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Solutions for linear conservation laws with gradient constraints

José Francisco Rodrigues Lisa Santos

Abstract

We consider variational inequality solutions with prescribed gradient constraints for first order lin-
ear boundary value problems. For operators with coefficients only in L?, we show the existence and
uniqueness of the solution by using a combination of parabolic regularization with a penalization in the
nonlinear diffusion coefficient. We also prove the continuous dependence of the solution with respect
to the data, as well as, in a coercive case, the asymptotic stabilization as time ¢t — +o0o towards the
stationary solution. In a particular situation, motivated by the transported sandpile problem, we give
sufficient conditions for the equivalence of the first order problem with gradient constraint with a two
obstacles problem, the obstacles being the signed distances to the boundary. This equivalence, in special
conditions, illustrates also the possible stabilization of the solution in finite time.

Dedicado a Joao Paulo Dias, no seu ativo septuagésimo aniversdario!

1 Introduction
Several works have developed solutions u = u(z,t) to the linear equation of first order
Ou+b-Vu+cu=f, (1)

for t > 0 and z in an open subset 2 of RY, where b = b(z,t) is a given vector field and ¢ = ¢(x,t) and
f = f(z,t) are given functions.

The well-known DiPerna and Lions theory of renormalized solutions, when b is given in Sobolev spaces,
has been extended by Ambrosio to BV coefficients for the Cauchy problem and has found several applica-
tions in the study of hyperbolic systems of multidimensional conservation laws (see, for instance [1], for an
introduction and references). The initial-boundary value problem for with a C' vector field b has been
studied in the pioneer work of Bardos [2] using essentially a L? approach for the transport operator. This
method also holds for Lipschitz vector fields, as observed in [§], and was extended by Boyer [5] for solenoidal
vector fields in Sobolev spaces that do not need to be tangential to the boundary of €, i.e. b-mn # 0 on OS2
for t > 0.

The delicate point is then to prescribe the boundary data to the normal trace of b on the portion of the
space-time boundary I'_ C 99 x (0,T) where the characteristics are entering the domain Qr = Q x (0, 7).
In the case when I'_ does not vary with ¢, Besson and Pousin [3] have treated the initial-inflow problems for
the continuity equation (1)) with L™ velocity fields b with ¢ = V-b = div b also in L>(Qr). Recently Crippa
et al. [7] have also considered this problem without that restriction on I'_ and with similar assumptions on
b in BV.

Here we are interested in the initial-boundary value problem for under the additional gradient con-
straint

|Vu(x,t)| < g(m,t), (SC, t) € QT7 (2)

where g = g(z,t) is a given strictly positive and bounded function. This problem was already considered in
[20] in the framework of a quasilinear continuity equation

Ou+ V- ®(u) = F(u) (3)



2 Solutions for linear conservation laws with gradient constraint

and a Lipschitz semilinear lower order term F' = F(z,t,u), with a gradient bound in that may depend
also on the solution but not on time. As observed in [20], in the linear transport equation (1], corresponding
to

®(u)=bu and F(u)=f+(V-b—c)u

with regular coefficients and g = g(z) independent of ¢, the problem is well-posed in terms of a first order
variational inequality with the convex set

Ky = {v e Hy(Q) : [Vo(z)| < g(z) a.e. z € Q}. (4)

In [20] it is also proved the existence and asymptotic behaviour of quasivariational solutions for positive
nonlinear gradient constraints g = g(x,u) depending continuously on the solution u = u(z,t). Here H}(Q)
denotes the usual Sobolev space of functions vanishing on the boundary 0, as the gradient bound allows
to prescribe values on the whole boundary. Moreover, it allows also to consider the data b, ¢ and f only in
L*(Qr), provided ¢ — $V - b is bounded from below.

A motivation for the constraint applied to the equation is the “transported sandpile” problem.
Following Prigozhin [14] [I5], the gradient of the shape of a growing pile of grains z = z(z,t) characterized
by its angle of repose a > 0 is constrained by its surface slope, i.e. g = arctana. A general conservation of
mass, in the form with ® = —pVu+ bu and source density F', with transport directed by b and dropping
flow directed to the steepest descent —uVu, should be then subjected to the unilateral conditions

w>0, |[Vu/<g and |Vu|<g=pu=0.

We illustrate this problem with the interesting example of the one dimensional special case announced in
[19]: @ =(0,1),b=1=g,ie. « =% and f(z,t) = t. Taking as initial condition the parabola zq(z) = — 322,
up to the point £y = v/3—1, and the straight line zo(z) = x—1, for & < z < 1, the profile of the “transported
sandpile” growth attains a steady state exactly at ¢ = %. This happens with the first free boundary point
&(t) increasing from &y up to t = %, touching then the boundary = = 1, and decreasing till the midpoint
x = %. At this point, the free boundary £(t) meets a second increasing free boundary ((t) = 2(t — 1), that

appears at ¢ = 1 and increases up to the final stabilization at ¢ = %

Figure 1: The free boundary of the transported sandpile problem at ¢t = 0,3/4,9/8 and 5/4.

The explicit sandpile profile is given by

tr — 1a? if0<z<{(t)and 0<t <1,
r—1 if{t)<z<land0<t< 4,
1—x if§(t)<x§1and%<t§l,

z(z,t) =% = if0<z<((t)and 1 <t < g,
tr — 1a? ifC(t) <z <g(t)and 1<t <3,
z—1 if¢t)<z<landl<t<3,
i-le—1% ift>3,
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where {(t) =t — 1+ /(1 —1)2+2,if0<t <1 and &(t) =t +1—/(t+1)2—2,if 3 <t <3,
It is clear that z(t) € Ky C HJ ().
We introduce the function d(z) = 3 — |2 — 3| and the convex set

K{ = {ve Hj(Q): —d(z) <v(z) <d(z) ae. z€(0,1)} DK.

Since 0z +0yz =tin A = {(x,t) € Qr : |0zz(z,t)] < 1}, by simple computation and integration in Qr,
we easily conclude that z, which (using V = sup and A = inf) can be written as

1
2(z,t) = (—d(z)) V ((tz — 5302) Ad(z)),
is then the unique solution in K{ of the variational inequality

/ (Ou+ Opu—t)(w—u) >0 Vuw(t) eK}, 0<t<T, u(0) = 2. (5)

T

But since zg, z(t) € Ky, z is also the solution of the variational inequality (B with w(t) € K; C K{, which
has at most one solution also in the convex set K;, defined as in with g = 1.

In Section 2 we establish the existence and the uniqueness of the solution of the first order variational
inequality associated with the general linear equation in a family of time dependent convex sets with
gradient constraints of the type with g = g(z,t). We improve the results of [20] under general square
integrability assumptions on the coefficients and on the data, by direct estimates in the parabolic-penalized
problem and passage to the limit, first in the penalization parameter ¢, and afterwards in the regularization
parameter 6. The continuous dependence of the solution with respect to the gradient constraint variations
in L™, to the coefficients of the operator and the data in L', is proven in Section 3 under the weak coercive
condition @, as well as the asymptotic convergence towards the unique stationary solution under the stronger
coercive assumption .

Finaly, in Section 4, we consider the special case of a constant vector b, with g = 1 and f = f(¢) bounded,
to show the equivalence of the variational inequalities with the gradient constraint and with the two obstacles,
i.e. with the signed distances to the boundary constraints on the solution. This is a first result of this type
for first order variational inequalities, similar to the elliptic well-known case of the elastoplastic torsion
problem (see, for instance, [I6] and its references) and to the parabolic case without convection considered in
[211, 22], where it was shown that this equivalence is not always possible in the general case. With additional
conditions, that include the above one dimensional transported sand pile problem, we establish the finite
time stabilization of the solution. This extends to the convective problem a similar result by Cannarsa et
al. [6] and raises the interesting open question of establishing more general conditions on the finite time
stabilization of evolutionary problems with gradient constraints.

2 Existence and uniqueness of the variational solution

Let © be a bounded open subset of RY with a Lipschitz boundary 9 and, for any 7" > 0, denote Q7 =
Qx(0,7).
Assume that
be L*(Qr) and ce L*(Qr), (6)
and there exists [ € R such that 1
c—§V-b2l in Qr, (7)

being this inequality satisfied in the distributional sense, since V - b does not need to be a function.
In addition we also suppose given

feL*Qr) and wup € Ky, (8)

with
g€ Wh>(0,T;L>®(R)), g>m>0. (9)
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As in (), we define, for ¢ > 0,
Ky = {v € Hy(Q) : [Vu(z)| < g(z,t) for ae. inz € Q}.
Consider the following variational inequality problem: To find u, in an appropriate space, such that

u(t) € Ky for ae. t € (0,7), u(0) = ug,

/Q&'tu(t)(v —u(t)) + /Q b(t) - Vu(t)(v —u(t)) + /Q c(t) u(t)(v —u(t / F)(v—u(t (10)

Vv e Ky, forae. te(0,T).
Theorem 2.1 With the assumptions @—@, problem has a unique solution
we LX(0.T;Wy > (@) N¢(@Qr),  due L*(Qr).

Proof To prove the uniqueness of the solution we assume there exist two solutions u; and us. Using
ug = ug(t) as test function in ((10)) for the variational inequality of w; and reciprocally, setting @ = u; — ug
at a.e. t > 0, we obtain

_ N — N = 2
/Qatu(t)u(t) +/Qb(t) -Va(t) a(t) +/Qc(t)u (t) <0.

Using (7)), for any v € €5°(€2), we have

%/Qb(t).vU2+/Qc(t)v221/Qv2

and, by approximation in Hg(€2) of @(t), we obtain,

% iR+ [ jaoe <o

By Gronwall’s inequality, we conclude @ = 0 from «(0) = 0.
To prove the existence of a solution, we consider a family of approximating quasilinear parabolic problems
for u®, with €, € (0,1), defined as follows

0puf® — 8V - (ko (|Vus®|? — g2)Vusd) + b - Vst + S ufd = f2in Qr,
u?® =0 on 9 x (0,T), (11)
u(0) = u§ in Q,

where b°, ¢ 3 f9 and u§ are €°° appropriate regularizations of b, ¢, f and uy, rebpectlvely, with [Vu§| < g(0)
and k. is a smooth real function such that k.(s) = 1 if s < 0 and k.(s) = e= if s > . Notice that this
problem has a unique solution u*® € H'! (0, T; L? (Q)) N L™ (0, T; H&(Q)) N%(Q7), by the classical theory of
parabolic quasilinear problems (see, for instance, [10]).

We prove first several a priori estimates.

Estimate 1 1
1= (IVu®? = g*) 1 @r) < 5017 (12)

for some constant Cy dependent only on m, [I|, ||fllz2(Qr), 19llz2(@r) and |luollz2(o)-

Multiplying the equation of the problem ( . by u%? and integrating over Q; = Q2x]0,t[, we have

1
2/{)|u55(t)2+54 k5(|Vu€5|2792)|Vu55|2+/ (bti'vueé) /Q 6|u56| / f5u55+ /|u0|2
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Observing that

/ (ba,ané)uas:i%/ (V) (u=)?,

t t

and using the coercive inequality for the regularized coefficients
65—%V~b5:(c—%V~b)*p5zl*p(;:l,

we have
1 1
3 IO 40 [ RV T < 1 i e + gl + 1
t

Hence, by the integral Gronwall’s inequality, there exists a positive constant Cp, independent of ¢ and
4, such that
4%l 2 (@) < Cr

and so

5 k8(|Vu55|2 _ g2)|vu55‘2 < Cl,
Qt

where C' = C'(||f||L2(Qr) [[uoll L2 (), 1])-
On the other hand, we observe that

/ ke (VU] — )| Vu|? = / ke(|Vu® > — g*) (|Vu™? — g°) +/ ke(\Vu® > —g*)g?. (1)
T Qr

QT
Since k.(s) =1 for s <0 and k-(s)s > 0, for all s > 0, then
| ka2 (vt - ) = B (VU2 — g2) (IVaT]? — g?)
¢ {IVusd|2<g?}

+ / ke (IVa 2 — g?)(|Vup — ¢?) > — / 2. (14)
{IVus?|2>g42} T
From and we obtain

1 1 /1 1
2 2 2 2 2 2 2
[ miivup - ><mz(/QTkE<|Vw| ~ )| Vul +/QTg)<2(50'+||g||L2<QT))<5ch

. m
where C1 = Ci(m, [[fll22(@r)- 190 2(@r)- luollz2 () 1])-

Estimate 2
VU o (q) < D, (15)

where, for any § > 0 and any 1 < p < oo, the constant Ds depends only on p, m, |I], || fllz2(@.r)s 9]l22(0r)>
lluollz2(q) and a negative power of d.

From we know that
1
| mwa - ) < 50

T

where C is the positive constant of Estimate 1. So,

1
5O z/ ke(\v@f‘;ltg%:/ e
{IVus?|2>g24¢} {IVusd|2>g24¢}

and recalling that, for all s > 0 and all j € N, e > ?—J,, we get, for any j € N,

ed|2 2\J oy g [vusd|2—g2 1. j
([Vu?]? = g°)" < jle e = < —j4leiCy.
{(IVuss|2>g2 e} (IVuss[2> g2 +e} 0

|Vu£5\2—g2
e
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Given 1 < p < 0o, we have

/ |vus(5|2p:/ ‘Vu66|2p+/ Ivusé|2p (16)
T {IVusd|2<g?+e} {IVusd|2>g2+e}

and, since g is bounded, we can estimate, for any p € N, the second integral in the second term of as
follows,

P
p 2p—2j 512 _ 2yJ
VUE6 2p</ 1;0 J \VT N
/[Vu55|2>g2+e} "< {IVuE“\2>g2+a}j§:% Jj HgHL (Qr) (| | 9 )

Qq\r—l

p
Z( )ngni& FRNIETe

7=0

The first integral in the second term of is clearly bounded since

[ e[ gy
{IVus?|2<g2+e} T

and the conclusion follows easily, first for 2p € N and afterwards for any 1 < p < co.

Estimate 3
5
10011720y < 4(I16°]1Z

“«(@r) )||Vu65||Lq(QT +Cy, (17)

where, for 2 < s < N 27 ol’q(Q)
and Cy is a positive constant depending only on m, |I|, || fllz2(@), Hg”%/VLOC(O,T;Lw(Q)) and [|uol|z2(q)-

LS(QT) + C?,HC

Cj5 is an upper bound, independent of ¢ =

We multiply the equation of problem by 9,u® and we integrate over @, noting that d,u® = 0 on
0 x (0,T). Denoting ¢.(s) = / k. (7)dr, we have
0

1 d
R Y A R MR (T RTEY

Q1

+/ (bé . Vueé) 8tu56 +/ 05 u56 8{1186 _ féatuaé
t t Qt

We choose 2 < s < =5 andqf

‘/ (bé.vuas)atueé

and
’/ 65 usé atus5
t
So

1 €d|2 4112 4 ed 2 2 J ed 2 2
P, 100 <1 o + 5 [ (VO <o>)—5/g¢a(|w 1) - (1)

+ Cillgll o=@ 10wl = @r) + (I16°117-

andsowehavejJr +,71 Then

327

5 £ 4
Lo @m) IVu| La(@m 10 | L2 (gry < |1B°]

1
b ed
Lo @ IVe [ Lai@r + 710 7201y

1
5 5 s
|%5(QT)||UE H%Q(QT) +Z||8tu€ ||2L2(QT)'

é 4
“lra@r 0=l L2@ry < lle

)||VU 5||LG(QT)7

being C,; a Poincaré constant. Observe that, since (2 is bounded we may find a positive upper bound Cs of
Cy, independently of ¢ < oo.
On one hand

[ 6-(9a o) - ) <0,
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because |Vu?(0)| = |[Vug| < g(0). On the other hand, if we set A = {(x,t) € Qr : |[Vu(z,t)| < g(x,1)},
we have

6-(IVud (@, )2 = 2(a,1) = [Vu (0,2 = g*(2.1) > —g*(2,)  for aue. (1) € A,
b (Va0 )2 — 2(2,8) 2 0= —g*(w,8)  for ae. (z,8) € Qr\ A.

Consequently, for a.e. t € (0,T),

- /Q bV = 2() < 9112w 0.1022(0)-

So,

2 é
ZHatUs‘SHLZ(QT) <1132 + §||g||2Loo(o,T;L2(Q))

)||Vu 5||Lq(QT)a

5
+ Clgllze @199l L= (@) + ([0°]17
and the proof of Estimate 3 is concluded.

By and , we know there exist constants Ds, Cs and C4, independent of &, such that, for each
N <p< oo,

14 oo mwivay) < Dos 10 llz2@ry < (161l @r) + €]l (@r)) Cs + Ca

Since u% is bounded in H' (0,73 L?(2)) N LP(0,T; Wy* () N €1 =N/P(Q)), independently of e € (0,
for p > N, by a known compactness theorem ([23], page 84), {u’}. is relatively compact in ([0, T]; € (Q
Then, at least for a subsequence,

1),
))-
u® = u’ in €(Qr).

The above estimates also imply that we may choose, always with fixed §,

u?® —— 1’ weakly in L?(0,T; Wol’pQ))7 1<p< oo, Oyl 0 o’ weakly in L*(Qr).
E—r

e—0

Given v € L*(0,T; Hj(S2)) such that v(t) € Ky for a.e. t € (0,T), we multiply the equation of problem
by v(t) — u’(t), we use the monotonicity of k. and we integrate over Q x (s,t), 0 < s <t < T, to
conclude that

! ueév_usé ! v - w—u86

/S/Qat( )+5/S/Qv V(o —u)
J . us(? v — usé Cu55 v — usé 4 v — usé
o[ [ veto—utys [ acto—uty= [ g

Letting ¢ — 0, since s and t are arbitrary, we obtain that for a.e. ¢ € (0,7)
/ Dy (£) (v(t) — u () + 5/ Vo(t) - V(u(t) — ud (1))

Q Q

& § § & & & § é
+ [ B0V 0@ - 0) + [ S0u 00 —u'0) > [ 600 - o),

for all v € L*°(0,T; Hg(f2)), such that, v(t) € Ky for ae. t € (0,7).
Set A. = {(x,t) € Qr : |Vu(z,t)]*> — g (x,t) 2 VE}. Since k. (|Vu?|? —g?) > e

552_ 1

1

Ve in A., then we have
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by (12), being C; a constant independent of & as we have seen. So we have

[ 9= <tmipe [ (9 g v

—liminf [ (Va2 —¢® — V&) < lim M; |A.|? =0, (18)
e—0

e—0 A
where Mj is an upper bound of || |[Vu®|? — g? — \/e | L2(@r), independent of e. Consequently,
|Vu’| < g a.e. in Qr

and so u®(t) € Ky for a.e. t € (0,7). Let z € L>(0,T; Hj(f2)) be such that z(t) € Ky). Defining
v=u+60(z —u), 0 € (0,1], then v(t) € K, ;). Using v(t) as test function in and dividing both sides of
the inequality by 6, we get

) ) ) 2
/Q@tu (=) — u (t))—|—5/QVu () - V((t) — +59/ V(= 5(1))]

3 . U(S z *'LL& 06 u z 5
/Q b(t) - T (£) (=(t) — w0 (8)) + / (1) u? (1) =t / £ W (1))

Q

and, letting # — 0, we conclude that u? solves the following variational inequality

ul(t) € Ky for ae. t € (0,T), u®(0) = uo,

/ Dy’ () (v — uP (1) + 6 / vl (1) - V(v — (1))
Q Q
(19)

5
+/Qb (t)-Vu‘;(t)(U—u‘s(t))—l-/c‘s(t)u5(t) (v —u’ /f5 (v —ud(t)),

Q

Vo e Ky, forae. t e (0,T).

Recalling the Estimate 3 we have

100|720y < (107112

$(Qr) +C3||06||L3(QT))HVU86H2 +Cy

2(Qr)

s—2

o) ([ (vwP g o ey [ P evE) T e

T

< (I8°113-

*(Qr) +C3

Passing to the liminf when ¢ — 0 and arguing as in , we conclude that

lim inf (\Vu‘géhz%2 —gE - Ve)T =0

e—0 Or

and, consequently,

[0’ | 22 () < 4(/I6°]13-

+ Cy.

+ Csl|c®
S(QT) 3” ”L (QT)> (QT)

Observing that

(16113 17

5
Le@) gl 2 — (16172 + O3l ll22(@r)) 191 2 ()

7 (Qr) 52

we have the sequence {0;u®};s uniformly bounded in L?(Qr).

Moreover, the sequence {u’}s is uniformly bounded in L*(0,7;Wy'*()), independently of 4, since
each u°(t) belongs to Ky(t)- So, there exists a function u € L*> (0, T; WOIOO(Q)) NnH! (O, T; L? (Q)) NEQr)
and, at least for a subsequence,

w —u in €(Qr),
6—0
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w® —— u  weakly in L? (0,T; Wol’p(Q)), 1<p< oo, o’ —— du weakly in L2(Qr).
6—0 6—0

Integrating in between s and ¢, for 0 < s < t < T, and passing to the limit when § — 0, we get

/:/Qatu(v—U)+/:/Qb.Vu(v—u)+/:/ch(v_u)Z/:/Qf(v_u)’

for all v such that v(t) € Ky for a.e. t € (0,T). Since s and ¢ are arbitrary, we can drop the integration in
time. Since u®(t) € Ky () for a.e. t € (0,T), the same holds for u(t), concluding that u solves the variational

inequality . O
Remark 2.2 We observe that in the proof of the uniqueness of the solution it is sufficient to assume only

be L'(Qr) and ce L'(Qr),

instead of @
Similarly, we may replace @ by the different weak coercive assumption by assuming the existence of
r € R, such that, in the sense of distributions,

c—=V-b>r inQr,

in order to have also the uniqueness of the solution to the variational inequality .

In fact, assuming that there are two solutions wi; and us, we may choose for test function v = uy +
CQSC(UQ — u1) in the variational inequality for ui, where s¢ : R — R is a sequence of C' increasing odd
functions approzimating pointwise the sign function sgn® and ¢ is sufficient small. Then, choosing also
v =uy + (?s¢(u1 — uz) in the variational inequality for us, we get

Q

[ auatsctav) + [ o) vato) se(a®) + [ cle)att) se(ate)) <o
Q Q

Noting S¢(s) = / se(r)dr C—>0 |s| and Ts¢(T) ﬁ) |7|, by the dominated convergence theorem, we have
0 — —

%/th(t)\+/Qb(t).V|a(t)\+/Qc(t) la(t) < 0

and so

d _ _
& [+ [aei<o.

Since w(0) = 0, by the Gronwall’s inequality, we conclude the uniqueness from

[ taton < e [ fao) o

3 Stability and asymptotic behaviour in time

In this section, the stability of the solutions of the variational inequality , as well as its asymptotic limit
when ¢ — 400 is based in the following Lemma, which is due essentially to [22].

Lemma 3.1 Fori = 1,2, let g; belong to L (Qr). If v; € LY (O,T; Wol’p(Q)), 1 < p,q < oo, is such that
v1(t) € Ky, (1) for a.e. t € (0,T) then there exists vy € L(0,T; Wol’p(Q)) such that Va(t) € Kg, ) for a.e.
t €(0,T) and a positive constant C such that

lor = V2ll oo w2 (@) < Cllgr = g2ll @r)-
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Proof Let a(t) = ||g1(t) — g2(t)|| L (). Define ¢(t) =1 + % and s (t) = ﬁ vy (t).
Since
5] = Vo b
and
alt)  m

'Q/J(t) T m + O[(t)gl(t) < QQ(t)

then vs(t) € Ky, ) for a.e. £ € (0,7). The conclusion follows immediately from

Vol o, — galloee
m (Qr)-

Wm—@n:p—ﬁﬂng

O

The continuous dependence result is a consequence of the boundedness of the solution and of its gradient,
when we impose the weakly coercive assumption .

Theorem 3.2 Fori = 1,2, let u; denote the solution of the variational inequality with data (b, ci, fi,
gi,uo;) satisfying assumptions @—@ Then there exists a positive constant C = C(T), depending on T,
such that

[ur — w2l o 07,22 (0y) < Cllluor — wozll72(q) + 101 = b2llLi (@ + ller — e2llLi(n)
+f1 = Falleor + 91 = g2ll=(@n)-

Proof Let Uy be defined as in Lemma for the solution u; and % be the corresponding function for us.
Using 4 as test function in the variational inequality , we obtain

/ 6‘tu1(t) (Ul(t) - UQ(t)) +/ bl(t) . V’U,l (t) (ul(t) — ’LLQ(t)) +/ C1 (t)ul (t) (ul(t) - UQ(t))
Q Q Q
< [ A @O - w®) + [ @ua(o)+bi@) Tu®) + aOu) - £0) @0 - ()
Q Q

and a similar inequality is true using the variational inequality of wus, by replacing the data fi,bq1,c; by
f2,b2,¢co and uy by us. Then we have

/ O (ur(t) — ua(t)) (ur(t) — ua(t)) +/ bi(t) - V(ui(t) — uz(t)) (ur(t) — us(t))
Q Q
+/£ﬁmm@—wmfg@@,@m
Q
with
o(t) = /Q (Opur (t) + b1 (t) - Vur (t) + cr (Hur (t) — f1(2)) (@ (t) — ua(t))
+

(Drua(t) + b(t) - Vua(t) + c(t)ua(t) — fa(t)) (Ta(t) — ui(t))

+ [ (b1(t) = ba(t)) - Vua(t) (ur(t) — ua(t))

S— 55—

+/quf@a»wm+amw—ﬁ@ﬂumwfwm»
Q

Using the boundedness of the solutions u;, i = 1,2, and their gradients and recalling the L?(Qr) estimates
of Oyu;, we have

T
/0 O(r)dr < Cr(llgr — g2ll (@) + b1 = ball L1 (@p) + ller — c2llLr@r) + 11 = follr@r)
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where C)y is a positive constant depending on T, on the norms of the solutions and their derivatives (which
can be bounded in terms of the data) and on the constant C' of Lemma 3.1.
Setting w = u; — us in the inequality (20)), we obtain using (7)),

& | <2 [ o+ 200

Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we conclude

2
_/Q ua (t) = ua(t)|” < 62MT(Hulo — uzo|[72 () +2Cu (91 — g2ll L= (@)
1181 = balla@ny + e = eallian + 11 = Follzran) )

O

In order to consider the corresponding time independent solution to the first order variational inequality,
we give stationary data foo, §oo, boo, Coo Satisfying the assumptions

Goo € LZ(Q), goo >m >0, foo € LY (D), (21)
boo € L'(Q), oo € L'(Q), (22)

1
coo—§v-b002/\>0 in Q (23)

in the distributional sense, where we set accordingly
Ky, = {w € H}(Q) : |[Vu| < g ae. in Q}. (24)

Then, the stationary problem can be written as
Uso € Kyt /boo-Vuoo(w—uoo)—l—/coouoo(w—uoo)Z/foo(w—uoc), VweK,, . (25)
Q Q Q

Since the convex set K, is bounded in H}(f2) and the first order linear operator in the left hand side
of is pseudo-monotone, by the classical theory (see, for instance, [12]) it has a solution, which is unique
by the strict coerciveness induced by the condition A > 0 in .

In order to study the asymptotic convergence of the solution of the variational inequality to the
stationary solution of , we consider solutions global in time. This is easily obtained if we assume that
@— are satisfied for any 7" > 0 and replace @ by

g € Wh>°(0,00; L®(Q)), g >m > 0. (26)
We need an auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 3.3 ([9], pg. 286) Let ¢ : (0,00) — R be a nonnegative function, absolutely continuous in any

compact subinterval of (0,00), ® € L}, (0,00) a nonnegative function and u a positive constant, such that,

¢'(t) + pep(t) < (1), v t>0. (27)

Then, for any s,t > 0,
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In order to apply this Lemma to

= [Ju - usf, t>0 (28)
Q
we shall require the additional assumptions on the coefficients and on the data

b e L>(0,00; L2(Q)) and ¢, f € L(0,00; L*(Q)). (29)

Theorem 3.4 Assume that f,g,b,c,ug satisfy the assumptions @-, , and foo, oo, Doos Coo Sat-
isfy the assumption , and . Suppose, in addition, that

t+1 t+1 t+1
/ / |f(T) = foo|drdz — 0, / / b(7) — C>Q|d'rdx . 0, / / ) — Coo)dTdz: = 0
t Q =00 t Q

and there exists v > 1 5, such that, for some constant D > 0,

D
l9(t) = gooll L= () < e t>0. (30)

If u and us, are, respectively, the unique solutions of the variational inequalities (10) and . then, for
every o, 0 < a < 1,
ut) — uso  in €O(Q)
t—o0

Proof First we need to return to the estimate of the existence proof in order to prove that, under the
additional assumptions of this theorem, there are positive constants A, B, independent of T', such that,

10sull L2 (o x (0,1)) < AVT + B.

Since |Vu(z,t)] < g(z,t) for ae. (2,t) € Qoo = 2 x (0,00) and ¢ € L*(Qs), we have now u €

L (0, 00; W1°(€2)). This yields the estimate

llffsan = | IuP <,
Qr

where the constant ¢, > 0 is independent of 7. Using similar estimates for || f[|2, (@) With the constant

cg replaced by ¢y = ||f||%2(000L2(Q))7 as well as for ¢p = ||b||2L2(0<>oL2(Q)) and ¢, = ||c||%2 (0,00;22(2))» W€
may conclude that the constant C; = C1(T) of ., in the Estimate 1, grows also linearly with T, i.e.
C1 < c¢p+ 1T, where ¢y depends only on g and c1 depends on m, cy, ¢4, cp and c.. Using this fact in the
Estimate 3, we may now easily deduce from , with s = 2 and ¢ = oo, since C4, depending on f and
on C grows also linearly with 7.

Using Lemma we choose U, € Ky, for a.e. t € (0,7'), as test function in . Then

/Q(’?tu(t) (u(t) — uso) + /Q b(t) - Vu(t) (u(t) — uso) + /Q c(t)u(t) (u(t) — us)

< / @) (u(t) — us) +/ (Dpu(t) + b(t) - Vu(t) + c(t)u(t) — f(t)) (Uoo — too)-
Q Q

Analogously, with u(t) € K,_, for a.e. t € (0,7"), we obtain the inequality

/QbOO Voo (u(t) — uss) + /Q Coolloo (U(t) — Uoo)
> /Qfoo (u(t) = uoo) +/Q (boo * Voo + Coolioo — foo) (u(t) — u(t)).
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Then, simple algebraic manipulations lead to

Or (u(t) — Uoo) (U(t) - UOO) + /

Q

boo - V(u(t) — too) (u(t) — uso) —|—/ Coo (U(t) — oo ) (u(t) — uoo)
<6(@), (31)

Q

where

ot) = /Q (Opu(t) + b(t) - Vu(t) + c(t)u(t) — f(t)) (Tos — i) +/ (boo - Voo + Cootics — foo) (U(t) — u(t))

Q

+ /Q (b(t) — bo) - Vu(t) (use — u(t)) + /Q (e(t) — exe)ult) (oo — u(t)) + / (F(8) — Foo) (u(t) — uoc).

Q

Using and the definition , from , we obtain the differential inequality with g = 2\ and where,
taking into account (3), we may choose ®(t) > 2|0(t)| given by

O(t) = C((AVE+ B+ O)|lg(t) = gooll Lo (@) + [16(t) = booll L1 () + le(t) = cacllLr(a) + 1F (1) = foollLr())-
Then, using the assumptions and observing that the number ~ in is greater than 3, we have
t+1 t+1
[ emar<c [ (1) = fullo +1607) = bullis + lelr) = excloroy)ar
¢ ¢
t+1 .
, 1
+C /t (7 + 1)]lg(r) — gocll T, 0.
Therefore, by Lemma u(t) — U in L*(Q). Since u belongs to L> (O,oo;Wl"X’(Q)), the compact
t—+o0

inclusion of W1>°(Q) in C%2(Q) implies, first for a subsequence, and after for the whole sequence, that
u(t) S s in C%*(Q), concluding the proof.
—+too

(]
4 Finite time stabilization in a special case
In this section we assume that 9 is of class 42 and
beRY, ¢=0, g=1, 2K, and feL>(0,T). (32)
We consider the following two obstacles problem
2(t) € K for a.e. t € (0,7T), 2(0) = ug,
(33)

/8tz (v—=z ))—I—/b Vz(t) (v — z( /f v —z(t)), Vv € K{, for a.e. t € (0,T),
Q

where
K} ={ve H}(Q): —d(z) <v(z) < d(z) for ae. z € Q}.

Here d(z) = d(z,8Q) is the distance function to the boundary 8. Notice that d € Wy >°(Q), |Vd(z)| < 1,
a.e. z € Q and Ad < C for some constant C' = C(£2) > 0. Observe that zy € K; C K{.

Theorem 4.1 Under the assumptions , the inequality has a unique solution
z € L=(0,T; Wy ™(Q) N H'(0,T; L*(Q)) N € (Qr),

which satisfies |Vz| <1 a.e. in Qr and is the unique solution of the variational inequality .



14 Solutions for linear conservation laws with gradient constraint

Proof For ¢,6 € (0,1), we consider the following family of penalized problems for 2

0125 — §A2%0 + b - V250 + ( @ — (29 Ad)V (=d)) = f° in Qr,
{ (34)

259(0) = 2§ on Q, 259 =0 on 0Q x (0,7T),
where f° and z§ are regularizations of the functions f and zp, with |Vz5| < 1. This problem has a unique

solution 2°° € H*'(Qr), since the operator

(Pov,w) = 6/9 (v=(vAd)V(=d))w (35)

e

is monotone (see, for instance, [12]).
We obtain firstly an estimate of V25| on 9Q x (0,T'). Since 9 is of class €2, there exists 7 > 0 such
that, if B,(x) denotes the ball with centre in x and radius r, then for all xy € 99 there exists Yo € RY such

that B,(yo) N Q = {x}. Placing the origin of the coordinates in the point y, let 1.(s) = e~ V= and

P(x) = d(@) + Me(1—n.(lz] = 7)), ¢(x) = —d(z) — Me(1 - n(jz| — 7)),

where M is a positive constant, depending on ¢, to be chosen later. We show that % is a supersolution of
. Analogously, it can be verified that ¢ is a subsolution. We start by observing that

B(20) = 0 = 2°°(x0, 1) and  $>0=2% on 90 x (0,T).

Since z§ € K{, then
?(x) > d(z) > z5(x).

We compute

and |Vg| <1+ M/, (36)

0z,5(x) = O, d(x) + MV/en:(|z] — 1)

02, 7(w) = 02 d(x) = Mn.(|z| — ) 2 + Mven(lo| - ) (& - )

and

A(x) = Ad(w) + M (ja] — ) (= 1+ vE A1),

Let
Lw = 0w —5Aw+b-Vw+ g(w— (wAd)V(=d)).

Then, recalling that there exists a positive constant C' such that Ad < C and choosing ¢ sufficiently small,
such that, l—fN L>1- &= > 1 we have

L7 f = —6Ad+ Mon(a| =) (1 - VEXSL) + b (Vd+ MyEn(al =) &) + M8 (1= (|| = 1)) - f
> =6 C+ Mg ue(|z| = R) = [b] — [b] M Ve ne(|z| — R) + M (1 = ne(lz] =) = [ fllL=07)
=M (0+ (5 — bl Ve = 8) ne(jz] =) = 6 C = [b] = || fll = 0.7)- (37)

Observe now that the term § — |b| \/2 — 4 is negative and, since n.(|z| —r) < 1, we have the following
inequality

M (8 + (5 — [bl v = 8) me(lz] = ) > M(5 — [b] Ve).

We can fix gy such that, for 0 < e < o, we have |b|\/z < . From (37)), we obtain then
Lg—f>M$—6C— b= | flreqm =0,

provided
M=—, Ci=45C+I[bl+|[flL=0mr) (38)
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concluding then that % is a supersolution of (34). Analogously, ¢ is a subsolution of and so we have

9<z° <P inQr and 2% (0, t) = B(0) = @(z0). (39)
Observe that, from , we obtain
V2% (w0, 1)| < max{|V@(wo)|, [Ve(zo)|} < 1+ G Ve

for an arbitrary point zo € 0Q at any ¢t € (0,7'). We wish to prove that this estimate is true a.e. in
Q7. Differentiate the first equation of with respect to xj, multiply it by z;i and sum over k. Setting

v = |V2%|? and noticing that 252 AzS% = A0 — (2%, )2 we get
1 4 1 )
SO = 5Av+ ob- Vo + g(u — Vi . V2*) <0,

being 20 = 2% — (2°° Ad) V (—d). Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we obtain
26 ~ed|. 1
O —6Av+b-Vu+ —(v—|Vz°v?) <0.
€

Multiplying the above inequality by (v — (1 + M+/2)?)* and integrating over Q;, we have

3 100 = VBT +5 [ 190 1+ MvEP)TE

t

+/ b-V(v—(1+Mye)?)"(v—(1+Mye)>)T + 2?5/ (v —|VE2[02) (v — (14+ MyE)?)* <0. (40)
Since
/ b-V(v— (1+MVE)* (v— (1+ MyE)2)*r =0
and

/ (v — V2 o}) (v — (1 + MyE))*

t

:/ (”_“%)(”_(HM@Q)”/ (v—v?)(v— 1+ MVE)H)* >0,
{280 >d}

{ze0<—d}

from we conclude that (v — (1 + M/z)?*)* = 0.
Then, recalling the choice of M done in , we have

|vz56|2 =<1+ %\/5 a.e. in QT, (41)

and {2°%}. is uniformly bounded in L (0, T; W, °(Q)). Using (39), it is easy see that

-0 < g(ﬂ — (2 Ad) V (=d)) < C.

In fact, in the set {2 > d} we have

6 £ £ _6 £
g(z6—(25/\d)\/(—d))—g(26—d)§

in the set {—d < 2% < d} we have 2% — (2°° Ad) V (—d) = 0 and in the set {2°° < —d} we have

5 >t £ 75 £
g(z‘5—(25/\d)\/(—d))fg(z5+d)2
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Multiplying the first equation of by 0,2%%, we obtain

/ |8tz55|2 +4 V2. VO, +
t Q1

)
/ ‘at255|2+§/ |vzs(5(t)|2
Qt Q

6 g g &€
< */ [Vug|” + (1b] |V 5HL2(QT)+||*( — (2 ANV (=D =(or)

b- V229,25 + g / (zs‘s —(z9Ad) V (—d))atzsﬁ = [0,25°

Qr Q¢

and so

+ £l z20,m) 19:2°° | 22 (@)
f/ Vg + (IB](1+ S Ve + CIQrI + £l r20.m)) 1062 | 220
1

1
<5 [ 1Vl + 50010+ G v+ Onlrlt + llem)’ + 510 I e

where |Qr| denotes the Lebesgue measure of Q7. So, for § fixed,

e = 1 H ’
1020, <6 | V65 + (BI01+ G VE+ CoIQrl + f120m)” 1)

Then, there exists 20 € L™ (07T; WOIOO(Q)) NnH! (O,T; L2(Q)) such that
290 —— 2% in L™ (0,T; WOI’OO(Q))—weak « and  0,2°° 0 0;2° in L*(Qr).
e—

e—0

Multiplying the first equation of the problem by v—2%9(t), where v € K{ and integrating over Q x (s, 1),
0<s<t<T, we obtain

¢ ¢ ¢
/ / D12 (v — 2%) + 5/ / V22 . V(v — 2%%) + / / b- V2% (v — 2%9)
s JQ s JQ s JQ

+§/Q(zsé—(zaﬁ(t)Ad)v(—d))(v—z //f%—z

For v € K{, the operator P. defined in is monotone, we have

/t/ﬂ (22 = (2 Ad) V (—d)) (v — z°) < 0.

So, letting € — 0, we obtain

//@z v—2° —|—5//Vz (v—2° //b V2l (v—2° //f‘;v—z (43)

By (39), the function 2° is such that 2°(t) € K, for a.e. t € (0,T).
To prove that {9;2°}s is bounded in L?(Q7), let £ — 0 in , obtaining

1 2
10 <8 [ 19l + (bl + ClQr 1 + o)

Analogously, letting ¢ — 0 in , we obtain
V2| <1 a.e. in Qr.

We can now pass easily to the limit when § — 0 in inequality (43| . Observing that 2% converges to
some function z weakly* in L>(0,T’; W, *°(€2)) and 0,2° converges weakly in L*(Qr) to 9;z, we find for all

O<s<t<T , t t
/S/Qatz(v—z)—&-/s/ﬂb-Vz(U—z)Z/s/Qf(v_z)
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and it follows also
/@z(t)(v—z(t))—i—/b-v,z( (v—2(¢ /f (v—=2(t)) fora.e. te(0,T).
Q Q

Since 2°(t) € K{) for a.e. t € (0,T), we also have z(t) € K{ and the proof of existence of solution for the
variational inequality is complete. The uniqueness is also clear.

The inclusion K; C K{ and the fact z(t) € K; for a.e. ¢ € (0,T) implies that the function z also solves
the problem . O

Remark 4.2 The first order variational inequalities of obstacle type have been introduced by Bensoussan
and Lions in [J)] and have been studied in [13] and in [T7], for general linear operators and general obstacles,
and extended to a quasilinear two obstacles problem in [T1]. In all those cases the notion of solution is less
regular and the boundary data can only be prescribed on part of the boundary. In addition, the solution cannot
have a gradient in L? and the best that can be expected in general is the operator Oyu + b - Vu + cu € L?,
as a consequence of Lewy-Stampacchia inequalities. These estimates can be obtained from the regularized
parabolic inequality and, as in [18], it allows the passage to the limit § — 0 without the estimates on
the gradient and on the time derivative. It is an open question to establish the equivalence of the first order
obstacle problem with the variational inequality with gradient constraint for more general first order linear
operators.

Theorem 4.3 In addition to the assumptions , suppose

b-Vz < f(t) in {z € Q:—d(z) < z0(x)} fort>0, (44)
f = f(t) is increasing and nonnegative, (45)
litrginff(t) > |b| + 2D, (46)

where D = ||d|| =) = max d(x,00). Then there exists T < 0o such that the solution z of the variational

inequality (10] ., or equwalently of (33| ., satisfies

z2(t)=d for allt > T..
Proof We consider z as the solution of the variational inequality .
Step 1: zp < z(¢t) for all ¢t > 0.

Let v(t) = 2(t) + (20 — 2(t))" and note that v(¢) € K{. Then

/ Opz(t) (20 — u(t))™ —|—/Qb -Vz(t)(z0 — 2(t)T > /Qf(t)(zo —z(t)T. (47)
On the other hand, by , we have
b Vag(zo — 2(t)" < f(t)(20 — 2(t)" in {-d <z}

and also on {—d = 2o} since, in this last set, (29 — z(t))" = 0 (recall that f > 0). Then

[ aizoteo =) + [ b V0t —20) < [ £0)0 = 200" (48)

From (47) and we get
[ antuo = 260~ 20)* + [ b0 = 2(0) a0 - 2(0)" <0
Q Q

But

/Qb Vi(z0 = 2(0) (20— 2()F = 5 /Q b-V((z0—2(t)")" = 3 /Q Vb ((z0—2(t) )" =0
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5 [ 1o =) <3 [ Io - 200 =0,

which implies that zp < z(t), for all ¢ 0.

and so

Step 2: z(t) < z(t+h) forall¢,h>0.

Observe that v(t) = z(t + h) — (2(t) — z(t + h))~ € K{, so we can choose v(t) as test function in (33).
Noting that
o(t) — 2(t) = 2(t + ) — 2(t) — (2(t) — 2(t + B)) " = —(2(t) — 2(t + b)) "

we get
/@z ()T /b~Vz(t)(z()—zt+h /f St m)t. (49)
Q
Choosing v(t) = z(t + h) + (2(t) — z(t + h))+ as test function in in the instant ¢ + h and observing

that
(t) — 2(t) = 2(t + h) — 2(t) + (2(8) — 2(t + b)) " = (2(t) — 2(t + h))

we have

/8tz(t+h)(z(t)—z(t+h))_+/b-Vz(t+h)(z()—zt+h /ft+h £) — 2t + 1)) . (50)
) Q

From and we get

/ O(2(t) — z(t + h))(2(t) — z(t + h)) +/Qb-V(z(t) — 2(t+ h)) (2(t) — z(t + h)) "~

< /(f(t) — ft+h)(2(t) —z(t+h))” <0,
Q
because f(t) < f(t+ h), by assumption and (z(t) — z(t+h)) >0. As
/Qb V(z2(t) — z(t+h)) (2(t) — z(t+ h)) =0,

we obtain )

5 [ (G0 ==+ m)°

using Step 1. So z(t) < z(t + h), for all t,h > 0.

<3 [ (e -=m)

2
e

Step 3: There exists zo € € () such that lim z(x,t) = zoo(z), uniformly in z € Q.

t—+o0

Since the sequence of continuous functions {z(t)},. , is increasing in ¢ and is bounded from above by d,
this conclusion follows immediatly.

However, in this special case we have a finite time stabilization.
First we prove that the function z,, coincides with d. We recall that 9;z € L*(Qr), for any T > 0, and

we set ¢Y(t) = / z(t). Observe that [|1)[| L (0,00) < |D, where || denotes the Lebesgue measure of Q.

Q
Since {z(t)}, is increasing, then 0,z > 0 and

() — /ono, YP'(t) >0 for ae. t>0.

t——+o0

This implies that
liminf 9;2(t) =0 in LY(Q).
t—o00
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Choosing v = d as test function in we obtain, for a.e. t € (0, 00),

/Qatz(t)(d—z(t)) /Qb Vz(t)( /f
[ osa—=o)+ i [ @==0)= 1) [ @20,

Since d > z(t), taking litm inf to both sides of the inequality and using the assumption , we obtain
—00

bl [ (0= 20) = (bl+2D) [ (0= 220).

which is a contradiction unless z,, = d.
Consider the following subsets of Q. = 2 x (0, 00)

and so

A:{—d<z<d}, I+:{z:d}, I_:{z:—d}.

Since z solves the two obstacle problem , it is well known that the following inequalities are verified
a.e. in Qoo

Oz+b-Vz=f in A, 0z+b-Vz<f in I, Qu+b-Vu>f in I .

If there is no finite time stabilization of the solution, since z(t) is increasing in time, we may find a point
(z0,to) and an open subset wy of Q with xg € wy, such that, (x,t) € AUI~ for ¢ > ty. So,

f(t) < Orz(x,t) +b-Vz(z,t) for ae. (x,t) € wy X [tg, +00).

Then, for any t > ¢y and any open set w C wg, we have
1 il
/ f(r j/ / (Ovz(z,7) + b Vz(z, 7))
1
j/ (z,t+1) — 2(z,t)) +|b] < (2D + |b]).

As a consequence,

liminf f(¢) < hmlnf/ f(r)dr < 2D + |b]

t—o0
and this is a contradiction with (46]). So z(t) must stabilize in finite time. O
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