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Abstract

The study on the shock formation and the regularities of the resulting shock surfaces for hyperbolic
conservation laws is a basic problem in the nonlinear partial differential equations. In this paper, we are
concerned with the shock formation and the optimal regularities of the resulting shock curves for the
1-D conservation law ∂tu + ∂xf(u) = 0 with the smooth initial data u(0, x) = u0(x). If u0(x) ∈ C1(R)
and f(u) ∈ C2(R), it is well-known that the solution u will blow up on the time T ∗ = − 1

min g′(x) when

min g′(x) < 0 holds for g(x) = f ′(u0(x)). Let x0 be a local minimum point of g′(x) such that g′(x0) =
min g′(x) < 0 and g′′(x0) = 0, g(3)(x0) > 0 (which is called the generic nondegenerate condition), then
by Theorem 2 of [11], a weak entropy solution u together with the shock curve x = ϕ(t) ∈ C2[T ∗, T ∗+ ε)
starting from the blowup point (T ∗, x∗ = x0 + g(x0)T ∗) can be locally constructed. When the generic
nondegenerate condition is violated, namely, when x0 is a local minimum point of g′(x) such that g′′(x0) =
g(3)(x0) = ... = g(2k0)(x0) = 0 but g(2k0+1)(x0) > 0 for some k0 ∈ N with k0 ≥ 2; or g(k)(x0) = 0 for
any k ∈ N and k ≥ 2, we will study the shock formation and the optimal regularity of the shock curve
x = ϕ(t), meanwhile, some precise descriptions on the behaviors of u near the blowup point (T ∗, x∗)
are given. Our main aims are to show that: around the blowup point, the shock really appears whether
the initial data are degenerate with finite orders or with infinite orders; the optimal regularities of the
shock solution and the resulting shock curve have the explicit relations with the degenerate degrees of
the initial data.

Keywords: Shock formation, shock curve, entropy condition, Rankine-Hugoniot condition, hy-
perbolic conservation law
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1 Main result

The study on the blowup and shock formation of smooth solutions to the hyperbolic conservation laws is a
basic problem in the nonlinear partial differential equations, which has made much progress for the multi-
dimensional cases in recent years (see [2]-[3], [6]-[9], [12]-[15]). In the present paper, we are concerned with
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the shock formation and the optimal regularities of the resulting shock curves for the 1-D conservation law®
∂tu+ ∂xf(u) = 0, (t, x) ∈ R+ × R,
u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ R,

(1.1)

where f(u) ∈ C2(R) and u0(x) ∈ C1(R). It is well-known that the C1 solution u of (1.1) will blow up
at the time T ∗ = − 1

min g′(x) with g(x) = f ′(u0(x)) and minx∈R g
′(x) < 0. If we further assume g(x) ∈

L∞(R) ∩ Cp(R) with p ≥ 4, and let x0 be a local minimum point of g′(x) such that

g′(x0) = min
x∈R

g′(x) < 0, g′′(x0) = 0, g(3)(x0) > 0, (1.2)

which is called the generic nondegenerate condition in [1], then by Theorem 2 of [11], a weak entropy solution
u of (1.1) together with the shock curve x = ϕ(t) starting from the blowup point (T ∗, x∗ = x0 + g(x0)T ∗)
can be locally obtained as follows:

(i)

ϕ(t) ∈ Cp(T ∗, T ∗ + ε) ∩ C
p
2 [T ∗, T ∗ + ε). (1.3)

(ii) In some part of the neighbourhood of (T ∗, x∗) near x = ϕ(t), for t ≥ T ∗ and x 6= ϕ(t),

|u(t, x)− u(T ∗, x∗)| ≤ C((t− T ∗)3 + (x− x∗)2)
1
6 ,

|∂tu(t, x)| ≤ C

((t− T ∗)3 + (x− x∗)2)
1
6

,

|∂xu(t, x)| ≤ C

((t− T ∗)3 + (x− x∗)2)
1
3

,

|∂2xu(t, x)| ≤ C

((t− T ∗)3 + (x− x∗)2)
5
6

.

(1.4)

When the generic nondegenerate condition (1.2) is violated, namely, if x0 is a local minimum point of
g′(x) such thatg(x) ∈ L∞(R) ∩ C2k+2(R) for k ∈ N with k ≥ 2,

g′(x0) = min
x∈R

g′(x) < 0, g′′(x0) = g(3)(x0) = ... = g(2k)(x0) = 0, g(2k+1)(x0) > 0,
(1.5)

or g(x) ∈ L∞(R) ∩ C∞(R),

g′(x0) = min
x∈R

g′(x) < 0, g(k)(x0) = 0 for any k ∈ N and k ≥ 2,
(1.6)

we will study the shock formation and the optimal regularity of the resulting shock x = ϕ(t) from the blowup
point (T ∗, x∗), meanwhile, some precise descriptions on the behaviors of the solution u around the blowup
point (T ∗, x∗) (rather than only some part near the shock curve) will be given.

Without loss of generality and for convenience, we set x0 = 0 in (1.5) and (1.6). In addition, under
condition (1.5), near x0 = 0 we assume

g(x) = −x+ x2k+1 + r(x), (1.7)
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where r(x) ∈ C2k+2 satisfies that r(j)(x) = O(x2k−j+2) for 0 ≤ j ≤ 2k+ 2; under condition (1.6), we choose
a class of initial data

g(x) = −x+ e−|x|
−p
Å
x

p
+ r0(x)

ã
, (1.8)

where p > 0 and r0(x) ∈ C∞ ∩ L∞ with

r
(j)
0 (x) =

ß
O(x2−j), j = 0, 1, 2,
O(1), j ≥ 3

(1.9)

for x near 0.
Starting from the blowup point (1, 0) of (1.1), let the formed shock curve Γ be denoted by x = ϕ(t) if

the shock really appears. On the left hand side and right hand side of Γ for t ≥ 1, the weak entropy solution
u is represented by u− and u+ respectively (see Figure 1 below).

Ω-

u-

Ω
+

u
+

Γ

T*

Figure 1: Shock formation

It follows from the Rankine-Hugoniot condition and entropy condition on Γ that

ϕ′(t)[u](t, ϕ(t)) = [f(u)](t, ϕ(t)), (1.10)

where [u](t, ϕ(t)) = u+(t, ϕ(t))− u−(t, ϕ(t)) is the jump of u across Γ, and

f ′(u+(t, ϕ(t))) < ϕ′(t) < f ′(u−(t, ϕ(t))). (1.11)

Our main results are

Theorem 1.1. Under assumption (1.7), there exists a unique solution u ∈ C1((0, 1)×R) ∩C([0, 1]×R) to
problem (1.1) together with (1.10)-(1.11) for t ≥ 1. Furthermore,

(1) ϕ(t) ∈ C k+1
k [1, 1 + ε) and u ∈ C1((1, 1 + ε)× R) \ {x = ϕ(t)}) for some ε > 0.

(2) near the blowup point (1, 0), the behaviors of u and its derivatives are as follows

|u(t, x)− u(1, 0)| = O(|t− 1| 1
2k + |x|

1
2k+1 ), (1.12)

|∂tu(t, x)| = O((|t− 1| 1
2k + |x|

1
2k+1 )−(2k−1)), (1.13)

|∂xu(t, x)| = O((|t− 1| 1
2k + |x|

1
2k+1 )−2k). (1.14)
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Theorem 1.2. Under assumption (1.8), there exists a unique solution u ∈ C1((0, 1)×R) ∩C([0, 1]×R) to
problem (1.1) together with (1.10)-(1.11) for t ≥ 1. Furthermore,

(i) ϕ(t) ∈ C1[1, 1 + ε] and u ∈ C1(((1, 1 + ε) × R) \ {x = ϕ(t)}) for some ε > 0. In addition, ϕ(t) =

O((t− 1)| ln(t− 1)|−
2
p ) near t = 1 and for t > 1.

(ii) near the blowup point (1, 0), the behaviors of u and its derivatives are as follows

|u(t, x)− u(1, 0)| = O(| ln |t− 1||−
1
p + | ln |x||−

1
p ), (1.15)

|∂tu(t, x)| = O(|t− 1|−1| ln |t− 1||−1−
1
p + |x|−1| ln |x||−1−

1
p ), (1.16)

|∂xu(t, x)| = O(|t− 1|−1| ln |t− 1||−1 + |x|−1| ln |x||−1). (1.17)

Remark 1.1. If we take k = 1, then Theorem 1.1 coincides with the result in Theorem 2 of [11]. In addition,
the author in [11] only shows the behaviors of u in some part of the neighbourhood of the blowup point (1, 0),

which corresponds to the smallness of the variable |λ| = |x|
(t−1)

3
2

for t > 1. This can be referred to the proof

of Lemma 2.1 in [11], where |λ| is required to be small.

Remark 1.2. The regularities of ϕ(t) in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are optimal. One can see Remark
3.1 and Remark 4.1 below.

Remark 1.3. Under the generic nondegenerate assumption of the initial data, for the 1-D 2× 2 p− system
of polytropic gases, the authors in [10]-[11] and [5] obtain the formation and construction of the shock
wave starting from the blowup point under some variant conditions; for the 1-D 3 × 3 strictly hyperbolic
conservation laws with the small initial data or the 3-D full compressible Euler equations with symmetric
structure and small perturbation, the authors in [4], [16] and [7] also get the formation and construction of
the resulting shock waves, respectively.

In order to prove Theorem 1.1-1.2, our focus is to solve the singular and nonlinear ordinary differ-
ential equation (1.10) as in [11]. Note that the equation (1.10) is equivalent to ϕ′(t) = G(t, ϕ(t)) ,∫ 1

0
f ′(θu+(t, ϕ(t)) + (1 − θ)u−(t, ϕ(t)))dθ, where the function G(t, ϕ) is not Lipschtzian with respect to

variable ϕ since the first order derivative of u±(t, x) with respect to the variable x admits the strong sin-
gularities (see (1.13) and (1.17)). To get the uniqueness and regularity of (ϕ(t), u±(t, x)), we require to
carefully analyze the behavior and regularity of solution u near the blowup point (1, 0). Due to the more
degenerate conditions (1.5) and (1.6), we shall introduce some different transformations of (t, x) from that
in [11] (for examples, see (2.9), (2.20), (2.36) and so on). By involved computation, the behaviors of solution
u around the point (1, 0) are derived and then the optimal regularities of ϕ(t) are also established. From
our results, we have known two basic facts for problem (1.1): (1) Around the blowup point, the shock really
appears whether the initial data are degenerate with finite orders or with infinite orders. (2) The optimal
regularities of the shock solution and the resulting shock curve have explicit relations with the degenerate
degrees of the initial data.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some basic analysis on the characteristics
envelope of equation (1.1) near (1, 0), meanwhile, the detailed behaviors of the characteristics near (1, 0) are
established. The proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are given in Section 3 and Section 4 respectively.

2 Some preliminary

For problem (1.1), we define the characteristics x = x(t, y) starting from the point (0, y) as follows
dx(t, y)

dt
= f ′(u(t, x(t, y))),

x(0, y) = y.
(2.1)
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Then along this characteristics we have

u(t, x(t, y)) ≡ u0(y). (2.2)

This means that the characteristics x(t, y) is straight and

x(t, y) = y + tg(y). (2.3)

For any fixed t > 0, in order to solve y = y(t, x) in (2.3) such that the solution u in (2.2) can be obtained,
it is necessary to let

∂x

∂y
(t, y) = 1 + tg′(y) > 0.

By assumption (1.7) or (1.8), we have that near x = 0,
(i) for 0 ≤ t < 1, ∂x

∂y (t, y) > 0;

(ii) ∂x
∂y (1, y) ≥ 0, and only at y = 0, ∂x∂y (1, y) = 0.

Thus for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, one can get a function y = y(t, x) satisfying (2.3) such that the solution to (1.1) is

u(t, x) = u0(y(t, x)). (2.4)

On the other hand, one can compute that for 0 ≤ t < 1,®
∂y
∂t = − g(y)

1+tg′(y) ,
∂y
∂x = 1

1+tg′(y) .
(2.5)

This means that as (t, x) tends to (1−, 0), then y(t, x)→ 0 and |∂xy(t, x)| → +∞.

Let ε > 0 be a sufficiently small constant. Under assumption (1.2), it is easy to check that for 1 < t < 1+ε
and y near 0, there exist two roots of ∂yx(t, y) = 0 with respect to the variable y, which are denoted by
η−(t) and η+(t) with η−(t) < η+(t). Set x±(t) = x(t, η±(t)), we then have

• for x < x+(t) (x > x−(t) resp.) and equality (2.3), there exists a unique root denoted by y−(t, x)
(y+(t, x) resp.).

• for x = x+(t) (x = x−(t) resp.) and equality (2.3), there exist two roots denoted by y−(t, x) < η+(t)
(η−(t) < y+(t, x) resp.).

• for x+(t) < x < x−(t) and equality (2.3), there exist three roots denoted by y−(t, x) < y0(t, x) <
y+(t, x).

Set

Ω− = {(t, x) : 1 < t < 1 + ε, x < x−(t)}
Ω+ = {(t, x) : 1 < t < 1 + ε, x > x+(t)}
Ω0 = {(t, x) : 1 < t < 1 + ε, x+(t) < x < x−(t)}.

Under (1.7), we derive some properties of η±(t) and x±(t) near the blowup point (1, 0).
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Lemma 2.1. There exists an ε > 0 sufficiently small such that
(1) η±(t) ∈ C2k+1(1, 1 + ε) ∩ C 1

2k [1, 1 + ε) admit the following expansion

η±(t) = ±(2k + 1)−
1
2k (t− 1)

1
2k − g(2k+2)(0)

2k(2k)!
(2k + 1)−

2k+1
k (t− 1)

1
k + o((t− 1)

1
k ); (2.6)

(2) x±(t) = x(t, η±(t)) ∈ C2k+1(1, 1 + ε) ∩ C 2k+1
2k [1, 1 + ε) are the envelopes of the characteristic lines (2.3)

which form a cusp at (1, 0), meanwhile,

x±(t) = ∓2k(2k + 1)−
2k+1
2k (t− 1)

2k+1
2k +

g(2k+2)(0)

(2k + 2)!
(2k + 1)−

k+1
k (t− 1)

k+1
k + o((t− 1)

k+1
k ). (2.7)

Proof. (1) Note that η±(t) are the solutions of

1 + tg′(y) = −(t− 1) + (2k + 1)ty2k + tr′(y) = 0. (2.8)

This immediately yields η± ∈ C2k+1(1, 1 + ε] by the implicit function theorem. For t→ 1+, set

s = (t− 1)
1
2k , z =

y

s
. (2.9)

Then (2.8) becomes
F (s, z) , (1 + s2k)[(2k + 1)z2k + s−2kr′(sz)]− 1 = 0. (2.10)

Since r′(sz) = O(s2k+1) for s near 0, F (0, z0±) = 0 holds for z0± = ±(2k+ 1)−
1
2k . By direct computation, we

have that

∂sF (s, z) = 2k(2k + 1)s2k−1z2k − 2ks−2k−1r′(sz) + (s−2k + 1)zr′′(sz), (2.11)

∂zF (s, z) = (1 + s2k)[2k(2k + 1)z2k−1 + s−2k+1r′′(sz)]. (2.12)

Together with r(sz) = g(2k+2)(0)
(2k+2)! (sz)2k+2 + o(s2k+2), this yields

∂sF (0, z0±) = ±g
(2k+2)(0)

(2k + 1)!
(2k + 1)−

2k+1
2k , (2.13)

∂zF (0, z0±) = ±2k(2k + 1)
1
2k 6= 0. (2.14)

By the implicit function theorem, for small ε > 0 there exist

z = z±(s) ∈ C2k+1[0, ε] (2.15)

such that F (s, z±(s)) = 0 and

z±(s) = z0± −
g(2k+2)(0)

2k(2k)!
(2k + 1)−

2k+1
k s+ o(s). (2.16)

Therefore, (2.6) is shown and then η±(t) ∈ C 1
2k [1, 1 + ε].

(2) By (1.7) and (2.3), we have

x±(t) = x(t, η±(t)) = −(t− 1)η±(t) + tη2k+1
± (t) + tr(η±(t)).
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Together with (2.6), this yields x±(t) ∈ C2k+1(1, 1+ε]∩C 2k+1
2k [1, 1+ε] and the expansion (2.7). In addition,

due to ∂
∂yx(t, η±(t)) = 0, then for t ∈ [1, 1 + ε],

d

dt
x±(t) =

∂

∂t
x(t, η±(t)) = g(η±(t)). (2.17)

This means that the tangent direction of x = x±(t) coincides with the characteristic speed of (2.3) at
(t, x±(t)). Consequently, the proof of (2) is finished.

Under (1.8)-(1.9), we have

Lemma 2.2. For η±(t), x±(t), y±(t, x) and y0(t, x), we can deduce the following properties for small ε > 0:

(1) η±(t) ∈ C∞(1, 1 + ε] ∩ C[1, 1 + ε] with η±(τ) = ±| ln(t− 1)|−
1
p +O( ln | ln(t−1))|

| ln(t−1)| ).

(2) x±(t) = x(t, η±(t)) ∈ C∞(1, 1 + ε] ∩ C1[1, 1 + ε] are the envelopes of the characteristic lines and form a

cusp at (1, 0). Moreover we have the expansion x±(t) = ∓(t− 1)| ln(t− 1)|−
1
p +O( (t−1) ln | ln(t−1)|

| ln(t−1)| ).

(3) For any t ∈ (1, 1 + ε], y−(t, ·) is an increasing function from (−∞, x−(t)] onto (−∞, η−(t)]; y0(t, ·) is a
decreasing function from [x+(t), x−(t)] onto [η−(t), η+(t)]; y+(t, ·) is an increasing function from [x+(t),+∞)
onto [η+(t),+∞). Moreover, ym(t, x) ∈ C∞(Ωm) ∩ C(Ω̄m), where m = −,+, 0.

Proof. (1) Set τ = t− 1 for t ≥ 1. Note that η±(t) are defined for small τ > 0 and are the solutions of the
following equation

1 + tg′(y) =

Å
−τ +

1

|y|p
e−|y|

−p
ã

+
τ

|y|p
e−|y|

−p
+ (τ + 1)e−|y|

−p
r1(y) = 0, (2.18)

where r1(y) = 1
p + yr0(y)

|y|p+2 + r′0(y) = O(|y|min{−p+1,0}). Denote ω = | ln τ |−1 and z = |y|−p − (ω−1 − lnω),

then (2.18) becomes

F (τ, z) , −1 + (1 + ωz − ω lnω) e−z + ωe−z
(
τ
(
z + ω−1 − lnω

)
+ (τ + 1)r1(y)

)
= 0. (2.19)

Obviously, F (0, 0) = 0. In addition, by direct computation, we have that for small |y|,

r′1(y) = − p+ 1

|y|p+2
r0(y) +

yr′0(y)

|y|p+2
+ r′′0 (y) = O(|y|−p)

and
∂y

∂z
= −y|y|

p

p
.

Thus one can check that

∂F

∂z
= ωe−z − (1 + zω − ω lnω) e−z − ωe−z

Å
τ
(
z + ω−1 − lnω − 1

)
+ (τ + 1)(r1(y)− r′1(y)

∂y

∂z
)

ã
.

This yields ∂F
∂z (0, 0) = −1 by |y| . ω

1
p . Since F (τ, z) is continuous and has the continuous partial derivative

∂F
∂z near (0, 0), it follows from the implicit function theorem that there exists a continuous function z = z(τ)

near z = 0 to satisfy F (τ, z) = 0. This deduces η±(t) = ±(| ln τ |+ln | ln τ |+z(τ))−
1
p = ±| ln τ |−

1
p +O( ln | ln τ |

| ln τ | ).

On the other hand, for τ > 0, we have ∂x
∂y (t, y) 6= 0 and g′ ∈ C∞. Then by the implicit function theorem,

η±(t) ∈ C∞(1, 1 + ε] hold.
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(2) By (1.8) and (2.3), we have that for small τ > 0,

x±(t) = −τη±(t) + t(
η±(t)

p
e−|η±(t)|

−p
+ r0(η±(t))) = τ [−η±(t) + t(

η±(t)

p
+ o(η±(t)))e−|O(

ln | ln τ|
| ln τ| )|],

which derives x±(t) ∈ C∞(1, 1 + ε] ∩ C[1, 1 + ε]. On the other hand, it holds that for t ∈ (1, 1 + ε],

d

dt
x±(t) =

∂

∂t
x(t, η±(t)) +

∂

∂y
x(t, η±(t))

d

dt
η±(t)

= g(η±(t)),

which means that the tangent direction of x = x±(t) is same as the characteristic speed of (2.3) at (t, x±(t)).
In addition, at the point (1, 0), one has

x′±(1) = lim
t→1+

x±(t, η±(t))− 0

t− 1

= lim
t→1+

[−η±(t) + t(
η±(t)

p
+ o(η±(t)))eO(

ln | ln τ|
| ln τ| )]

= 0

= g(0).

Hence we finish the proof of (2).
(3) For any fixed t ∈ (1, 1 + ε], due to

∂

∂y
x(t, y)

 > 0, for y ∈ (−∞, η−(t)) ∪ (η+(t),+∞),
= 0, for y = η±(t),
< 0, for y ∈ (η−(t), η+(t)),

then by the inverse function theorem, ym(t, ·) with m = −,+, 0 are well defined and satisfy the corre-
sponding monotonicity. Moreover, y+(t, ·) ∈ C∞(x+(t),+∞) ∩ C[x+(t),+∞), y0(t, ·) ∈ C∞(x+(t), x−(t)) ∩
C[x+(t), x−(t)] and y−(t, ·) ∈ C∞(−∞, x−(t)) ∩ C(−∞, x−(t)].

On the other hand, because of ∂yx(t, x) 6= 0 for (t, x) /∈ {x = x±(t)}, thus it follows from the implicit
function theorem that ym(t, x) ∈ C∞(Ωm), m = −,+, 0. For the continuity of ym(t, x) in Ω̄m, we take
y+(t, x) as an example. By x+(t) ∈ C1([1, 1 + ε]), we then get

|y+(t̄, x+(t̄))− y+(t, x)| = |y+(t̄, x+(t̄))− y+(t, x+(t))|+ |y+(t, x+(t))− y+(t, x)| → 0

as (t, x)→ (t̄, x+(t̄)) for t̄ ∈ [1, 1 + ε] and (t, x) ∈ Ω+. Thus y+(t, x) ∈ C∞(Ω+) ∩ C(Ω̄+) holds.

To study the formation of shock wave and the regularity of the resulting shock x = ϕ(t) to equation
(1.1), it is required to study the properties of y±(t, x) for (t, x) in the cusp domain Ω0. Under assumption
(1.5), motivated by [11], we take the following change of the variables

τ = t− 1, s = τ
1
2k , µ =

y

s
, λ =

x

s2k+1
, (2.20)

and will establish the behavior of y±(t, x) near (1, 0) in some sub-domain of Ω0.
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Lemma 2.3. For small ε > 0, under assumption (1.7), there exists some constant δ > 0 such that for
(s, λ) ∈ {0 ≤ s ≤ ε, |λ| ≤ δ}, (s, λ)→ sjy±(t, x) are of Cj+2 for j = −1, 0, 1, . . . , 2k and y±(t, x) admit the
following expansions

y+(t, x) = s(1 +
λ

2k
− g(2k+2)(0)

2k(2k + 2)!
s) +O(s3 + sλ2), (2.21)

y−(t, x) = s(−1 +
λ

2k
− g(2k+2)(0)

2k(2k + 2)!
s) +O(s3 + sλ2). (2.22)

Proof. Let

h(y) ,
r(y)

y2k+1
=

∫ 1

0

(1− θ)2k

(2k)!
g(2k+1)(θy)dθ − 1. (2.23)

Then h(y) ∈ Cp−2k−1 and h(0) = 0. Furthermore,

yh′(y) =
y

(2k)!

∫ 1

0

(1− θ)2kθg(2k+2)(θy)dθ = − 1

(2k)!

∫ 1

0

g(2k+1)(θy)(1− θ)2k−1[1− (2k + 1)θ] dθ. (2.24)

This derives yh′(y) ∈ C1. Similarly, yjh(j)(y) ∈ C1 holds for j = 2, . . . , 2k+1. Divided by s2k, (2.3) becomes

G(s, λ, µ) , −µ+ (1 + s2k)µ2k+1 + (1 + s2k)µ2k+1h(sµ)− λ = 0. (2.25)

For s = λ = 0, by G(0, 0, µ) = −µ+ µ2k+1 = −µ(1− µ2k) = 0 we get the roots µ0
± = ±1 and µ0

c = 0. Note
that

∂µG(s, λ, µ) = −1 + (2k + 1)(1 + s2k)µ2k + (1 + s2k)((2k + 1)µ2kh(sµ) + µ2k+1sh′(sµ)). (2.26)

Then
∂µG(0, 0,±1) = 2k 6= 0. (2.27)

By the implicit function theorem, there exist functions µ = µ±(s, λ) ∈ C1 near (s, λ) = (0, 0) such that

G(s, λ, µ±(s, λ)) = 0, µ±(0, 0) = ±1, (2.28)

and then s−1y± ∈ C1. On the other hand, due to

∂sG(s, λ, µ) = 2ks2k−1µ2k + 2ks2k−1µ2k+1h(sµ) + (1 + s2k)µ2k+2h′(sµ), (2.29)

∂λG(s, λ, µ) = −1, (2.30)

then

∂sG(0, 0,±1) = h′(0) =
g(2k+2)(0)

(2k)!

∫ 1

0

(1− θ)2kθdθ =
g(2k+2)(0)

(2k + 2)!
(2.31)

∂λG(0, 0,±1) = −1. (2.32)

It follows from (2.27), (2.31) and (2.32) that

∂sµ±(0, 0) = − g(2k+2)(0)

2k(2k + 2)!
, ∂λµ±(0, 0) =

1

2k
. (2.33)

Consequently, the expansions (2.21) and (2.22) are shown.
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We next prove (s, λ)→ y± ∈ C2. By

s∂sG(s, λ, µ±) + ∂µG(s, λ, µ±)(s∂sµ±(s, λ)) = 0 (2.34)

and

s∂sG(s, λ, µ±(s, λ)) = 2ks2kµ2k
± + 2ks2kµ2k+1

± h(sµ±) + (1 + s2k)µ2k+1
± (sµ±h

′(sµ±)) ∈ C1, (2.35)

we then have s∂sµ±(s, λ) ∈ C1. Thus from ∂sy± = µ± + s∂sµ±, one can see that (s, λ) → y± is of C1. In
addition, by ∂λy± = s∂λµ±(s, λ) and similar computation, we can get y± ∈ C2 with respect to s and λ.

Note that

sj∂jsG(s, λ, µ±(s, λ)) = G(s, λ, s∂sµ±, . . . , s
j−1∂j−1s µ±, h(sµ±), (sµ±)h′(sµ±), . . . , (sµ±)jh(j)(sµ±))

+∂µG(s, λ, µ±)(sj∂jsµ±(s, λ)), j = 2, 3, . . . , 2k + 1,

where G is a polynomial with respect to its arguments. Then sj∂jsµ±(s, λ) ∈ C1 for j = 2, 3, . . . , 2k + 1
by induction. Similarly, sj∂mλ ∂

j−m
s µ±(s, λ) ∈ C1 for 1 ≤ m ≤ j ≤ 2k + 1. Consequently, the proof of

(s, λ)→ sjy±(t, x) ∈ Cj+2 for j = −1, 0, 1, . . . , 2k is completed.

Under assumption (1.8), we now study the asymptotic behavior of y±(t, x) near (1, 0). In this case, we
take the following change of the variables

τ = t− 1, s = | ln τ |−
1
p , λ =

x

sτ
, µ =

y

s
. (2.36)

Then we obtain

Lemma 2.4. Under assumption (1.8), there exist some small constants ε, δ > 0 such that for (t, x) ∈ Ω0 ,
{1 ≤ t ≤ 1 + ε, −δsτ < x < δsτ}, y± ∈ C1+p hold for the variables s and λ. Furthermore,

y+(t, x) = s

Å
1 +

ln p

p
sp +

spλ

p

ã
+O
Ä
smin{p+2,2p+1} + sp+1|λ|2

ä
, (2.37)

y−(t, x) = s

Å
−1− ln p

p
sp +

spλ

p

ã
+O
Ä
smin{p+2,2p+1} + sp+1|λ|2

ä
. (2.38)

Proof. By divided by sτ , (2.3) can be written as follows

G(s, λ, µ) , µ(−1 +
1

p
es
−p(1−|µ|−p)) +

µ

p
e−s

−p|µ|−p +
es
−p

+ 1

s
e−s

−p|µ|−pr0(sµ)− λ = 0. (2.39)

Below we assume µ 6= 0. Without loss of generality, one can assume µ > 0 (corresponding to the case of
y+(t, x)). We divide the proof of Lemma 2.4 into the two cases of p ≥ 1 and p ∈ (0, 1).

Case 1. p ≥ 1.

Set ζ = s−p(1− µ−p)− ln p and µ = (1− sp(ζ + ln p))
− 1
p . Then (2.39) becomes

F1(s, λ, ζ) , G(s, λ, µ) = µ(−1 + eζ) + µeζ−s
−p

+
peζ(1 + e−s

−p
)

s
r0(sµ)− λ. (2.40)

Obviously F1(0, 0, 0) = 0 and lim
s→0+,ζ→0

µ = 1. Note that

∂sµ = sp−1(ζ + ln p) (1− sp(ζ + ln p))
− 1
p−1 , ∂ζµ =

sp

p
(1− sp(ζ + ln p))

− 1
p−1 .

10



Thanks to p ≥ 1, we have that ∂sµ is bounded. On the other hand,

∂sF1 = ps−p−1µeζ−s
−p

+
Ä
−1 + eζ + eζ−s

−pä
∂sµ

+
peζ
Ä
e−s

−p
(ps−p − 1)− 1

ä
s2

r0(sµ) +
peζ(1 + e−s

−p
)

s
r′0(sµ) (µ+ s∂sµ) ,

∂λF1 = −1,

∂ζF1 = µ
Ä
eζ + eζ−s

−pä
+
Ä
−1 + eζ + eζ−s

−pä
∂ζµ+

peζ(1 + e−s
−p

)

s
(r0(sµ) + sr′0(sµ)∂ζµ) .

This derives F1 ∈ C1 and

∂sF1(0, 0, 0) =
p

2
r′′0 (0), ∂λF1(0, 0, 0) = −1, ∂ζF1(0, 0, 0) = 1. (2.41)

Thus by the implicit function theorem, one can obtain that there exists a unique function ζ(s, λ) ∈ C1

satisfying F1(s, λ, ζ(s, λ)) = 0 and admitting the following expansion

ζ(s, λ) =
p

2
r′′0 (0)s+ λ+O

(
s2 + λ2

)
. (2.42)

At this time, we get

µ(s, λ) = (1− sp(ζ + ln p))
− 1
p

=
(

1− sp(ln p+
p

2
r′′0 (0)s+ λ+O

(
s2 + λ2

))− 1
p

= 1 +
ln p

p
sp +

spλ

p
+O

(
sp+1 + sp|λ|2

)
(2.43)

and slµ ∈ Cl+p, l = 0, 1.
If we consider the case of µ < 0, then by the same method, one can obtain the expansion

µ(s, λ) = −1− ln p

p
sp +

spλ

p
+O

(
sp+1 + sp|λ|2

)
. (2.44)

Case 2. 0 < p < 1.

Set ω = sp, ζ = ω−1(1− µ−p)− ln p and µ = (1− ω(ζ + ln p))
− 1
p . Then (2.39) becomes

F2(ω, λ, ζ) , G(s, λ, µ) = µ(−1 + eζ) + µeζ−ω
−1

+
peζ(1 + e−ω

−1

)

ω
1
p

r0(ω
1
pµ)− λ. (2.45)

Obviously F2(0, 0, 0) = 0 and lim
ω→0+, ζ→0

µ = 1. Note that

∂ωµ =
ζ + ln p

p
(1− ω(ζ + ln p))

− 1
p−1 , ∂ζµ =

ω

p
(1− ω(ζ + ln p))

− 1
p−1 .

On the other hand,

∂ωF2 = ω−2µeζ−ω
−1

+
Ä
−1 + eζ + eζ−ω

−1
ä
∂ωµ

+
eζ
Ä
e−ω

−1

(pω−1 − 1)− 1
ä

ω
1
p+1

r0(ω
1
pµ) +

peζ(1 + e−ω
−1

)

ω
1
p

r′0(ω
1
pµ) · ω

1
p−1
Å

1

p
µ+ ω∂ωµ

ã
,

∂λF2 = −1,

∂ζF2 = µ
Ä
eζ + eζ−ω

−1
ä

+
Ä
−1 + eζ + eζ−ω

−1
ä
∂ζµ+

peζ(1 + e−ω
−1

)

ω
1
p

Ä
r0(ω

1
pµ) + ω

1
p r′0(ω

1
pµ)∂ζµ

ä
.
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Then F2 ∈ C1 and
∂ωF2(0, 0, 0) = 0, ∂λF2(0, 0, 0) = −1, ∂ζF2(0, 0, 0) = 1. (2.46)

Thus by the implicit function theorem, one can obtain that there exists a unique function ζ(ω, λ) ∈ C1

satisfying F2(ω, λ, ζ(ω, λ)) = 0 and admitting such an expansion

ζ(ω, λ) = λ+O
(
ω2 + λ2

)
. (2.47)

This yields

µ(s, λ) = (1− sp (ζ(sp, λ) + ln p))
− 1
p

=
(
1− sp(ln p+ λ+O

(
s2p + λ2

))− 1
p

= 1 +
ln p

p
sp +

spλ

p
+O

(
s2p + sp|λ|2

)
(2.48)

and slµ ∈ Cl+p for l = 0, 1.
If we consider the case of µ < 0, then by the same method, one can obtain the expansion

µ(s, λ) = −1− ln p

p
sp +

spλ

p
+O

(
s2p + sp|λ|2

)
. (2.49)

Consequently, we complete the proof of (2.37) and (2.38).

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

We now construct the shock curve x = ϕ(t) of (1.1) in Ω0. It follows from the Rankine-Hugoniot condition
that ®

ϕ′(t) = f(u0(y+(t,ϕ(t))))−f(u0(y−(t,ϕ(t))))
u0(y+(t,ϕ(t)))−u0(y−(t,ϕ(t)))

,

ϕ(1) = 0.
(3.1)

This, together with the mean-value theorem, yields

g(y+(t, ϕ(t))) < ϕ′(t) < g(y−(t, ϕ(t))), (3.2)

which means that the entropy condition on x = ϕ(t) holds. Denote

a(x, y) ,

®
f(u0(x))−f(u0(y))

u0(x)−u0(y)
, if x 6= y,

g(x), if x = y.
(3.3)

Under assumption (1.7), it is easy to verify a(x, y) ∈ C2k+2(R2) with a(x, y) = − 1
2 (x + y) + b(x, y), where

b(x, y) = O(x2 + y2) ∈ C2k+2.

Lemma 3.1. Under assumption (1.7), for (3.1) and small ε > 0, there exists a solution x = ϕ(t) on [1, 1+ε)
to satisfy
(1) ϕ(t) is a C2 function on s ∈ [0, ε), where s = (t− 1)

1
2k ;

(2) ϕ(t) ∈ C k+1
k [1, 1 + ε).
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Proof. (1) Set λ(s) = ϕ(t)
s2k+1 . Then (3.1) becomesß

sλ′(s) + (2k + 2)λ(s) = sd(s, λ(s)),
λ(0) = 0,

(3.4)

where

d(s, λ) = −k(µ+(s, λ) + µ−(s, λ)− λ)

s
+

2k

s2
b(sµ+(s, λ), sµ−(s, λ)). (3.5)

By the proof procedure of Lemma 2.3, we have sjd(s, λ) ∈ Cj for j = 0, 1, 2. Then by the same
analysis in [11], there exists a unique solution λ(s) ∈ C1[0, ε) to (3.4) and further sλ′(s) ∈ C1. Due to
(sλ(s))′ = sλ′(s) + λ(s), then sλ(s) ∈ C2, and s2λ′(s) = s2d − (2k + 1)sλ ∈ C2. Therefore, s → ϕ′(t) =
1
2k [s2λ′(s) + (2k + 1)sλ(s)] is a C2 function.

(2) Let s→ 0+ in (3.4), we have

λ′(0) =
d(0, 0)

2k + 3
=
g(2k+2)(0)

(2k + 3)!
+ lim
s→0+

b(sµ+, sµ−)

s2
= O(1).

Therefore λ(s) = O(s) and then ϕ(t) = O(s2k+2) = O((t− 1)
k+1
k ) ∈ C k+1

k [1, 1 + ε).

Remark 3.1. The regularity of ϕ(t) in Lemma 3.1 is optimal. Indeed, we consider the following problemß
∂tu+ ∂x( 1

2u
2) = 0,

u(0, x) = −x+ x2k+1 + |x|2k+2+ε, ε > 0.

In this case, we have g(x) = −x+ x2k+1 + x2k+2 and

y+(t, ϕ(t)) = (t− 1)
1
2k (1 +

ϕ(t)

2k(t− 1)
2k+1
2k

− (t− 1)
1
2k

2k
) + o((t− 1)

1
k )

y−(t, ϕ(t)) = (t− 1)
1
2k (−1 +

ϕ(t)

2k(t− 1)
2k+1
2k

− (t− 1)
1
2k

2k
) + o((t− 1)

1
k ). (3.6)

It follows from Rankine-Hugoniot condition that

ϕ′(t) = −y−(t, ϕ(t)) + y+(t, ϕ(t))

2

=
ϕ(t)

k(t− 1)
− (t− 1)

1
k

k
+ o((t− 1)

1
k ).

This derives ϕ(t) ∈ C k+1
k [1, 1 + ε) which is optimal.

Lemma 3.2. Under assumption (1.7), for any c ∈ (− 2k

(2k+1)
1
2k

+1
,+∞), there exist ε = ε(c) > 0 and

δ = δ(c) > 0 such that for (s, λ) ∈ {0 < s < ε, c− δ < λ < c+ δ}, (s, λ)→ y+(t, x) has the expansion

y+(t, x) = s

Ç
µc −

µ2k+2
c g(2k+2)(0)

(−1 + µ2k
c )(2k + 2)!

s+
λ− c
−1 + µ2k

c

å
+O(s3 + s(λ− c)2), (3.7)
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and for (s, λ) ∈ {0 < s < ε,−c− δ < λ < −c+ δ}, (s, λ)→ y−(t, x) has the expansion

y−(t, x) = s

Ç
−µc −

µ2k+2
c g(2k+2)(0)

(−1 + µ2k
c )(2k + 2)!

s+
λ+ c

−1 + µ2k
c

å
+O(s3 + s(λ+ c)2), (3.8)

where µc is the unique solution in ( 1

(2k+1)
1
2k
,+∞) of the equation

G(0, c, µ) = −µ+ µ2k+1 − c = 0. (3.9)

Proof. By (2.26), (2.29) and (2.30), we have that

∂µG(0,±c,±µc) = −1 + (2k + 1)µ2k
c > 0, (3.10)

∂sG(0,±c,±µc) = µ2k+2
c h′(0) =

µ2k+2
c g(2k+2)(0)

(2k + 2)!
, (3.11)

∂λG(0,±c,±µc) = −1. (3.12)

Then by the implicit function theorem one has that there is a unique function µ±(s, λ) near (0,±c) satisfying
G(s, λ, µ±(s, λ)) ≡ 0 and admitting the expansion

µ±(s, λ) = ±µc −
1

−1 + µ2k
c

Ç
µ2k+2
c g(2k+2)(0)

(2k + 2)!
s− (λ− c)

å
+O(s2 + (λ− c)2). (3.13)

Thus (3.7) and (3.8) are proved.

To study the asymptotic behavior of y± near the x−axis, we now take the following transform

ξ = x
1

2k+1 , η =
t− 1

ξ2k
, ν =

y

ξ
. (3.14)

Under assumption (1.6), by divided ξ2k+1, (2.3) then becomes

H(η, ξ, ν) , −ην + (1 + ξ2kη)ν2k+1 + (1 + ξ2kη)ν2k+1h(ξν)− 1 = 0. (3.15)

We now have

Lemma 3.3. Under assumption (1.6), for small δ > 0, there exists some small constant ε > 0 such that for
(η, ξ) ∈ {|η| ≤ ε, 0 < ξ < δ}, we can get the expansion of y+(t, x) on (ξ, η)

y+(t, x) = ξ

Ç
1 +

η

2k + 1
− g(2k+2)(0)

(2k + 2)!
ξ

å
+O(η2ξ + ξ3), (3.16)

and for (η, ξ) ∈ {|η| ≤ ε, −δ < ξ < 0}, we can get

y−(t, x) = ξ

Ç
1− η

2k + 1
− g(2k+2)(0)

(2k + 2)!
ξ

å
+O(η2ξ + ξ3). (3.17)

Proof. It follows from direct computation that H(0, 0, 1) = 0 and

∂νH = −η + (2k + 1)(1 + ξ2kη)ν2k + (2k + 1)(1 + ξ2kη)ν2kh(ξν) + (1 + ξ2kη)ν2k+1ξh′(ξν), (3.18)

∂ηH = −ν + ξ2kν2k+1 + ξ2kν2k+1h(ξν), (3.19)

∂ξH = 2kξ2k−1ην2k+1 + 2kξ2k−1ην2k+1h(ξη) + (1 + ξ2kη)ν2k+1νh′(ξν). (3.20)
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Then

∂νH(0, 0, 1) = 2k + 1, (3.21)

∂ηH(0, 0, 1) = −1, (3.22)

∂ξH(0, 0, 1) = h′(0) =
g(2k+2)(0)

(2k + 2)!
. (3.23)

By the implicit function theorem, there exists a unique solution ν = ν(η, ξ) of (3.15) near (η, ξ) = (0, 0) such
that

ν(η, ξ) = 1 +
η

2k + 1
− g(2k+2)(0)

(2k + 2)!
ξ +O(η2 + ξ2). (3.24)

Therefore, we obtain (3.16) for ξ > 0. Analogously, (3.17) holds for ξ < 0.

Next we consider the asymptotic behavior of y(t, x) near the blowup point (1, 0) in the domain {(t, x) :
t < 1}. Without confusions, we still use the same notation as for t > 1. Note that through each point in
{t < 1}, there exists a unique characteristic line. By taking the following transform similar to (2.20)

τ = 1− t, s = τ
1
2k , µ =

y

s
, λ =

x

s2k+1
, (3.25)

and then by divided s2k+1 on two sides of (2.3), then (2.3) becomes

G(s, λ, µ) , µ+ (1− s2k)µ2k+1 + (1− s2k)µ2k+1h(sµ)− λ = 0. (3.26)

Lemma 3.4. For each c ∈ R, there exist ε = ε(c), δ = δ(c) > 0 such that for (s, λ) ∈ {0 < s < ε, c − δ <
λ < c+ δ}, (s, λ)→ y(t, x) has the expansion

y(t, x) = s

Ç
µc −

µ2k+2
c g(2k+2)(0)

(1 + (2k + 1)µ2k
c )(2k + 2)!

s− λ− c
1 + (2k + 1)µ2k

c

å
+O(s3 + s(λ− c)2), (3.27)

where µc is the unique solution of the equation

G(0, c, µ) = µ+ µ2k+1 − c = 0. (3.28)

Proof. It follows from direct computation that

∂µG(s, λ, µ) = 1 + (2k + 1)(1− s2k)µ2k + (2k + 1)(1− s2k)µ2k+1sh′(sµ), (3.29)

∂sG(s, λ, µ) = −2ks2k−1µ2k+1 − 2ks2k−1µ2k+1h(sµ) + (1− s2k)µ2k+2h′(sµ), (3.30)

∂λG(s, λ, µ) = −1. (3.31)

Then

∂µG(0, c, µc) = 1 + (2k + 1)µ2k
c > 0, (3.32)

∂sG(0, c, µc) = µ2k+2
c h′(0) =

µ2k+2
c g(2k+2)(0)

(2k + 2)!
, (3.33)

∂λG(0, c, µc) = −1. (3.34)

By the implicit function theorem, there exists a µ(s, λ) near (c, µc) satisfying

µ(s, λ) = µc −
1

1 + (2k + 1)µ2k
c

Ç
µ2k+2
c g(2k+2)(0)

(2k + 2)!
s− (λ− c)

å
+O(s2 + (λ− c)2), (3.35)

from which we can deduce (3.27).
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We start to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1:

(1) By Lemma 3.1, ϕ(t) ∈ C k+1
k [1, 1 + ε) and u ∈ C1((1, 1 + ε)×R) \ {x = ϕ(t)}) for small ε > 0 have been

shown.
(2) Let δ, ε > 0 be the constants obtained in Lemma 3.3 and denote

Ωx,+ = B ∩ {(t, x) : 0 < x < δ2k+1, |t− 1| < εx
2k

2k+1 }, (3.36)

Ωx,− = B ∩ {(t, x) : −δ2k+1 < x < 0, |t− 1| < ε(−x)
2k

2k+1 }, (3.37)

Ω0 = B ∩ {(t, x) : t < 1, |x|
1

2k+1 <
2

ε
1
2k

(1− t) 1
2k }. (3.38)

Let c0 ∈ (0, 2k

(2k+1)1+
1
2k

) be some fixed constant and denote

Ωt,+ = B ∩ {(t, x) : −c0(t− 1)
1
2k < x

1
2k+1 <

2

ε
1
2k

(t− 1)
1
2k }, (3.39)

Ωt,− = B ∩ {(t, x) : − 2

ε
1
2k

(t− 1)
1
2k < x

1
2k+1 < c0(t− 1)

1
2k }. (3.40)

It is easy to see that for (t, x) ∈ Ωx,+ ∪ Ωt,+, u(t, x) = u0(y+(t, x)); for (t, x) ∈ Ωx,− ∪ Ωt,−, u(t, x) =
u0(y−(t, x)); for (t, x) ∈ Ω0, u(t, x) = u0(y(t, x)). By Heine-Borel property of compactness, there exist
{cj,±, δj,± = δj,±(cj,±), εj,± = εj,±(cj,±)}nj=1 and {cj,0, δj,0 = δj,0(cj,0), εj,0 = εj,0(cj,0)}nj=1 such that

Ωt,+ ⊂ ∪nj=1Ωjt,+, Ωt,− ⊂ ∪nj=1Ωjt,−, Ω0 ⊂ ∪nj=1Ωj0, (3.41)

where

Ωjt,+ = {(t, x) : 0 < (t− 1)
1
2k < εj,+, cj,+ − δj,+ <

x

(t− 1)
2k+1
2k

< cj,+ + δj,+}, (3.42)

Ωjt,− = {(t, x) : 0 < (t− 1)
1
2k < εj,−, cj,− − δj,− <

x

(t− 1)
2k+1
2k

< cj,− + δj,−}, (3.43)

Ωj0 = {(t, x) : 0 < (1− t) 1
2k < εj,0, cj,+ − δj,+ <

x

(1− t) 2k+1
2k

< cj,+ + δj,+}, (3.44)

and these domains satisfy the corresponding properties in Lemma 3.2 and 3.4.
Set B = {(t, x) : 0 <

√
(t− 1)2 + x2 < ρ}, and choose ρ > 0 sufficiently small such that

B = Ωx,+ ∪ Ωx,− ∪ Ωt,+ ∪ Ωt,− ∪ Ω0. (3.45)

We now establish the behaviors of u and its derivatives near (1, 0). It suffices to only consider this in the
domains Ωx,+, Ωjt,+ and Ωj0 since the other cases can be treated analogously.

For (t, x) ∈ Ωx,+, we have

|u(t, x)− u(1, 0)| = |u0(y+(t, x))| . |y+(t, x)| . x
1

2k+1 ; (3.46)

for (t, x) ∈ Ωjt,+,

|u(t, x)− u(1, 0)| = |u0(y+(t, x))| . |y+(t, x)| . (t− 1)
1
2k ; (3.47)

and for (t, x) ∈ Ωj0,

|u(t, x)− u(1, 0)| = |u0(y(t, x))| . |y(t, x)| . (1− t) 1
2k . (3.48)
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Therefore (1.12) is obtained.
Let’s turn to prove the estimates (1.13) and (1.14). Note that{

∂u
∂x = u′0(y(t, x)) ∂y∂x (t, x) =

u′0(y(t,x))
1+tg′(y(t,x)) ,

∂u
∂t = u′0(y(t, x))∂y∂t (t, x) = −u

′
0(y(t,x))g(y(t,x))
1+tg′(y(t,x)) .

(3.49)

For (t, x) ∈ Ωjt,+, by (3.7) in Lemma 3.2 we have

1 + tg′(y+(t, x)) = −s2k + (2k + 1)(1 + s2k)y2k+ (t, x) +O(y2k+1
+ (t, x))

= (−1 + (2k + 1)µ2k
cj,+)s2k +O(s2k+1 + s2k|λ− cj,+|)

& s2k

= (t− 1)

& |t− 1|+ |x|
2k

2k+1 , (3.50)

where s = t− 1, and the fact of −1 + (2k + 1)µ2k
cj,+ > 0 has been used.

For (t, x) ∈ Ωx,+, by (3.16) in Lemma 3.3 we have

1 + tg′(y(t, x)) = −ηξ2k + (2k + 1)(1 + ηξ2k)y2k(t, x) +O(y2k+1(t, x))

= ξ2k +O(ξ2k+1 + ηξ2k)

& ξ2k

= x
2k

2k+1

& |t− 1|+ |x|
2k

2k+1 , (3.51)

where ξ = x
1

2k+1 .
For (t, x) ∈ Ωj0,+, by (3.27) in Lemma 3.4 we arrive at

1 + tg′(y(t, x)) = s2k + (2k + 1)(1 + s2k)y2k(t, x) +O(y2k+1(t, x))

= (1 + (2k + 1)µ2k
cj,0)s2k +O(s2k+1 + s2k|λ− cj,0|)

& s2k

= (1− t)
& |t− 1|+ |x|

2k
2k+1 , (3.52)

where s = 1− t, and the fact of 1 + (2k + 1)µ2k
cj,0 > 0 has been used.

Therefore, 1 + tg′(y(t, x)) & |t − 1| + |x|
2k

2k+1 holds for (t, x) ∈ B. In light of (3.49) and the fact of
g(y(t, x)) ∼ y(t, x) in B, (1.13)-(1.14) hold and thus the proof of Theorem 1.1 is completed.

�

4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

By the characteristics method, we can define u±(t, x) = u0(y±(t, x)). By (1.10), the shock curve x = ϕ(t)
satisfies  ϕ′(t) = f(u0(y+(t,ϕ(t))))−f(u0(y−(t,ϕ(t))))

u0(y+(t,ϕ(t)))−u0(y−(t,ϕ(t)))
,

ϕ(1) = 0.
(4.1)
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Denote

a(x, y) ,


f(u0(x))− f(u0(y))

u0(x)− u0(y)
, if x 6= y,

g(x), if x = y.

(4.2)

By (1.8), we have a(x, y) in C∞(R2) and

a(x, y) = −1

2
(x+ y) + b(x, y), (4.3)

where b(x, y) = b(y, x) and b(x, y) = O(x2 + y2) ∈ C∞.

We now study the regularity of the shock wave x = ϕ(t) as a function of s = | ln(t− 1)|−
1
p .

Lemma 4.1. Under assumption (1.8), for (4.1) and small ε > 0, there exists a solution x = ϕ(t) on [1, 1+ε)
such that
(1) s→ ϕ(t) is of C1 on [0, ε);
(2) x = ϕ(t) is of C1 on [1, 1 + ε] with the behavior ϕ(t) = O(s2τ).

Proof. (1) Set λ(s) = ϕ(t)
sτ . Then

dϕ

dt
(t) = s

Å
s1+p

p

dλ(s)

ds
+ (

sp

p
+ 1)λ(s)

ã
.

Substituting this into (4.1) yields

s1+p

p

dλ(s)

ds
+ (

sp

p
+ 1)λ(s)

=
1

s
a(sµ+(s, λ(s)), sµ−(s, λ(s)))

= −1

2
(µ+(s, λ(s)) + µ−(s, λ(s))) +

1

s
b(sµ+(s, λ(s)), sµ−(s, λ(s))) (4.4)

= −s
pλ

p
+O

(
s+ s2p+1|λ|+ sp+1|λ|2

)
. (4.5)

By (2.37) and (2.38), we have

d(s, λ) ,
1

s
a(sµ+(s, λ), sµ−(s, λ)) +

sp

p
λ = O

(
s+ s2p+1|λ|+ sp+1|λ|2

)
. (4.6)

Moreover, sld(s, λ) ∈ Cl+p holds for l = 0, 1, which is derived by Lemma 2.4 and

d(sd(s, λ(s)))

ds
= O(1 + s2p|λ|+ s2p+1|λ′|+ sp|λ|2 + sp+2|λ′|2). (4.7)

In addition, (4.1) in (s, λ) can be written as s1+p

p
dλ(s)
ds + ( 2

ps
p + 1)λ(s) = d(s, λ(s)),

λ(0) = 0.
(4.8)

This yields

λ(s) = ps−2
∫ s

0

ω1−pes
−p−ω−pd(ω, λ(ω))dω. (4.9)
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It follows from direct computation that

|λ(s)| ≤ s−2
∫ s

0

s2es
−p
ω−1−pe−ω

−p
|d(ω, λ(ω))|dω)

. (s+ s2p+1‖λ‖L∞[0,s] + sp+1‖λ‖2L∞[0,s])

∫ s

0

es
−p
ω−1−pe−ω

−p
dω

. s+ s2p+1‖λ‖L∞[0,s] + sp+1‖λ‖2L∞[0,s].

Thus ‖λ‖L∞[0,s] ≤ Cs for s ∈ (0, ε] and small ε > 0. By the analogous computation, we can apply the
contraction mapping theorem to prove that there exists a continuous solution λ to the integral equation
(4.9). From (4.9), we have

λ′(s) = ps−1−pd(s, λ(s))− 2ps−3
∫ s

0

ω1−pes
−p−ω−pd(ω, λ(ω))dω − ps−p−3es

−p
∫ s

0

ω2d(ω, λ(ω))de−ω
−p

= −2ps−3
∫ s

0

ω1−pes
−p−ω−pd(ω, λ(ω))dω + ps−p−3es

−p
∫ s

0

e−ω
−p(

ωd(ω, λ(ω)) + ω
d(ωd(ω, λ(ω)))

dω

)
dω.

This derives

|λ′(s)| . s−3
∫ s

0

s2ω−1−pes
−p−ω−p |d(ω, λ(ω))|dω + s−p−3

∫ s

0

s2+pω−1−pes
−p−ω−p |d(ω, λ(ω))|dω

+s−p−3es
−p
∫ s

0

s2+pω−1−pe−ω
−p
|d(ωd(ω, λ(ω)))

dω
|dω

. 1 +
‖λ‖L∞[0,s]

s
+ s−1es

−p
∫ s

0

ω−1−pe−ω
−p

(s+ s2‖λ′‖L∞[0,s] + ‖λ‖2L∞[0,s])dω

. 1 +
‖λ‖L∞[0,s]

s
+ s‖λ′‖L∞[0,s],

and then λ′(s) ∈ C[0, ε] can be shown. In addition, by ϕ(t) = sτλ(s) and s = | ln τ |−
1
p , then ϕ(t) = O(s2τ)

holds.

Remark 4.1. The regularity of ϕ(t) in Lemma 4.1 is optimal. Indeed, we consider Burgers’ equation
∂u

∂t
+

∂

∂x
(
1

2
u2) = 0,

u(0, x) = −x+
1

p
e−|x|

−p (
x+ x2

)
, p > 0.

In this case, g(x) = u0(x) = −x+ 1
pe
−|x|−p (x+ x2

)
. On the other hand, (2.39) can be written as

F (s, λ, ζ) , G(s, λ, µ) = µ(−1 + eζ) + µeζ−s
−p

+ sµ2eζ(1 + e−s
−p

)− λ,

which derives ∂F
∂s |s=λ=ζ=0 = 1. So we have that

y+(t, x) = | ln(t− 1)|−
1
p (1 +

ln p

p
| ln(t− 1)|−1) +

ϕ(t)

p(t− 1)| ln(t− 1)|
+

1

p
| ln(t− 1)|−1−

2
p + o(| ln(t− 1)|−1−

2
p ),

y−(t, x) = −| ln(t− 1)|−
1
p (1 +

ln p

p
| ln(t− 1)|−1) +

ϕ(t)

p(t− 1)| ln(t− 1)|
+

1

p
| ln(t− 1)|−1−

2
p + o(| ln(t− 1)|−1−

2
p ).
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It follows from Rankine-Hugoniot condition that

ϕ′(t) = −y−(t, ϕ(t)) + y+(t, ϕ(t))

2

= − ϕ(t)

p(t− 1)| ln(t− 1)|
− 1

p
| ln(t− 1)|−1−

2
p + o(| ln(t− 1)|−1−

2
p ).

This means that ϕ(t) = O((t− 1)| ln(t− 1)|−
2
p ) is optimal.

Lemma 4.2. Under assumption (1.7), for any c ∈ (−1,+∞), there exist ε = ε(c), δ = δ(c) > 0 such that
for (s, λ) ∈ {0 < s < ε, c− δ < λ < c+ δ}, (s, λ)→ y+(t, x) has the expansion

y+(t, x) = s

Å
1 +

ln(c+ 1) + ln p

p
sp +

sp(λ− c)
p(c+ 1)

ã
+Oc(s

min{p+2,2p+1} + sp+1|λ− c|2), (4.10)

and for (s, λ) ∈ {0 < s < ε,−c− δ < λ < −c+ δ}, (s, λ)→ y−(t, x) has the expansion

y−(t, x) = s

Å
−1− ln(c+ 1) + ln p

p
sp +

sp(λ+ c)

p(c+ 1)

ã
+Oc(s

min{p+2,2p+1} + sp+1|λ+ c|2). (4.11)

Proof. Similarly to Lemma 2.4, we first consider the case of p ≥ 1. By taking λ = c > −1 and s = 0 in
(2.40), we have the solution ζc = ln(c+ 1) and µc = 1. Furthermore, direct computation yields

∂sF1(0, ζc, c) = c (ln(c+ 1) + ln p) δ1p +
p(c+ 1)

2
r′′0 (0), (4.12)

∂ζF1(0, ζc, c) = c+ 1, (4.13)

∂λF1(0, ζc, c) = −1, (4.14)

where δ1p =

ß
1, p = 1,
0, p > 1.

By the implicit function theorem, we have

ζ(s, λ) = ln(c+ 1)−
Å
c (ln(c+ 1) + ln p) δ1p +

p(c+ 1)

2
r′′0 (0)

ã
s+

λ− c
c+ 1

+Oc(s
2 + |λ− c|2), (4.15)

and then

µ+(s, λ) = (1− sp(ζ + ln p))−
1
p = 1 +

ln(c+ 1) + ln p

p
sp +

sp(λ− c)
p(c+ 1)

+Oc(s
p+1 + sp|λ− c|2). (4.16)

from which (4.10) follows.
For p ∈ (0, 1], recalling ω = sp and then taking ω = 0, λ = c and ζ = ζc = ln(c + 1) in (2.45), one can

arrive at

∂ωF2(0, ζc, c) =
c (ln(c+ 1) + ln p)

p
, (4.17)

∂ζF2(0, ζc, c) = c+ 1, (4.18)

∂λF2(0, ζc, c) = −1, (4.19)

and then by the implicit function theorem we have

ζ(s, λ) = ζ̃(ω, λ) = ln(c+ 1) +
c (ln(c+ 1) + ln p)

p
ω +

λ− c
c+ 1

+Oc(s
2 + |λ− c|2). (4.20)
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Thus

µ+(s, λ) = µ̃+(ω, λ) = (1− ω(ζ + ln p))−
1
p = 1 +

ln(c+ 1) + ln p

p
ω +

ω(λ− c)
p(c+ 1)

+Oc(ω
2 + ω|λ− c|2) (4.21)

and (4.10) can be obtained.
On the other hand for λ = −c and µ−c = −1, (4.11) can be proved by the same method.

Next we consider the behavior of y(t, x) near x−axis. Note that for y > 0,

x = ξe−ξ
−p

(4.22)

is a monotonically increasing function of ξ from [0,+∞) to [0,+∞). Then there exists a unique inverse
function h(x) of (4.22) satisfying that for x > 0 sufficiently small,

h(x) = | lnx|−
1
p +O(| lnx|−1−

1
p ln | lnx|). (4.23)

Define

ξ =

ß
h(|x|), x > 0,
−h(|x|), x < 0,

ν =
y

ξ
, η =

(t− 1)h(|x|)
|x|

. (4.24)

Lemma 4.3. Under assumption (1.7), there exist some constants ε, δ > 0 small enough such that for
(η, ξ) ∈ {0 < ξ < δ,−ε < η < ε}, (η, ξ)→ y+(t, x) has the expansion

y+(t, x) = ξ

Å
1 +

ln p

p
ξp +

1

p
ξpη

ã
+O(ξmin{p+2,2p+1} + ξp+1η2), (4.25)

and for (η, ξ) ∈ {−δ < ξ < 0,−ε < η < ε}, (η, ξ)→ y+(t, x) has the expansion

y−(t, x) = ξ

Å
1 +

ln p

p
(−ξ)p +

1

p
(−ξ)pη

ã
+O((−ξ)min{p+2,2p+1} + (−ξ)p+1η2). (4.26)

Proof. We only consider the case of x > 0 and then y = y+(t, x) > 0 since the other case can be treated

analogously. By x = ξe−ξ
−p

, y = ξν, t− 1 = ηe−ξ
−p

and (1.8), (2.3) becomes

H(η, ξ, ν) , −ην +
ν

p
e−ξ

−pν−p
Ä
η + eξ

−pä
+
e−ξ

−pν−p
Ä
η + eξ

−pä
ξ

r0(ξν)− 1 = 0. (4.27)

Similarly to Lemma 2.4, we divide the proof procedure into two cases of p ≥ 1 and 0 < p < 1. Firstly we

consider p ≥ 1. Set θ = ξ−p(1− ν−p)− ln p and ν = (1− ξp(θ + ln p))
− 1
p . Then (4.27) becomes

J1(η, ξ, θ) , H(η, ξ, ν) = −ην +
(
νeθ − 1

)
+ ηνeθ−ξ

−p
+
peθ
Ä
ηe−ξ

−p
+ 1
ä

ξ
r0(ξν). (4.28)

Note J1(0, 0, 0) = 0, and

∂ξν = ξp−1(θ + ln p)(1− ξp(θ + ln p))−
1
p−1, ∂θν =

1

p
ξp(1− ξp(θ + ln p))−

1
p−1 (4.29)
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are bounded near ξ = 0 and θ = 0 by p ≥ 1. Due to

∂ξJ1 = (eθ − η)∂ξν + ηeθ−ξ
−p

(∂ξν + pνξ−p−1) (4.30)

−pe
θ

ξ2
(ηe−ξ

−p
(1− pξ−p) + 1)r0(ξν) +

peθ
Ä
ηe−ξ

−p
+ 1
ä

ξ
r′0(ξν)(ν + ξ∂ξν), (4.31)

∂θJ1 = eθν + (eθ − η)∂θν + ηeθ−ξ
−p

(ν + ∂θν) +
peθ
Ä
ηe−ξ

−p
+ 1
ä

ξ
(r0(ξν) + ξr′0(ξν)∂θν), (4.32)

∂ηJ1 = −ν + eθ−ξ
−p

(ν +
p

ξ
r0(ξν)), (4.33)

we then obtain

∂ξJ1(0, 0, 0) = δp1 ln p+
p

2
r′′0 (0), ∂θJ1(0, 0, 0) = 1, ∂ηJ1(0, 0, 0) = −1. (4.34)

Thus by the implicit function theorem, one can deduce that there exists a unique function θ = θ(η, ξ) near
(η, ξ) = (0, 0) satisfying

θ(η, ξ) = −
(
δp1 ln p+

p

2
r′′0 (0)

)
ξ + η +O(ξ2 + η2). (4.35)

Recalling ν = (1− ξp(θ + ln p))
− 1
p , we then have

ν(η, ξ) = 1 +
ln p

p
ξp +

1

p
ξpη +O

(
ξp+1 + ξpη2

)
. (4.36)

For p ∈ (0, 1), set ς = ξp and then ν = (1− ς(θ + ln p))−
1
p . In this case, (4.27) becomes

J2(η, ς, θ) , H(η, ξ, ν) = −ην +
(
νeθ − 1

)
+ ηνeθ−ς

−1

+
peθ
Ä
ηe−ς

−1

+ 1
ä

ς
1
p

r0(ς
1
p ν). (4.37)

By J2(0, 0, 0) = 0 and

∂ςν =
1

p
(θ + ln p)(1− ς(θ + ln p))−

1
p−1, ∂θν =

ς

p
(1− ς(θ + ln p))−

1
p−1, (4.38)

under assumption (1.8), we have that J2(η, ξ, θ) ∈ C
1
p and

∂ξJ2 = (eθ − η)∂ςν + ηeθ−ς
−1

(∂ςν + νς−2) (4.39)

− eθ

ς
1
p+1

(ηe−ς
−1

(1− pς−1) + 1)r0(ς
1
p ν) +

peθ
Ä
ηe−ς

−1

+ 1
ä

ς
1
p

r′0(ς
1
p ν)(

1

p
ς

1
p−1ν + ς

1
p ∂ςν), (4.40)

∂θJ2 = eθν + (eθ − η)∂θν + ηeθ−ς
−1

(ν + ∂θν) +
peθ
Ä
ηe−ς

−1

+ 1
ä

ς
1
p

(r0(ς
1
p ν) + ς

1
p r′0(ς

1
p ν)∂θν), (4.41)

∂ηJ2 = −ν + eθ−ς
−1

(ν +
p

ς
1
p

r0(ς
1
p ν)). (4.42)

This yields

∂ςJ2(0, 0, 0) =
ln p

p
, ∂θJ2(0, 0, 0) = 1, ∂ηJ2(0, 0, 0) = −1. (4.43)
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By the implicit function theorem, we know that there exists a unique solution θ = θ(η, ς) for (η, ς) near
(0, 0), which satisfies θ(0, 0) = 0 and

θ(η, ς) = − ln p

p
ς + η +O

(
ς2 + η2

)
. (4.44)

By ξ = ς
1
p , then

ν(η, ξ) = (1− ς(θ + ln p))−
1
p

=
(
1− ς ln p− ςη +O

(
ς2 + η2

))− 1
p

= 1 +
ln p

p
ξp +

1

p
ξpη +O(ξ2p + ξpη2). (4.45)

Therefore we finish the proof of (4.25).
For x < 0, we can transform (2.3) to H(η,−ξ,−ν) = 0. Analogously, we can obtain (4.26) about y−(t, x)

and x < 0.

Next we consider the behavior of y(t, x) for t < 1 near (1, 0). Without of confusion, we still denote

τ = 1− t, s = | ln τ |−
1
p , λ =

x

sτ
, µ =

y

s
, (4.46)

as in the case of t > 1. By divided sτ , (2.3) then becomes

G(s, λ, µ) , µ(1 +
1

p
es
−p(1−|µ|−p))− µ

p
e−s

−p|µ|−p +
e−|µ|

−ps−p(es
−p − 1)

s
r0(sµ)− λ = 0. (4.47)

Lemma 4.4. Under assumption (1.7), we have that
(1) for any c > 1, there exist ε = ε(c), δ = δ(c) > 0 such that for (s, λ) ∈ {0 < s < ε, 1 < c− δ < λ < c+ δ},
(s, λ)→ y(t, x) has the expansion

y(t, x) = s

Å
1 +

ln(c− 1) + ln p

p
sp +

sp(λ− c)
p(c− 1)

ã
+O(smin{p+2,2p+1} + sp+1|λ− c|2). (4.48)

(2) for any 0 ≤ c < 1, there exist ε = ε(c), δ = δ(c) > 0 such that for (s, λ) ∈ {0 < s < ε, c− δ < λ < c+ δ <
1}, (s, λ)→ y(t, x) has the expansion

y(t, x) = s (c+ (λ− c)) +O(s3 + s|λ− c|2). (4.49)

(3) for any c < −1, there exist ε = ε(c), δ = δ(c) > 0 such that for (s, λ) ∈ {0 < s < ε, c−δ < λ < c+δ < −1},
(s, λ)→ y(t, x) has the expansion

y(t, x) = −s
Å

1 +
ln(−c+ 1) + ln p

p
sp − sp(λ− c)

p(c+ 1)

ã
+O(smin{p+2,2p+1} + sp+1|λ− c|2). (4.50)

(4) for any −1 < c < 0, there exist ε = ε(c), δ = δ(c) > 0 such that for (s, λ) ∈ {0 < s < ε,−1 < c − δ <
λ < c+ δ < 1}, (s, λ)→ y(t, x) has the expansion

y(t, x) = s (c+ (λ− c)) +O(s3 + s|λ− c|2). (4.51)

23



Proof. We only prove the cases (1), (2) for c ≥ 0 since the cases (3), (4) can be obtained by the same way.

(1) If c > 1, it is similar to the proof of Lemma 2.4 that we adopt the variable transformation

ζ = s−p(1− µ−p)− ln p, (4.52)

and then µ = (1− sp(ζ + ln p))−
1
p .

At first, we assume p ≥ 1. Then (4.47) becomes

F1(s, λ, ζ) , µ(1 + eζ)− µeζ−s
−p

+
peζ(1− e−s−p)

s
r0(sµ)− λ. (4.53)

It is easy to see that for c > 1, F1(0, c, ln(c− 1)) = 0 and

∂sµ = sp−1(ζ + ln p)(1− sp(ζ + ln p))−
1
p−1, ∂ζµ =

sp

p
(1− sp(ζ + ln p))−

1
p−1.

Then

∂sF1(s, λ, ζ) =
Ä
1 + eζ − eζ−s

−pä
∂sµ+ ps−p−1µeζ−s

−p

+
peζ

s2

Ä
e−s

−p
(1− ps−p)− 1

ä
r0(sµ) +

peζ(1− e−s−p)

s
r′0(sµ) (µ+ s∂sµ) ,

∂λF1(s, λ, ζ) = −1,

∂ζF1(s, λ, ζ) =
Ä
1 + eζ − eζ−s

−pä
∂ζµ+ µeζ(1− e−s

−p
) +

peζ(1− e−s−p)

s
(r0(sµ) + r′0(sµ)∂ζµ).

This yields

∂sF1(0, c, ln(c− 1)) = c (ln p+ ln(c− 1)) δp1 +
p(c− 1)

2
r′′0 (0), ∂λF1(0, c, ln(c− 1)) = −1,

∂ζF1(0, c, ln(c− 1)) = c− 1. (4.54)

By the implicit function theorem, there exists a unique solution ζ(s, λ) satisfying ζ(0, c) = ln(c − 1) and
ζ(s, λ) is C∞ near (0, c) with

ζ = ln(c− 1)−
c (ln p+ ln(c− 1)) δp1 + p(c−1)

2 r′′0 (0)

c− 1
s+

λ− c
c− 1

+O(s+ λ2). (4.55)

Thus

µ = (1− sp(ζ + ln p))−
1
p

= 1 +
ln(c− 1) + ln p

p
sp +

sp(λ− c)
p(c− 1)

+O(sp+1 + sp(λ− c)2). (4.56)

Secondly, we consider the case of p ∈ (0, 1). Let ω = sp and then µ = (1− ω(ζ + ln p))
− 1
p . In this case,

(4.53) becomes

F2(s, λ, ω) , µ(1 + eζ)− µeζ−ω
−1

+
peζ(1− e−ω−1

)

ω
1
p

r0(ω
1
pµ)− λ. (4.57)
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It is obvious that for c > 1, F2(0, c, ln(c− 1)) = 0. By direct computation, we have that

∂ωµ =
ζ + ln p

p
(1− ω(ζ + ln p))−

1
p−1, ∂ζµ =

ω

p
(1− ω(ζ + ln p))−

1
p−1

and

∂ωF2(ω, λ, ζ) =
Ä
1 + eζ − eζ−ω

−1
ä
∂ωµ+ s−2µeζ−ω

−1

+
eζ

ω
1
p+1

Ä
e−ω

−1

(1− pω−1)− 1
ä
r0(ω

1
pµ) +

eζ(1− e−ω−1

)

ω
1
p

r′0(ω
1
pµ)
Ä
ω

1
p−1µ+ ω

1
p ∂ωµ

ä
,

∂λF2(ω, λ, ζ) = −1,

∂ζF2(ω, λ, ζ) =
Ä
1 + eζ − eζ−ω

−1
ä
∂ζµ+ µeζ(1− e−ω

−1

) +
peζ(1− e−ω−1

)

ω
1
p

(r0(ω
1
pµ) + r′0(ω

1
pµ)∂ζµ).

This yields

∂sF1(0, c, ln(c− 1)) =
c(ln p+ ln(c− 1))

p
, ∂λF1(0, c, ln(c− 1)) = −1, ∂ζF1(0, c, ln(c− 1)) = c− 1. (4.58)

By the implicit function theorem, there exists a unique solution ζ(s, λ) satisfying ζ(0, c) = ln(c − 1) and
F2(s, λ, ζ(s, λ)) = 0 with

ζ = ln(c− 1)− c (ln p+ ln(c− 1))

p(c− 1)
s+

λ− c
c− 1

+O(s+ λ2). (4.59)

Thus

µ = (1− sp(ζ + ln p))−
1
p

= 1 +
ln(c− 1) + ln p

p
sp +

sp(λ− c)
p(c− 1)

+O(sp+1 + sp(λ− c)2). (4.60)

Together with (4.56) and (4.60), this derives (4.48).

(2) For 0 < c < 1, define

G(s, λ, µ) , µ(1 +
1

p
es
−p(1−|µ|−p))− µ

p
e−s

−p|µ|−p +
e−|µ|

−ps−p(es
−p − 1)

s
r0(sµ)− λ = 0. (4.61)

It is clear that G(0, c, c) = 0 and

∂sG(s, λ, µ) = s−p−1
Å
µ+

pr0(sµ)

s

ãÄ
es
−p(1−µ−p)(µ−p − 1)− e−s

−pµ−pµ−p
ä

+
sµr′0(sµ)− r0(sµ)

s2

Ä
es
−p(1−µ−p) − e−s

−pµ−p
ä
,

∂λG(s, λ, µ) = −1,

∂µG(s, λ, µ) = 1 + s−pµ−p−1
Å
µ+

pr0(sµ)

s

ãÄ
es
−p(1−µ−p)(1− µ−p)− e−s

−pµ−pµ−p
ä

+

Å
1

p
+ r′0(sµ)

ãÄ
es
−p(1−µ−p) − e−s

−pµ−p
ä
.
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Then in light of c < 1, it follows that

∂sG(0, c, c) = 0,

∂λG(0, c, c) = −1,

∂µG(0, c, c) = 1.

Thus by the implicit function theorem, there exists a unique solution µ = µ(s, λ) satisfying that µ(0, c) = c
and

µ(s, λ) = c+ (λ− c) +Oc(s
2 + |λ− c|2). (4.62)

Therefore, by y = sµ, we finish the proof of (4.49).

Proof of Theorem 1.2:
(1) It can be obtained by Lemma 4.1.
(2) Since we don’t get the behavior of y(t, x) for c = ±1 in Lemma 4.4, we have to choose the domain Ω0

−,t,+
and Ω0

−,t,− as follows

Ω0
t,−,+ = {(t, x) : 0 < s < ε0, 1− δ0 <

x

sτ
< 1 + δ0}, (4.63)

Ω0
t,−,− = {(t, x) : 0 < s < ε0, −1− δ0 <

x

sτ
< −1 + δ0}, (4.64)

where τ = 1− t, s = | ln τ |−
1
p and ε0, δ0 > 0 sufficiently small.

We only consider the behavior in Ω0
−,t,+ since the treatment in Ω0

−,t,− is similar. By monotonicity of
y(t, ·) for each fixed t ∈ [0, 1], we know that for (t, x) ∈ Ω0

−,t,+,

y(t, (1− δ0)sτ) ≤ y(t, x) ≤ y(t, (1 + δ0)sτ). (4.65)

Let’s firstly turn to consider y(t, (1 + δ0)sτ). Note that µ = y(t,(1+δ0)sτ)
s satisfies

1 + δ0 = µ

Å
1 +

1

p
es
−p(1−µ−p)

ã
− µ

p
e−s

−pµ−p +
es
−p − 1

s
e−s

−pµ−pr0(sµ). (4.66)

For p ≥ 1, we let
ζ = s−p(1− µ−p)− ln p, (4.67)

and then µ = (1− sp(ζ + ln p))
− 1
p . In this case, (4.66) becomes

J1(s, ζ) , µ
(
1 + eζ

)
− µeζ−s

−p
+
peζ(1− e−s−p)

s
r0(sµ)− (1 + δ0) = 0. (4.68)

Note that if s→ 0+, then ζ → (ln δ0)+ and µ→ 1+. In addition,

∂sµ = sp−1(ζ + ln p) (1− sp(ζ + ln p))
− 1
p−1 , ∂ζµ =

sp

p
(1− sp(ζ + ln p))

− 1
p−1 , (4.69)

and then by taking s→ 0+, we have

∂sµ(0, ln δ0) = δp1 (ln δ0 + ln p) , ∂ζµ(0, ln δ0) = 0. (4.70)
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On the other hand, it follows from direct computation that

∂sJ1(s, ζ) = (1 + eζ − eζ−s
−p

)∂sµ− ps−p−1µeζ−s
−p

−
peζ
Ä
e−s

−p
(ps−p − 1) + 1

ä
s2

r0(sµ) +
peζ(e−s

−p − 1)

s
r′0(sµ) (µ+ s∂sµ) ,

∂ζJ1(s, ζ) = µeζ(1− e−s
−p

) + (1 + eζ − eζ−s
−p

)∂ζµ+
peζ(e−s

−p − 1)

s
(r0(sµ) + s∂ζµr

′
0(sµ)) .

Together with (1.8), this yields

∂sJ1(0, ln δ0) = (1 + δ0)(ln δ0 + ln p) +
pδ0
2
r′′0 (0), ∂ζJ1(0, ln δ0) = 1. (4.71)

Thus by the implicit function theorem, there exists a function ζ(s) satisfying J(s, ζ(s)) = 0 such that

ζ(s) = ln δ0 −
Å

(1 + δ0)(ln δ0 + ln p) +
pδ0
2
r′′0 (0)

ã
s+Oδ0(s2), s ∈ (0, ε0], (4.72)

where ε0 = ε0(δ0) > 0 is small enough. Therefore

µ(s) = (1− sp(ζ + ln p))
− 1
p = 1 +

ln δ0 + ln p

p
sp +Oδ0(sp+1), s ∈ (0, ε0]. (4.73)

For p ∈ (0, 1), we take ω = sp and then (4.68) becomes

J2(ω, ζ) , µ
(
1 + eζ

)
− µeζ−ω

−1

+
peζ(1− e−ω−1

)

ω
1
p

r0(ω
1
pµ)− (1 + δ0) = 0, (4.74)

where µ = (1− ω(ζ + ln p))
− 1
p . By direct computation, one has

∂ωJ2(ω, ζ) = (1 + eζ − eζ−ω
−1

)∂ωµ− ω−2µeζ−ω
−1

−
eζ
Ä
e−ω

−1

(pω−1 − 1) + 1
ä

ω
1
p+1

r0(ω
1
pµ) +

peζ(e−ω
−1 − 1)

ω
1
p

r′0(ω
1
pµ)

Å
1

p
ω

1
p−1µ+ ω∂ωµ

ã
,

∂ζJ2(ω, ζ) = µeζ(1− e−ω
−1

) + (1 + eζ − eζ−ω
−1

)∂ζµ+
peζ(e−ω

−1 − 1)

ω
1
p

Ä
r0(ω

1
pµ) + ω

1
p ∂ζµr

′
0(ω

1
pµ)
ä
,

and

∂ωµ =
1

p
(ζ + ln p) (1− ω(ζ + ln p))

− 1
p−1 , ∂ζµ =

1

p
θ (1− ω(ζ + ln p))

− 1
p−1 . (4.75)

This yields

∂ωµ(0, ln δ0) =
ln δ0 + ln p

p
, ∂ζµ(0, ln δ0) = 0, (4.76)

and then

∂ωJ2(0, ln δ0) =
(1 + δ0)(ln δ0 + ln p)

p
, ∂ζJ2(0, ln δ0) = ln δ0. (4.77)

So we can obtain

ζ(ω) = ln δ0 −
(1 + δ0)(ln δ0 + ln p)

p ln δ0
ω +Oδ0(ω2), (4.78)

27



and then

µ = (1− ω(ζ + ln p))
− 1
p = 1 +

ln δ0 + ln p

p
sp +Oδ0(s2p). (4.79)

By (4.73) and (4.79), we have that for p > 0 and 0 < s < ε0,

µ(s) = 1 +
ln δ0 + ln p

p
sp +Oδ0(smin{2p,p+1}), (4.80)

where ε0 > 0 is a small constant depending on δ0. It follows that for s ∈ [0, ε0),

y(t, (1 + δ0)sτ) = sµ(s) = s+
ln δ0 + ln p

p
sp+1 +Oδ0(smin{2p+1,p+2}). (4.81)

Secondly, we consider the behavior of y(t, (1− δ0)sτ). For x = (1− δ0)sτ , µ = y(t,(1−δ0)sτ)
s satisfies

L(s, µ) , µ
Å

1 +
1

p
es
−p(1−µ−p)

ã
− µ

p
e−s

−pµ−p +
es
−p − 1

s
e−s

−pµ−pr0(sµ)− (1− δ0) = 0. (4.82)

It is easy to know µ = 1− δ0 as s→ 0+. Furthermore, by direct computation, one has

∂sL(s, µ) = s−p−1
(
µ+

p

s
r0(sµ)

) Ä
es
−p(1−µ−p)(1− µ−p)− e−s

−pµ−pµ−p
ä

+
es
−p(1−µ−p) − e−s−pµ−p

s2
(−r0(sµ) + sµr′0(sµ)) ,

∂µL(s, µ) =

Å
1 +

1

p
es
−p(1−µ−p) − 1

p
e−s

−pµ−p
ã

+ s−pµ−p
Ä
es
−p
− 1
ä
e−s

−pµ−p

+
Ä
es
−p
− 1
ä
e−s

−pµ−p
(
ps−p−1µ−p−1r0(sµ) + r′0(sµ)

)
.

By assumption (1.8), we have

∂sL(0, 1− δ0) = 0, ∂µL(0, 1− δ0) = 1. (4.83)

Then there exists a function
µ(s) = 1− δ0 +Oδ0(s2) (4.84)

such that L(s, µ(s)) = 0 for s > 0 sufficiently small and dependent on δ0. It follows that for s ∈ [0, ε0),

y(t, (1− δ0)sτ) = sµ(s) = (1− δ0)s+Oδ0(s3). (4.85)

Thus for small fixed δ0 > 0, we have that for s ∈ [0, ε0) and x ∈ ((1− δ0)sτ, (1 + δ0)sτ),

1

2
s ≤ y(t, x) ≤ 3

2
s. (4.86)

Recalling u(t, x) = u0(y(t, x)), we have that

|u(t, x)− u(1, 0)| . |y(t, x)| . s = | ln(1− t)|−
1
p , (4.87)

and by

1 + tg′(y(t, x)) = (1− t) +

Å
1

p
e−|y|

−p
+ |y|−pe−|y|

−p
+ r′0(y)

ã
& | ln(1− t)|(1− t), (4.88)
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we have that for (t, x) ∈ Ω0
t,−,+,

∂u

∂x
(t, x) =

u′0(y(t, x))

1 + tg′(y(t, x))
. | ln(1− t)|−1(1− t)−1, (4.89)

∂u

∂t
(t, x) = −u

′
0(y(t, x))g(y(t, x))

1 + tg′(y(t, x))
. | ln(1− t)|−1−

1
p (1− t)−1. (4.90)

We decompose the neighbourhood B of (1, 0) into Ωx,+, Ωx,−, Ωjt,+, Ωjt,−,m for j = 1, 2, . . . , N and

Ωjt,−,+, Ωjt,−,− for j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N as follows (see Figure 2 below).

Figure 2: Decomposition of B

Ωx,+ = {(t, x) : x > 0, 0 < ξ < δ, −ε < η < ε}, (4.91)

Ωx,− = {(t, x) : x < 0, 0 < ξ < δ, −ε < η < ε}, (4.92)

where (ξ, η) are defined in (4.24). Taking the suitable constants c1,+ < c2,+ < . . . < cN−1,+ < cN,+,
{εj,+}Nj=1 and {δj,+}Nj=1, and setting

Ωjt,+ = {(t, x) : 0 < s < εj,+, cj,+ − δj,+ < λ < cj,+ + δj,+}, s = | ln(t− 1)|−
1
p , λ =

x

s(t− 1)
, (4.93)
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where B∩{t ≥ 0} ⊂
Ä
∪Nj=1Ωjt,+

ä
∪Ωx,+∪Ωx,+. By choosing small δ0 > 0, we can define Ω0

t,−,+ and Ω0
t,−,− as

in (4.63) and (4.65). Meanwhile, taking some suitable constants {c1,−,m}Nj=1, {εj,−,m}Nj=1 and {δj,−,m}Nj=1

where m = +, 0,−, and setting

Ωjt,−,m = {(t, x) : 0 < s < εj,−,m, cj,−,m − δj,−,m < λ < cj,−,m + δj,−,m}, s = | ln(1− t)|−
1
p , λ =

x

s(1− t)
,

(4.94)
where cN,−,− < . . . < c1,−,− < −1 < c1,−,0 < c1,−,0 < . . . < cN,−,0 < 1 < c1,−,+ < . . . < cN,−,+,

such that B ∩ {t ≤ 0} ⊂
Ä
∪Nj=0Ωjt,−,+

ä
∪
Ä
∪Nj=1Ωjt,−,0

ä
∪
Ä
∪Nj=0Ωjt,−,−

ä
∪ Ωx,+ ∪ Ωx,+ holds. Note that

in Ωx,±, y(t, x) ∼ ξ; and in others, y(t, x) ∼ s. Then similarly to (4.87), we can obtain (1.15). On
the other hand, in Ωx,±, 1 + tg′(y(t, x)) & |x|| ln |x||; and in others, 1 + tg′(y(t, x)) & |t − 1|| ln |t −
1|| as in (4.88). Then similarly to the proof for (4.89) and (4.90), we can establish (1.16) and (1.17).
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