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A NOTE ON L1−CONTRACTIVE PROPERTY OF THE
SOLUTIONS OF THE SCALAR CONSERVATION LAWS

THROUGH THE METHOD BY LAX-OLEĬNIK.

ABHISHEK ADIMURTHI.

Abstract. In this note, we study the L
1−contractive property

of the solutions the scalar conservation laws, got by the method
of Lax-Olĕınik. First, it is proved when f is merely convex and
the initial data is in L

∞(R). And then, it is shown for the case
when the initial data is in L

1(R) with the convex flux having super-
linear growth. Finally, the L

1−contractive property is shown for
the scalar conservation laws with the initial data in L

1(R) and the
flux is “semi-super-linear”. This entire note does not assume any
results mentioned through the approach by Kruzkov.

Introduction.

Let f : R 7→ R be real-valued function , u0 ∈ L∞(R), for which let u
in L∞(R× (0,∞)) be a weak solution of the scalar conservation law,





∂

∂t
u+

∂

∂x

[
f(u)

]
= 0; x ∈ R, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = u0(x); x ∈ R,
(1)

i.e, in the weak sense, one can write (1) as the following integral
system:

∫ ∞

0

∫ +∞

−∞

(uϕt + f(u)ϕx) dxdt +

∫ ∞

−∞

u0(x)ϕ(x, 0) dx = 0, (2)

for all test functions ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R×[0,∞)), with ϕt =

∂
∂t
ϕ and ϕx =

∂
∂x
ϕ.

In general, (2) can admit many solutions. A question of interest to ask
here is for what set of functions does (2) admit a unique solution?
It is mentioned in [Eva98] that if the function f is taken to be

uniformly convex, i.e f ∈ C2(R) and there exists C > 0 such that
f ′′(x) ≥ C , for all x ∈ R, then by the [Lax57] and [Ole59], an explicit
solution is obtained by looking at a corresponding Hamilton Jacobi
Equation.
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2 ABHISHEK ADIMURTHI.

The explicit formula then gives Olĕınik-one-sided inequality :

u(x+ z, t)− u(x, t) ≤ C(1 + t−1)z, (3)

for some C ≥ 0 and for a.e x ∈ R , t > 0, z > 0.
It is shown in [Ole59] that there exist a unique solution in terms of

(2), i.e if u1 and u2 satisfy the Olĕınik-one-sided inequality and have
the same initial condition, then u1 = u2 a.e.
On the other hand, using the vanishing viscosity method, it is proved

in [Kru70] that the PDE (1) attains a weak solution and satisfy certain
integral inequalities as mentioned in the Definition 1.

Definition 1. Fix T > 0, for which define πT := R×(0, T ). A bounded
measurable function u : πT 7→ R is called generalised entropy solution
(in the sense of Kružkov) of the PDE (1) if the following holds,

• For any constant K ∈ R and for any non-negative test function
ϕ ∈ C∞

c (πT ), there holds the inequality
∫

πT

[
|u−K|ϕt + sign(u− k) [f(u)− f(K)]ϕx

]
dxdt ≥ 0. (4)

• The function u(t, .) converges to u0 as t → 0+ in the topology
of L1

loc(R), i.e,

∀[a, b] ⊂ R, lim
t→0+

∫ b

a

|u(x, t)− u0(x)|dx = 0. (5)

It’s shown in [Kru70] that if u1 and u2 are two generalised entropy
solution (in the sense of Kružkov), with initial data u10 and u20, then
for a.e t > 0, there holds that

∀a < b,

∫ b

a

|u1(x, t)− u2(x, t)|dx ≤

∫ b+Lt

a−Lt

|u10(x)− u20(x)|dx, (6)

where

L := lim
ǫ→0

essup
{
|f ′(p)|; p ∈ Iǫ

}
,

with

Iǫ := [−max(‖u10‖∞, ‖u20‖∞)− ǫ,max(‖u10‖∞, ‖u20‖∞) + ǫ].

Definition 2. The property mentioned in Eq. (6) above is referred to
as the L1 contractive property of solutions.

The approach in [Kru70] has advantages over the one by Lax-Olĕınik
as,

• In [Kru70], f is assumed to be just a local lipshitz function.
• The method mentioned in [Kru70] works in any dimension.
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In this note, we always will assume that f is convex. It is shown
in [Hof83] (see also [Daf05], [GR91], [Smo83]) that if the function f is
uniformly convex and C4, then there exists C > 0 such that for a.e
x ∈ R, z > 0, t > 0, there holds,

u(x+ z, t)− u(x, t) ≤
Cz

t
,

where u is a solution obtained by [Kru70]. By the uniqueness result
by Oleinik, the solution obtained by the method of [Kru70] and by the
method of [Ole59] are the same. Furthermore, using Oleinik’s idea,
[Hof83] proves that if f is C1 and strictly convex, then for a.e x ∈
R, z > 0, t > 0, there holds

f ′ (u(x+ z, t))− f ′ (u(x, t)) ≤
z

t
. (7)

Moreover, [Hof83] shows that if u and w are two weak solutions to the
scalar conservation laws with the same initial data and satisfy Eq. (7)
for f to be C1 and strictly convex, then u = w for a.e (x, t) ∈ R×(0,∞).
However, in this note, we look into answering the following questions

with the assumption that the flux function f is just convex :

(1) Assume that the initial data u0 is in L∞(R). Suppose the reg-
ularity condition on the function f is relaxed i.e. there is no
assumption made on the differentiability of the function f , does
the method by Lax-Olĕınik through Hamilton Jacobi system
provide a weak solution to the PDE (1)?

(2) Suppose u10, u20 are in L
∞(R). Consider the scalar conservation

law with two different initial conditions,




∂

∂t
u+

∂

∂x

[
f(u)

]
= 0; x ∈ R, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = u10(x); x ∈ R,
(8)





∂

∂t
u+

∂

∂x

[
f(u)

]
= 0; x ∈ R, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = u20(x); x ∈ R.
(9)

Let the weak solutions (satisfying Eq. (2)) to the scalar con-
servation laws Eq. (8) and Eq. (9) be denoted by u1 and u2
respectively. Can we obtain L1 contractive property for the so-
lutions of these two scalar conservation laws, obtained through
the method of Lax-Olĕınik? That is, for a.e t > 0, is Eq. (6)
true i.e
∫ b

a

|u1(x, t)− u2(x, t)|dx ≤

∫ b+Lt

a−Lt

|u10(x)− u20(x)|dx?
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(3) Now, suppose that u10, u20 are in L
1(R). Also, assume that the

flux f is super linear. Consider the scalar conservation law with
two different initial conditions,





∂

∂t
u+

∂

∂x

[
f(u)

]
= 0; x ∈ R, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = u10(x); x ∈ R,
(10)





∂

∂t
u+

∂

∂x

[
f(u)

]
= 0; x ∈ R, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = u20(x); x ∈ R.
(11)

Let the weak solutions (satisfying Eq. (2)) to the scalar con-
servation laws Eq. (10) and Eq. (11) be denoted by u1 and u2
respectively. Can we obtain L1 contractive property for the so-
lutions of these two scalar conservation laws, obtained through
the method of Lax-Olĕınik? Furthermore, for a.e t > 0, does
the weak solutions u1 and u2 satisfy

∫

R

|u1(x, t)− u2(x, t)|dx ≤

∫

R

|u10(x)− u20(x)|dx?

(4) Is the (Q.3) true, when the flux is convex, but a relaxation
is made on the super-linearity of the flux function f and the
function f is assumed to be “semi-super-linear” i.e.,

lim
p→±∞

f(p)

p
= µ± ∈ [−∞,+∞], with µ− ≤ 0 ≤ µ+?

In this note, we show that there are (weak) solutions that answer
questions (Q.1), (Q.2), (Q.3) and (Q.4) affirmatively (see Theorem 1,
Theorem 2 and Theorem 3). For the scalar conservation law with the
initital data taken to be in L∞(R), the Remark 1 mentioned below tells
that if the function f is just taken to be convex, we can as well assume
that f can be convex and super-linear. There are three main theo-
rems mentioned in this note. The Theorem 1 tells about establishing
the L1 contractivity for a scalar conservation law with the flux being
just convex and super-linear and the initial data is in L∞(R). And
therefore, L1−contractive property holds when the flux is assumed to
be just convex and the initial data is in L∞(R), by the Remark 1.
Then, the Theorem 2 tells that similar results can be established for
the initial conditions in the space L1(R), but for the flux to be taken
as super-linear and convex. Finally, a similar set of results is proved
in Theorem 3 for the case when the flux is convex, but a relaxation is
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made on the super-linearity of the flux function f i.e.

lim
p→±∞

f(p)

p
= µ± ∈ [−∞,+∞], with µ− ≤ 0 ≤ µ+.

The approach in this note does not use any results from [Kru70].
Moreover, either in [Hof83] or in [Ole59], L1−contraction property for
the solutions is not shown. So, independent to [Kru70], we plan on
proving the L1 contraction property for the scalar conservation laws
with the flux function f to be convex and having no conditions on it’s
regularity and thereby, establishing uniqueness.
In order to state the main results, we mention some notations.

Notations.

For u0 ∈ L∞(R), we define v0 to be the primitive of u0 as

v0(x) :=

∫ x

0

u0(t) dt. (12)

Clearly, the function v0 satisfy

|v0(x)− v0(y)| ≤ ‖u0‖∞|x− y|, (13)

and hence, v0 is a lipshitz function with lipshitz constant lip(v0) ≤
‖u0‖∞.
Let f ∗ denote Fenchel dual of f , which is given by

f ∗(q) := sup{pq − f(p); p ∈ R}. (14)

Let ηǫ be the mollifying sequence and define

fǫ(x) := f ∗ ηǫ(x) =

∫

R

f(y)ηǫ(x− y)dy.

Let 0 ≤ s < t, for which we define some functions as follows :

V (x, t) := inf
y∈R

{
v0(y) + tf ∗

(
x− y

t

)}
,

V (x, s, t) := inf
y∈R

{
V (y, s) + (t− s)f ∗

(
x− y

t− s

)}
,

Ch(x, s, t) := { all minimizers in the definition of V (x, s, t) } ,

Ch(x, t) := Ch(x, 0, t).

(15)

The function V is called as the value function for the flux function f
and the set Ch is called the charecteristic set.
For each t > 0, x ∈ R, define the functions y+ and y− as

y+(x, t) := sup{y; y ∈ Ch(x, t)},

y−(x, t) := inf{y; y ∈ Ch(x, t)}.
(16)
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The Main Theorems.

Remark 1. Owing to the Theorem 1 mentioned below, if the function

f is convex and super-linear, we see that the solution is given by ∂V (x,t)
∂x

which is bounded by Lip(v0), due to Rademacher’s theorem. Therefore,
noting that if u0 ∈ L∞(R) is fixed and if u is a weak solution as in (2)
and g : R 7→ R be any continuous function such that f(p) = g(p), for
all

|p| ≤ ‖u‖∞ ≤ Lip(v0) ≤ ‖u0‖∞,

then u is also a weak solution of



∂

∂t
u+

∂

∂x

[
g(u)

]
= 0; x ∈ R, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = u0(x); x ∈ R.
(17)

Hence, we can change the function f which is just assumed to be
convex, such that outside the interval ,

[−‖u0‖∞ − 1, ‖u0‖∞ + 1],

the ratio f(p)/|p| blows up [refer (1st) part of the Appendix]. Hence,
we can assume that f is convex and has super-linear growth, i.e,

lim
|p|→∞

f(p)

|p|
= ∞. (18)

The property of super-linearity of the function f ensures that the Fenchel
dual of f is finite.

Theorem 1. Let u0 be a function in L∞(R). Define the primitive of
u0 as in Eq. (12). Let f : R 7→ R be a convex function. By the Re-
mark 1, we can assume that f is convex and super-linear. Furthermore,
define the Fenchel dual of f as in Eq. (14). Also, define the value func-
tions and the charecterstic sets as in Eq. (15). Then, there holds the
following:

(1) The function V is a lipshitz function with the property :
∀x, y ∈ R, t > 0, we have

|V (x, t)− V (y, t)| ≤ Lip(v0)|x− y|. (19)

(2) The function V satisfy the dynamic programming principle (ddp)
i.e.

V (x, s, t) = V (x, t). (20)

(3) The function V is a viscosity solution of the Hamilton Jacobi
system {

Vt + f(Vx) = 0, x ∈ R, t > 0

V (x, 0) = v0(x), x ∈ R.
(21)
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(4) The function u(x, t) := ∂
∂x
V (x, t) is a weak solution to the PDE

(1) with ‖u‖∞ ≤ ‖u0‖∞.
(5) L1 Contractivity : Let u10, u20 ∈ L∞(R) and set L as in (6).

Let u1 and u2 be two weak solutions to the PDE (1) with initial
data u10 and u20, then for a.e t > 0 and for a < b, we have
∫ b

a

|u1(x, t)− u2(x, t)|dx ≤

∫ b+Lt

a−Lt

|u10(x)− u20(x)|dx. (22)

Remark 2. This Theorem 1 is different from the one mentioned in
[Eva98]. In [Eva98], the function f is assumed to be uniformly convex
and smooth. However, in the above Theorem 1, we just assume that f
is convex and has super-linear growth.

Note that if u0 is in L∞(R), then the functions u and f(u) are in
L1
loc(R). However, in general, if u0 ∈ L1(R), apriori a weak solution u

of the PDE (1) need not be well defined as u and f(u) need not be in
L1
loc(R). Also, the associated value function V as defined in (15) need

not be lipshitz. So, we have the following definition:

Definition 3. The measurable function u is said to be a weak solution
to the PDE (1) with it’s initial value u0 to be in L1(R) if the following
holds :

• The functions u and f(u) are in the space L1
loc(R× (0,∞)),

• The function u satisfy the Eq. (2) in R × (0,∞) i.e., for all
ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R× (0,∞)), there holds
∫ ∞

0

∫ +∞

−∞

(uϕt + f(u)ϕx) dxdt = 0

• The function u satisfy the equation,

∀[a, b] ⊂ R, lim
t→0+

∫ b

a

u(x, t)dx =

∫ b

a

u0(x)dx.

Theorem 2. Assume now that the function f is convex and satisfy

lim
|p|→∞

f(p)

|p|
= ∞.

Let u0 ∈ L∞(R), V be it’s corresponding value function as defined in
(15) and set u := ∂V

∂x
. Then, from the Theorem 1, the function u is a

weak solution obtained from the Hamilton-Jacobi method. There holds
the following :

(1) (Comparison Principle.) For u10, u20 ∈ L∞(R), let u1, u2 be the
respective solutions obtained from the Hamilton-Jacobi method.
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Then, for a.e x ∈ R, a.e t ∈ (0,∞), there holds the implication,

u10(x) ≤ u20(x) =⇒ u1(x, t) ≤ u2(x, t) (23)

(2) For u10, u20 ∈ L1(R), let u10n, u20n be the respective sequence
of functions in L∞(R) ∩ L1(R) such that ui0n(x) converges to
ui0(x) in L

1(R), for i = 1, 2. Let u1n, u2n be the corresponding
solutions obtained from the Hamilton-Jacobi method for the ini-
tial data u10n, u20n respectively. Then, for i = 1, 2, for T > 0,
we have

• {u1n}, {u2n} are cauchy sequences in L1(R× (0, T )).
• For ui to be the limit of {uin} in L1(R × (0, T )) and for
0 < τ < T , we have,

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ T

τ

|u1(x, t)− u2(x, t)|dxdt

≤ (T − τ)

∫ ∞

−∞

|u10(x)− u20(x)| dx.

(24)

• If for i ∈ {1, 2}, the functions {vi0n}n∈N converges to ui0
in L1(R) with vi0n ∈ L∞(R) ∩ L1(R), then for a.e (x, t) in
R× (0,∞), we see that

ui(x, t) = vi(x, t), (25)

where, vi := limn→∞ vin in L1(R× (0, T )), ∀T > 0.
(3) Now, let u0 ∈ L1(R). As in the previous point (2), upon ap-

proximating u0 by functions {u0n ∈ L∞}, one has the existence
of solutions {un} for the scalar conservation law with the ini-
tial condition taken as u0n. Take u to be the limit of {un} in
L1(R× (0, T )), ∀T > 0, as in the previous point (2). Then, for
any compact set K ⊂ R× (0,∞), we have

• The function u is in L∞(K).
• The function u satisfy∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

[
uϕt + f(u)ϕx

]
(x, t)dxdt = 0, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R× (0,∞)).

• Furthermore, the function u also satisfy,

lim
t→0+

∫ b

a

u(x, t)dx =

∫ b

a

u0(x)dx, ∀[a, b] ⊂ R.
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Theorem 3. Let f : R 7→ R be a convex function such that

lim
p→±∞

f(p)

p
= µ±,

with µ− ≤ 0 ≤ µ+ and u0 ∈ L1(R). Then, there exist a weak solution
u ∈ L1

loc(R× (0,∞)) to the PDE (1) as mentioned in Definition 3 with
the initial data u0. Moreover, suppose that u10 and u20 are in L1(R)
and if the corresponding weak solutions are u1 and u2 in the space
L1
loc(R× (0,∞)), then for a.e t > 0, they satisfy

∫ ∞

−∞

|u1(x, t)− u2(x, t)|dx ≤

∫ ∞

−∞

|u10(x)− u20(x)|dx. (26)

Furthermore, for any compact set K ⊂ R× (0,∞), we have

• The function u is in L∞(K).
• The function u satisfy∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

[
uϕt + f(u)ϕx

]
(x, t)dxdt = 0, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R× (0,∞)).

• Finally, the function u also satisfy,

lim
t→0+

∫ b

a

u(x, t) =

∫ b

a

u0(x)dx, ∀[a, b] ⊂ R.

Prerequisites for proving the Main Theorems.

The idea of the proof(s) rely on the approach by [Ole59] and a sta-
bility result, along with some related lemmas which are stated below.
We start proving the main theorems by first assuming the following:

(1) f : R 7→ R is convex.
(2) f has super-linear growth.
(3) For ǫ > 0, let ηǫ be the mollifying sequence and define

fǫ(x) := f ∗ ηǫ(x) =

∫

R

f(y)ηǫ(x− y)dy. (27)

Then, we see the following :
• For every ǫ > 0, the functions {fǫ} are in C∞(R).
• For ǫ > 0, fǫ is convex.
• The functions {fǫ} converges uniformly to f on compact
subsets of R as ǫ→ 0.

• For every 0 < ǫ < 1, the functions fǫ has super-linear
growth and the super-linear growth is uniform.

Lemma 1. Let f be a real valued function which is convex and has
super-linear growth. Also, define the mollified function fǫ as in Eq. (27).
Then, there holds the following,
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(1) f ∗ : R 7→ R is convex and has superlinear growth.
(2) As ǫ→ 0, we see that the Fenchel dual of the mollified function

f ∗
ǫ goes to f ∗ uniformly on compact sets.

(3) As ǫ→ 0, we see that

lim
|q|→∞

f ∗(q)

|q|
= ∞, lim

|q|→∞
inf

0≤ǫ≤1

f ∗
ǫ (q)

|q|
= ∞.

(4) Let α ∈ C∞
c (B(0, 1)) be a non-negative function such that

∫

R

α(s) ds = 1.

For ǫ > 0, let
{
αǫ(x) :=

1
ǫ
α
(
x
ǫ

)}
be the mollifying sequence of

the function α. For every F : R 7→ R, a convex function with
super-linear growth, the function

Fǫ(x) := (αǫ ∗ F ) (x) + ǫx2, (28)

satisfy the properties (1)-(3) mentioned in the assumptions.
Moreover, the functions Fǫ is uniformly convex with respect to
ǫ.

For the proof of the lemma (1), refer (2nd) part of the Appendix
mentioned at the end of this note.

Lemma 2. Assume the hypothesis of the Theorem 1. Then, there holds
the following. (see [CH64a], [CH64b], [Lax57]).

(1) The function x 7→ V (x, t) is a lipshitz function for all t > 0 and
we have

|V (x, t)− V (y, t)| ≤ lip(v0)|x− y|.

(2) There exist M > 0 such that

V (x, t) = inf

{
v0(y) + tf ∗

(
x− y

t

)
;

∣∣∣∣
x− y

t

∣∣∣∣ ≤M

}
.

(3) The set Ch(x, s, t) is bounded and non-empty.
(4) We have the equality V (x, s, t) = V (x, t), for all 0 ≤ s < t. We

also see that the function (x, t) 7→ V (x, t) is a lipshitz function
with V (x, 0) = v0(x).

(5) Set u := ∂
∂x
V . Then, u is a weak solution of the PDE (1) with

‖u‖∞ ≤ ‖u0‖∞.

Proof. Plug y = x in (15) to get

V (x, t) ≤ v0(x) + tf ∗(0). (29)



A Note on L
1
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From the property of super-linear growth of f ∗, we can choose q0 > 0
such that for all q ≥ q0 ≥ 1, we have f ∗(q) ≥

[
lip(v0)+2|f ∗(0)|

]
|q| and

so, for all
∣∣x−y

t

∣∣ ≥ q0, we see that

v0(y) + tf ∗

(
x− y

t

)
≥ v0(x) + (v0(y)− v0(x)) +

[
lip(v0) + 2|f ∗(0)|

]
|x− y|

≥ v0(x)− lip(v0)|x− y|+
[
lip(v0) + 2|f ∗(0)|

]
|x− y|

= v0(x) + 2t|f ∗(0)|

∣∣∣∣
x− y

t

∣∣∣∣
≥ v0(x) + 2t|f ∗(0)|.

(30)

The inequalities (29) , (30) along with
∣∣x−y

t

∣∣ ≥ q0 ≥ 1, for M = q0,
we have

V (x, t) = inf

{
v0(y) + tf ∗

(
x− y

t

)
;

∣∣∣∣
x− y

t

∣∣∣∣ ≤M

}
. (31)

The function f ∗ is convex and so is continuous, which gives Ch(x, t) to
be nonempty and that infimum becomes minimum in (31), i.e

V (x, t) = min

{
v0(y) + tf ∗

(
x− y

t

)
;

∣∣∣∣
x− y

t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ M

}
. (32)

So, for x, z ∈ R, y ∈ Ch(z, t), for all η > 0, we have

V (x, t)− V (z, t) ≤ v0(η) + tf ∗

(
x− η

t

)
− v0(y)− tf ∗

(
z − y

t

)
. (33)

Set η = x− z + y to get

V (x, t)− V (z, t) ≤ lip(v0)|x− z|. (34)

Interchange x↔ z to obtain

|V (x, t)− V (z, t)| ≤ lip(v0)|x− z|, (35)

which proves the first two parts of the lemma and thus we have the
function V (x, s, t) to be lipshitz in x−variable with the estimates,

|V (x, s, t)− V (z, s, t)| ≤ lip
(
V (., s)

)
|x− z| ≤ lip(v0)|x− z|, (36)

V (x, s, t) = inf

{
V (y, s) + (t− s)f ∗

(
x− y

t− s

)
;

∣∣∣∣
x− y

t− s

∣∣∣∣ ≤M

}
. (37)

The functions f ∗ and y 7→ V (y, s) are continuous imply that the set
Ch(x, s, t) is non-empty and bounded, which concludes the third point
of the lemma.
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Define a new function γ(θ) := x +
(
x−y
t−s

)
(θ − t), which satisfy the

equality γ(0) = η′. Thus, η′ satisfy

x− η′

t
=
x− y

t− s
=
y − η′

s
, (38)

and so, we have

V (x, s, t) ≤ V (y, s) + (t− s)f ∗

(
x− y

t− s

)

≤ v0(η
′) + sf ∗

(
y − η′

s

)
+ (t− s)f ∗

(
x− y

t− s

)

= v0(η
′) + sf ∗

(
x− η′

t

)
+ (t− s)f ∗

(
x− η′

t

)

= v0(η
′) + tf ∗

(
x− η′

t

)
.

(39)

Taking the infimum over η′ gives

V (x, s, t) ≤ V (x, t). (40)

To prove the other side of the inequality, as the sets Ch(x, s, t) and
Ch(x, t) are non-empty, let α ∈ Ch(x, s, t) and β ∈ Ch(α, s). The
convexity of f ∗ along with the equality,

x− β

t
=
x− α

t− s

(
1−

s

t

)
+
α− β

s

(s
t

)
, (41)

gives

tf ∗

(
x− β

t

)
≤ (t− s)f ∗

(
x− α

t− s

)
+ sf ∗

(
α− β

s

)
. (42)

Hence, we have

V (x, s, t) = V (α, s) + (t− s)f ∗

(
x− α

t− s

)

= v0(β) + sf ∗

(
α− β

s

)
+ (t− s)f ∗

(
x− α

t− s

)

≥ v0(β) + tf ∗

(
x− β

t

)

≥ V (x, t),

(43)

which concludes the fourth point of the lemma.
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To prove the latter of the fourth point of the lemma, first observe
that for 0 ≤ t1 < t2, for all y ∈ R, there holds

V (x, t2) ≤ V (x, t1, t2) ≤ V (y, t1) + (t2 − t1)f
∗

(
x− y

t2 − t1

)
. (44)

Setting y = x, we get

V (x, t2)− V (x, t1) ≤ f ∗(0)(t2 − t1). (45)

For η̃ ∈ Ch(x, t2), we see that
∣∣∣∣
x− η̃

t2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ M (46)

and so, for all y ∈ R, we get

V (x, t2)− V (x, t1) ≥ v0(η̃) + t2f
∗

(
x− η̃

t2

)

− v0(y)− t1f
∗

(
x− y

t1

)
.

(47)

Choose y such that

x− η̃

t2
=
x− y

t1
⇐⇒ y − η̃ =

t2 − t1
t2

(x− η̃) , (48)

so that along with Eq. (46), we get

|y − η̃| ≤M |t2 − t1|. (49)

Hence, there holds

V (x, t2)− V (x, t1) ≥ v0(η̃)− v0(y) + (t2 − t1)f
∗

(
x− η̃

t2

)

≥ −lip(v0)|η̃ − y| − λ(t2 − t1),

(50)

where, λ := sup{|f ∗(z)|; |z| ≤M}. Setting

C1 := |f ∗(0)|+ lip(v0) + λ, (51)

and along with Eq. (45) and Eq. (50), we see that

|V (x, t2)− V (x, t1)| ≤ C1|t2 − t1|. (52)

As a consequence, we get

|V (x1, t1)− V (x2, t2)| ≤ |V (x1, t2)− V (x1, t1)|+ |V (x1, t2)− V (x2, t2)|

≤ lip(v0)|x1 − x2|+ C1|t2 − t1|,
(53)

which concludes that the function V is lipshitz continuous.
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To prove the last point of the lemma, first observe that V is a vis-
cosity solution to the Hamilton Jacobi equation,

{
Vt + f(Vx) = 0, x ∈ R, t > 0

V (x, 0) = v0(x), x ∈ R.
(54)

The function V is differentiable a.e and from the “Touching by a C1

function” lemma in [Eva98, Chapter 10], for a.e (x, t) ∈ R × (0,∞),
the function V satisfy the PDE (54) point-wise.
Now, choose ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R× [0,∞)) and multiply (54) by ϕx to get
∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

[
Vtϕx + f(Vx)ϕx

]
dxdt = 0. (55)

As the function V is lipshitz, it is differentiable almost everywhere by
the Rademacher’s theorem and so we see that∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

Vtϕxdxdt = −

∫ ∞

−∞

V (x, 0)ϕx(x, 0)dx−

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

V (x, t)ϕxtdxdt

=

∫ ∞

−∞

(v0)xϕ(x, 0)dx+

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

Vx(x, t)ϕtdxdt

(56)

Finally, the Eq. (55), u = ∂
∂x
V and u0(x) =

∂
∂x
v0 tells

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

[
uϕt + f(u)ϕx

]
dxdt+

∫ ∞

−∞

u0(x)ϕ(x, 0)dx = 0, (57)

and that

‖u‖∞ =

∥∥∥∥
∂V

∂x

∥∥∥∥
∞

≤ lip(v0) ≤ ‖u0‖∞. (58)

�

Next, we state a lemma based on [ASVG20].

Lemma 3 (Stability Result). Let {ǫn}n∈N be a sequence going to 0
and let the functions f and fn := fǫn satisfy the prerequisites (1) -
(3). Furthermore, for u0 ∈ L∞(R), set v0 to be the primitive (lipshitz)
function i.e,

v0(x) =

∫ x

0

u0(t)dt.

Also, let V and Vn be the corresponding value functions defined in (15)
for the flux f and fn respectively. Then, we have the following results:

(1) We have that Vn converges to V uniformly on compact subsets
of R× [0,∞) as n→ ∞.
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(2) Let 0 ≤ s < t, x ∈ R and set Chn(x, s, t) to be the charecteristic
set related to Vn, Ch(x, s, t) to be the charectersitic set relating
V as defined in (15). Set

lim
n→∞

xn = x, lim
n→∞

yn = y, lim
n→∞

tn = t, lim
n→∞

sn = s.

Then, for yn ∈ Chn(xn, sn, tn), we see that the point y is in
Ch(x, s, t).

(3) Let u := ∂
∂x
V and set un := ∂

∂x
Vn. Then, for any ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R×
(0,∞)), we see that u satisfy Eq. (2) i.e.

∫ ∞

0

∫ +∞

−∞

(uϕt + f(u)ϕx) dxdt+

∫ ∞

−∞

u0(x)ϕ(x, 0) dx = 0,

and

lim
n→∞

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

unϕ dxdt =

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

uϕ dxdt.

Proof. From the assumptions (1) - (3), for all n ∈ N, we see that

lim
|q|→∞

fn(q)

|q|
≥ lim

|q|→∞
inf
j

fj(q)

|q|
= ∞. (59)

The proof in the lemma 2 suggests that for the constant

M := lip(v0) + 2 sup
n

|f ∗
n(0)|,

we have

Vn(x, t) = inf

{
v0(y) + tf ∗

n

(
x− y

t

)
;

∣∣∣∣
x− y

t

∣∣∣∣ ≤M

}
. (60)

The lemma 1 tells that the sequence {f ∗
n} converges to f ∗ uniformly

on compact subsets of R and thus, there holds the statement :

λ := sup
n∈N

sup{|f ∗
n(z)|; |z| ≤M} is bounded. (61)

From Eq. (52), for C1 := supn |f
∗
n(0)|+ lip(v0) + λ, we get

|Vn(x, t1)− Vn(x, t2)| ≤ C1|t1 − t2|,

|Vn(x1, t)− Vn(x2, t)| ≤ lip(v0)|x1 − x2|.
(62)

The Arzela-Ascoli theorem gives the existence of a subsequence {Vnk
}

and a continuous function V such that Vnk
converges to V uniformly

on compact subsets.
Now, it suffices to show that the function V is in fact the value

function for the flux f . For (x, t) ∈ R× (0,∞), yn ∈ Chn(x, t), we have∣∣∣∣
x− yn
t

∣∣∣∣ ≤M,
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and so there is a subsequence {ynk
} converging to y ∈ R. Thus, for

(z, t) ∈ R× (0,∞), there holds

V (x, t) = lim
nk→∞

Vnk
(x, t) = lim

nk→∞

[
v0(ynk

) + tf ∗
nk

(
x− ynk

t

)]

≤ lim
nk→∞

[
v0(z) + tf ∗

nk

(
x− z

t

)]
,

(63)

which along with the facts that the function v0 being lipshitz continuous
and the functions f ∗

n being uniformly continuous, implies

V (x, t) ≤ v0(y) + tf ∗

(
x− y

t

)
≤ v0(z) + tf ∗

(
x− z

t

)
. (64)

So, we have

V (x, t) = inf

{
v0(z) + tf ∗

(
x− z

t

)
;

∣∣∣∣
x− z

t

∣∣∣∣ ≤M

}
, (65)

which is precisely the value function corresponding to v0 and f ∗ and
this concludes the first part of the lemma.
For the second part of the lemma, for z ∈ R and 0 ≤ s < t, there

holds

Vn(xn, sn, tn) ≤ Vn(yn, sn) + (tn − sn)f
∗
n

(
xn − yn
tn − sn

)

≤ Vn(z, sn) + (tn − sn)f
∗
n

(
xn − z

tn − sn

)
.

(66)

The sequence {yn} is bounded as
∣∣∣xn−yntn−sn

∣∣∣ ≤ M and therefore, for y a

limit point, there is a subsequence {ynk
} converging to y. The first

part of this lemma and the (Lemma 2) tells that

V (x, s, t) = lim
n→∞

Vnk
(xnk

, snk
, tnk

)

= V (y, s) + (t− s)f ∗

(
x− y

t− s

)

≤ V (z, s) + (t− s)f ∗

(
x− z

t− s

)
,

(67)

which tells that y ∈ Ch(x, s, t) and this proves the second part of the
lemma.
For the last part of the lemma, observe that u = ∂V

∂x
satisfies Eq. (2),

by the Item 5 of the Lemma 2. Now, fix a function ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R×(0,∞)).

Since V and Vn’s are lipshitz continuous functions, the first part of this
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Lemma 3 along with integration by parts gives the following integral
equalities :
∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

u(x, t)ϕ(x, t)dxdt =

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

(
∂

∂x
V (x, t)

)
ϕ(x, t)dxdt

= −

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

V (x, t)

(
∂

∂x
ϕ(x, t)

)
dxdt

= − lim
n→∞

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

Vn(x, t)

(
∂

∂x
ϕ(x, t)

)
dxdt

= lim
n→∞

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

(
∂

∂x
Vn(x, t)

)
ϕ(x, t)dxdt

= lim
n→∞

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

un(x, t)ϕ(x, t)dxdt,

(68)

which concludes the third point of the lemma. �

Now, we state the Lax-Olĕınik approach for explicit formula and the
one sided inequality. The proof can be found in [Eva98].

Lemma 4. Assume that the function f : R 7→ R is uniformly convex
with f ′′(θ) ≥ C > 0, for all θ in R. For u0 ∈ L∞(R), let v0 be the
primitive of u0 and V be the associated value function as in (12) and
(15). The function u := ∂V

∂x
is a weak solution to the PDE (1) and for

t > 0, the function y(x, t) = y+(x, t), defined in (16) satisfy,

• The mapping x 7→ y(x, t) is a non-decreasing function.
• For a.e x ∈ R, there holds the equality

u(x, t) = (f ∗)′
(
x− y(x, t)

t

)
(69)

Furthermore, the function u satify the Olĕınik-one-sided inequlaity men-
tioned in (3) i.e.

u(x+ z, t)− u(x, t) ≤ C(1 + t−1)z

Remark 3. Here, since f is uniformly convex, we have (f ∗)′ = (f ′)−1.
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Proof of the Main Theorems.

First, let’s recall some known results whose proofs can be found in
[Eva98].
Assume that the function f : R 7→ R is uniformly convex with

f ′′(θ) ≥ C > 0, for all θ ∈ R. Choose a non-negative function
ρ ∈ C∞

c (R2) such that

• The support of the function ρ satisfies

supp(ρ) ⊂ {(x, t) ∈ R
2; t ≤ 0}.

• The intgeral of ρ is 1, i.e
∫

R2

ρ(x, t)dxdt = 1. (70)

For ǫ > 0, let {
ρǫ(x, t) :=

1

ǫ2
ρ

(
x

ǫ
,
t

ǫ

)}
,

be the mollifying sequence for the function ρ and for h ∈ L∞(R), set

hǫ(x, t) := (ρǫ ∗ h) (x, t). (71)

Then, the function hǫ ∈ C∞(R2) and there holds the inequality,

‖hǫ‖∞ ≤ ‖h‖∞. (72)

Suppose there exist C1 > 0 such that for all t > 0, for a.e x ∈ R, z > 0,
the function h satisfy

h(x+ z, t)− h(x, t)

z
≤
C1

t
, (73)

Then, we have

∂

∂x
hǫ(x, t) = lim

z→0+

hǫ(x+ z, t)− hǫ(x, t)

z

= lim
z→0+

∫ 0

τ=−∞

∫ ∞

y=−∞

(
h(x− y + z, t− τ)− h(x− y, t− τ)

z

)
ρǫ(y, τ)dydτ

≤

∫ 0

τ=−∞

∫ ∞

y=−∞

(
C1

t− τ

)
ρǫ(y, τ)dydτ

≤
C1

t
.

(74)
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contraction of Lax-Olĕınik solution of the SCL. 19

For h1, h2 ∈ L∞(R2), define the quantities,

H(x, t) :=
f(h1(x, t))− f(h2(x, t))

h1(x, t)− h2(x, t)

=

∫ 1

0

f ′
[
λh1(x, t) + (1− λ)h2(x, t)

]
dλ,

(75)

Hǫ(x, t) :=

∫ 1

0

f ′
[
λh1ǫ(x, t) + (1− λ)h2ǫ(x, t)

]
dλ, (76)

M := max
λ∈[0,1]

‖λh1 + (1− λ)h2‖∞,

L := max
θ∈[−M,M ]

|f ′(θ)|,

L1 := max
θ∈[−M,M ]

|f ′′(θ)|.

(77)

The notations (75) - (77) yield the following conclusions:

(1) The value max (‖H‖∞, ‖Hǫ‖∞) is less than or equal to L.
(2) The function Hǫ is in the space C1(R2).
(3) The functions Hǫ converges to H in L1

loc(R
2) as ǫ goes to 0.

(4) Suppose that h1, h2 satisfy (73), then from (74), for t > 0, we
have

∂

∂x

[
λh1ǫ(x, t) + (1− λ)h2ǫ(x, t)

]
≤
C1

t
. (78)

(5) As f ′′ is assumed to be positive, the relation (76) tells that for
t > 0, we have

∂Hǫ

∂x
(x, t) =

∫ 1

0

f ′′(λh1,ǫ + (1− λ)h2,ǫ)
∂

∂x
[λh1ǫ + (1− λ)h2,ǫ] dλ

≤
C1

t

∫ 1

0

f ′′(λh1,ǫ + (1− λ)h2,ǫ)dλ

≤
C1L1

t
.

(79)

Assuming the properties mentioned in (70) - (79), we have the following
lemma.

Lemma 5. Let f be a uniformly convex function with u10, u20 ∈ L∞(R)
and let u1 and u2 be two weak solutions to the PDE (1) satisfying
the Olĕınik-one-sided inequality (3). Then, for a < b, 0 < τ < T ,
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ψ ∈ C∞
c ((a, b)× (τ, T )), there holds that

∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

(u1 − u2)ψ dxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖ψ‖∞(T − τ)

∫ b+LT

a−LT

|u10(x)− u20(x)|dx.

(80)

Proof. Setting u(x, t) ≡ 0 for t < 0, we can assume that the functions
ui ∈ L∞(R2), for i = 1, 2. For i = 1, 2, define hi to be ui and hiǫ to
be uiǫ. Furthermore, set H , Hǫ to be the functions as in (75) and (76).
Now, for (x, t) ∈ R

2, define the following:

• w0(x) := u10(x)− u20(x),
• w(x, t) := u1(x, t)− u2(x, t),
• A function χ(θ) ≡ χ(θ, x, t) which solves the ODE :





dχ

dθ
(θ) = Hǫ(χ(θ, x, t), θ)

χ(t, x, t) = x
(81)

• The function ϕ which is a solution to




(
∂ϕ

∂t
+Hǫ

∂ϕ

∂x

)
(x, t) = ψ(x, t), t < T, x ∈ R,

ϕ(x, T ) = 0, ∀x ∈ R.

(82)

i.e the function ϕ is given by

ϕ(x, t) = −

∫ T

t

ψ(χ(θ, x, t), θ)dθ. (83)

• View H(x, t) and Hǫ(x, t) as functions of the form H(ξ, t) and
Hǫ(ξ, t). The Eq. (81) gives





d

dθ

(
∂χ

∂x

)
=
∂Hǫ

∂ξ
(χ(θ, x, t), θ)

∂χ

∂x
(θ, x, t),

∂χ

∂x
(t, x, t) = 1,

(84)

which tells that

∂χ

∂x
(θ, x, t) =

∫ θ

t

exp

(∫ s

t

∂Hǫ

∂ξ
(χ(α, x, t), α) dα

)
ds. (85)

Thus, the function ∂χ

∂x
is non negative and from (79), along with C2 =

C1L1, we have

∂χ

∂x
(θ, x, t) ≤

∫ θ

t

exp
(
C2 log

(s
t

))
ds ≤

θC2+1

C2tC2
. (86)
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Hence, for 0 < t < T and for C3 :=
TC2+2

C2(C2+1)
, we see that

∣∣∣∣
∂ϕ

∂x
(x, t)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
∫ T

t

∂ψ

∂ξ
(χ(θ, x, t), θ)

∂χ

∂x
(θ, x, t)dθ

∣∣∣∣

≤
C3

tC2

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
∂ψ

∂ξ

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
∞

.

(87)

As suppψ is contained in {(x, t); t > τ}, for 0 < t < τ, x ∈ R, t < θ < τ ,
we have

d

dθ
ϕ(χ(θ, x, t), θ) =

(
∂ϕ

∂t
+Hǫ

∂ϕ

∂x

)
(χ(θ, x, t), θ)

= ψ(χ(θ, x, t), θ)

= 0.

(88)

This tells that ϕ(x, t) = ϕ(χ(τ, x, t), τ). Thus, the mean value theorem
implies for 0 < t < τ ,

∫ ∞

−∞

∣∣∣∣
∂ϕ

∂x
(x, t)

∣∣∣∣ dx ≤

∫ ∞

−∞

∣∣∣∣
∂ϕ

∂x
(x, τ)

∣∣∣∣ dx. (89)

Now, since u1 and u2 are weak solutions, for 0 < τ1 < τ < T , there
holds

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

0

wψdxdt =

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

0

w

(
∂ϕ

∂t
+Hǫ

∂ϕ

∂x

)
dxdt

:= −I1 + I2 + I3,

(90)

where, the terms Ij ’s are given by

I1 :=

∫ ∞

−∞

w0(x)ϕ(x, 0)dx,

I2 :=

∫ τ1

0

∫ ∞

−∞

(Hǫ −H)
∂ϕ

∂x
wdxdt,

I3 :=

∫ T

τ1

∫ ∞

−∞

(Hǫ −H)
∂ϕ

∂x
wdxdt.

(91)

Estimation of I1, I2, I3 :
From Eq. (81), for x ∈ R, 0 ≤ t < θ < T , we have

χ(θ, x, t) = χ(t, x, t) +

∫ θ

t

Hǫ(χ(s, x, t), s)ds. (92)

For 0 < θ < T , the Eq. (52) and Eq. (92) tells

|χ(θ, x, 0)− x| ≤ ‖Hǫ‖∞T ≤ LT. (93)
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Thus, there holds

x− LT ≤ χ(θ, x, t) ≤ x+ LT. (94)

Therefore, if x+LT ≤ a ⇐⇒ x ≤ a−LT , then we have χ(θ, x, t) ≤ a.
If x− LT ≥ b ⇐⇒ x ≥ b+ LT , then we have χ(θ, x, t) ≥ b.
Thus, the Eq. (83) tells ϕ(x, t) = 0 for x /∈ [a− LT, b+ LT ] and

|ϕ(x, t)| ≤ ‖ψ‖∞(T − τ). (95)

Therefore, I1 can be estimated as

|I1| =

∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

−∞

w0(x)ϕ(x, 0)dx

∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖ψ‖∞(T − τ)

∫ b+LT

a−LT

|w0(x)|dx.

(96)

For the part of I2, for 0 < τ1 < τ < T , the conclusion (1) and (94)
yields

|I2| =

∣∣∣∣
∫ τ1

0

∫ ∞

−∞

(Hǫ −H)
∂ϕ

∂x
wdxdt

∣∣∣∣

≤ 2‖w‖∞Lτ1

∫ ∞

−∞

∣∣∣∣
∂ϕ

∂x
(x, τ)

∣∣∣∣ dx.
︸ ︷︷ ︸

goes to 0 as τ1 goes to 0.

(97)

Lastly, the estimation on I3 can be done in the following way. The
conclusion (1) gives the convergence of Hǫ to H in L1

loc. Therefore,
(87) and (95) gives

|I3| =

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

τ1

∫ ∞

−∞

(Hǫ −H)
∂ϕ

∂x
wdxdt

∣∣∣∣

≤

∫ T

τ1

∫ b+LT

a−LT

|Hǫ −H|

∣∣∣∣
∂ϕ

∂x

∣∣∣∣ |w|dxdt

≤
C3‖

∂ψ

∂ξ
‖∞

τC2

1

‖w‖∞

∫ T

τ

∫ b+LT

a−LT

|Hǫ −H|dxdt.

︸ ︷︷ ︸
goes to 0 as ǫ goes to 0.

(98)

Sending ǫ to 0 and then τ1 to 0, tells |I2|+ |I3| → 0. Thus, by (90) and
(96), we see that

∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

−∞

∫ T

0

wψdxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖ψ‖∞(T − τ)

∫ b+LT

a−LT

|w0(x)|dx, (99)

which proves the lemma.
�
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Using the above results, we now prove the Theorem (1), the Theorem
(2) and the Theorem (3).

Proof of the Theorem (1). The first four parts of the Theorem (1)
follows from the Lemma (2). To conclude the theorem, we have to
prove the last part of it. Define fη as in (28), with renaming ǫ to be η,
set

fη(p) := (f ∗ αη)(p) + ηp2.

Then, {fη} is uniformly convex, smooth and converges to f on compact
subsets by the Lemma 1. Since, f is convex, f ′ exists almost everywhere
and the Dominated Convergence Theorem gives

f ′
η(p) = (f ′ ∗ αη)(p) + 2ηp. (100)

Set

M := max{‖u10‖∞, ‖u20‖∞}

Iη := [−M − η,M + η]

L := lim sup
η→0

{|f ′(q)|; q ∈ Iη}.

Then, for |p| ≤M , we have

|f ′
η(p)| ≤ |(f ′ ∗ αη)(p)|+ 2ηM

≤ sup{|f ′(q)|; q ∈ Iη}+ 2ηM,
(101)

and hence, we see that

lim
η→0

|f ′
η(p)| ≤ L. (102)

For i = 1, 2, define uiη to be the weak solution to the PDE :




∂

∂t
uiη +

∂

∂x

[
fiη(uiη)

]
= 0; x ∈ R, t > 0,

uiη(x, 0) = ui0(x); x ∈ R,
(103)

and set ωη := u1η − u2η. Also, set w0 := u10 − u20.
For 0 < τ < T , a < b, ψ ∈ C∞

c ((a, b)× (τ, T )), the Lemma (5) gives
∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

0

ωηψdxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖ψ‖∞(T − τ)

∫ b+LT

a−LT

|ω0(x)|dx. (104)

On the compact set supp(ψ), Lemma 1 tells that fη converges to f .
Now, from the Stability Lemma (3), ωη converges to ω in D ′(R×(0,∞))
as η goes to 0. Thus, sending η to 0, we see that

∣∣∣∣
∫ b

a

∫ T

τ

ωψdxdt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖ψ‖∞(T − τ)

∫ b+LT

a−LT

|ω0(x)|dx. (105)
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Now, letting ψ → ω
|ω|

gives

∫ b

a

∫ T

τ

|ω|dxdt ≤ (T − τ)

∫ b+LT

a−LT

|ω0(x)|dx. (106)

Thus for a.e T > 0, by the Lebesgue differentiation theorem (refer
[Ste70]), we have

lim
τ→T

1

T − τ

∫ T

τ

(∫ b

a

|ω(x, θ)|dx

)
dθ =

∫ b

a

|ω(x, T )|dx, (107)

which proves the fifth point of the first theorem i.e.

∫ b

a

|ω(x, T )|dx ≤

∫ b+LT

a−LT

|ω0(x)|dx. (108)

�

Proof of the Theorem (2). Set ω0 := u10−u20 which is non positive
function and let 0 < τ < T , ψ ∈ C1

0 (R× (0, T )) be a function such that

ψ(x, t) ≥ 0, ∀(x, t) ∈ R× (0,∞). (109)

Let ϕ be as in (82) which tells ϕ(x, 0) ≤ 0 for all x ∈ R by (83) and by
assumption, ω0 ≤ 0. Now, from (83) and (90), we have

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

0

(u1(x, t)− u2(x, t))ψ(x, t)dxdt

= −

∫ ∞

−∞

ω0(x)ϕ(x, 0)dx+

∫ T

0

∫ ∞

−∞

(Hǫ −H)
∂ϕ

∂x
ωdxdt

≤

∫ T

0

∫ ∞

−∞

(Hǫ −H)
∂ϕ

∂x
ωdxdt −→

ǫ→0
0.

(110)

Thus, for all positive ψ ∈ C1
0((a, b)× (τ, T )), we see that

∫ b

a

∫ T

τ

[
u1(x, t)− u2(x, t)

]
ψ(x, t)dxdt ≤ 0, (111)

which tells that for a.e (x, t) ∈ R× (0,∞), the functional inequality

u1(x, t) ≤ u2(x, t), (112)

which proves the first part of the theorem.
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For a = −∞, b = +∞, for i ∈ {1, 2}, we have
∫ ∞

−∞

∫ T

τ

|uin(x, t)− uim(x, t)|dxdt

≤ (T − τ)

∫ ∞

−∞

|u0in(x)− u0im(x)|dx,

︸ ︷︷ ︸
goes to 0 as n,m→∞, by hypothesis.

(113)

which tells that {uin} is a cauchy sequence in L1(R × (τ, T )). Thus,
there exists ui ∈ L1(R × (0, T )) such that limn→∞ uin(x, t) = ui(x, t).
The L1 contraction property then gives

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ T

τ

|u1(x, t)− u2(x, t)|dxdt

= lim
n→∞

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ T

τ

|u1n(x, t)− u2n(x, t)|dxdt

≤ (T − τ) lim
n→∞

∫ ∞

−∞

|u10n(x)− u20n(x)|dx

= (T − τ)

∫ ∞

−∞

|u10(x)− u20(x)|dx,

(114)

which proves Eq. (24) and taking u10 = u20 in Eq. (114) gives Eq. (25).
Finally, we have

lim
τ→T

1

T − τ

∫ T

τ

(∫

R

|u1(x, t)− u2(x, t)|dx
)
dt =

∫

R

|u1(x, T )− u2(x, T )|dx.

So, for a.e T > 0, we have
∫

R

|u1(x, T )− u2(x, T )|dx ≤

∫ ∞

−∞

|u10(x)− u20(x)|dx.

From the last part of this theorem, we have for u0 ∈ L1(R), the
function constructed u is in L1(R × (0, T )). But, it is not yet clear if
f(u(x, t)) is well defined and satisfy the equation (1). We shall prove
this in several steps.
Let u0 ∈ L1(R) and u0n ∈ L∞(R) ∩ L1(R) such that u0n converges

to u0 in L1(R) as n goes to infinity. Let ǫ > 0 and fǫ be as in (28).
Let Vǫ,n be the value function as in (15) with the flux fǫ and the initial
data u0n. Furethermore, let the corresponding charecteristic set be
Chǫ,n(x, t) with y±,ǫ,n(x, t) as defined in (15), (16). Let K be a compact
subset of R× (0,∞). Then, the following holds.
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Step 1: There exist C ≡ C(K) > 0, independent of ǫ and n such that
for any (x, t) ∈ K, n > 0, y ∈ Chǫ,n(x, t), there holds

|y| ≤ C(K). (115)

Proof. Suppose not, then there is a sequence ǫk → 0, (xk, tk) ∈
K, nk → ∞, yk ∈ Chǫk,nk

(xk, tk) such that,
• limk→∞(xk, tk) = (x0, t0) ∈ K.
• limk→∞ |yk| = ∞.

Since, yk ∈ Chǫk,nk
(xk, tk), we see that for all z ∈ R, there holds

Vǫk,nk
(xk, tk) = v0nk

(yk) + tkf
∗
ǫk

(
xk − yk
tk

)

≤ v0nk
(z) + tkf

∗
ǫk

(
xk − z

tk

)
,

where,

v0,nk
(z) :=

∫ z

0

u0,nk
(θ)dθ.

From the convergence of u0,n to u0 in L
1, we see that there here

exists k0 ≥ 1 such that for all z and for all k ≥ k0, we have

|v0,nk
(z)| ≤

∫ ∞

−∞

|u0,nk
(θ)|dθ ≤ 2

∫ ∞

−∞

|u0(θ)|dθ.

Also, note that compact set K lies strictly in the upper half
plane, which tells that for all (x, t) ∈ K, the time factor t is
strictly bigger than some positive number. Now, for k ≥ k0,
evaluating at z = 0, we have

tkf
∗
ǫk

(
xk − yk
tk

)
≤ 2‖u0‖L1 + tkf

∗
ǫk

(
xk
tk

)
.

Letting k going to infinity, we see that

lim
k→∞

f ∗
ǫk

(
xk − yk
tk

)
≤

2‖u0‖L1

t0
+ f ∗

(
x0
t0

)
. (116)

Now, fǫ goes to f on compact sets tells that fǫ is uniformly
bounded on [−1, 1]. So, by the definition of the Fenchel dual,
there exist q0 ≥ 1 such that for |q| ≥ q0 and for the particular
p = q

|q|
, there holds

f ∗
ǫ (q)

|q|
≥ 1−

fǫ

(
q

|q|

)

|q|
≥

1

2
,
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or equivalently, there holds

f ∗
ǫ (q) ≥

1

2
|q|. (117)

Now, |yk| goes to infinity implies that for k large, we have∣∣∣xk−yktk

∣∣∣ ≥ q. Along with (116) and (117), we have

∞ =
1

2
lim
k→∞

∣∣∣∣
xk − yk
tk

∣∣∣∣

≤ lim
k→∞

f ∗
ǫk

(
xk − yk
tk

)

≤
2‖u0‖L1

t0
+ f ∗

(
x0
t0

)
,

(118)

which is a contradiction. �

Step 2: We have the limit,

lim
|q|→∞

inf
0<ǫ<1

|f ′
ǫ(q)| = ∞. (119)

Proof. Since, f has super-linear growth and convex, we see that

lim
|q|→∞

|f ′(q)| = ∞. (120)

By the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we have

f ′
ǫ(q) =

∫

|y|≤1

f ′(q − ǫy)α(y)dy + 2ǫq.

If q → ∞, by (120), we see that

lim
q→∞

inf
0<ǫ<1,|y|≤1

f ′(q − ǫy) = ∞.

Thus, by the Fatou’s lemma, there holds

lim
q→∞

inf
0<ǫ<1

f ′
ǫ(q) ≥

∫

|y|≤1

(
lim inf
q→∞

f ′(q − ǫy)

)
α(y)dy = ∞.

Similarly, if q → −∞, then from (120), we have

lim
q→−∞

inf
0<ǫ<1,|y|≤1

(−f ′(q − ǫy)) = ∞.

and from convexity of f i.e f ′ is decreasing near −∞, we see
that

lim
q→−∞

inf
0<ǫ<1

(−f ′
ǫ(q)) ≥

∫

|y|≤1

(
lim inf
q→−∞

−f ′(q − 1)

)
α(y)dy = ∞. (121)

�
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Step 3: Let uǫ,n be the solution of the PDE (1) with the flux fǫ and
the initial data u0n. Then, by the Lax-Olĕınik explicit formula,
for t > 0 and a.e x ∈ R, we see there exist y+,ǫ,n (as defined in
Eq. (16)) such that

f ′
ǫ(uǫ,n(x, t)) =

x− y+,ǫ,n(x, t)

t
(122)

Let K ⊂ R×(0,∞) be a compact set. Then, from the (Step 1:),
there exist C(K) > 0 such that for all 0 < ǫ < 1, (x, t) ∈ K,
for all n, we have

|f ′
ǫ(uǫ,n(x, t))| =

∣∣∣∣
x− y+,ǫ,n(x, t)

t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(K). (123)

From Item 3 of the Lemma 3, letting ǫ → 0, we obtain the
limit uǫ,n(x, t) → un(x, t) in D′(R× (0,∞)) and from Eq. (99),
un(x, t) is in L

1
loc(R×(0,∞)). From the (Step 2:), it is seen that

the set {uǫ,n(x, t)} is uniformly bounded, for all (x, t) ∈ K, for
a fixed n ∈ N and for all ǫ near zero.

Now, we show that the uniform bound can be taken to be
independent of n as well. Let K ⊂ R × (0,∞) be a rectangle
and Ω := int(K), the interior of the set K. Set the terms in
the Proposition 1 mentioned in the Appendix, as

• wk(x, t) ≡ uǫ,n(x, t),
• w(x, t) ≡ un(x, t).

Since, the function un(x, t) is defined as ∂Vn
∂x

(x, t), we have

‖un‖L∞(R×(0,∞)) ≤ Lip(Vn)‖u0,n‖L∞(R).

So, from the Proposition 1, for all n ∈ N, we see that

‖un‖L∞(K) ≤ sup
k

‖uǫ,n‖L∞(K). (124)

Now, the L1−contractivity tells that the functions un(x, t) is
cauchy in L1

loc(R×(0,∞)) and hence, converges to some function
u(x, t) in L1

loc(R× (0,∞)). The Eq. (124) tells that the solution
u := lim un is in L∞(K). The function f is convex and so is
continuous. The fact that the L1 convergence implies there exist
a subsequence that converge pointwise almost everywhere tells
that there is some subsequence such that f(unk

(x, t)) converges
to f(u(x, t)), for a.e (x, t) ∈ R×R

+. The {un(x, t)} is bounded
on K tells that by the dominated convergence theorem, for all
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ϕ ∈ C∞
c (K), we have

∫

R

∫ ∞

0

[
uϕt + f(u)ϕx

]
dxdt = lim

k→∞

∫

R

∫ ∞

0

[
unk

ϕt + f(unk
)ϕx

]
dxdt

= 0.
(125)

For the last part of the theorem, fix n ∈ N and for η > 0,
ǫ > 0 and T > 0, define the function ϕ(x, t) := Aǫ(x)Bη(t) by,

Aǫ(x) :=





1 if x ∈ [a, b],

0 if x /∈ [a− ǫ, b+ ǫ],

x− a+ ǫ

ǫ
if x ∈ [a− ǫ, a],

b+ ǫ− x

ǫ
if x ∈ [b, b+ ǫ].

(126)

Bη(t) :=





1 if t ∈ [0, T ],

T + η − t

η
if t ∈ [T, T + η],

0 if t ≥ T + η.

(127)

The above defined ϕ is liphsitz and has compact support. Now,
from the weak formulation Eq. (2), for the solution un satisfying
the conservation laws with the initial data u0n ∈ L∞(R), we
have

−1

η

∫ T+η

T

∫ ∞

−∞

un(x, t)Aǫ(x)dxdt

+

∫ T+η

0

∫ ∞

−∞

f(un(x, t)) (Aǫ(x))xBη(t)dxdt

+

∫ ∞

−∞

u0n(x)Aǫ(x)dx = 0.

As u0n is in L∞(R), we have that the function un(x, t) to be
in L∞(R × (0,∞)). So, by the Lebesgue differentiation the-
orem and the dominated convergence theorem, for a.e t > 0
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depending on Aǫ, sending η → 0, we have

∫ ∞

−∞

un(x, t)Aǫ(x)dx

=

∫ t

0

∫ ∞

−∞

f(un(x, τ)) (Aǫ(x))xBη(τ)dxdτ

+

∫ ∞

−∞

u0n(x)Aǫ(x)dx.

Now, let t→ 0 to get

lim
t→0

∫ ∞

−∞

un(x, t)Aǫ(x)dx =

∫ ∞

−∞

u0n(x)Aǫ(x)dx

Equivalently, there holds

lim
t→0

[∫ b

a

un(x, t)dx+

∫ a

a−ǫ

un(x, t)Aǫ(x)dx+

∫ b+ǫ

b

un(x, t)Aǫ(x)dx

]

=

∫ b

a

u0n(x)dx+

∫ a

a−ǫ

u0n(x, t)Aǫ(x)dx+

∫ b+ǫ

b

u0n(x, t)Aǫ(x)dx

Observe that the chosen Aǫ has the range [0, 1]. So, let ǫ → 0
to obtain

lim
t→0

∫ b

a

un(x, t)dx =

∫ b

a

u0n(x)dx. (128)

Finally as un → u in L1(R× (0, T )), for all T > 0 and by the
L1−contractive property, for a.e t > 0, we see that

∣∣∣∣
∫ b

a

u(x, t)dx−

∫ b

a

u0(x)dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣
∫ b

a

(u(x, t)− un(x, t))dx

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ b

a

(un(x, t)− u0n(x))dx

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ b

a

(u0(x)− u0n(x))dx

∣∣∣∣

≤ 2

∫ ∞

−∞

|u0(x)− u0n(x)|dx

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ b

a

(un(x, t)− u0n(x))dx

∣∣∣∣ .

(129)
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From Eq. (128) and the fact that u0n converge to u0 in the L1

norm, letting t→ 0 and n→ ∞, we have

lim
t→0

∫ b

a

u(x, t)dx =

∫ b

a

u0(x)dx.

This, together with (125) gives that u is a “Kružkov” solution
and this concludes the proof for the second theorem.

�

Proof of the Theorem (3). Looking at the possibilities for µ±, we
have four cases:

(1) µ+ = ∞ and µ− = −∞.
(2) µ+ = ∞ and µ− > −∞.
(3) µ+ <∞ and µ− = −∞.
(4) µ+ <∞ and µ− > −∞.

The Theorem 2 deals with the case 1. So, it is now enough to prove for
the case 2 and a similar analysis follows for the cases 3 and 4.So, assume
that µ+ = +∞ and µ− > −∞. Also for n ≥ 1, let pn ∈ (−n − 1,−n)
such that the function f is differentiable at pn. Furthermore, let fn be
the mollification of f at A = pn and B = ∞ as mentioned in Eq. (142)
in the appendix. Also, let u0 be a function in L1(R) and define

un0(x) :=

{
u0(x) if u0(x) ≥ −n

0 otherwise.,
(130)

Then, from the Theorem 1, there exist a solution un of (2) satisfying
‖un‖∞ ≤ ‖un0‖∞. Now, from (Item 1) of the Theorem 2, we have
un(x, t) ≥ −n for a.e (x, t) ∈ R× (0,∞). Hence, for m > n, we have

fn (un (x, t)) = fm (un (x, t)) , (131)

which tells that the functions un and um are solutions for the same flux
fm. Thus, by the L1−contractivity, for 0 < τ < T , there holds
∫ ∞

−∞

∫ T

τ

|un(x, t)− um(x, t)|dxdt ≤ (T − τ)

∫ ∞

−∞

|un0(x)− um0(x)|dx.

︸ ︷︷ ︸
goes to 0 as m,n→∞

(132)
Thus, we have that the functions {un} to be cauchy in L1

loc(R×(0,∞)).
Now, as un+1,0(x) ≤ un0(x) holds, from the part (2) of the Theorem 2,
we see that

un+1(x, t) ≤ un(x, t) (133)

Define
u(x, t) := lim

n→∞
un(x, t) (134)
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Furthermore, let u0 and ũ0 be functions in L1(R) and set u(x, t) and
ũ(x, t) to be as in Eq. (134). Then, from Eq. (131), it follows that
∫ ∞

−∞

∫ T

τ

|u(x, t)− ũ(x, t)|dxdt ≤ lim
n→∞

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ T

τ

|un(x, t)− ũn(x, t)|dxdt

≤ (T − τ) lim
n→∞

∫ ∞

−∞

|un0(x)− ũn0(x)|dx

≤ (T − τ)

∫ ∞

−∞

|u0(x)− ũ0(x)|dx.

(135)

As in the earlier proof, we have

lim
τ→T

1

T − τ

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ T

τ

|u(x, t)−ũ(x, t)|dxdt =

∫ ∞

−∞

|u(x, T )−ũ(x, T )|dxdt.

Along with Eq. (135), we see that Eq. (26) is established. Now, as
un0(x) ≥ −n, we have that un(x, t) ≥ −n for a.e (x, t) ∈ R × (0,∞)
and so there holds

f (un(x, t)) = fn (un(x, t)) .

Hence, for a compact set K ⊂ R× (0,∞) and for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (K), we

have∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

0

(unϕt + f(un)ϕx) dxdt =

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

0

(unϕt + fn(un)ϕx) dxdt.

︸ ︷︷ ︸
equals 0

(136)
Since u− ≤ 0 ≤ u+ = ∞, |u−| < ∞, there exist α > 0, β > 0 such

that

f(p) ≤

{
α + β|p|, if p ≤ 0

α + f(p), if p ≥ 0.
(137)

Set

E− := {(x, t) ∈ R× (0,∞); u(x, t) ≤ 0}

E+ := {(x, t) ∈ R× (0,∞); u(x, t) ≥ 0}

Let K ⊂ R× (0,∞) be a compact set. As in the proof of Theorem 2,
since u+ = ∞, there exist a constant C(K) ≥ 0 such that

|u1(x, t)| ≤ C(K), ∀(x, t) ∈ E+.

Now, u(x, t) ≤ u1(x, t), we have

|u(x, t)| ≤ C(K), for (x, t) ∈ E+. (138)
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The Eq. (137) gives that for a.e (x, t) ∈ R× (0,∞), we have

|f(u(x, t))| ≤

{
α+ β|u(x, t)|, if (x, t) ∈ E−,

α+ |f(u(x, t))|, if (x, t) ∈ E+.
(139)

The Eq. (138) tells that there exist a τ ≥ β such that

|f(u(x, t))| ≤ α + τ |u(x, t)|. (140)

The function u is in L1(R× (0, T )), for all T > 0 tells by the Domi-
nated Convergence theorem, that for all ϕ ∈ C∞

c (K), there holds

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

0

[uϕt + f(u)ϕx] dxdt = lim
n→∞

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

0

[unϕt + f(un)ϕx] dxdt

= lim
n→∞

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

0

[unϕt + fn(un)ϕx] dxdt

= 0,
(141)

which is true by the fact that f(un) = fn(un).
Finally, as in the Theorem 2, for a < b, we have

lim
t→0

∫ b

a

u(x, t)dx =

∫ b

a

u0(x)dx,

which concludes the proof for the third theorem. �

Appendix.

(1) Mollification to Super Linear Growth. For f : R 7→ R,
a convex function, f is differentiable a.e. Let A < B, be two
points in R where f is differentiable at. Let D > 0 and set

g(x) :=





f(p) if A ≤ p ≤ B,

f(A) + f ′(A)(p−A) +D(p− A)2 if p ≤ A,

f(B) + f ′(B)(p−B) +D(p− B)2 if p ≥ B,

(142)

Then the function g has the following properties:
• The function g has superlinear growth.
• The function g is convex.
• There holds the equality g(x) = f(x), for x ∈ [A,B].

(2) Proof of the Lemma (1). As in the definition of f ∗,

f ∗(q) := sup{p.q − f(p); p ∈ R},

we see that for any p, q ∈ R, there holds

f ∗(q) ≥ p.q − f(p).
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Normalising the quantities, we get

f ∗(q)

|q|
≥ p.

q

|q|
−
f(p)

|q|
,

which tells that

lim
|q|→∞

f ∗(q)

|q|
≥ p.w for all p,

where w ∈ {−1,+1}. Sending p.w to infinty gives the superlin-
earity of f ∗,

lim
|q|→∞

f ∗(q)

|q|
= ∞.

The function f is superlinear implies

p.q − f(p) = |p|

(
p

|p|
q −

f(p)

|p|

)

≤ |p|

(
|q| −

f(p)

|p|

)
,

︸ ︷︷ ︸
goes to −∞ as |p| goes to infinity.

which tells that there exists p0 ≥ 0 such that

f ∗(q) = sup
p∈R

{p.q − f(p)} ≤ sup
|p|≤p0

{p.q − f(p)},

and so, f ∗(q) <∞, for all q ∈ R.
Let fǫ satisfy the assumptions (3). Let M > 0 and |q| ≤ M ,

then we have

p.q − fǫ(p) = |p|

(
p

|p|
q −

fǫ(p)

|p|

)

≤ |p|

(
M −

fǫ(p)

|p|

)
,

(143)

and so we see that

lim
|p|→∞

sup
0<ǫ≤1

{p.q − fǫ(p)} ≤ lim
|p|<∞

|p|

{
M − inf

0<ǫ≤1

fǫ(p)

|p|

}
.

Thus, there exists p0(M) independent of ǫ, such that for all
ǫ ∈ (0, 1], |q| ≤M , there holds

f ∗
ǫ (q) = sup

|p|≤p0

{p.q − fǫ(p)} .

Again as f is superlinear, by similar arguement, there exists
p1 > 0

f ∗(q) = sup
|p|≤p1

{p.q − f(p)} .
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Set p2 := max{p0, p1}. Then, for |q| ≤M , we have

f ∗
ǫ (q) = sup

|p|≤p2

{p.q − fǫ(p)} ,

f ∗(q) = sup
|p|≤p2

{p.q − f(p)} .

So, by continuity and compactness, for all |q| ≤ M , there exists
q1 = q1(q), q2 = q2(q) such that |q1| ≤ p2, |q2| ≤ p2 and

f ∗
ǫ (q) = q1q − fǫ(q1),

f(q) = q2q − f(q2).

Hence, for all p ∈ R, we have

f ∗
ǫ (q)− f(q) ≤ q1q − fǫ(q1)− pq + f(p).

Setting p = q1, we have

f ∗
ǫ (q)− f ∗(q) ≤ f(q1)− fǫ(q1) ≤ sup

|p|≤p2

|f(p)− fǫ(p)|.

Interchanging f ↔ fǫ, for all |q| ≤M , there holds

|f ∗
ǫ (q)− f ∗(q)| ≤ sup

|p|≤p2

|f(p)− fǫ(p)|.

Hence, f ∗
ǫ converges to f ∗ on compact sets uniformly. Further-

more, for all p ∈ R, we have

inf0<ǫ≤1 f
∗
ǫ (q)

|q|
≥
pq

|q|
− sup

0<ǫ≤1

f ∗
ǫ (p)

|q|
.

So, for w ∈ {−1,+1}, with q

|q|
→ w says

lim
|q|→∞

inf
0<ǫ≤1

f ∗
ǫ (q)

|q|
≥ pw.

Letting pw to go to infinity, we obatin

lim
|q|→∞

inf
0<ǫ≤1

f ∗
ǫ (q) = ∞.

This proves the first three parts of the lemma. For the last part
of the lemma, define a new function

Fǫ(x) := (αǫ ∗ F ) (x) + ǫx2.

The function F ∗ αǫ is smooth and convex as F is convex and
hence (F ∗ αǫ)

′′ ≥ 0. Equivalently, there holds

F ′′
ǫ (x) ≥ ǫ > 0,

i.e Fǫ is uniformly convex. Let α ∈ C∞
c (B(0, 1)). As F as has

superlinear growth and is convex, there exist q0 > 0 such that
• F (p) > 0, for all |p| ≥ q0.
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• The function F (p) is non decreasing for p > q0.
• The function F (p) is non increasing for p < −q0

Hence, for all x ≥ q0 + 1, for all 0 < ǫ ≤ 1, |y| ≤ 1, we have

F (x− ǫy) ≥ F (x− 1),

and for all x ≤ −q0 − 1, for all 0 < ǫ ≤ 1, |y| ≤ 1, we have

F (x− ǫy) ≥ F (x+ 1).

Taking the limits, we get

lim
x→∞

inf
0<ǫ≤1

F (x− ǫy)

|x± 1|
≥ lim

x→∞

F (x± 1)

|x± 1|
= ∞.

So, there holds

lim
x→∞

inf
0<ǫ≤1

(
Fǫ(x)

x

)
≥ lim

x→∞
inf

0<ǫ≤1

∫

|y|≤1

F (x− ǫy)

x
α(y)dy

≥ lim
x→∞

∫

|y|≤1

F (x− 1)

|x− 1|

|x− 1|

|x|
α(y)dy.

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=∞

Similarly, we get

lim
x→∞

inf
0<ǫ≤1

(
Fǫ(x)

−x

)
≤ lim

x→∞

∫

|y|≤1

F (x− 1)

|x− 1|

|x− 1|

|x|
α(y)dy.

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=∞

This concludes the proof for the lemma.
�

(3)

Proposition 1. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be a bounded open set. Further-

more, let {wk} ⊂ L∞(Ω) and let w ∈ L∞(Ω). Also, let M1 > 0
and M2 > 0 be two constants such that for all k ∈ N, there
holds

• ‖wk‖L∞(Ω) ≤M1,
• ‖w‖L∞(Ω) ≤M2.

Moreover assume ϕ ∈ C1
c (Ω), there holds

lim
k→∞

∫

Ω

wk(x)ϕ(x)dx =

∫

Ω

w(x)ϕ(x)dx. (144)

Then, we see that

‖w‖L∞(Ω) ≤M1. (145)

(Also, refer [Rud91]).
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Proof. By the regularity of the Lebesgue measure, we have that
the space C1

c (Ω) is dense in the space L1(Ω). Hence, for all
f ∈ L1(Ω) and for all η > 0, there exist ϕ ∈ C1

c (Ω) such that
∫

Ω

|f − ϕ|dx < η. (146)

Now, from the hypothesis of the proposition, we see that∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

(wk − w) fdx

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

(wk − w)ϕdx

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

(w − wk) (f − ϕ) dx

∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

(wk − w)ϕdx

∣∣∣∣+ (M1 +M2)‖f − ϕ‖L1(Ω)

≤

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

wkϕ−

∫

Ω

wϕ

∣∣∣∣+ η(M1 +M2).

(147)

Now, sending k → ∞, from Eq. (144), we obtain

lim
k→∞

∫

Ω

wkf =

∫

Ω

wfdx. (148)

Define new functions lk and l in the dual space L1(ω)∗ by

lk(f) :=

∫

Ω

wkfdx and l(f) :=

∫

Ω

wfdx.

Then, from Eq. (148) and the hypothesis, we have
• |lk(f)| ≤M1‖f‖L1(Ω), equivalently, the operator norm ‖lk‖
is bounded by M1,

• |l(f)| ≤M2‖f‖L1(Ω), equivalently, the operator norm ‖l‖ is
bounded by M2,

• lk(f) → l(f), for all f in L1(Ω), i.e lk converges to l weakly
in L1(Ω)∗.

Now, Banach-Alaoglu’s theorem tells that the closed ball
B(0,M1) in L1(Ω)∗ is weakly compact. As lk is in B(0,M1),

for all k, we have that l ∈ B(0,M1), which concludes that

‖w‖L∞(Ω) ≤M1.

�
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space variables. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 276(2):707–714, 1983.
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[Ole59] O. A. Olĕınik. Uniqueness and stability of the generalized solution of
the Cauchy problem for a quasi-linear equation. Uspehi Mat. Nauk, 14(2
(86)):165–170, 1959.

[Rud91] Walter Rudin. Functional analysis. International Series in Pure and Ap-
plied Mathematics. McGraw-Hill, Inc., New York, second edition, 1991.

[Smo83] Joel Smoller. Shock waves and reaction-diffusion equations, volume
258 of Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental
Principles of Mathematical Sciences]. Springer-Verlag, New York-Berlin,
1983.

[Ste70] Elias M. Stein. Singular integrals and differentiability properties of func-
tions. Princeton Mathematical Series, No. 30. Princeton University
Press, Princeton, N.J., 1970.

Department of Mathematics, Indiana University, Bloomington, IN

47405, USA

Email address : abadim@iu.edu,abhishek.adimu@gmail.com


	Introduction.
	Notations.
	The Main Theorems.
	Prerequisites for proving the Main Theorems.
	Proof of the Main Theorems.
	Appendix.
	References

