z(0;to, zo) ( i.e., the source of characteristic x(t;to, zo) ).
Then any g.s. u(t,z) of the problem (I.1]), (I.2)) should be constant on char-
acteristics (possibly after correction on a set of null Lebesgue measure), which
implies that u(t, ) = ue(y(t,x)). We observe that the map (t,x) — (¢,y(t,x)) is
a diffeomorphism on II, which implies that u(t,z) is measurable and the corre-
spondence uy — u keeps the relation of equality almost everythere. Besides, in



view of the solenoidality assumption for each ¢t € R the map x — y(¢, x) conserves
the Lebesgue measure. This readily implies that for all t € R

/ uft, e = / o) dx (2.2)

whenever these integrals exist. The above observations allow to obtain the fol-
lowing properties of g.s.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that u(t,z) = uo(y(t,z)) be the unique g.s. of problem

(I1), (L3) (defined for all real times t). Then
(i) For every continuous function g(u) such that g(ug) € L},.(R™) the compo-

sition g(u(t,x)) is a g.s. of (L), (I.2) with initial function g(ug(z)) (renormal-
ization property);

(ii) If ug < v almost everywhere (a.e.) on R™, and u = u(t,z), v = v(t, x)
are g.e.s. of (I1l), (1.2) with initial functions ug, vy, respectively, then u(t, x) <
v(t,z) a.e. on R™™ (monotonicity);

(#i) Let Tyu = u(y(t,x)). Then Tyysu = T (Tsu) (group property);

(iv) If ug(z) € LP(R™), where 1 < p < oo, then u(t,-) € LP(R™) for allt € R
and |Ju(t, )|, = ||woll,- Moreover, if p < 0o, then

Ju(t +h,-) —ult, )|l Swp(h) = inf (2flug — vl + NC(v)[h]) = 0, (2.3)
vEC’é(R") h—0

where the constant C(v), given below in (2.3), depends only on v. In particular,
the map t — Tyug = u(t,-) € LP(R™) is uniformly continuous on R.

(
Pmof Properties (i), (ii) readily follows from the representations u = uy(y(t, )),
v = wv(y(t,x)). To prove (iii), notice that y(t + s,z) = z(0;t + s,z) =
x(0;s,x(s;t + s,2)) = z(0;s,2(0;t,2)) = y(s,y(t,x)), where we used that
x(t 4+ hyto + h,xo) = x(t;to,z9) Yh € R because characteristic system (2.1)) is
autonomous. This readily implies the group property

Tiysu(z) = uly(t +s,2)) = uly(s, y(t, ) = (Tau)(y (¢, 2)) = Ty(Tsu)(2).

If up € L°(R"), the representation u(t,x) = wuo(y(t,z)) yields u(t,-) €
L>(R™), Ju(t, )leo = llto]|so- If p < o0, then by assertion (i) with g(u) = |u|?
and identity (22]) we find

lu(t, x)|Pdx = |up(z)[Pdz YVt € R,
R” R
that is, u(t, ) € LP(R™), ||u(t,-)|l, = [Juoll,- Finally, let ug € LP(R™), v = u(t,-) =
Tiug. Then by group property (iii) we find

[ut+h, ) = ult, )y = 1 T(Thuo —uo)llp = [ Thuo —uollp = [luo(y(h, x)) —uo(x)|,-



We observe that y(h,z) — x = x(0) — z(h), where z(t) = x(t; h,z), and since
z(t) = a(x(t)), then

ly(h, x) — =| =

/Oh a(x(t))dt‘ < /Oh |a(:c(t))\dt‘ < N|h),

N = ||a]|oo- If v(z) € C}(R™), then

1/p
[Thv = vl = [[v(y(h, z)) = v(@), = (/A v(y(h, z)) — U(l’)|pd$)

oUAR

1/p
< ||Vl (/ ly(h,z) — x|pdx) <
AyUAhL
V0o (m(Ay) + m(AM)YPN|R|, (2.4)

where A, A" are subsets of R", determined by the relations v(x) # 0, v(y(h, z)) #
0, respectively, and by m(A) we denote the Lebesgue measure of a measur-

able set A. Since the map y(h,-) keeps the Lebesgue measure, m(A") =
m(y(h, )~ (4,)) = m(A,) and, in view of €.

[ Tho = vll, < NC(v)[h],

where

C(v) = C(0) |Vl (2m(A,))1? (2.5)

(notice that, in view of assumption v € C}(R™), the set A, is bounded and,
therefore, m(A,) < oo). Therefore, for all v € C}(R")

1 Thuo = uolly < 1 Thuo = Tholly + [[Tho = vllp + [[v = uoll, =
1Tho = llp + 2[luo = v[l, < 2[luo —v[l, + NC(v)[h],

and (23)) follows. Let us show that w,(h) — 0 as h — 0. For arbitrary ¢ > 0 we
can find v € C}(R") such that |Juy — v||, < &/2. Then

wy(h) < 2|lug — v, + NC(v)|h| < e+ NC(v)|h].

Hence,

limsupw,(h) <e
h—0

and since € > 0 is arbitrary, we derive that }Lirr(l] wy(h) = 0. This completes the
—

proof. O

As follows from assertions (iii), (iv) of Proposition 2.1l the linear operators
Tiug = u(t,-) = up(y(t,z)) generate the Cy-group of linear isomorphisms on
LP(R™). In the particular case p = 2 the operators T, t € R is a group of



M be the

infinitesimal generator of this group. This operator is defined in the domain
T(t)u —
D(B) consisting on such u € L?(R") that lirrol (D
_>
that D(B) is a dense subspace and B is a closed, possibly unbounded, operator.
Since T'(t) is an unitary group, then by Stone’s theorem B is a skew-adjoint
operator. If u(t, z) = Tyu(z), then u; = —divau in D'(R™*1). Hence, it is natural
to expect that B = —A, where the operator A was defined above, in the end of
Introduction.

unitary operators in the Hilbert space L*(R"™). Let Bu = lir%
—

exists in L2. Tt is known

Theorem 2.1. The operator B coincides with —A. In particular, the operator
A = —B is skew-adjoint.

Proof. First, we remark that —Ay C B. Indeed, if u(z) € C}(R") = D(Ay), then
u(t,z) = Tyu(x) € CH(R™!) is a classic solution of (II]). Therefore,
T _
- Tu(a) — ula)

t—0 t

=u(0,2) = —a(z) - Vu(z) = —Apu(z).

Obviously, this limit is uniform with respect to x € R", which implies that
. Tiu—u
lim
t—0 t
Hence, v € D(B) and Bu = —Apu. Since B is closed, then also —A C B (recall
that A is the closure of operator Ay ). In particular, B = —B* C A*. We will show
that actually B = A*. Let u € D(A*). Then f = u+ A*u € L?. Since B is skew-
adjoint, the operator E + B is invertible and (E + B)~! is a bounded operator on
L* Letv=(E+B)"'f € D(B). Then v+ Bv =v+A*v = f = u+ A*u, and the
function w = u—wv satisfies the relation w—divaw = 0 in D'(R"). As follows from
DiPerna-Lions renormalization lemma [9, Lemma I1.1], 2w?* = 2wdivaw = divaw?
in D’(R™). Applying this relation to the test function p(ez), where p(y) € C3(R"),
p(y) >0, p(0) =1, and € > 0, we arrive at the equality

2 /n w?p(ex)dr = —¢ /n w?a(z) - Vyp(ez)da.

Passing in this equality to the limit as ¢ — 0, we deduce that ||w||; = 0. Hence,
u=v € D(B). We have proven that D(A*) = D(B). This means that B = A*.
This, in turn, implies B = —B* = —A* = —A. The proof is complete. O

= —Ayu in L%

3 Main result: the necessity

Now we consider the case of general solenoidal field of coefficients a = a(x) €
L>(R™,R™). Let
(&) =v"]]B&)

1=1



be a sequence of averaging kernels (approximate unity), where £ € R, v € N, and
the function [(s) was defined above in the proof of Proposition [Tl Introduce
sequences of averaged coefficients, setting for x € R"

o0l0) = (@1ule). (@) = a5 (0) = [ ale = (e
By the known property of averaging functions, a, € C*°(R™ R") N L*(R",R"),
lav]|lo < ||alloe = N, and diva,(z) = (diva) * v,(z) = 0. As was demonstrated
in the previous section, there exists a unique g.s. u = w,(t,z) of the Cauchy
problem for the regularized equation

ur + ay(x) - Vyu = uy + div(a,u) =0 (3.1)

with initial condition ([.2), which may be considered for all time t € R. By
the renormalization property (i) for any » > 0 the function (|u,(t,z)| —r)" =
max(|u,(t,z)| —r,0) is a g.s. of (BI]), (L2) with initial function (|ug(z)| —r)".
By Proposition [[LT] we have the estimate:

/ (Ju, (t, )| —r)Tdr < / (lug(z)] —r)Tdz — 0.

lz|<R |z|< R+ Nt r—+00

By Danford-Pettis criterion, this estimate implies weak compactness of the se-

quence u,(t, ) in Lj,.(IT). Therefore, there exists a subsequence u, = u,, (t, ),

k € N, with v, — oo as k — oo such that wuy u= u(t,z) weakly in L} (II).
—00

loc

Since the sequence ax(z) = a,, () = a(x) as k — oo strongly in L},.(R",R™) and

loc
this sequence is uniformly bounded, then ug(t, z)ay(x) T u(t, x)a(r) weakly in
—00

L} (II,R™). This allows to pass to the limit as k — oo in relation (L3)) corre-

sponding to problem (B1)), (L2):

/[ukft + upay -V fldtdz +/ uo(2) f(0,2)dz =0 Vf = f(t,x) € Cy(I)
I

n

and obtain that

/[uft +ua -V, fldtdz +/ uo(2) f(0,2)dx =0 Vf = f(t,x) € Cy(II).
I n
By Definition [[T] this means that u is a g.s. of original problem (1), (L2I).
We established the existence of a g.s. to (ILI]), (IL2)) for arbitrary initial function
up € L} (R™) (in the case ug € L®(R") this follows from [I1, Theorem 1] ).
Concerning the uniqueness, generally it fails, see examples in [5 8, [I1]. It is
clear, that the uniqueness follows from the renormalization property. Indeed, let

u(t,z) € L} (I) be a g.s. of (L), (L2)) with zero initial data. Then |u(t, )| be
a nonnegative g.s. of the same problem. By Proposition [T we see that for a.e.
t>0
/ lu(t, z)|dx < / lug(x)|de =0 VR >0,
|z|<R

|z|<R+Nt

9



which implies that w = 0 a.e. on II. By the linearity the uniqueness follows.
Suppose that the following requirement is fulfilled.

(R) Any g.s. u(t,z) of (L)), (L2) such that ug,u(t, ) € L?, [Ju(t,-)]]s < const,
satisfies the renormalization property.

As we will demonstrate below in this case g.s. of (ILI]), (L2) form the Cy-
semigroup T; = e~4* governed by a skew-adjoint generator A = —A*. First, we
prove that trajectories Tyug of such semigroups are necessary g.s. of (ILTl), (L2]).
More precisely, the following criterion holds.

Lemma 3.1. Let B be an infinitesimal generator of Cy-semigroup Ty in L. Then
the function u(t,z) = Tiug(x) is a g.s. of problem (1)), (I2) for every uy € L?
if and only if B C A*.

Proof. First, we assume that B C A* and uy € D(B). Then u(t,-) = Tiup(x)
is a C''-function with values in L?: @ = BTyug = Bu(t,-). This implies that for
arbitrary g = g(x) € C3(R")

%(u(tv ')79)2 = (Bu(tv ')79)2 = (A*u(tv ')79)2 = (u(tv ')7 Ag)27

where Ag = divag = a - Vg, that is,

d

dt . u(t, z)g(w)dr — / u(t,r)a(r) - Vog(z)dr = 0.

n

Multiplying this relation by a function h(t) € C([0, +o0)) and integrating over
t, we obtain with the help of integration by part formula that

/n uo(z) f(0, x)dx + /Hu[ft +a-V,fldtdr =0, (3.2)

where f = g(x)h(t). Since the linear span of such functions f is dense in Ca(II),
we see that ([3.2) holds for every f = f(t,z) € C3(II). Hence, u(t, ) is a g.s. of
(L), (L2). If ug(x) € L? is an arbitrary function, then we can find a sequence
uor € D(B) converging to ug as k — oo in L? ( notice that by the Hille-Yosida
theorem D(B) is dense in L? ). Then ug(t, ) = Tyuex(x) are g.s. of (1), (L2)
with initial data ugk, k € N, and

lur(t, ) = ult, )|z < [[Tell|uor —uolla = 0

uniformly in ¢ on any segment [0, 7). In particular u — u as k — oo in L (IT).
Passing to the limit as & — oo in the relation

/n uox () f(0, z)dw + /Huk[ft +a-Vyfldtde =0, f= f(t,x) e Cy(Il),
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we arrive at the identity (B.2]). Therefore, u(t,z) is a g.s. of (1)), (I.2), as was
to be proved.

Conversely, assume that all the functions u(t, z) = Tyug, ug € L?, are g.s. of
(I, (C2). If ug € D(B), then u(t,-) = Ty € C([0,+00), L?), and u/(0) =
Buyg. This implies that for each function g(z) € C3(R") the scalar function

1) = [ u(t.o)g(o)ds = (ult, ). g)a € C(10.40%), '0) = (5. Buoke. (33

On the other hand for all h(t) € C}([0, +00))
/0+0<> I(t)K (t)dt = /Hu(t, x)g(x)h'(t)dtdx =
—h(0) /n uo(z)g(x)dr — /Hu(t, z)a(z) - Vg(z)h(t)dzdt,

by virtue of (IL3]) with f = h(t)g(z). Taking in this relation h(t) = 0, (ty —t) and
passing to the limit as ¥ — oo we obtain the equality

I(to) = 1(0) = /0 i / ult, 2)az) - Vgla)dudt = /0 "(Ag, ult, -))sdt,

which implies the relation I'(0) = (Ag, ug)2. In view of (3.3) we find (Ag, ug)2 =
(g, Bug)s for all g € C3(R™). Therefore, ug € D(A*) and A*uy = Bug. Hence
B C A*. The proof is complete. O

Now we are ready to prove the following statement analogous to Theorem 2.1]
( that is, the necessity statement in Theorem [I1]).

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that assumption (R) is satisfied. Then the operator A
( recall that it is the closure of operator divau, u € C3(R™) ) is skew-adjoint.

Proof. Let A, be the closure of operator div(a,u), where a,(x) = axv,(z), v € N,
is the above defined sequence of averaged coefficients. If ug(z) € L*(R") and u,, =
u,(t, ) is a unique g.s. of the approximate problem ([B.1)), (L2), then (u,)?is a g.s.
of (B1), (L2) with initial data (ug)* € L'(R™) in view of Proposition 2T|(i). We
know that there exists a subsequence (not relabeled) such that u, — u, (u,)* — v
as v — oo weakly in L} (IT), where u,v are g.s. of original problem (1), (I2)
with initial data wug, (ug)?, respectively. Observe that since a g.s. of problem
(T, (C2) is unique, then the above limit relations remain valid for the original
sequences, without extraction of subsequences. By the renormalization property

we have v = u?, which implies the strong convergence u,, — wuin L2 (II). Indeed,
V—00

in view of Proposition 2.|(iv) fOT lu, (t, ) |2dtdz = T||uol|s, therefore the sequence
u,, is bounded in L? (II). This readily implies that this sequence converges to u

— loc ~
weakly in L? (IT). Hence, for each nonnegative p(t,x) € Co(II)

/(ul, — u)’pdtdr = /((u,,)2 — u?)pdtdz — 2 / (uy, — w)updtde — 0.
I I

I vV—00
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Thus, w, — u in L2 (II). Extracting a subsequence (not relabeled) we can
V—r00

assume that for almost all ¢ > 0 u,(t,-) — u(t,) as v — oo in L2 _(R"). By

estimate (7)) we can find sufficiently large R > NT such that for a.e. t € (0,7)

u,(t, x))dx < uo(x))?dx 4,
/M( (t,2)) / (uo())2dz < ¢/

|x|>R—Nt

u(t, z))de < uo(x))?dx 4,
/Mut ) / (uo())2dz < ¢/

|z|>R—Nt

where ¢ is an arbitrary positive number. This implies that

/ (uy (£, 2) — u(t, ))2dz < / (uy (£, 7) — ult, 2))2d +
n |z|<R

u,(t, x) — u(t,x))?dx < u,(t, x) — u(t, x))dx
|t —utta)fir < [ uta) - )+

|z| <R

2/|9E|>R(uu(t,:):)) d:)s+2/ (u(t, 2))2dz <

|z|>R

/||<R(uy(t, x) —u(t,r))*dr + .

Since u,(t,-) — wu(t,-) in L?

i,e(R™), we obtain the relation
V— 00

lim sup/ (u,(t,r) —u(t,x))?dr < e

vV—00

for all € > 0. Therefore,

lim [ (u,(t, ) — u(t,z))*dz =0,
v—=00 [pn
that is, u,(t,-) — u(t,+) as v — oo in L? for a.e. t > 0.

Let us show that actually this convergence is uniform with respect to ¢ on any
segment [0, 7). For that we use estimate (Z3]) with p = 2. By this estimate for
allv e N

lu, (t+ h, ) —u,(t, )]s < ws(h) = inf | (2[|up — v||2 + NC(v)|h]).  (3.4)

veCl (R?

Since the above estimate is uniform in v and w,(¢,-) — wu(t,-) in L? for a.e.
V—r00

t > 0, we conclude that this convergence holds for all ¢ > 0 and it is unform on
any segment [0, 7]. From (3.4)) it follows in the limit as v — oo that
lu(t + h,-) —u(t, )]s < wqs(h) Vt,t+h>0.

Thus, the operators Tyug = u(t, ) form a Cy-semigroup of linear operators on L?,
and the sequence of the unitary groups T}/ ug = u,(t,) converges to T; uniformly

12



on any segment [0, 7). It is clear that ||Tiug|l2 = lim [|[T}uo||2 = |Jugl||2. Observe
V—r00

that by the same reasons as above we can establish that for each 7 > 0 the
sequence 4, (t, ) = T} ,uy converges uniformly on [0, 7] to a g.s. @(t, z) of problem
(LI, (L2) with some initial function ag(x). By the construction T,y = u(7,-) =
up. We see that the operator T} is invertible, g = (T;) 'uy. Hence T} are
unitary operators and they form the unitary group T'(t) (for negative ¢ we set
T(t) = (T(—t))"* = (T(—t))*). By Stone’ theorem the infinitesimal generator B
of this group is a skew-adjoint operator on L?. By the Trotter-Kato theorem, the
convergence 17 — T} of semigroups, which we have established above, implies
the convergence of the resolvents (F + A,)'u — (E — B)"'u in L? as v — oo.
Recall that A, is the closure of operator div(a,u), u € C}(R"). By Theorem 2.1]
this operator is skew-adjoint and —A, is the generator of semigroup (group) 7/
Denote v, = (E + A,)"'u, v = (E — B)"'u. Then v, — v as v — oo in L?
and v, + A,v, = v — Bv = u. Therefore, A,v, - —Bv as v — oo in L?. Since
A, = —(A,)*, we claim that in D'(R") A,v, = div(a,(x)v,(x)) . —Bwv. Passing
to the limit as v — oo, we obtain Bv = —div(av), that is, v € D(A*), Bv = A*v.
Hence, B C A* and A = A*™ C B* = —B, so that B is a skew-adjoint extension
of the skew-symmetric operator —A. If B # —A then this extension cannot be
unique (because the deficiency indices of the symmetric operator —i A are identical
and nonzero). If B is another skew-adjoint extension of —A then B = —B* C A*.
The operator B generates the unitary group 7; = e different of T} (since B+B ).
Therefore, we can find ug € L? such that @(t, z) = T'(t)ug(x) # u(t,z) = Tyue(z).
However, in view of Lemma [3.T] both functions (¢, ), u(t, x) are g.s. of the same
Cauchy problem (I.T]), (I.2]). By the uniqueness we see that & = u. The obtained
contradiction shows that B = —A. Hence, the operator A = —B is skew-adjoint,
as was to be proved. O

4 The group solutions

We are going to establish the inverse statement to Theorem [B.] claiming that if
the operator A is skew-adjoint, then any g.s. u(t,z) € L2 (II) of problem (L),
(L2) satisfies the renormalization property.

Observe that in this case 7, = e~4! is an unitary Cp-group on L? governed
by the skew-adjoint operator —A. We call a function u(t,z) = Tiue(x) a group
solution of problem (L)), (L2Z). By Lemma Bl the group solution is a g.s. of
(1), (I2). First, we establish that the approximate sequence u, = T/ uo(x)
converges strongly as v — 0o to the group solution.

Proposition 4.1. Let TV = e~ ! be the group with generator —A, ( being the
closure of operator —div(a,u) ), so that T/uq = wu,(t,z) is the unique g.s. of
approzimate problem (3.1), (1.3). Then u,(t, ) — u(t,-) = Tyug as v — oo in L?
uniformly on any segment [t| < T.

13



Proof. Assume that f € L?> h # 0. We set v, = (E + hA,)"'f € D(A,),
veN;v=(E+hA)f e D(A). Then v, + hAv, = f, v+ hAv = f. Since
A, =—(A,)*, A= —A* these equalities mean that

v, (x) + hdiv(a,(z)v,(x)) = v(z) + hdiv(a(z)v(z)) = f(z) in D'(R"). (4.1)
Since A,, A are skew-symmetric,

loall3 = (f,v0)2 + h(Ayvy,0,)2 = (f,0.)2, 0I5 =
(f,v)2 + h(Av,v)e = (f,v)2. (4.2)

From (4.2) it follows that ||v,||2 < ||f||2 for all v € N. Therefore, possibly after
extraction of a subsequence (not relabeled), we can assume that v, — wasv — oo
weakly in L? w = w(z) € L?. Passing to the limit as v — oo in (&) and taking

into account that the sequence a, () — a(z)in L}, (R") and uniformly bounded,
V—r00

we find w(z) + hdiv(a(z)w(z)) = f(z) in D'(R™), which means w + hAw = f.

Hence v—w+hA(v—w) = 0 and we conclude that w = v because the operator £+

hA is invertible. Thus, v, — v as v — oo weakly in L?. Then (f,v,)s — (f,v)2
V—r00

and from ([£2]) it follows that ||v,|la — |[|v|l2. It is well-known that this implies
V— 00

the strong convergence v, — v in L?. Notice that the limit function v does not
V—r00

depend on the choice of weakly convergent subsequence. Therefore, the original
sequence converges to the same limit strongly in L?. We have established the
strong convergence of resolvents (E + hA,)™t — (E + hA)~!. By the Trotter—
Kato theorem the sequence of groups 7} converges to the group 7; in the sense
indicated in the formulation of our theorem. The proof is complete. O

Corollary 4.1. Let ug € L*(R™). Then u(t,z) = Tyuo(z) is a renormalized

solution of (1.1), (1.2).

Proof. Let g(u) be a bounded continuous function, w,(t,z) = T ue(x), v € N
be g.s. of approximate problem (B1I), (L2)). By Proposition RI(i) u,(t, z) is a

renormalized solution of (3.1]), (L2). Therefore, g(u,(t,)) is a g.s. of (3.1, (L.2)
with initial data g(ug(x)), that is, Vf = f(¢,z) € C3(II)

[ atusons .00+ [ gttt a)lfit.) +aulo) - Voplt,o)ldde = 0. (43

By Proposition B1] the sequence g(u,(t,z)) — g(u(t,z)) as v — oo in L} .(IT),
which allows to pass to the limit as ¥ — oo in ([43]) and obtain the relation:

Vf = f(t,z) € Cy(IT)

| stunla)s0.2)do + [ glutta)lfit.o) + ala) - Vst 0)ldede =0, (1.4)

II

showing that g(u) is a g.s. of (L), (L2). Consider now the general case
g(u) € CR), gluo(x)) € Li(R"), glu(t,x)) € Liy (). Let gp(u) =
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max(—k, min(g(u), k)), £ € N, be cut-off functions. Then gy(u) € C(R),
9u(u)| < k. gilw) > g(u) Vu € B lge(w)] = min(|g(u)|. k) < [g(u)]. The latter

implies the estimates |gx(uo(x))| < |g(uo(x))|, |gr(u(t,z))| < |g(u(t,x))|. As we
already proved, gi(u(t,z) are g.s. of (I.T]), (L2) with initial functions gx(ue(x)).
Therefore, identity (4.4]) holds with g = g;. Passing to the limit in this relation
as k — oo, with the help of Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we arrive
at the same identity (4.4]) with the limit function g. We conclude that g(u) is a
g.s. of (L)), (I.2) with initial data g(up). Thus, u is a renormalized solution of

LI, @2). m

Corollary 4.2. . Assume that the operator A is skew-adjoint. Then for every
up(z) € L%, (R™) there exists a renormalized solution u(t,x) € L2 (II) of the

loc loc

problem (1)), (1.2).

Proof. Let u, = u,(t,z) € C(R, L*(R")) be a group solution of (L)), (L2) with
initial function ug, = ue(z)0(r — |z|) € L*(R") (recall that 6(s) is the Heaviside
function). By Corollary 4.1l u,(t, ) is a renormalized solution of (L.1I), (L2) for
each r € N. Since the difference u; — u, is a group solution and, therefore, also a
renormalized solution of problem (ILT]), (I2]) with initial data uy — ug,, [, € N,
then |u; —u,| is a nonnegative g.s. of this problem with initial function |ug, — ug,|-.
By Proposition [T, we find that for all ¢ > 0

/ lw(t, x) — up(t, )|dz < / [uoi(z) — uor(x)|dz = 0, VI >,
|z|<r—Nt

lz|<r

and w(t,r) = u,(t,z) almost everywhere in the cone C, = { (t,z) € Il | |z| <
r— Nt }. This implies that the sequence u, converges as r — oo to a function u =
u(t, z), where u = u,(t,z) whenever (t,z) € C, for some r € N. It is clear that
u(t,z) € L} (I1). Let us demonstrate that u is the desired renormalized solution.

loc —
Let a function g(u) € C(R) be such that g(uo(x)) € Ly, (R"), g(u(t, z)) € Ly,.(I),
and f = f(t,x) € C}(IT). Then one can choose a sufficiently large r € N such
that supp f C C,.. Since u = u, in C, while u, is a renormalized solution, we

conclude that

/n g(ug(x)) f(0,x)dx + / g(u(t,x))[fi + a(x) - V. fldtdx =

II

/n g(uo(x)) (0, z)dx + / g(u.(t,2))[fi + a(z) - V. fldtdx = 0.

II

Hence, u is a renormalized solution of (L), (.2). O

Theorem 4.1. Assume that A is a skew-adjoint operator, and div(a(z)u(z)) =0
in D'(R"), where u(x) € L? _(R™). Then div(a(z)g(u(x))) = 0 in D'(R") for any

loc

g(u) € C(R) such that g(u(z)) € L, (R"™).

loc
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Proof. Let p(y) € C3(R™) be a function equaled 1 in the unit ball |y|> < 1. We
set u,(z) = u(x)p(x/r) € L*(R™). By our assumption the operator A is skew-
adjoint and, in view of equality A = —(A)*, this operator may be considered in
distributional sense. Obviously, for all » > 0

Auy(s, x) = ve(x) = u(z)Ap(z/r) = %u(a:)a(a:) - (Vyp)(z/r) in D'(R").

Since v,(z) € L*(R"), then u,(z) € D(A). Now let U,(t,z) = e *u,(x) be the
group solution of (L)), (I2)) with initial data u,.(z). As we demonstrated above,
u,(z) € D(A). Therefore, U,(t,-) € C*(R, L*(R")), and

V. = —U.(t,-) = —e M Au, = —e M.
We see that V,.(¢, z) is a renormalized solution to the Cauchy problem (I.1I), (T2

with initial data —v,(z). By Corollary @11 |V,(¢,x)| is a g.s. of this problem with
initial function |v,.(z)|. Let T, R > 0, r > R+ NT. Then by Proposition [LT] for

all t € [0, 7]
/ V. (¢, x)|de < / |v,(z)]dz =0
|z|<R || <r

(since (Vyp)(z/r) =0 for |z| < 7).

We find that V, = 40U, = 0 in the cylinder Cry = { (t,2) | |z| < R, t €
(0,7) }. This implies that U, = w, = u in this cylinder. Now, let g(u) be a
bounded continuous function. By Corollary [4.1] the function g(U,) is a g.s. of
(L), (L2)). Therefore this function satisfies (LIl) in D’'(Cgr). Since g(U,) = g(u)
in Crr, we obtain that div,(ag(u)) = 0 in D'(Vg), where Vi denotes the open
ball |x| < R. In view of arbitrariness of R we conclude that div,(ag(u)) = 0
in D'(R™). In the general case when g(u) € C(R), g(u(t,z)) € L, .(R"), we
construct the sequence of cut-off functions gy (u) = max(—k, min(g(u), k)). Then
div,(agg(u)) = 0 in D'(R™) for all k € N. Since gi(u(x)) — g(u(z)) as k — oo in
L} (R™) (cf. the proof of Corollary EL1]), we can pass to the limit as k& — oo in

loc

the relation div,(agx(u)) = 0 and conclude that div,(ag(u)) =0 in D'(R™). O

5 Main result: the sufficiency

We are going to establish the much stronger result than the statement of Corol-
lary 1] claiming that any generalized solution u(t,z) of (ILT)), (L2) is a renor-
malized solution, that is, the sufficiency statement of our main Theorem [Tl
We define the operator Ay = % + Ay acting on C}(R™1), so that Agu(s,z) =
auéss’m) +a(x)Vau(s, z). Let A be a closure of Ay in L2(R™t1). We will prove that
A is a skew-adjoint operator whenever A is a skew-adjoint operator on L*(R™).

First, we observe that, at least formally, operator —A should coincide with the
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infinitesimal generator of the unitary group Gyu(s,:) = Tiu(s —t,-), u(s,x) €
L*(R™*1). By Stone’s theorem Gy = e~ B! where B is a skew-adjoint operator on
L?(R™). The following statement justifies this formal observation.

Lemma 5.1. The equality A = B holds. In particular, the operator A is skew-
adjoint.

Proof. We denote by X the space L*(R") and by X, the space D(A) equipped
with the graph norm ||z||2+ || Az||2. Since the operator A is closed, Xy is a Banach
space. Let F be a subspace of L2(R"™!) = L2(R, X) consisting of functions
u(s,-) € L*(R, Xo), such that Lu(s,-) € L*(R, X). We show that ' C D(B) N
D(/I) and Bu = Au on F. Thus, assume that u(s,z) € F. Then,

G —u T u(s —t,-) —uls,-)  Twu(s,-)—u(s,-)

¢! t + t
Since
u(s —t,) —u(s,r)  d
11_13/01 - —%U(S, )7
T D) — .
}tln(% tU(S’ )t U(S’ ) - _Au(s>') in L2(R> X)a

we find that there exists

. Gu—u _ d .9
—Bu-ll_{% ; ——£u( ) — Au(s,-) in L(R, X),

that is, u € D(—B) = D(B) and

Bu = %u( )+ Au(s, ). (5.1)

Let us show that the same holds for the operator A. Assume firstly that
N
x) = Zaj(s)vj(at), a;(s) € C3(R), v; € Xo, j=1,...,N. (5.2)

If v;(z) € CL(R™), then u(s,z) € C}(R™1') = D(Ay) and then

Au(s, ) = Agu(s, z) = %u(s, x)+a(z) - Veu(s,x) = —u(s,-) + Au(s, ).

d
ds
In the case of arbitrary v; € X, we can find sequences v;, € C3(R"), r € N,
converging to v; as r — oo in X (because A is the closure of Ay). Then the

sequences

N
x) = Zaj(s)vjr(x — u(s,x), Au, = Za s)vj(x
2 r—00

N N

d
Zaj(s)Auj,(x):mZ +Z% $)Avy (@) = (s, ) + Au(s, )
=1 =1
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in L*(R,X). Since the operator A is closed, we conclude that u(s,z) €
~ ~ d
D(A) and Au(s,-) = %u(s,-) + Au(s,-). Now we consider the general

case u(s,r) € F. Then, as is easy to verify, there exists a sequence
um(s, ), m € N, of functions having form (5.2) such that w,(s,-) — u(s,-)
m—ro0

—Um(8,:) — d u(s,-) in L*(R,X). Then u,(s,:) — u(s,-),

Aty (s,-) — Eu(sy) + Au(s,-) in L*(R, X), which implies that u € D(A),
m—0oQ
Au(s,-) = Lu(s,-) + Au(s, ) again due to the closedness of A.

In view of (5.I) we conclude that FF ¢ D(B)N D(A), and B = A on F. By
the known representation of the resolvent (E + B)™!, we find

in L3(R, X,),

u(s,-) = (E+B) ' f(s,) = /0+OO e Gy fdt =

+oo S
/ e 'Tif(s—t,)dt = / e T, f(t,-)dt.
0

— 00

Notice that Xy is an invariant space for a group 7, and since ||Tiulls = ||u||2,
| AT ullo = ||T;Aulls = ||Aul|2, then || Tyul|x, = ||u||x,. Therefore, taking f(s,z) €
L*(R, X,), we find

s

U(s) = |lu(s, )l x, S/ T f (2, )llxpdt =

—00

[ e de = < o)
where F(t) = || f(¢,)||xo, 7(t) = 0(t)e™" (recall that 0(t) is the Heaviside func-
tion). It is clear that ||v||; = 1 and by the known property of convolutions
|Ull2 < [IF[|2, that is, u(s,-) € L*(R, Xo), |lu(s, )llr2@xe) < [t )lr2@x0)-
Further, there exists the derivative

%U(S, ) = %/ et_sTs—tf(tv )dt = f(‘S? ) - / et_sTs—tf(tv )dt -

—00 —00

/ e AT, (1)t = F(s,-) — uls,-) — Au(s, ) € LX(R, X).
We see that u(s, ) € F. Assume that u(s,-) € D(B). Then, there exists a unique
f(s,-) € L*(R, X) such that u(s, ) = (E + B)~'f(s,-). Evidently, L*(R, Xj) is
dense in L?(R, X), which implies existence of a sequence fi(s,-) € L*(R, Xy),
k € N, such that f, — f as k — oo in L*(R, X). We define the corresponding
sequence uy = uy(s, ) = (E+B)7! fi. Then uy — u, Auy, = Bup — Buask — oo
in L*(R, X). Since A is a closed operator, we derive that u € D(A) and Au = Bu.
Hence, B C A. Conversely, Ay C B (since, evidently, D(Ay) C F'), which implies
A C B as the closure of Ay. We conclude that A = B, as required. O
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Now, we are ready to prove the renormalization property.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that operator A is skew-adjoint and ug € L? (R™). Then

loc

any g.s. u(t,r) € L2 (II) of the problem (1), (I3) is a renormalized solution

loc
of this problem and, therefore, is unique.

Proof. We may extend u(t,z) to a g.s. of (1)), (I2) on the whole space R"*!,
setting u(—t,z) = v(t,z), where v(t,x) € L2 (II) is a renormalized solution
of the problem v; — div(a(x)v) = 0, v(0,2) = wug(x). Since the operator —A
is skew-adjoint, this renormalized solution exists due to Corollary L2 Then
u; + div(a(z)u) = 0 in D'(R™™'). By Lemma .1 the operator 2 + div(au) is
skew-adjoint on L?*(R™*1). Then, by Theorem ET g(u); + div(a(z)g(u)) = 0
in D'(R™') whenever g(u) € L} (R™'). This easily implies that u(t,z) is a

renormalized solution of (I.1I), (I2). O

Remark 5.1. In the case of more general transport equation
u + a(t,z) - Vou = uy + divy(a(t, z)u) =0 (5.3)

with a(t, x) = (a1(t, ), ..., a,(t, x)) € L>®(I1,R"), div,a(t, ) = 0, we may extend
the field a(t,x) on the whole space (t,x) € R"" setting a(t,z) = —a(—t, )
for ¢ < 0. It is clear that the vector field a(t,z) = 2 + a(t,z) is bounded
and solenoidal on R"*1 and for any g.s. u(t,z) € L} _(II) of (53) the function
a(t,r) = u(|t],z) is a g.s. of (53)) in the whole space R™.

For equation (5.3)) the following analogue of Theorem 2.1] holds.

Theorem 5.2. Any g.s. of the Cauchy problem (5.3), (1.3) is a renormalized
solution if and only if the operator Agu = a(t,z) - Vu = fu + a(t,z) - V,u,
u=u(t,z) € CH(R™1), is essentially skew-adjoint.

Proof. Let us consider the extended transport equation
v+ a(s,x) - Vv =0 +vs +a(s,z) - Voo =0, (5.4)

where v = v(t, s,x), t > 0, (s,2) € R""L. After the change u(t, s, z) = v(t+s,t, )
we obtain the equation
up + a(t,z) - Vyu =0,

which coincides with (5.3)). Therefore, any g.s. of (5.3]) ( which necessarily admits
some initial data (I.2)) ) satisfies the renormalization property if and only if this
is true for g.s. of equation (5.4]). By Theorem [5.3] the latter is equivalent to the
essential skew-adjointness of the operator a(t, z) - Vu. The proof is complete. [

19



6 Contraction semigroup, which provides g.s.
and a criterion of the uniqueness

In this section we study the general case when the skew-symmetric operator A
is not necessarily skew-adjoint. We proof that in this case there always exists
a linear Cy-semigroup 7} such that u(t,x) = Tyug is a g.s. of (L)), (L2), and
| Tyuglls < |lugllz for all ug € L? (i.e., T, are contractions in L?). Let A be a
maximal skew-symmetric extension of A. Then A ¢ A ¢ —A* ¢ —A*. Denote
by dy = dy(A) = codimIm(E+A), d_ = d_(A) = codim Im(E—A) the deficiency
indexes of A (generally, these are cardinal numbers). Since A is a maximal skew-
symmetric operator, either dy = 0 or d_ = 0. Let us define B = —Aif dy =0,
B=A"ifd_ =0 (observe that in the case d; = d_ = 0 the operator Ais
skew-adjoint and —A = A* ).

Theorem 6.1. The operator B generates the semigroup of contractions Tyu = B

on L? such that u(t,z) = Tyug is a g.s. of (L1), (IL3) for every initial data
uy € L?. Moreover, in the case d. = 0 the operators T, are isometric, that is
I Teullz = [lull2 Yu € L*.

Proof. If d, = 0 then Im(E+A) = L? and the operator B = —A is m-dissipative.
By the Lumer-Phillips theorem it generates the semigroup of contractions on L?.
Moreover, in this case B is skew-symmetric and the operators T; = eB! are iso-
metric. In the remaining case when d_ = 0 the operator A is m-dissipative. Then
(see [6]) the operator B = A* is also m-dissipative and generates the semigroup
of contractions. Since —A C A* C A*, then B C A* and by virtue of Lemma 311

we conclude that the functions w(t, :c) = Tyuo(x) are g.s. of (LI), (L2). O

The following statement gives the criterion of uniqueness of a contraction
semigroups constructed in Theorem 6.1l

Theorem 6.2. A contraction semigroups Ty, which provides g.s. Tiug, is unique
if and only if A is a maximal skew-symmetric operator.

Proof. If the skew-symmetric operator A is not maximal (that is, d,(A),d_(A) >
0), then there exist different maximal skew-symmetric extensions Aj, Ay, such
that dy(A;) = d(A4y), d_(A,) = d_(A,). Then m-dissipative operators By, By
corresponding to A;, A, are different. By the Hille-Yosida theorem they generates
different semigroups. Therefore, the uniqueness assumption implies that A is a
maximal skew-symmetric operator. Conversely, suppose that the operator A is
maximal and 7} is a contraction semigroup in L2, which provides g.s. of problem
(L), (L2). Then, by the Lumer-Phillips theorem, the infinitesimal generator C' of
this semigroup is m-dissipative (maximal dissipative) and by LemmaB.I1C' C A*.
Since also —A C A*, we see that Cx = —Ax Vo € D(C) N D(A). This allows to
define the linear operator C' on D(C) = D(C') 4 D(A), setting Cw = Cu — Av if
w=u+wv,u € D(C),ve DA). If w=u;+ v, =us+ve, where uy,us € D(C),
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v1,v9 € D(A), then u;—uy = vo—vy € D(C)ND(A) and C(uy—us) = —A(ve—1y),
which implies the equality Cu; — Av; = Cuy — Avs, showing that the value Cw
does not depend on a representation w = u+ v, u € D(C), v € D(A). Thus, the
operator C is well-defined and by the construction C ¢ C, —A c C. If w = u+w,
where u € D(C), v € D(A), then

(Cw,w)y = (Cu— Av,u +v)y = (Cu,u)y — (Av,v)s + (v, Cu)y — (Av,u),
= (Cu,u)y — (Av,v)y + (v, A"u)s — (Av,u)y = (Cu, u)q, (6.1)

where we use that C' C A* and the relations (Av,u)y = (v, A*u)s, (Av,v) =0
(we recall that A is skew-symmetric). Since the operator C' is dissipative, then
(Cu,u)y < 0 (see [6] ) and it follows from (GI) that (Cw,w), < 0 for all w €
D(C). This means that C' is a dissipative operator. But C' C C' while C is

a maximal dissipative operator. Therefore, C' = C' and in particular D(C) =
D(C)+ D(A) = D(C). Hence, D(A) C D(C) and —A C C C A*. We recall that
A is a maximal skew-symmetric operator, so that either d,(A) =0 or d_(A) = 0.
In the first case Im(E + A) = L?, that is, —A is m-dissipative operator. From
the relation —A C C' it now follows that C' = —A = B. In the second case
Im(E — A) = L? and A is an m-dissipative operator. By the known property
(see [6]) A* is an m-dissipative operator as well. Since operator C is also m-
dissipative, it follows from the relation C' C A* that C' = A* = B. In both cases
C coincides with the operator B from Theorem [6.Il This, in turn, implies the
uniqueness of the semigroup 7;. ]

Now we are ready to prove part (ii) of main Theorem [[1] claiming that the
uniqueness of any g.s. holds if and only if the operator A is skew-adjoint that, in
turn, is equivalent to the renormalization property. It is clear that the renormal-
ization property for every g.s. implies the uniqueness. The inverse statement is
a consequence of the following theorem.

Theorem 6.3. Assume that any g.s. of problem (I1), (1.2) with uy € L? is
unique in the class of g.s. with bounded ||u(t,-)||a. Then these g.s. satisfy the
renormalization property and, therefore, the operator A is skew-adjoint.

Proof. 1t is clear that the uniqueness assumption implies the uniqueness of a
contraction semigroups 7;, which provides g.s. By Theorem the operator A
is maximal skew-symmetric, that is, one of its deficiency indexes d, or d_ is
zero. In view of Theorem in the case dy = 0 the semigroup 7} consists of
isometric embeddings. Therefore, the g.s. u = wu(t,x) = Tyug(z) satisfies the
property: ||u(t,)|l2 = ||uol|2- Let @ = a(t, z) be a weak limit of a subsequence of
g.s. ug(t,x) to the approximate problem (B.]), (L2)). Since ||ug(t,-)|l2 = ||uoll2s
then

el iy = VT luolls = el 2, (6.2)

where IIr = (0,7) x R"™. Since u, @ are g.s. of the same problem (LI, (T2),
then by the uniqueness assumption v = u. Hence u;, — u as k — oo weakly in
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L?*(I7) while in view of (62) ||ullr2(r1y) = |urllL2a1, for all & € N. By the known
property of weak convergence we conclude that u, — u as k — oo strongly in
L3(II7) for all T > 0. As in the proof of Corollary BT}, this implies that u is a
renormalized solution of (L)), (L2). Thus, requirement (R) is fulfilled and by
Theorem [B.1] the operator A is skew-adjoint.

Now we consider the case when d_ = 0. In this case the operator — A generates
the semigroup S; of isometries in L. We choose T' > 0 and set

w = u(t,z) = (T —tz), 0<t<T,
BT At - T, 2), t>T,

where v(t,x) = Sywo(x) and @ = u(t,z) is a g.s. of (LI)), (L2) with initial data
vg € L2 Tt is easy to verify that u(t,z) is a g.s. of problem (LI)), (L2)) with
the initial function ug = (7T, -). By the uniqueness of this g.s. u = 4, where, as
above, & = u(t, x) is a weak limit of the sequence u(t,x) of g.s. to approximate

problem (B.]), (L2). We see that
1l r2qiyy = Nl zay = I0llz2airy = VT lluollz = lluell 2y VE € N.

As was shown in the first part of our proof, this implies the strong convergence
u = u in L?(Tl7) and, therefore, the renormalization property. By the latter
—00

we find that v(¢,2z) is a renormalized solution of the Cauchy problem for the
equation v; — divav = 0 with initial data vy (we also take into account that
T > 0 is arbitrary). Thus, requirement (R) for this equation is satisfied and by
Theorem [B.1] we conclude that the operator —A is skew-adjoint. This, in turn,
implies that A is a skew-adjoint operator. By Theorem [5.1] we see that any g.s.
of (LI), (L2) is a renormalized solution of this problem as well. The proof is
complete. O

7 Generalized characteristics

We assume that the operator A is skew-adjoint. By Theorem B0l for every ug(x) €
L> = L*(R"™) there exists a unique g.s. u(t,z) € L*(II) of the problem (L)),
(L2), and this g.s. is a renormalized solution as well. It is clear that ||ul|e. <
M = JJupl|so (this can be derived from the renormalization property. Indeed,
v=(lul— M)" ia a g.s. of (LI, (L) with initial data (|ug| — M) = 0, which
implies that v = 0, ie., |u| < M ). As readily follows from the definition of
g.s. and the renormalization property, the functions ¢ — p(u(t,-)) are weakly
continuous on some set of full measure for every p(u) € C(R), which implies
that the map ¢ — u(t,) is strongly continuous in L}, .(R"). In particular, after
possible correction of u on the set of null measure, we may and will assume that
the functions u(t,-) € L> are well-defined for all ¢ > 0 and depend continuously
on t (in the space L}, .(R") ). Let u; = uy(t,x), us = us(t,x) be g.s. of problem

loc
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(LI), (C2) with initial functions ug; = ue1(x), ugz = ug2(z), respectively. Then,
by the renormalization property wjus = [(u1 + ug)® — uj — u3]/2 is a g.s. of
(CI), (C2) with the initial data ugiuge = [(uer + ue2)? — ud; — ud,]/2. Hence,
the map Ti(ug) = u(t,-) is a homomorphism of the algebra L*: T}(uv) = TyuTv
for all u,v € L*(R™). Obviously, the semigroup 7; can be extended to the
group T} of isomorphisms of L>. These isomorphisms generate the corresponding
homeomorphisms y; : § — S of the spectrum S of C*-algebra L*°, so that

—

w(t, V(X)) = Go(ye (X)) forall X €8, (7.1)

where u € C(S) denotes the Gelfand transform of u € L*: u(X) = (X, u)
(recall that S consists on multiplicative functionals X : L> — C ). Denote by
7, : S — S the inverse homeomorphism z; = y; . Then (7)) can be written as

—

alt, Ya(Xo)) = @(Xo) VXo €S,

that is, m remains constant on the curve X (t) = x4(Xy), t € R. It is natural
to call this curve the generalized characteristic of equation (LII). In other words,
X(t) can be considered as a generalized solution to characteristic system (2.1])
(extended to S) with initial data X (0) = Xj.

Let us describe the spectrum S. The below characterization of S is rather
well-known but we cannot find the appropriate references and, therefore, give
the description of § in details. First of all, we introduce the notion of essential
ultrafilter.

We call sets A, B C R" equivalent: A ~ B if u(A A B) =0, where A A B =
(A\ B)U(B\ A) is the symmetric difference and p is the outer Lebesgue measure.
Let § be a filter in R™. This filter is called essential if from the conditions A € §
and B ~ A it follows that B € §. It is clear that an essential filter cannot include
sets of null measure, since such sets are equivalent to (). Using Zorn’s lemma,
one can prove that any essential filter is contained in a maximal essential filter.
Maximal essential filters are called essential ultrafilters.

Lemma 7.1. Let 3 be an essential ultrafilter. Then for each A C R" either
AectlorR"\ Aedl

Proof. Assuming that A ¢ I, we introduce
§={BCR"|BUAeu}.

Obviously, § is an essential filter, R* \ A € §, and 4 < §F. Since the filter i is
maximal, we obtain that & = §. Hence, R"\ A € 8. The proof is complete. ]

The property indicated in Lemma [7.1] is the characteristic property of ultra-
filters, see for example, [7]. Therefore, we obtain the following statement.
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Corollary 7.1. Any essential ultrafilter is an ultrafilter, i.e. a maximal element
n a set of all filters.

Lemma 7.2. Let 3 be an essential ultrafilter, and f(x) be a bounded function in
R™. Then there exists lilrln f(x). If a function g(x) = f(x) almost everywhere on

R™, then there exists liilin g(z) = liirln f(&).

Proof. By Corollary[T.1] i1 is an ultrafilter. By the known properties of ultrafilters,
the image f.4l is an ultrafilter on the compact [—M, M|, where M = sup |f(x)|,
and this ultrafilter converges to some point y € [—M, M]. Therefore, liirln f(z) =

lim f,4 = y. Further, suppose that a function g = f a.e. on R™. Then the set £ =
{z € R" | g(z) # f(x) } has null Lebesgue measure. Let V' be a neighborhood of
y. Then ¢g71(V) D f~4V) \ E. By the convergence of the ultrafilter f,4 the set
f7H(V) € 4. Since il is an essential ultrafilter while f~*(V)\ E ~ f~%(V), then
f~YV)\ E € 4. This set is contained in ¢g~!(V'), and we claim that g=1(V') € L.
Since V' is an arbitrary neighborhood of y, we conclude that hxlxn g(x) =y. The

proof is complete. O

By the statement of Lemma [7.2, the functional f — hin f(&) is well-defined

on L>(R") and it is a linear multiplicative functional on L>(R"). In other words,
this functional belongs to the spectrum S of algebra L>°(R™). Let us demonstrate
that, conversely, any linear multiplicative functional on L*(R") coincides with
the limit along some essential ultrafilter.

Theorem 7.1. For each X € S there exists an essential ultrafilter 4 such that

(X, f) =lim f(z) VS e L¥(R"). (7.2)

Proof. We denote by xp = xp(x) the indicator function of measurable set B C
R™, and define

S§={ACR"|(X,xg) =1 for some measurable B C A }.

It is directly verified that § is an essential filter. Let us show that for every
f(x) € L (R™) there exists lién f(x). Let A= (X, f), e >0,

V=Ve={zeR"[[f(z) A <e}

V =R"\ V. It is clear that V is a measurable set. We are going to prove that
(X, xv) = 1. We define the function

_ [ (@) =N, zeV,
“”_{ 0 , zeV.
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Since |f(x) — A| > ¢ on the set V, then g(r) € L*(R") and, evidently,
g(x)(f(x) — A) = xy. Therefore,

(X, xv) = (X, 9)((X, f) = A) = 0.
This implies that

<XaXV> = <X’1 _X7> =1- <X>XV> = 1a

as was to be proved. Hence, V = V. € § for all ¢ > 0, which means that
lién f(z) = A= (X, f). Notice that the latter relation holds for every f € L>*(R™).

Let 4 be an essential ultrafilter such that § C 4. Then relation (7.2) is fulfilled.
U

Notice that the essential ultrafilter indicated in Theorem [7.1] is not unique,
but it belongs to a unique equivalence class corresponding to the relation

o~ & limf=limfVfeL*R") (7.3)

on the set of essential ultrafilters.

By Theorem [T Tlany generalized characteristic X () = x4(Xj) can be described
as a curve (¢) on a set of essential ultrafilters

We call an ultrafilter ${ bounded if it contains a bounded set. It is clear
that a bounded ultrafilter 4l contains some compact set K. Then U|x = { B €
| B C K }is an ultrafilter on the compact K and, therefore, it converges to
some element y € K. Then y = lim4l. We have established that any bounded
ultrafilter on R™ converges. Notice that, conversely, if an ultrafilter 4 converges,
y = lim 4, then i contains all neighborhoods of y and, therefore, is bounded.

By Theorem [T Tlany generalized characteristic X (t) = x(X) can be described
as a curve (t), t € R on a set of essential ultrafilters, which is uniquely defined
up to the equivalence ([Z3). We complete this section by the following result.

Theorem 7.2. Let $A(t), t € R, be a generalized characteristic. Assume that the
essential ultrafilter (o) is bounded for some ty € R. Then $A(t) is bounded for all
t € R, and the curve z(t) = lim(t), t € R, is Lipschitz: |z(t)—x(to)| < N|t—to].

Proof. Since the ultrafilter $4(¢y) is bounded, there exists the limit z(ty) =
lim 4(tg). Therefore, for every ¢ > 0 the ball
V.={zeR"||z—z(t)| <e} € Uy).

Denote by ug(z) the indicator function of this ball and let u(t,z) € L>®(R™*!)
be the unique g.s. of equation (L)) satisfying the Cauchy condition u(ty,z) =
up(z). As readily follows from the statements of Proposition [[T] u(¢,z) = 0 for
|z — x(ty)| > € + N|t — to|. By the definition of generalized characteristics

u(t,z) = B(rtr)lu(t, ) = i111(21;1) up = 1. (7.4)
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Let us show that the ball
ViiNjt—to) = { 2 € R" | |2 — 2(to)| < e+ Nt —to| } € U(t).

Otherwise, its complement V. nj—s| € 2U(¢). Since u(t,z) = 0 on this set, we

claim that H(Ir)l u(t,-) = 0. This contradicts (Z.4]), therefore, we conclude that
t

Ve Njt—to] € U(t). Hence, the ultrafilter 4(¢) is bounded and x(t) = lim {(¢) lays
in the closure of Vi yj¢—¢,(- This implies that |z(t) — x(to)| < e+ N|t —to|. Since
e > 0 is arbitrary, we conclude that |xz(t) — z(to)| < Nt — to]. O

Remark that the curves x = z(t) = limi(¢), t € R can be treated as the
projection of a generalized characteristic $(¢) on the “physical” space R™. In
some sense z(t) can be interpreted as a solution of characteristic system (2.1]).
As opposed to classic solutions, x(t) is not uniquely determined by (to, (o)),
actually it is determined by a point (o, (%))

Acknowledgement. This research was carried out with the financial sup-
port of the Russian Foundation for Basic Research (grant no. 15-01-07650-a)
and the Ministry of Education and Science of Russian Federation, project no.
1.857.2014/K in the framework of state task.

References

[1] M. Aizenman, On vector fields as generators of flows. A counterexample to
Nelsons conjecture, Ann. of Math., 107 (1978), 287-296.

[2] L. Ambrosio, Transport equation and Cauchy problem for BV vector fields,
Invent. Math. 158 (2004), 227-260.

[3] L. Ambrosio, F. Bouchut, and C. De Lellis, Well-posedness for a class of hy-
perbolic systems of conservation laws in several space dimensions, Commun.
Partial Differ. Equations 29 (2004), no. 9-10, 1635-1651.

[4] F. Bouchut, G. Crippa, Uniqueness, renormalization and smooth approx-
imations for linear transport equations, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 38 (2006),
1316-1328.

[5] A. Bressan, An ill-posed Cauchy problem for a hyperbolic system in two
space dimensions, Rend. Sem. Mat. Univ. Padova 110 (2003), 103-117.

[6] Ph. Clément, H.J.A.M. Heijmans, S. Angenent, C.J. van Duijn and B. de
Pagter, One-Parameter Semigroups, CWI Monographs 5, North-Holland,
Amsterdam (1987), ix + 312 p.

[7] N. Bourbaki, Elements of Mathematics. General Topology. Part I, Hermann,
Paris, 1966.

26



8] F. Colombini, T. Luo, and J. Rauch, Uniqueness and nonuniqueness for non-
smooth divergence free transport, Sémin. Equ. Dériv. Partielles, Ec. Poly-
tech., Cent. Math., Palaiseau 2002-2003, Exp. no. XXII, 21 p. (2003).

[9] R.J. DiPerna, P.L. Lions, Ordinary differential equations, transport theory
and Sobolev spaces, Invent. Math. 98 (1989), 511-547.

[10] H. Federer, Geometric Measure Theory, Classics in Mathematics, Springer-
Verlag, 1996.

[11] Evgenii Panov, Generalized Solutions of the Cauchy Problem for a Trans-
port Equation with Discontinuous Coefficients, in “Instability in Models
Connected with Fluid Flows. 11", Claude Bardos & Andrey Fursikov ed.,
International Mathematical Series, Vol. 7, Springer, 2008, pp. 23-84.

27



	1 Introduction
	2 The case of smooth coefficients
	3 Main result: the necessity
	4 The group solutions
	5 Main result: the sufficiency
	6 Contraction semigroup, which provides g.s. and a criterion of the uniqueness
	7 Generalized characteristics

