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This paper is devoted to the study of the existence and uniqueness of global admissible conservative
weak solutions for the periodic single-cycle pulse equation. We first transform the equation into an
equivalent semilinear system by introducing a new set of variables. Using the standard ordinary dif-
ferential equation theory, we then obtain the global solution to the semilinear system. Next, returning
to the original coordinates, we get the global admissible conservative weak solution for the periodic
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the initial problem for the following periodic integrable single-cycle pulse equation

Ugr = U + %u(uz)m, t>0, zeR,
u(t, x)|i=0 = uo(x), xr € R, (1.1)
u(t,z + 1) = u(t,x), t>0, zekR.

Indeed, Eq. () is a generalized short pulse equation [47]
Ugt = U+ U Uy + buu?, (1.2)

with a/b = 1. In [47], Sakovich stated the generalized short pulse equation (L2]) is integrable in two cases
of its coefficients. The first one is the short pulse (SP) equation [48]
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with a/b = 1/2. The SP equation ([3)) is a model as an alternative equation to the cubic nonlinear
Schrodinger (NLS) equation to describe the evolution of very short optical pulses in nonlinear media [48].
It is integrable [2745] and has the Lax pair, bi-Hamiltonian structure [7]. The local well-posedness, global
well-posedness and blow-up phenomenon were studied in [38[44]. There are many other lectures for SP
equation, see [6L[40H43][406].

The second one is the above single-cycle pulse equation (1)) with a/b = 1 for the reason the smooth
envelope soliton of Eq. () is as short as one cycle of its carrier frequency [47]. Thanks to the soliton
theory, there are many interesting properties of Eq. (L) to investigate. For instance, the well-posedness,
blow-up solutions, periodic solutions, weak solutions, and so on. In effect, Li and Yin [37] established the
local well-posedness of Eq. (L)) in H*(S) with s > 2 by Kato theory. Moreover, they derived a relationship
between the single-cycle pulse equation and the sine-Gordon equation and finally got a global existence

result by useful conservative quantities. However, they didn’t give any results about the weak solutions for

Eq. (TI).



Recently, Hone, Novikov and Wang [32] displayed a more general equation than Eq. (2] by classifying

the nonlinear partial differential equations of second order
Ut = U + o + C1uly + Cotllpy + 03ui + dou® + dyvluy + dou®ug, + dguui. (1.4)

In fact, Eq. (IL4) not only includes Eq. (1) and Eq. ([L3]), but also contains another vital equation that

we called the dispersive Hunter-Saxton equation
Ugpt = U + 2Ulyy + ui (1.5)
for the reason Eq. (LX) has one more dispersive term u than the following Hunter-Saxton (HS) equation [33]
L o
(us + uty ), = 5 Ua- (1.6)

The local well-posedness and travelling wave solutions of the periodic dispersive Hunter-Saxton equation
([CH) were studied in [36]. In addition, the HS equation (LG) as an asymptotic model of liquid crystals
is local well-posed and has global strong solutions, global weak solutions and global dissipative solutions,
see [1L13135,53].

The HS equation (6] can as well arise in a different physical context as the high-frequency limit [241[34]

of the following classical Camassa-Holm (CH) equation
Up — Ugpt + ULy = 2UgUpy + Ullgpy (1.7)

which is completely integrable [12120,21] and has a bi-Hamiltonian structure [28]. The solitary waves, peak
solitons, local well-posedeness and ill-posedeness, global strong solutions and blow-up strong solutions of
the CH equation were discussed in [I0LITLT3HI9,23L25[30L39,50]. In addition, the CH equation has global
conservative weak solutions and dissipative weak solutions [9I511[52]. Moreover, the existence and uniqueness
of global conservative solutions on the line were studied in [2l415L22]. And the existence and uniqueness of
global conservative solutions on the circle were investigated in [293T]. However, their unique results depend
on a Lipschitz metric dp from H to D, where H satisfies fol y(€)d§ = 0 and y¢ + He = 1+ ||He|| 1, which
means some additional assumptions are needed for the uniqueness.

As far as we know, the existence and uniqueness of global conservative weak solutions for (ILT]) has not
been investigated yet. Therefore, in this paper, we aim to study the existence and uniqueness of global
admissible conservative weak solutions to (LI) by following the idea of Bressan and Constantin [2]4].
Unlike [29], our proof does not need any additional assumptions.

The rest of our paper is as follows. In the second section, we give some basic equations about the periodic
single-pulse equation and present our main results. In the third section, we deduce an equivalent semilinear
system by introducing a new set of variables and then establish the global solutions to the semilinear system.
In the fourth section, returning to the original variables, we obtain the global admissible conservative weak
solution of the original equation. In the last section, by establishing an ordinary differential system, we

prove that the global admissible conservative weak solution for (II]) is unique.



2 The basic equations and main results

In this subsection, we give the basic equations and our main results. Before that, we first introduce some

definitions.

Definition 2.1. [[9/ Let T,, denote a circle of unit length. We say that D(T,,) is the collection of all
complez-valued infinitely differentiable functions on Ty, if the locally convex topology in it is generated by

the semi-norms
[vllg = sup |DPv(x)],
zeT,
where
Tn:{I | zr € Ry, {E:(.Il,'-' ,In), |'r1| <mi=1,-- an}
and B = (B1,--+, Bn) is an arbitrary multi-index with non-negative components.

Remark 2.2. [26,[{9] Any function v(x) € D(T,,) can be represented as

v(z) = Z are*®  ( convergence in D(T,) ),
=

where {ay trez, is a sequence of complex numbers such that
lak| = em(L+|K))™™, k € Zn, (2.1)

for allm € 0,1,2,---. Here ¢, is an appropriate positive constant. It holds ay, = 0(k), k € Z,,. Conversely,

if {ar }rez, satisfies @) then Y. axe'™™™ convergence in D(Ty,). If v(z) is its limit function then we have
kEZLy,
@(k) = ak,k € Ln,.

For the sake of simplicity, we hereafter assume that the period T is the unit period S in one dimension.

Notation.
w = fS w(x)dx : the mean value of the real function w(zx) over S.
Pw(x) = w(z) —w : the orthogonal projection onto mean zero functions.

0, fw(x) = f: P(w)(y)dy : the inverse of the dif ferential operator.

By applying the orthogonal projection to (ILTI), we obtain

(ur — u?ug)y = u — vu? — u — uu2, t>0, zeR,
u(t, x)|t=0 = uo(z), x €R, (2.2)
u(t,z + 1) = u(t, z), t>0, zeR

Integrating both sides of the first equation in ([22)) with respect to x, and choosing a specific boundary
term, we have
up — u?0,u = 07 H(u — uu2) — f(t), t>0, r€eR,
u(t, z)|t=o = wo(x), z € R, (2.3)
u(t,z+ 1) = u(t, ), t>0, zeR



Here the boundary term
_ a2
=17 f 1—u? (u —uus)(y)dy (2.4)

is carefully selected such that the quantity [ u — uu2da is conserved when h = [ ug, dz # 1.

For smooth solutions, multiplying the first equation of (Z2) by 2u,, we get
(u2)e+ (— u2u2)m = (u2)m — 2uu — uu. (2.5)
Combing ([Z3) and (23), we deduce that the following quantities
E(t) = fS W2 (t,z)dz, (2.6)
F(t) := fg(u —wu?)(t, z)dx (2.7)
are constants in time.

Definition 2.3. Let ug € H(S). We say u(t,z) € L= (R*; HX(S)) is a global conservative weak solution
to the Cauchy problem [23), if u(t,x) satisfies

j]w fS (uT/th + u2u11/11) (t,z)dzdt = I]W IS {(u — uui —u— uu%)d)} (t, z)dzdt + fS uoe ()1 (0, 2)dz (2.8)

and

f}w f uhy — —ugwm) (t,x)dadt = f]w f [ (u — uu?) — f(t))w} (t,z)dazdt — fs uo ()Y (0, z)dz (2.9)

Jor all ¢ € C3°(RT;D(S)). Moreover, the quantities [qul(t,x)dz, [ (u— uul)(t,z)dz are conserved in

time.

Definition 2.4. Let ug € H'(S). We say u(t,x) € L= (RT; H(S)) is a global admissible conservative weak
solution to the Cauchy problem 23)), if u(t,x) satisfies the following properties.

1. The function u provides a solution to Cauchy problem (2.3) in the sense of Definition [2.3.

2. For all ¢ € C°(RT;D(S)), u(t,x) satisfies
j]w fS (uzy — wPulehy)dzdt = f j — 2ugu — uul)Ydzdt — IS ud, (2)¥(0,2)dz.  (2.10)
The main theorem of this paper can be stated as follows.
Theorem 2.5. Let ug(z) € H'(S). Suppose that ug(z) satisfies
fS ug — upug,dr = 0. (2.11)

Then the problem (1) has a unique global admissible conservative weak solution in the sense of Definition
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3 An equivalent semilinear system and global solution of the sys-

tem

3.1 An equivalent semilinear system

Define the spaces I, X as

I={9€HjR) | gn+1)=g(n+1, foral neR},
X =1x HYS) x L>=(S) x L>=(S) x L>=(S)

with the norms ||g|l7 = [lgllg and [[(y, U, V. W, Q)llx = llyllar x U X [[Vllzee X [[Wl|Le x Q| Lo

Assume that u is smooth and periodic. Let y : R — I, ¢+ y(t, ) be the characteristic as the solutions of

yt(t,f) =—u’ (tvy(tag))v y(oag) = y0(€)7 (31)

where (&) will be given below.

Introduce some new variables

1
U(tag) = u(t,y(t,{)), V(t,f) = mv
el Q) = (1+u2 oy)ye.

W(t,&) = Trwloy

Owing to the characteristic (B.I]) and the first equation of [2.3]), we can deduce

1

Uit €) = K(€) = Py(&) — 7— ], (

2QV —Q)(n) (K(n) — P(1)y(n)) dn,

Y

Similarly, using (23]), 23] and BI)), we obtain

where K () = IE,I(L’O) (2UQV —UQ) (n)dn and P(1) = [((2UQV — UQ)(¢)d( is a function of time ¢.

Vi(t,&) = —2UW + 2WV P(1),
Wi(t, &) =2UV — U —2V2P(1) + VP(1),

Qu(t,§) = —2WQP().

In a word, we formally derive a equivalent semilinear system to (23]

yt(t’g) = _UQ,
Ue(t,§) = K(€) = P(L)y(&) — 135 Js (2QV = Q) () (K (n) — P(1)y(n))dn,
Vi(t,€) = —2UW + 2WV P(1), (3.2)

Wi(t, &) = 2UV — U — 2V2P(1) + VP(1),
Qi(t,§) = —2WQP(1).




It follows that

Yer(t, §) = —2UUk,

Uer(t,6) = UQ(2V — 1) — P(1)ye,

Vi(t, &) = —2UW + 2WV P(1), (3.3)
Wi(t, &) =20V —U —2V2P(1) + VP(1),

Qu(t,§) = —2WQP(1).

3.2 Global solution of the semilinear system

In this subsection, we turn our attention to finding a global solution of system (B:2). Since the spaces
I, X are not Banach spaces, in order to get the global solution, we need to construct a suitable Banach
space. Set v = y — Id where Id denotes the identity. Then, the map y — v is obviously a bijection
between I and H'(S). Therefore, there is a bijection (y,U,V,W,Q) — (v,U,V,W,Q) between X and
Y := HY(S) x HY(S) x L>=(S) x L>°(S) x L>=(S) which is a Banach space. Hence, system (3.2]) becomes the

following equivalent form

/Yt(tvg) = - 27
Ui(t,€) = K(€) — P(1) (y + Id) (€) — 2 Ji (2QV — Q) (n) (K(n) — P(1)(y +1d) (n))dn,
Vi(t,€) = —2UW + 2WVP(1), (3.4)

t
Wi(t, &) =2UV — U — 2V2P(1) + VP(1),
Qu(t,§) = —2WQP(1).

We will prove that system (4] as the ordinary differential equations is local well-posed in the Banach space

Y. Before that, we choose a appropriate initial data (yo, Uo, Vo, Wo, Qo) as

(&) + [°@ w2 de = (1 4 h)e,
Uo(§) = uo o yo(&),

(5) 1+u0m°1l0(5)’

U0z 9Yo (§)
(5) - 1+ngo(;0(£)a

Qo(&) = (1 +ug, o yo)yoe(§) = 1+ h,

3 s

where h = [ uf,(z)dz.

Note that ug € H'(S). Then the function yo(€) is well-defined as the map yo — yo(€) + ono( ud,dx is
continuous, strictly increasing. It is straightforward to verify that yo(0) = 0,y0¢ > 0 and yo(§) € I, which
follows that Uy € W1(S), Vp € L>(S), Wy € L*=(S), Qo € L>(S). Therefore,

(70, Uo, Vo, Wo, Qo) € [WH(S)]* x [L>(S)]° C V.
The following lemma gives the local existence of solution to system (34]) with initial data (33]).

Lemma 3.1. Let ug € H'(S). Then there exists a time T > 0 such that problem [B4)-BH) has a solution
(@), U®), V1), W(t),Q(t)) in L=([0,T];Y).



Proof. Note that the initial data (o, Uo, Vo, Wo, Qo) € [W>°(S)]? x [L°°(S)]*> C Y. In order to prove the
local existence, we only need to demonstrate that the right side of (4] is Lipschitz continuous on every

bounded set By; C Y with

By = { (v, U@V, W®),Q®) €Y | (3. U, Ve, W(®). Q) lly < M}.

Here we just verify the second equation of the right side of ([B.4]) is Lipschitz continuous, since the others
are similar and more easier. Recall that £ € S, it is obvious that the map UQV + %Q(l — V) is Lipschitz
continuous from Bjs to L2(S). Then K () is Lipschitz continuous from By to H(S). In a similar way,
P(1)(y + Id) and [([K(n) — P(1)(y + Id)(n)](QV)(n)dn are Lipschitz continuous from By to H'(S).
Therefore, the Lipschitz continuity is true. Thus, by virtue of the standard ordinary differential equations
theory in Banach spaces, there exists a solution (y(t),U(t), V(t), W(t),Q(t)) to Cauchy problem (B4)-(BX)
on small time interval [0, T] with T" > 0. O

Remark 3.2. Recall that the map y — v is a bijection between I and H'(S). Then we know that system
B2) as well has a local solution (y(t),U(t),V(t),W(t),Q(t)) in L>=([0,T]; X) from the above lemma.

Theorem 3.3. Following [31] and the above lemma, we see that the local solution (y(t), U(t), V (t), W (t),Q(t))
also belongs to L ([0, T; [W>°(S)]? x [L>°(S)]*) with the initial data (Yo, Uo, Vo, Wo, Qo), so that

(e (®), Ue(t), V (), W (#), Q(1)) € [L=(S)]°

is a solution to system B3). Moreover, we can assert that ye > 0 and meas(A) = 0, meas(N) = 0 where

A={(t.8) € 0, T] xR | ye(t,€) = 0},
N = {te 10,77 | ye(t, €) =0, §ER}.

Next, we will extend the local solution to the global solution.

Theorem 3.4. Let ug € H'(S). Then the local solution (y(t),U(t), V (t), W (t),Q(t)) to problem B4)-BI)
is global. Moreover,

(V(®), U (1), V1), W(t),Q(t)) € [WH*(S)]* x [L=(S))°
for all time t > 0.

Proof. To obtain the global existence, without loss of generality, it suffices to demonstrate the solution
(v(t),U(t),V(t),W(t),Q(t)) is uniformly bounded on any bounded time interval [0, 7] with 7" > 0.
We first claim that

W24+ V2=V, forae. ¢, (3.6)

ye =VQ, Ug=WQ, forae. €. (3.7)



Taking advantage of (8:2) and (B3)), we see

(W2 +V?), =V, (3.8)
(Ue =WQ), = P()(VQ — ye), (3.9)
(VQ—ye),=WQ —Us. (3.10)

Observe that at initial time ¢ = 0, W02£ + V025 = Voe, Uoe = WoQo and yoe = VoQo, then with (B.8)), we can
prove [B.6)). If P(1) = 0, then (B is obviously true. If not, differentiating ([B:9]) with respect to ¢ and then
using the elliptic equations theory, we can prove (B:ZI)

Next, we prove the conservative laws. Set E(t = [(Q-QV)(t, £)de, F = [RQUQV —UQ)(t,&)d¢.

It’s easy to deduce that EE = %F = 0, that means E(t) and F(t) remain constants in time. So we have

&
I
o]

(0) == Eo = | (Qo = QoVo)(€)dé = [ (ud,, o yo)yoedé = [ ud,da, (3.11)

3 F(O) = Fy = IS (1 - u%x ) yo) (uo ° yo)yoed§ = fs Uy — uougzdx. (3.12)

i)
~—
=
S~—
Il
!
~—
=
Il

We finally want to prove that the local solution is uniformly bounded on any bounded time interval.

(3:6) implies that
1
0<V<1 and |W| §§, (3.13)

whence V(¢,£), W(t,&) is uniformly bounded in L*°([0,T] x S).
Notice that 0 < 14 h = Qo(§) € L*>(S). By solving the fifth equation of (B4, we can find

0 < Qt,€) = Qo(e)eks (FTWPW)ar < (1 4 pyefot (3.14)

Hence, Q(t,&) € L>=([0,T] x S).
In addition, 3), BI3) and BI4) infer that

1 ~
1Uellz= < 51+ h)eoT,
Ivellzoe < llyellze +1 < (1+h)e"™" +1. (3.15)

Moreover, using the conserved quantities E(t), G(t) and F(t), we can get the uniform boundedness of u.

In fact, for any fixed &, € S,
|, ©) = Um) (2QV = Q)(m)dn =U(¢) |_ (2QV - Q)(mdn — | 2UQV - UQ)(m)dn
=U()(1 = h) = Fp.
On the other hand, we discover

[ w©-vm)eev-Qma| < | [ [Fvaceev - Q)|

< NUellp= (12QV I + Q<)



< Z(1+h)%PHT 2 B,

N W

Thus, we conclude that

B+ |FR|

U < T

a.e. S. (3.16)

It follows that

(B +|F))

(6 €)1 < Iy(t,€) — €1 < 3(6) €1+ [ U3 )7 < bt T

a.e. S. (3.17)

Combing BI3)-@BI1), we deduce that the solution (y(t),U(t),V (t), W(t),Q(t)) remains bounded on
any bounded time interval [0, 7] in [W1°°(S)]2 x [L>°(S)]® C Y. This proves the theorem. O
Y ) p

Remark 3.5. Similarly, for ug € H(S), we know that system B2) with initial data (yo,Uo, Vo, Wo, Qo)
as well has a global solution (y(t),U(t),V(t),W(t),Q(t)) in X for any time t > 0.

4 Global admissible conservative weak solution for the original
equation
In this section, we are going to prove the global existence of conservative weak solution to (Z3)).

Theorem 4.1. Let ug(x) € H(S). Then the problem [23)) has a admissable conservative weak solution in
the sense of Definition [2.4)

Proof. From Remark 3.5 we get a global solution (y, U,Vv,w, Q) to system ([B.2). Hence, for each fixed
€ €S, the map t — y(t, &) gives a solution to the following problem

Cylt.6) = ~U1,6), (0,6) = (6). (@.1)

Write

w(t,r) =U(LE) i o =y(t.E). (12)
We have to explain the definition makes sense. Indeed, by Theorem B3] we deduce that ye(t,&) > 0 for all

t > 0 and a.e. £. Therefore, the map & — y(t, &) is nondecreasing. If & < & but y(¢, &) = y(t,&2), we have

0= f: Ye(t,n)dn = ff (QV)(t,n)dn.

If @ # 0, we discover V = 0 in [£1, &), which implies W = 0 in [§1, &]. Tt follows that
&2 &2
Ut &) = Ut&) = | Uendn = [ (WQ)(mdn =o.
§1 §1

Otherwise, if @ = 0, the above equality also makes sense. Hence, the map (t,z) — u(t,z) is well-defined

for any t > 0 and = € S.

10



From B1) and ([{2), we give

g, as ye # 0. (4.3)

Changing the variables and applying (31) and (3, we find

um(tv y(tv 5)) =

B(t) = [pubta)de= [l €)uede

= Jsniyezoy (Q-VQ)(t,)de = fS (@ -VQ)(t.6)d¢

= B(t) = Ey = fS w2, dz. (4.4)
Similarly, we gain

F(t) = [ (u—uul)(t,x)de = | (1 — w?) (¢, y(, €))yede

Sﬂ{yg #0}

(UVQ - UQ)(t)de = [ (2UVQ - UQ)(t.&)ds

5 o

SN{ye#0}
= F(t) = F = fS uo(1 — w2, )dx. (4.5)

From the hypothesis of Theorem 2.5, we know that [;uo(1—ug,)dz = 0, which implies P(1) = 0 = F(t).
Hence, Eq. (22)) is equivalent to Eq. ([Il). Thanks to (£2) and (&), we can infer that u belongs to
L>(RT; H(S)). We also have to prove that u satifies Eq. ([LI)). In light of @3], we discover yet = Ug(t, ).
Therefore, for any ¢ € C§°(R*; D(S)), applying the change of variables, we see

fR+ fS (u¢tm + u2um¢m) (ta J,')d,fdlf = fR+ fS (uwtz + uzuwwm) (tu y(ta 5))y5d§dt

= [ JL Uty (8. O)ye + U Ui (1, y(t,€))dedt
= [ JLU@(00) g + (U (alt(1,))) ) deat
=, J.Ue(v t,y<t,§)>)td§dt
= [, [ Uty ©))agdt + [ Te(€)u(m())de
(2UQV — UQ)u(t, y(t, €)dedt + [_ aa(5(6)dew(5(€)de
= fRJr IS (u —uu )1/)(15 x)dadt + f U () (0, 2)dz, (4.6)

I
%;:
7
5o

where we use

(1/}:6 (tv y(ta 5)):'45)15 = Yt (ta y(tv 5))y5 -U? (1/)96 (ta y(tv 5)))& - 2UU51/}I (ta y(tv 5))

in the third equality.

Similarilily, we have

fw fg (urpy — %u3@/}1) (t, z)dzdt = — fw fS H(t, 2)y(t, x)dadt — fS uo(2)(0, 2)dz (4.7)

and
fw f (u2ehy — uue) (t, 2)dzdt = fw f v — 2P(1)ug )] (t,z)dzdt_fs W2 (2)1(0,2)dz  (4.8)

11



where H(t,x) = 0, (u — uu2) — f(t) is a bound variable.
In a word, we verify that u is indeed a global admissible conservative solution to the Cauchy problem

23) in the sense of Definition 241 This completes the proof of Theorem Al

5 Uniqueness of the global admissible conservative weak solution

We now prove the uniqueness of the global admissible conservative weak solutions to (Z3):

Theorem 5.1. Let u(t,z) be a global admissible conservative weak solutions to the problem [23) in the

sense of Definition [24), then u(t,z) is ungiue.

5.1 Useful lemmas

Since u(t, z) be a global admissible conservative weak solution in the sense of Definition 2.4l we can easily

deduce that ||u||l g1 < C|lugl|g1. We first consider the Cauchy problem:

Sylt) = —(ty0). (0)=w0(©) (1)

where yo(&) solves the equation yo(§) + foyo(g) ud,(2)dz = (1 + h)&.
For smooth case, combing (28] and (51I) we can easily deduce that

S s = 1Y () - 2POu) (1,202 — P2)(10), w0) =w(e). (52)

However, in the weak sense, we must choose some special test functions to solve (BI)). The key idea is
combining (&) and (52) in the weak sense to get a unique solution of (G.1).
Instead of the variables (¢, x), it is convenient to work with an adapted set of variables (¢, 3), where § is

implicitly defined as

y(t, B) + Iy(t'ﬂ) u?(t, z)dz = (14 h)p. (5.3)

0

Next, we present some useful lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. [§] Let the map x — ¢(x) be an absolutely continuous from [a,b] to [c,d]. Moreover, suppose

¢(x) is strictly monotonic. Then for any measurable set A C [a,b], we have meas(p(A)) = [, ¢pdz.

Lemma 5.3. Let the map x — f(x) be a bijection from [a,b] to [c,d], moreover f(x) is absolutely continuous

and strictly monotonic. Then for any E C [c,d] and meas(E) = d — ¢, we have meas(f 1 (E)) = b — a.

Proof. We consider the complement set of E. If meas(f~1(E¢)) = > 0, by lemma 5.2 let A = f~1(E°)
and ¢(x) = f(z), we have

0 = meas(E°) = IE dy = Lfl(m fodz (5.4)

12



This means f, =0 a.e. f~1(E

meas( f

Lemma 5.4. Let u = u(t,z) be a global admissible conservative weak solution of (2Z3)).

t>71>0, we have

i |
and

lim
e—0

2¢ 8
J;. Tt

LI R

(s,z)dzds, lim
e—0

(s,2)dzds =

Proof. For e > 0 small enough, let

Define

De(s,2) =

Ji Jy Fa

lim
e—0

o

1
1—5(1_
%(S—T—Fe
1
1—1(s—1)

)(s, z)dzds, hmjf e
le

(s,2 dzds—hmf ISE 8
8

0§z<%e,
%e§z<%e,
§e§z<%e,
%e§z<1—%e
1-Zfe<z<1,
0<s<T—F¢,

T—e<s<T,
T<s5<t,
t<s<t+e,

t+e<s.

Ye(s,2) = min{pc(s, 2), xe(s)}-

(s,2)dzds

¢), which is in contradiction with the strict monotonicity. Therefore, we have

“1(E®)) =0, and thus meas(f~1(E)) = b — a.

O

Then, for every

S Cuo,T

(s,2)dzds.

(5.6)

(5.7)

By an approximation argument, the identity (£8]) remains valid for any test function ¢ which is Lipschitz

continuous with compact support. Using 1. as the test function in (L8] we obtain

Ju Js o

Taking the limit of (B8] as e — 0, we see that

i [ Fut
- [

After careful calculations we have

e—0

€

2et — UPuZthe ) (5, 2)deds = — f]w fs (((u?

(s,z)dzds 4+ lim

e—0

limj fl_ie (uu?)(s, z)dzds —f j u?u?dzds,

13

) [(u®)e - 2P(1)uz] (s, z)dzds.

o — 2P(1)uz)1/)€) (s,2)dzds.

f jl_ie (uu?)(s, z)dzds

(5.8)



e—0

Therefore,

i [* [ S
€ 8

which follows that

szdzds—jf l—z

. 868
hmf f (s,2)dzds| < Cyy 1.
e—0 86 6
For the same ¢ > 0, let
0 0<z<ze
8(z—%) fe <z < Ze
Pe(s,2) = 1 %eg z < %e,
1 3 1
17%(1—§—z) ge <z <1— ge
0 l—ge<z<1,
1 0<s<t,
X1e(s) = 1—%(s—t) t<s<t+e,
0 t+e<s.

Define

Y1e(s, 2) := min{pe(s, 2), x1¢(s) }-

Similarly, using v, as the test function in (L)) and taking the limit as ¢ — 0, we see

szdzds-ff 1—z

In the same way, we deduce

i ) 1L
Combining (59), (EI3) and (EI4), we can easily get that

i 1 St )zas = iy [

This completes the proof of the lemma.

2

tg [ 7 S

8

—2P(1)ug) (s, z)dzds—i—f j

(s,2 dzds—hmf fse 8
8

e—0

Since u?u? is bounded in L'(S), we deduce that the Lebesgue points of u?

Without loss of generality, we can assume 0 is one of the Lebesgue points of u>

tg [ 72

u2, so we have

(s,2)dzds := ft

T

(u®u2)(s,0)ds

S Cuo,T-

14

(s, 2)dzds.
(uu?)(s, z)dzds = f f (1 —2)((u®)s — 2P(1)ug) (s, z)dzds + IOT jol u?u? (s, z)dzds.

(s,2)dzds.

1imf fl"é - g — 2)[(u2)s — 2P(1)ug] (5, 2)dzds = Lt fol(l — 2)[(u?), — 2P(1)u,]dzds.

—2P(1)ug) (s, z)dzds—l—f f u?u’(s, z)dzds, (5.9)

(5.10)

(5.11)

(5.12)

(5.13)

(5.14)

O

u2 are almost everywhere.

(5.15)



Lemma 5.5. Let u = u(t,z) be a global admissible conservative weak solution of R3). Then, for every
t >0, the maps 8 — y(t, B8) and f — u(t,y(t, B)) implicitly defined by (B3) are Lipschitz continuous with
constant 1 + h.

Proof. 1. For fixed time ¢t > 0, it’s easy to deduce that y(¢,3) is continuous and strictly monotonic.

Moreover, we have y(t,0) =0, y(¢t,1) =1 and y(t, 5 + 1) = y(t, 8) + 1. If B1 < P2, then

y(t,82)
(e, o) —y(t. ) = = [

2. To prove the Lipschitz continuous of the map 8 — wu(t,y(¢, 8)), let’s suppose that 51 < 2. By (E14),

uz(z)dz + (1 +h)(Bz — Br) < (L+h) (B2 — Br). (5.16)

it follows that

) y(t.62) 1
Lldz < —(14+u?)d
y(t,p1) |U | °= jy(t7ﬂ1) 2( " ) ‘

1 y(t,82) o
< -yt —y(t
< 5wt s) —yt B + [
1

< 5(1+h)(ﬁ2 - B1). (5.17)

O

fult. (e, B2)) — u(t. (e )| < [

Lemma 5.6. Let u = u(t,z) be a global admissible conservative weak solution of (Z3)). Then, for any yo(&)
yo(§) 2

satisfying yo(&) + [ ug,(2)dz = (14 h)E, there exists a unique Lipschilz continuous map t — y(t) =
y(t, B(t,€)) which satisfies (BI)).

Proof. 1. Since u(t, z) belongs to L®(R*; H') and H* < C2, then |u(t,z)] < M. For any b > 0, suppose
that @ > 0 is small enough such that a < 12, then u(t,z) € L=([0,al; C[yo(&) — b, yo(€) + b]). Applying
the Arezela-Ascoli theorem and the Schauder fixed point theorem, we can obtain that the Cauchy problem
(&) has a solution y(t) on [0,a]. Moreover, y(t) is Lipschitz continuous with ¢ on [0,a]. For other cases,

we can use the continuous method. Thus, y(t) is Lipschitz continuous with time ¢ for any ¢ > 0.

2. For € > 0 small enough, define

Pac(8, z) == min{pac(s, 2), xc(8)}, (5.18)
where
0 0<z<ge
%(z—g) %e§z<%e,
P2e(s,2) = 1 Ze<z<dety(s), (5.19)
1—%(2—%6—3/(5)) %e+y(s)§z<%e+y(s),
0 tety(s) <y <1,

0 0<s<T—F¢,
ls—71+e T—e<s<T,

1 T<s<t, (5.20)
1-1G—-1) t<s<t+e,

0 t+e<s.



By an approximation argument, the identity (£8]) remains valid for any test function ¢ which is Lipschitz
continuous with compact support. Using 15, as the test function in (L8] and taking the limit as e — 0, we

find

foy(t) u?(z)dz — foy(T) 2 f f —2P(1)uy)dzds — l%f L%: f(uQUi)dzds
- llir(l)f j :ryy(:) f 2( 2(s,y(s)) — u2(s,z)>dzds. (5.21)

Since u, € L2(S), similar to [2] by the Cauchy inequality and the dominated convergence theorem, we

deduce that

6_,0f f S s azc( (s, y(s)) — 2(s,z))dzds =0 for a.e. y(s) €S.

ety(s) €

By lemma and the fact that the map & — y(t) = y(t,58(¢,§)) is strictly monotonic and Lipschitz

continuous from [0, 1] to [0, 1], we see that

limf j derv(s) 8 i( (s,y(s)) — 2(5,2))dzds =0 forae. £€8S.

e—0 ety(s) €

Thus, for almost everywhere & € S, we discover

y(t) y(7) u2( y(s)
fo uy(z)dz — fo f f —2P(1)ug)dzds — ll_r)%f Le . 2)dzds. (5.22)
When we take 7 = 0 in (522)), we get that for almost everywhere £ € S,
j(t) w?(2)dz f”“w 2 j j )e — 2P(1)u,)dzds — i f f 2)dzds.  (5.23)
. =], ug,(z ug)dzds lim "y zds. :
3. We consider the equation:
(t
(1+m)B(E ) =y(t) + [
yo(§) (s)
=yo(€) + foyo ud, (2)dz + f [ —u?(s,y(s)) + fy - 2P(1)uzdz} ds
i ) [ R yaeas
¢
1—|—h§—|—j f —2P(1 UdedS—jo (s OdS—lE}%J‘ f_e 2)dzds
t
=(1+ h)E + f f —2P(1)uydzds — jo u?(s,0)ds — A(t), (5.24)
i [t rBES( 2 2
where A(t) = lim IN J%e % (u?u3)dzds.
Introducing the function
y(s,8(s,8))
G(s, B(s,£)) = f —2P(1)uydz. (5.25)
Then we can rewrite the right-hand side of ([L.24]) in the from
5,6 = €+ 1 J1 Gls, B, s — - [ uP(5,0)ds — 1= A0 (5.26)
— s - $,0)ds — —— . :
’ 1+h SOV ’ 1+h
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For each fixed t > 0, since ||u||mg, < Clluollg, and the map G — wu(t,y(¢, 8)) is Lipschitz continuous, we

can deduce that the function 8 — G(s, ) is uniformly bounded and Lipschitz continuous:

|G(8761) - G(Saﬁ2)| S Cuo|61 - 62| (527)

Moreover, for each fixed ¢ > 0, the map & — B(t,€) is strictly monotonic and Lipschitz continuous.

Indeed, by (B.21) we have

8(t,62) — B(.£))] <16 — 1]+ T [ 165,305 ) — Gls, 35 )| ds

< [6 — &l + Cuy [} 18(s,&) — Bs.€)lds

< eC“0T|§2 _ §1|, (5.28)

where the last inequality is obtained by using the Gronwall lemma.

Assuming & > &7, we have

B(t7§2) - B(tvgl) = 52 - 51 + HL}L JZ G(876(87§2)) - G(S7ﬁ(87§1))d8 > (52 - 61)(1 - Cuot)' (529)

This implies that monotonicity makes sense when ¢t is sufficiently small. Without loss of generality, we can
assume that ¢ is sufficiently small, otherwise we can use the continuous method. For each fixed ¢ > 0, being
the composition of two Lipschitz functions, then the maps & — G(t,y(t, 8(t,€))) and & — u(t, y(t, 5(t,€)))
are Lipschitz continuous.

4. Thanks to the Lipschitz continuity of the function G, the existence of a unique solution to the integral
equation (526]) can be prove by a standard fixed point theory. As a matter of fact, we consider the Banach

space of all continuous function 8 : Rt — R with weighted norm

IBII] := supe>“*[5(t)].

t>0

On this space, we claim that the Picard map

t t o,

(PB)(t) =&+ [ Gls,8(s,€))ds — [ u?(s,0)ds — A(t)

0 0
ia a strict contraction. Indeed, assume |||82 — 51]|| = @ > 0. This implies

|B2(s) — Bi(s)] < ae*.

Hence

(PB2)(1) = (P =] [ Gls, B1(5)) = Gls, Ba(s))ds| < C [ [81(5) = fals)ds

t a
< QCS < _ 2Ct' .
< fo Cae*“*ds < 26 (5.30)

We thus conclude that [[[PB2 — PBi||| < §, by the contraction mapping principle, the integral equation
(E26]) has a unique solution.

17



Since the map 5+ y(¢, 8) is strictly monotonic increasing and Lipschitz continuous, we obtain a unique
solution y(t) := y(t, B8(t,&)) from ([E24). Being the composition of two Lipschitz functions, the map ¢ —
y(t, B(t,€)) is Lipschitz continuous and provides the unique solution to (E24)).

5. Finally, we prove the uniqueness of (5.I). Assume there are two different functions y;(-) and y2(-),
both satisfying (5.23) together with the characteristic equation (&]). Choose the measurable functions £y
and f2 such that yy(¢t) = y(¢, f1(¢)) and ya2(t) = y(t, S2(t)). Then y;(t) and yo(¢) satisfy (24) with the

same initial condition. This contradicts the uniqueness of (5:24]) proved in step 4.

O
Lemma 5.7. For any 0 < 1 <t, the map t — u(t,y(t)) is Lipschitz continuous and we have
t
u(t.y(t) —ulry(r) = [ H(s,y(s))ds, (5.31)
where H(s,r) = ;' (u — uu2) — f(s) is a bound variable.
Proof. By (1), for any test function ¢ € C§°(R™;D(S)), one has
1
I]W IS (ugpy — gugd)x) (s,2z)dzds = — fﬂw IS (Ho)(s,z)dzds — fS up(2)$(0, z)dz. (5.32)

Given any ¢ € C°(R1;D(S)), let ¢ = 1,. Since the map x — u(t, z) is absolutely continuous, integrating

by parts, we can obtain

fnw js (uzthy — uPugthy) (s, 2)dzds = fnw js (Hz) (s, 2)dzds — js w0z (2)(0, 2)dz. (5.33)

By an approximation argument, the identity (L.33) remains valid for any test function v if it is Lipschitz
continuous with compact support. Then we first let ¢ = 15 in (BI8)). Taking the limit of ([E33]) as € — 0,

we have
[t s = [77 walr )z = [ His,y(s)) tim [ ¥ )dzd
o Ua(tiz)dz— | 0 ug(r z)dz = | H(sy(s ds lim 866uuggsz zds
. gety(s) 8 9 9
—!1_)0] j i) € (s,2) (u (s,y(s)) —u (s,z))dzds. (5.34)
Applying Lebesgue differentiation theorem, we obtain that
. €+y(5 2 2 o
gg%j j e (s) Eum 8, %) (u (s,y(s)) —u (s,z))dzds =0 fora.e. y(s)e€S. (5.35)

By lemma and the fact that the map & — y(s) := y(s,5(s,§)) is strictly monotonic and Lipschitz

continuous from [0, 1] to [0, 1], we deduce that

limf f st (s,2) (uQ(s,y(s)) — (s, z))dzds =0 forae. £€S. (5.36)

e—0 e+y S) 6
Thus, for almost everywhere £ € S,

foy(t) Uy (t,2)dz — foy(T) Uy (7, 2)dz = ft H(s,y(s)) — H(s,0)ds — hmf f 8(u2um)(s, z)dzds.  (5.37)

T e—0 € €

"‘ m\m
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To prove that the map ¢ — wu(¢,y(t)) is Lipschitz continuous, we modify the previous test function. For

any k € [0, 1], let

0 0<2< 3¢,
%(z—%) %e§z< %e,
P3e(s,2) = 1 Ze<z<Be+k, (5.38)
1-%z—-32c—k) Ze+k<z<ige+k,
0 fet+k<z<l,

Xe(s) = 1 r<s<t, (5.39)
1-1(s—t) t<s<t+e
0 t+e<s
Define
1/)36(8’2) = min{p?m(svz)vXE(S)}' (540)

Using the test function ¥ = 93, in (£33)) and taking the limit as ¢ — 0, we gain

T e—0

fok Uy (t, z)dz — fok Uy (7, 2)dz :f H(s, k) — H(s,0)ds — hmf f:é 8 u?uy)(s, 2)dzds

. detk 8 9
+l1_r)l%f f—e+k —u ugdzds. (5.41)

In addition, using ¢ = ¥3, in (£32) and taking the limit as e — 0, we obtain

fok u(t,z)dz — f u(T, z)dz —j f (s,z)dzds — —lg%f fg —ugdzds

etk 8 3
—gg%f f s ol dzds. (5.42)

Differentiating (5.42)) with the variable k and using the fact that u is bounded and absolutely continuous,

we have

t setk 8
u(t, k) —u(r, k) = L H(s, k)ds + l%f fiﬁk Euzuwdzds (5.43)

Subtracting (E43) from (BAI]), we receive

¢
u(t,0) —u(r,0) = L (s,0)ds + hmj fg (uPuz) (s, 2)dzds, (5.44)
Subtracting (5.44]) from (5.37) once again, we finally get
ult, y(t)) — u(r,y(7) = [ H(s,y(s))ds. (5.45)
Thus,
[uft, y(8)) — ulry()| = | [ H(s,y(5)ds| < Cunlt = 7),
that is the map ¢ — u(t,y(t)) is Lipschitz continuous. O
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5.2 Uniqueness of the global admissible conservative weak solution

We first prove Theorem [5.l The proof will be worked out in several steps, which is similar to [2].

Proof of Theorem .1k 1. From Lemma EBHET the maps (¢,8) — (y,u)(t,3), 8 — G(t,3) and
B+ H(t,B) are Lipschitz continuous. By Rademacher’s theorem, the partial derivatives y,ys, ut, ug, Gg
and Hg exist almost everywhere. Since ¢t — (¢, §) is the unique solution to (5.24)), then the following holds:

(GC) For a.e. £ and a.e. t > 0, the point B(¢,&) ia a Lebesgue point for the partial derivatives
Yi,Ya, u, ug, Gg and Hg. Moreover, ys(t,£) > 0 for a.e. t > 0.

If (GC) holds, we then say that t — (¢, &) is a good characteristic.

2. We seek an ODE describing how the quantities ug and yg vary along a good characteristic. Assume

7,t € N and B(7,t,€) be a good characteristic, where 3(7,t,&) is a more general definition of (5.28]):

Blrt,€) =€+ 1%}1 " (s, B, €))ds hf — hHOj f 2\izds.  (5.46)
Differentiating (5-46]) with &, we find
d B 1t dg
B8 =1+ 1 [ Gals, Bls ) g ds (5:47)
Next, differentiating with & the identity
y(t, 5(1,€) = y(r, ) — [ u(s,y(s, A5, €)ds, (5.48)
we have
d d
alt, B(1,€)) 32 B 1.€) = we(, ) - [ a5, u(s, B ) 3B 1.€)ds (5.49)
Finally, differentiating with £ the identity (.31]), we get
d
us(t,y(t >>d§6<7 6) = us(ry(m)) + [ Hyls,u(s) (s 1. s (5.50)

Combining (5-47)-(E50), we thus obtain the following ODEs

[$eB(r,1,)] = T Gs(s, B(s, ) F
[yﬁ (tv B(tv 5))(%ﬁ(7a t, 5)] = _(uz)ﬁ(sa y(s, ﬂ(ta 5)))%[3(7—7 2 5)7 (551)
(t,y(1) 5 B(T,1,€)] = Hp(s,y(s)) 7 (7, 1,€).

In particular, it’s easy to verify that the quantities within square brackets on the left hand sides of (E.5T])

&la & &Iil

<
@
~+

<

)

are absolutely continuous. After some calculations, we find

L + 97 Gayp = —(u?)g,

4 . (5.52)
JLUB + H_—hGgu,@ = H,@.

3. We now return to the original coordinate (¢,z) and derive an evolution equation for the partial

derivative u, along a ”good” characteristic curve.
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Fix a point (7,x) with 7 € N. Assume that x is a Lebesgue point for the map x — u,(7,x). Let £ be
such that = y(7,£) and assume that ¢ — S(7,t,€) is a good characteristic, so that (GC) holds. From
(E3) we observe that

1+h
ys(T,B) = T2y ) 0. (5.53)

Then the partial derivative u, can be computed as

um(tv y(ta ﬂ(Tv L, 5))) -

Using (5.49) and (EE0) describing the evolution of ug and yg, we can easily conclude that the map ¢ —
ug(t,y(t, B(1,t,£))) is absolutely continuous and satisfies

d d (ug(t,y(t, (7, 1.€)))\ _ ysHp + 2uujy
t,y(t, B(T,t,& ( = 5.54
ar =y A b O = g\ e ) 2 54
4. Suppose that u = u(t, z) is a admissible conservative weak solution, let
1
t =u(t,y(t t = -
U(aé) u(ay(vé.))a V(vé.) 1+U%Oy7
z Y _ 2
W(t,§) = 71 Tl Q&) = (1 +uzoy)ye.
After some calculations, we get the following semilinear system
yt(tag) = _UQ,
Us(t,€) = K(€) — P(Wy(&) — 123 J5 (2QV — Q) () (K (n) — P(1)y(n))dn,
Vi(t, &) = —2UW + 2WV P(1), (5.55)
Wi(t, &) =20V —U —2V2P(1) + VP(1),
Qu(t, &) = —2WQP().
For every & € S, we take the following initial condition
oyO( ) ug,dz +yo(€) = (1+ h)E,
Uo(§) = uo o yo(§),
Vo(§) = T spte (5.56)

Wol6) = gt

QO(&) (1 + U‘O;E o yO)yOf (5) =1+ h7

By the Lipschitz continuity of all coefficients and the previous steps, the Cauchy problem (E55)—(E50) has

a unique global solution.

5. To prove the uniqueness, consider two admissible conservative weak solutions uq and ug of (23] with
the same initial data ug € H'. For a.e. t > 0 the corresponding Lipschitz continuous maps & + y1 (¢, &), £ —
ya(t, €) are strictly increasing. Hence they have continuous inverses, say = +— (y1) (¢, 1), z — (y2) " (¢, 2).

As we deduce that
Y1 (ta 5) = yQ(ta 5)7 ul(tv Y1 (tv 5)) = u2(ta yQ(tv 5))
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In turn, for a.e. ¢ > 0 and a.e. x € S, this implies

up(t, ) = ug (t, yl(t,g)) = Us (t, yg(t,g)) = ug(t, x).

This completes the proof of uniqueness. O
Proof of Theorem :
Combining Theorem 1] and Theorem Bl we obtain an unique global admissible conservative weak
solution of ([2.3). Since the initial data [jug — upu,dz = 0, we have Jsu— uuZdz = 0 by the conservative
laws. Hence, we deduce that ([23]) is equivalent to ([II), thereby we gain an unique global admissible con-

servative weak solution of (LTJ). O
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