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Abstract
The present paper establishes a local well-posed result for piecewise regular solutions
with single shock of scalar balance laws with singular integral of convolution type kernels.
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1 Introduction

We consider a scalar balance law in one space dimension with a singular source term
u + fu)e = Glul, (1.1)
where u : [0,00[xR — R is the state variable, f : R — R is a O strictly convex flux, i.e.,
O-flx1)+(1—0)- f(xza) > f(O-21+(1—0) -22), 0€]0,1], zaF# x1, (1.2)

and G is a singular integral of convolution type defined by convolution with a kernel K that
is locally integrable on R\{0}, in the sense that

Glgl(z) = lim K(z —y)-g(y) dy. (1.3)

e—0+ ly—z|>e

Here we work under the following assumptions on K, as it is typically done in applications:

(H1) The kernel K € C?(R\{0}) takes the form of
K = K1+ Ky with KycL'(R),

and the singular part K7 is odd;
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(H2) There exist a constant C' > 0 such that

- C
=zt

‘K(i)(x)‘ for all i = 0,1, 2. (1.4)

The conditions (H1)-(H2) ensure that the Fourier transform of K is essentially bounded.
Thus, G : L2(R) — L?(R) is a bounded operator [15], i.e.,

IG@)llz@) < Gl - llgllz@), g€ L*(R).

Equation (1.1) has an interesting structure since the scalar conservation law generates a con-
tractive semigroup on L!(RR), but the operator G may be discontinuous and unbounded as an
operator on L!(R). In the archetypal case when

U 1

flu) = — K(z) = et

equation (1.1) is well-known as the Burger-Hilbert equation which was introduced by Biello
and Hunter in [1] as a model for surface waves with constant frequency. A lower bound on
the maximal time of existence for smooth solutions was studied in [1, 12, 13], the formation
of singularities [6] and the local asymptotic behavior of a solution up to the time when a
new shock is formed in finite time was investigated in [17], and the global existence of entropy
weak solutions was proved in [3], together with a partial uniqueness result. Recently, piecewise
regular solutions with a single shock for the “well-prepared” initial data have been constructed
in [4, 16]. To complete an asymptotic description of a solution to the Burgers-Hilbert equation
in a neighborhood of a point yy where two shocks interact in [5], the result was extended to a
bigger class of initial data

u(0,2) = W —y0) + (1 x (@ = o),

tez X]yod-OO[) '

}—oo,y()[
for some w € HZ(R\{0}), constants ci,c2 € R, and ¥(x) € C>°(R\{0}) being a fixed even
function with compact support, smooth outside the origin and satisfying

2
Y(x) = — |z| In || for all |z| <1.

In the present article, we study the unique piecewise regular solution with a single shock of
(1.1) with a general class of initial data of the form

u(0,2) = Wz —yo) +0(z —wo), W € H(R\{0}), (1.5)

with for some 3/4 < a < 1,

o(r) € X, = {vecg(R)mc4(R\{0}):sup 2 v ()] < 400, 1<i<4y.

z#0 1+ |$|i—a

(1.6)

Intuitively, X, is the space of functions that have an arbitrarily large derivative as x — 0+

and grow like |z|“. However, this does not lead to the formation of additional shocks. Indeed,

one expects that characteristics fall into the large shock before the blow-up of the gradient.

As in [4, 5], the solutions are more regular than the usual weak entropy solutions and can be

determined by integrating along characteristics. These correspond to the “broad solutions”
considered in [2, 14].

Below we recall the notion of piecewise regular solutions for scalar balance laws.



Definition 1.1 A function u : [0,7] x R — R is called a piecewise regular solution of
(1.1) if there exist finitely many shock curves yi(t),...,yn(t) such that the following holds.

(i) The map t + u(t,-) € H*R\{y1(t),...,yn(t)}) N HE (R\{y1(t),...,yn(t)}) satisfies

sup (1t )l @ (01, ) + I10CE a2 2\ Uy -5 0481 ) < 0
te[0,7

for every 6 > 0 sufficiently small.
(i) For each i =1,...,n, the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions hold:
u (t) = ult,y(t)—) > ult,yt)+) = uf(b), (1.7)
Pl (1) — £ (1)

OO "
(11i) Along every characteristic curve t — x(t) such that z(t) = f'(u(t,x(t))), one has
Sult.a(t) = Gl((). (19)

We note that in the above definition, as well as throughout the sequel, the upper dot denotes
a derivative with respect to time.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. Our main theorem is presented in Section
2, along with the main steps of the proof. Section 3 develops various key a priori estimates
on the source term which are necessary in the remaining steps of the proof. In Section
4 we construct the unique local piecewise regular solution to [(1.1),(1.5)] as the limit of a
convergent sequence of approximations. We conclude with an Appendix which contains some
basic estimates on the singular kernel, the corrector term, and related functions.

2 Main result

We establish the local existence and uniqueness of a piecewise regular solution with a single
shock to the general scalar balance law with nonlocal singular sources (1.1) for a large class
of initial data defined in (1.5)-(1.6):

ug + f(u)e = Glul,

uw(0,2) = W(x —yo) +v(z —yo), withw € H?*(R\{0}), and v € A,.
Our main theorem is presented below.

Theorem 2.1 Given yo € R and v € X, with a € (3/4,1), for every w € H?*(R\{0})
such that W(0—) > w(0+), the Cauchy problem (1.1) with initial data (1.5) admits a unique
piecewise regular solution u with a single shock yi(-) defined for t € [0,T], for some T > 0
sufficiently small. Moreover, the map t — wu(t,y1(t)%) is locally Lipchitz and satisfies

[a(t,y1(H)+)| < 20> ae. t €[0,T7, (2.1)

for some constant I'y > 0.



Remark 2.1 The local existence and uniqueness result can be extended to the case of solutions
with finitely many non-interacting shocks. Moreover, our result can be applied to both Fornberg-
Whitham equation [9] and Burgers-Possion equation [8, 10, 11].

Remark 2.2 We point out that the lower bound 3/4 on the constant « in the definition of X,
18 somehow sharp within our analysis. The best lower bound on « remains an open question.

The main steps in the proof of our main theorem are introduced below, while the details are
provided in the subsequent sections.

2.1 New coordinate system for solutions with one shock

The first step in the proof of our main theorem consists in transferring the equation (1.1) to a
new coordinate system so that the location of the shock of the constructed piecewise regular
solution always remains at the origin. The details for the change of coordinates are included
below.

Assume that u is a piecewise regular solution of the balance law (1.1), with one single shock.
By the Rankine-Hugoniot condition in (1.8), the location y(t) of the shock at time ¢ satisfies

o = DI

As in [4, 5], we shift the space coordinate, by replacing x with x — y(t), so that in the new
coordinate system the shock is always located at the origin. In these new coordinates, the
Cauchy problem [(1.1), (1.5)] becomes

wt (7w - LRI L, — e 22)

= i t,x).
ORI T

with initial data of the form
uw(0,z) = w(z)+ v(x), w € H*(R\{0}), v e X,y (2.3)
Let n € C*°(R) be an even cut-off function which is nonincreasing on [0, co[ and satisfies
supp(n) € [-2,2], n(x) =1 for all z € [-1,1]. (2.4)

Without loss of generality, we can assume ©(0) = 0 with supp(v) C [—2,2]. This assumption
is justified due to the fact that (2.3) can be rearranged as

W+ = [w+®— (@—@(0)) -n} +<@—@(0)> -n € H*R\{0}) + X,

2.2 Structure of piecewise regular solution

The key idea in proving a local existence result for the Cauchy problem (2.2)-(2.3) is to look
for solutions of the form
u(t,z) = w(t,z) + ™ (t,z), (2.5)



where w(t,-) belongs to H*(R\{0}) for ¢t > 0 and the corrector term ¢(*) depends explicitly
on time t such that () (¢,0) = 0 for all ¢ > 0, the strength of the jump

cdW(t) = w(t) —wh(¢), where w(t) = w(t,0+), (2.6)

and also on the difference between the speed of characteristic and the speed of the shock curve

W)y = pw w L flw™(t) — fw'(?))
b (1) = b (t,04), bW (t,x) = fl(w(t,x)) — FEOETTEIRE (2.7)

Calling xg the indicator function of E, we define the function A € C3(R\{0}) as the an-
tiderivative of K, that is,

Alr) = /;Kl<y>dy+A2(x), (2.8)

with As being the even function as the antiderivative of Ky such that

Ao() = (/ Kwy) 0@+ ([ KWy) o) ool (29)

In order to make an appropriate ansatz for the function (), we make use of the following
property.

Lemma 2.1 If g € H'(R\{0}) with supp(g) C [~2,2], then for every x # 0 we have

2
Glgl(z) = / ) Az —y) dy + [g(0+) — 9(0-)] - Ax).

-2

Proof. We consider the case 0 < z < 2, the others being similar. Integrating by parts, we
obtain

/_229/(y)-A(:E—y :515&[/_6 / /] Az — y)dy
_ L%a([/ﬁ/ €+/x+j g(y)-K(w—y)dy+g<—a>-A<x+s>—g(s)-A(m—s>)

+ Jim (g =) A) — gl +2) - A=)
= Glyl(@) — [9(0+) — 9(0-)] - A(x) + lim gz — =) - Ae) — gl +2) - A(=2)].

e—0+

From the assumption (H1)-(H2) and (2.8), one has

El—l>%1+ EA(E) B 07 al—l>%1+ [A(E) B A( - El—l>%1+/ Kl B 07

and this yields

lim gz — <) - Ae) — g(e +2) - A(=e)] = 0.

The proof is complete. ]



Observe that Lemma 2.1 was implicitly used in [4, formula (2.11)] in the particular case where
G is the Hilbert transform.

At this point we note that equation (2.2) can be approximated by the simpler equation

u” () = f(u*(t))
u™(t) — ut(t)
Indeed, we expect that the solutions of (2.2) and (2.10) with the same initial data will have

the same asymptotic structure near the origin. Their difference will lie in H? (]R\{O}) With
this in mind, let ® : [0, co[— R be the antiderivative of A such that

ug + <f/(u) _ N ) cuy = [ut(t) —u(t)] - A). (2.10)

®(0) = 0, O(x) = /090 A(y)dy for all z € R\{0}. (2.11)

Consider the function
o(z,0) = n(z) - [®(b) — P(z + b)) for all z,b € R. (2.12)

We make the ansatz

)) : [¢(w= 0)— ¢ <a: - b(_w)(t)”

+n(z) - [ﬁ (w —t- ™) (t)) .y <—t : b(_w)(t))} if <0,

)) 66,0 = 6 (5. 80) |

+n(z) - [5 (x —t- b (t)) 3 <—t : bgf”)(t))} if 2> 0.
(2.13)
From (2.2), (2.5) and (2.7), the remaining component w(t, -) from (2.5) solves the equation

we + alt,z,w) - w, = F(t,a,w), (2.14)
where a and F are respectively given by
alt,z,w) = bt 2) + f (w+ ) = f(w), (2.15)
and
Flta,w) = G o] (ta) = [f (w+e™) = f'w)] - ) t,) (2.16)
+ (Gl (t,2) = ¢ () + 0 (k) - ) (,)] ).

2.3 Construction of solution

In order to finish the proof of Theorem 2.1, we construct solutions to the Cauchy problem
(2.14)-(2.16) with initial data satisfying

w(0,-) = w() € H*R\{0}),  @w(0—)—w(0+) > 0. (2.17)



Following the analysis in [4], the solution will be obtained as the limit of a sequence of ap-
proximations. Namely, consider a sequence of linear approximations constructed as follows.
As a first step, we set

wy(t,x) = w(x) forall t>0, zeR.

By induction, let w, be given. We define wy,41 to be the solution of the semilinear, non-
homogeneous Cauchy problem

we + alt,x,wy,) - w, = F(t,z,w), w(0,) = w. (2.18)

The induction argument requires two main steps:

(). Existence and uniqueness of solutions to each semilinear problem (2.18) such that

glg{g;g] lwon(t )| 2 R\{o})} < oo

(ii). Convergence in the weaker norm H'(R\{0}), which will follow from the contractive
property below

1
tes[%%}uwn+l(t7 ) wn HHl (R\{0}) 5 . S[%I;]Hwn ) Wn,— 1 HHl(R\{O}) (2'19)

The details for these three main steps will be provided in the following sections.

3 Key estimates on the source term F

In order to prove existence and uniqueness of solutions to each linear problem (2.18) above,
we need a priori estimates on the source term F' defined in (2.16) and recalled here:

Flta,w) = G o] (ta) = [f (w+e™) = f'w)] - ) (t,)
+ (Gl (t.2) = [0 (t.2) + 6t ) - ol ()| )

First, we rewrite the source F' in the following way:

F(t,z,w) = A (t,z)+ B®W(t,z) — C™(t,z), with (3.1)
A 2) = G ] (ta) — | (w+ ™) = fw)] -t ), (3.2)
BW(t,z) = Gw](t,z) — e (t)- A(z) - n(z) and (3.3)
C@(t,z) = ot z) + b (¢ ) o (t,2) + o@(t) - Ax) - n(x). (3.4)



3.1 Estimating the corrector term ¢ (¢, z)

Given two constants My, 5y > 0, we shall assume that w(¢,-) is in H?(R\{0}) and satisfies
lwt, M@y < Mo,  o™(t) > &  forallte0,7]. (3.5)
In addition, the map # — w*(t) = w(t,04) is locally Lipschitz and
=) < 1t)  ae. t €)0,T] (3.6)

for some function ¢ : 0,7 — ]0, 0o[ such that tli%1+ ((t) = co. From (3.5) and (2.6), we have
—
the following estimates for all x € R\{0} and ¢t € [0, T

w(t, )] [wa(t.2) < 2Mo, o) < @)+l ()] < My, (3.7)
and
b0t 0|, |05 ()| < 4+ 1S ez Mo = b1,
(3.8)
65 (6 2)] < 1S les(-anto onsoly (e (8, )| + 4043) -
By the strict convexity of f in (1.2), one has that
b < b)) < —by < 0 < by < bM(1) < by, (3.9)
with by defined by
1,1
; . 1 ,/ [— —
bp = do a,be[—2M(?,l21]\I/1[0},b—a250/0 /0 fi(b—rs(b—a))sdrds > 0. (3.10)
Moreover, assumption (3.6) implies that
05 (1)] < 20 flle2(ansy2n)) - £()  for all ¢ € 0,77 (3.11)

Using (3.7)-(3.9), we provide some estimates on the corrector term @) (¢, z) defined (2.11)-
(2.13). In the following, as usual, by the Landau symbol O(1) we shall denote a uniformly
bounded quantity which does not depend on My, dy and f.

1
Lemma 3.1 For every 0 < |z| < 1/4 and 0 < t < — with by defined in (3.8), we have that

4by
¢ (t2)| < CoJal (Infal] +e271). (3.12)
d 1
— (¢ < 1 —_ 1
'd:ﬂ(p ( 733) = CO <| n|x|| + (|$| —|—t)1_a> ) (3 3)
dt 1 1
2 w) < . ;
Fre o) < O (ot ) €23 (314)
Moreover, for § > 0 small, we obtain that
@) (¢.. < . 5a—3/2
H(p t )‘ H2(R\[-5,0]) = '

with a constant Cy > 0 satisfying

ng(“’)(t, )H < Co = O(1) (Mobg* +1) - (657 +1) .



Proof. We rewrite ¢(*) equivalently as p(*) = &) 4 3) with

o) y
P = Sy e el 0] s
+Z@(t)-[¢< 0) = ¢ (2, —t b ())}-xmm[,

F(t2) = () [7(z -0 0) = (<t 600)] Xl

+n(z) - [ <:13—t bS}“’()) —v(—t.b(;“)(t))} - X[0,00(-
(3.15)

From the assumption (H2), for all x € [-1/4,1/4]\{0}, it holds that

[@(2)] < O)-|zllz]], [A(z)] < OQ)-[nfel|, KD(x) < <

>~ W, 220,1,2

1
Recalling (3.7) and (3.9), we estimate for every x € (0,1/4] and 0 <t < — that

4bq
- 4 M, w M,
Bt 2)| < = [olw,0) = 6 (2187 (0))| < 01) T2 el
d 4 M w M,
ZP )| < A (r -l 0) ~A@)| < o) 3
db M, 1 .
g2 o) < 02— e (2.3},

and

Bt = [o(e—t-070) -7 (70| < 0(1)-min{1aﬁ}=
di
dz?

7 (t, )

dh_ w 1 .
_ ‘dﬂv(aj—t.bi)(t))‘ <O g e {12:3)

The same estimates hold for x € [-1/4,0), 0 <t < 1/(4b1), and this yields (3.12)-(3.14). [

3.2 Estimating source F

The next lemma provides some estimates on the function F' in (2.16). These estimates will

be used in Lemma 4.3 to establish a priori bounds on the approximate solutions of the linear,
non-homogeneous Cauchy problem (2.18).

Lemma 3.2 Assume that w : [0,7] x R — R satisfies assumptions (3.5)-(3.6). Then for
|x| < 1/4 and a.e. t € [0,T], we have

{F(t,x,w) < Ty [0t) - (|enfz]] + ) + 271,
(3.16)

|Fp(t,z,w)] < T'y- [t“‘3/2 + (Z(t) + to‘_l) . |:L"|°‘_1] .

9



Furthermore, for every § > 0 sufficiently small, we obtain that
1P o)l -say < Tie [C44 (7 o) - 671, with  (317)
Iy = O(1) - T3CHMG + 1) [1+657°], Ty = 1+ [ flles(-2010—Co.2010+Co))- (3.18)
Proof. First, recall that we expressed F in (3.1) in terms of A®), B(®) and C(%),

1. Estimates on B"). Applying Lemma A.2 for w(t,-), we get for every 0 < |z| < 1/4 and
0 > 0 that

B®(t2)| < 0)- My, |BI(ta)| £ OO) - My-In?Jal,
and
(w) (4 . < . . 85-2/3
HB (t, )(HZ(R\[_W < O1)- M- 5723,

2. Estimates on A(™). We are now giving some bounds on A®) by splitting it into two
parts
AW = @] - A, AW = g (3.19)
with
v = ' (w+ o) = f(w).

From (3.7)-(3.9) and Lemma 3.1, we estimate

d 1
(w) < 1)-T 1 T ia

4 te)| = 0Q) TyCo <| nlel| + e

p , , (3.20)
() (4 < O1)-T e )

T5d" ()] < O1)-T;Co |wWaa| + 2 fe s e

Notice that d®)(t,0) = 0, we derive from Lemma 3.1 that

A0 < T[] < TRCE ] (1 + P,

IN

d w w w w w w
‘@Ag )(t,x)‘ 01) - Ty - (|| + )] + Jua o™ )
< O(1)-T;C¢(My +1) - [tz|*t.

Moreover, keeping the leading order terms, one also gets
d? (w
A" )|
<O(1)-Tp(M§ +1) - [!w(w)wéﬁé?p! + [l + | + \so(w)soﬁf”)wm!]

< O(1) - Ty(M; + 1)C - [(ilnm! i) (ﬁ I ft)H) + ﬁﬁiﬂ -

In particular, setting I' = F?Cg(Mg’ +1) [1 + bg‘_g], we have

i

H2(R\[-5,0]) < o)r- (| Ind| + ta_l) (5_1/2 + (0 + t)a_3/2) .

10



To estimate the term G [gp(w)] (t,z) in AW we first recall Lemma A.2 to obtain that

G @)] <032 | LEEY @] @) <00) - 52 al,
Gt N 25,07y < O1) - ]\Z—;) L6728,
We observe that
\@“”’(t,O)\ = 0, and ‘d(iﬁ(w)(t,x) < O() - (Jz| 4+ bot)*7?, i € {1,2},
and therefore we obtain
‘E(w)(tw)‘ mw S 00 (1+ b7y o1/,
B, ) o S O (14 pa32) o8/,

Using the L2-continuity of G, we then have that

ey =2 & [P )

2o e

<O(1)- (1463 %) 4012,

~—
)

e[

H'(R)

a—3/2 a—3/2
< . . .
vy S OW - (L5771

d -
H dx [ S llLoe(R)

Thus, for every t > 0 and |z| < 1/4, we have the following estimates:

LA t2)| < O) T (jaft 4 172),
AW (¢ . < 1) . T .. (41/2 —-2/3 Ha—3/2)
H ® )‘ H2(R\[-6,8]) o) t (t u +(0+1) )

3. Estimates on C*). From (2.16) and (3.2)-(3.3), we have that
O (ta) = ¢ () + 8 () - o) (t,2) + 0 (1) Ale) - n(a).
Recalling (3.15), we compute for 0 < z < 1/4 that

oW (t

(¢, ) = e )(t)) n(@,0) = 6 (-t 0®) | B () = (216 (1)

A7) = (0 +80) [ (<00 0) =7 (e - e 0)]

5(w) i (w)
W) (4 ) = a\(t) _b+ (t) Sy
i (L) (U(w)(t) b(j”)(t)) o\ (x,t)
ow) )
e CRICRY (1)) - o (2, -00))
by (t)



) d o d d B
Since %(25(3}, b) = ®'(b) + %(JS(JJ, b) and %qb(:n, 0) = —A(x), one has

w ) 0w
Ct(tz) = <U<W>(t) - b&”(t)) Pt

/N

—th{(t) [

with E®) defined by

B = (o170 +t- 0 0)) [U(W)(t) 0 (<t b (0) + 7 (¢ bﬁ”(t))] .

A0
From (3.5)-(3.11) and Lemma 3.1 we obtain
CW(t,2)| < O - [£(t) - (|oln|z|| + ) + 7],

C:Ew)(t,:ﬂ) < O(l)F . |:f(t) [W + |ln|l‘||:| + W] 5

cWi(t,z)| < O)- <€(t) [W + %} + (Jwez| + 1) [|ln|x|| + ( !
and
HC(M)(t, -)(W(R\[_W < O (87 () (5 + 12 + €(t)s12)

b (k) — 07 (1)) - ol (k)

x| 1)1

+EW(t), (3.21)

)

From the previous estimates on A®™) B(®) and (3.2), one then achieves (3.16)-(3.17) for

a>3/4.

O

To complete this section, we study the change in the function F'(¢,z,w) as w takes different
values which plays a key role in the proof of convergence of the approximations. More precisely,
for any given two functions wy,ws : [0,7] x R — R satisfying (3.5)-(3.6), we provide a priori

estimates on the difference
Fw2)(t o) = F(t, 2z, wy) — F(t,2z,w).
in terms of M;(t) for i € {1,2} with
w o= wy — wi, M;(t) = [[w(t, )@\ oy

For all x € R\{0} and ¢ € [0, 7], it holds

w(t,z)| < 2Mi(t),  |wa(t,x)] < 2Ma(2),
For simplicity, recalling (2.7) and (3.15), we set

b = plw2) _plwr) U = pw2) _ p(w),
We first estimate b(®1:%2) by direct computations

b(t,2)| < 40y Mi(t),  [bu(t,2)] < 20p - (MoMi(t) + |wa(t, 2)])

|boa(t,2)] < ATy - ([MG + [w14a(t,2)]] - My(t) + 2MoMa(t) + [Waa(t, )])

12

(3.22)

(3.23)

(3.24)

(3.25)

(3.26)



with I'; given in (3.18). In particular, this yields
lbo(t)] = [6™2(t,0£) — b™2)(t,04)| < 4Ty - My(t). (3.27)

Secondly, the difference of the corrector term ¥ and its transform G[\I’] is bounded by the
following lemma.

1
Lemma 3.3 For every 0 < |z| <1/4 and 0 < t < —, we have

4bq
d
(W, z)| < TpiMi(t)|z|* ‘%\I/(t,x) < Ty Mi(t) (‘ In ]azH + (Jz| +t)*1),
d . .
‘dxi\ll(t’:E) <STpad(t) (|2~ + (lz| +0)7"), i=2,3, (3.28)

IG T Moy - 12 E D @goy < Trada(re?,

with Ty = O(1)(4by + 16T M) (5> + by ?). Moreover, for every § > 0 small, it holds

|| (¢, ')HHZ(R\[—(S,&]) < Ff,lMl(t) (ta—3/2 + 5—1/2) ’

(3.29)
IG ¥ () paryosgy < TraMa(t) (272 +6723).
Proof. 1. Recalling (3.15), we first write ¥ = ¥ 4 ¥ with
U = pw2) _plwn) U o= plw2) _ glwn), (3.30)

From (3.15) and (1.6), for every t € [0,1/(4b1)] and |x| > 0, one has that W(t,0) = 0,
supp (¥(t,-)) C [~2,2], and

M (t)
(]a;\ + tbo)i_a ’

‘d‘iﬁ(t,x)

< 01)- i=1,2,3,

whence

IN

0(1) - (1 + bg—1/2) pa—1/2 M (1),

{ Hﬁ(t, ')HHl(R)

o

IN

")HH2(R) (’)(1) . (1 + bgé—3/2) . ta—3/2 . Ml(t),

and so the L2-continuity of G yields
1€ [0 gy < 20€ [T [y < O)- (145772122 2y
(R) (R)

and

|G [ )] [ oy = OM)- (1 + by~ Y2) 0T A (1),

2. Fix 0 < z < 1/4 (similar computations hold for —1/4 < 2 < 0). To estimate ¥, we write

~ B o—(wz)(t) a(wl)(t) (w1)
Y= <b$“2’<t> B bi‘“)u)) <¢<x’0) ~ofrttd )>

N o@2) ()b (t)t '/1 d
0

Aol )
T 0 (a: £ ol (t)+7b+(t)t) dr.
v (8)

13



From (3.9) and (3.27), it holds

o)) gw(t) by - [w(t,04) — w(t,0—)| +4M - |by(t)]
4by + 16T s My
< - .
0

(3.31)
Ml(t) = Pf,oMl(t).

Recalling (1.4), we estimate

—tb (1) bt gr
/ K(x+7)dr| < 0(1)-/
0 0 r+T

= O(1)-In <1+%> < 0(1)-min{lln$l,<%>a_1/2}’

0r (.~ (1)) (2, 0)| =

and
d (td (w2) ! (w2)
%/0 6 (=607 (1) + b1 (1)t) dr| = /0 K (vt 00 (t) + b (0)t) dr
1 1
<o) [ ar <o [ oo
0 z— (1) (1) — rep(™ o *+bot z + bot

Thus, keeping into account that \T/(t, 0) = 0, we then have

‘\Tf(t,aj)‘ < 0Q1)- I‘f,ob?_lﬂMl(t) - min {ta—1/2$3/2—a’ ‘xlnaj‘},

lna:|}.

o

d ~ a—1/2, 1 . A
—U(t,z)] <O(1) -Tsob; by~ Mi(t) - ming | — ,
x

dx

This, together with the L2-continuity of G, yields

HG F’(t")] 2 HG [\Tj(t’ ')} ‘ HIR\{0}) — o) H\P

< O@) - Tybd 20y (1212,

IN

HLM(R) HY(R\{0})

Concerning the other derivatives of U, direct computations, together with (3.9), (3.27), and
(3.31), yield

i

dxt

U(t,z)| < O(1) T 1My(t) i€ {2,3},

ri—1’

and, in particular,

H\T!(t,-)‘ < OQ1) Ty My(£)5~Y2.

H2(R\[-4,0])

3. In order to estimate HG [\T/(t, )} ‘ we write U = U; + Wy, with

H2(R\[-6,6])

~ o2 () glw(t) o2 () glw(t)
e Kbi“’?’(t) ) bi“’%)) et <b$"2’<t> ) bi“”’(t)) 'X”"”[] o

14



From (2.12), (3.31), and Lemma A.1, we obtain
|

2 Gl ()]
On the other hand, from (3.15) and (3.30), for every = > 0, we can write

dx?
~ 2 — 0'(“’1)(75) B O—(wz)(t) S (w1)
Uy(t, z) (bﬂf'“)(t) b$1)2)(t)>¢< ,—t- b (t)>

N oW2) ()b (t)t
b (1)
Combining (3.9), (3.27), and (3.31), we obtain

< O(1) - Ty oM (t) H;—;GW%O)]‘

H2(R\[-4,4]) H2(R\[-4,0])

< O(1)-TyoMy(t)6~%3.

/01 %¢ <a; —t b (t) + Tb+(t)t) dr.

2

d? ~
@\1’2(’571’)

LroM(t)

< W Gl o)

Similarly, the above estimates also hold for x < 0. Thus, noticing that \T’g(t, 0) = 0 and using
again the L2-continuity of G, we get

HG [@z(t, .)} ( < OQ1) - Tyobg V2 (1)t12.

< 0(1)-||a(t. )|

H?(R) H?(R)

Combining all the above estimates and using the fact that 3/4 < a < 1, we finally obtain
(3.28) and (3.29). O

Using the estimates in Lemma 3.3, we provide an H? bound on Fwiw2) which allows us to
obtain the convergence of a sequence of approximate solutions w*) to (2.18) in Lemma 4.4.

Lemma 3.4 There exists a constant I'y = O(1)-T'y (I‘%lMgC’S’bl + 1) and T > 0 sufficiently
small such that for every |z| <1/4, 0 <t <T, and § > 0, we have

‘F(wth)(t’x)‘ <T,- (Mz(t) T e + |2 |M)] + E(t)]a:\a) (3.32)

[ptorea ) STy (Ma(t) - ()52 4 672/32071/0] 4 w(1)527), (3.33)

H2(R\[-4,0])
with $(t) = max {|w3 (t) — o (¢)], Wy (¢) —wy (¢)]}-

Proof. 1. Recalling (3.2), (3.19), and (3.23)-(3.25), we have

Forw2)(t o) = Ao(t,x) — Ay(t,z) + B™(t,2) — C(t, x),

with
Ay = G[U], A = A A ¢ = o) ot

From Lemma A.2 and Lemma 3.3, for every 0 < |z| < 1/4 and § > 0, it holds
{ ‘B(w)(tv :E)‘ < 0(1) ' Ml(t)7 HB(W)(tv )HHI(R\{O})

X

IN

(t, ')HH2(R\[_5,5]) < O(1) - My(t) - 6723,
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and
{A2(ta$) < OQ1)-Trodi(t),  [[Aclt, )l mmyoy < O1)-TriMi(t),

A2 ) 2y sgy < O()-TraMi(t) (227372 4 672/3).

2. To bound the term Ay, we first recall d®) = f’ (w + ™)) — f/(w) and write
Ay = d"0, +d o) = A+ A, d = d —d™) = dy +ds,

with
1
d, = </ f” <w1 —I—T-sﬁ(wl)) dT> -
0

11 1
dy = 2. / [/ A <w1 + 7o) [w o+ 7T - s) ds - (w+ T\I’)] dr.
o LJo

Since [|wi||g2@\{oy) < Mo and f € C*, we directly estimate

d

W . o— 1

£d< )(t, x) gc.mm{Ml(t)\xy L My(t) <|ln\xl|+7(|$|+t)l_a>} (3.34)
& W Niw w 1 1
a4t <C [| wa| + Ma(t) (\ 2,m\+|$|+(|$|+t)2_a>], (3.35)

where C = O(1) - I'/T'1 CZ.

Notice that d1)(¢,0) = d™)(t,0) = 0. By keeping the leading order terms, we derive from
(3.20), Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.3 that for every |z| < 1/4 and 0 < ¢t < T, it holds

An(tn) < JAL( )]+ Ara(ta)l < Tada(0)- ot
dA(t W < ALt )|+ [Aa(t,z)| < ToMs(t) - (In? |z + !
— T T : T NT—a
et Y L) S 1,1\%, 1,2\%, = Lol TENEIA
and
d—zAl(t z)| < Ty | My(t) (|Infaf| +t*71) i+;
de? L T ol (el + 22
1
| [Waz +M2 t W1, zx + W2,z > < ln’x‘ +7_>:|7
(1wl Mate) 10|+ ) ) (| 10lel] + s
and thus

JAL(E ) g2 osay S ToMa(®)[(nd+ 2 (072 4+ (54 1)°77)].

3. It remains to estimate C. From (3.21), (3.23), (3.24), (3.27), we have

C(t,04+)| < |0 .o/ (— (") — o). &' (— p("V)
+ +

+ ‘beUQ) . ,(—}/( o tbg_um)) . bg_wl) . ﬁ/( . tb&vl))‘ < FQMl(t)ta_l.
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Moreover, for 0 < x < 1/4 (similar estimates hold when —1/4 < z < 0), it holds

iC(t,x) =

d d d
dx _Cl(t7$) + —Cg(t,l‘) + —Cg(t,l‘),

dx dx dx
with

- +
ow2)(t)  gw)(t) beUQ)(t) bg_wl)(t)

C, = g2ty gl Z}S:”z)(t) bg_wl)(t) St 4 d(wl)(t)_bgrwl)(t) .
ole)(t)  pl)(gy )
Cy = (b(t.2) — by (1)) - 9 + (b (t,) — (") ) v,

Cs = —thy(t) - D™ 4 )" (1) - { D) —

and

U(w)(t)
b (t)

Recalling (3.5), (3.9), (3.24), and (3.27), and taking C' = O(l)w, we have
0

DWWt z) =

o' <:17 — ) (t)) +7 <:17 - tbﬁf”)(t)) .

b B )
o) o (1)

g2 () gw(t)

g(wQ)(t) o'(wl)(t)

< O(empn) +20),

and this implies

dz’
dat

Cy

< Ty [(E(t)Ml(t) +30)) - ‘dd_;¢<wz>

+F-£(t)-'d(ii\iu.

Moreover, from (3.8) and (3.26), taking C' = O(1)(Ty Mg + Ty + by + 1), we obtain
< =L My(t) [l -y
< oo (o g ]

2 i i
(dd—CQ( < [Zx 2<M2 'ddl (w2) +‘dii\11'>

o+ [1Waal + Mo(t) (] + D] |82 (0 )] + (fwize] +1) [ |-

In particular, Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.3 imply

d2
—C
dz2 1

d

dx

1| <To- [L(t)My(t) + 2(t)] | Inz],

< DoMy(t) - (|Inz|+ (z+ )71, (3.36)

C,

s <Ty- <M2(t) (x_l + (z + t)a_2) + (|Waz| + Ma(t) [w2,22|) C’(x,t)),

with C(z,t) = |Inz| 4 (z + t)*~'. Noticing that

@] < O (Mo + DEOM () +3(0)], [ 0] < O, (Mo +1) - 1),
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we have

d’ D(w2)

2t

Cs + £(t)

di
dx?

ddi. (D) — pton) D |
—

with C' = O(1)[';(Mp + 1). Thus, a direct computation yields

< Ct <[€(t)M1 )+ 2(t)]

d’ . 1
(w2) < . a—1-4y _  +
T D (t,z)] < O1)- (1+b] )(;L«+t)1—a+i’
d’ o My (t)
(w2) _ pw) . a—2—i\ _ A7I\Y)
— (D")(t,2) — D (t,x))‘ < O() Ty (L4 577) e
e d' ()M (t) + X(t)
i )My (t) + 2(t
- < . .
g C2bo)| = T (z + )@

Finally, combining the above estimates and (3.36), we obtain

%C(t,x) < Ty [e(t)Ml(t) + My(t) —|—E(t)] <\1nxy + m>
‘d—;ca,m) < 1o {[e0a00) + Ms(r) + 5(0) @ + W)

(I + MOl ) (Il + s )

I Maz@ossy < Tav [(OM(E) + Ma(t) + S| (5712 + (0 +£)27%2),

and then we obtain the desired estimates. ]

4 Local existence and uniqueness of an entropic solution

Throughout this section, we give a proof of Theorem 2.1 by constructing a local solution to
the Cauchy problem (2.2) with general initial data of the form @ =w + v as in (2.3) where ¥
is in X, defined in (1.6) and w € H?(R\{0}) satisfies
. _ My .

6 = w(O—) — w(O—i—) > 0, 7 = ||wHH2(R\{0}) < 00. (4.1)
The solution will be obtained as limit of a Cauchy sequence of approximate solutions w,, (t, z)
in L>([0,T], H'(R\{0})) for some T" > 0 sufficiently small, following the two steps (i)-(ii)
outlined at the end of Section 2. Indeed, we first establish the existence and uniqueness of
solutions to the Cauchy problem (2.18).

4.1 Construction of approximate solutions

For fixed n > 1, let wy, : [0,7] x R — R be a given function such that

_ 0
lwn(t, )mz@ygoy < Mo, |wa(t, 04) —w(0£)] < 30 (4.2)

18



For simplicity, recalling the definition of the corrector function ¢ (¢, z) in (2.13), (2.15), and
(2.16), we set

oult) = wy(t) —wi(t),  wi(t) = wa(t,04),

(4.3)
on(t,z) = pwn)(t, z), an(t,z) = alt,z,wy,).
The Cauchy problem (2.18) can be rewritten as
w + an(t,x) - w, = F(t,z,w), w(0,2) = w(x). (4.4)

Hence, to complete step (i), we shall prove that (4.4) admits a unique solution w41 which
satisfies the bounds listed in (4.2). The construction of w,,; is divided into three steps:

Step 1. Let t — x,(t; 7, 2;) be the solution to the Cauchy problem
i(t) = an(t,z(t)), (1) = =z,
with a,(t,z) being the characteristic speed of (4.4), i.e.

an(t,z) = bWt 2) + [ (wp + ©n) — f/(wy).

The solution w,41 will be constructed by considering a sequence of approximate solutions w*)
to (2.18), inductively defined as follows.

1. w(t,) = w(-) for all t > 0.

2. For every k > 1, w(k“)(t, -) solves the linear equation
wy + an(t,z) -w, = FP(t,2) = F <t,x,w(k)> , w(0,:) = w(-). (4.5)
Equivalently, w*t1) satisfies the integral identity

to
wt D (tg, mp) = w(ﬂjn(()?th:EO))—i—/ FO (¢, @, (t; to, o) )dt. (4.6)
0

Recall the definition of by and b; in (3.10) and (3.8), we denote by
I = [=bo(T —1t)/2,bo(T — t)/2], 0<t<T<o00. (4.7)
The next lemma provides some properties including the Lipschitz continuous dependence of

the characteristic curves t — x,(t; 7, z,).

Lemma 4.1 Assume that wy, and p,, satisfy (4.2)-(4.3). Then there exist constants 61,T, K >
0 depending only on My, dy and f such that for all (x.,7) € ([-d1,01]\{0}) x (0, 7], and for
every 0 <t <7, we have

bo(T — 1)

ety T 2r) ¢ If, and ——

< an(tsm,ar) — 2| < 201(7 — ). (4.8)
Moreover, for any 0 < 1 < 29 < 81 or =01 < x1 < 22 < 0, one has

20 (67, 21) — 2y (87, 22)| < K - |21 — 2] (4.9)
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1
Proof. From Lemma 3.1, it holds for every 0 < |z| < 1/4 and 0 < t < — that

4by
— < (wn) . .
'dxan(t,:n) < [ple) (k)| + T (|onats )] + 2 [wna(t,2)]) 0
< b+ Ff . (C(] . |$|a—1 + 4M0) .
Recalling (3.9) and since ¢(*)(t,0) = 0, we have that
bo < an(t,0-) = bt < by, —by < an(t,04) = b\ (@E) < — by,
there exists a constant d; > 0 depending on b1, by, Cpy, Mo, and I'y such that
Oy < () € () € 0,1/(4h)x 10,201,
, (4.11)
50 < an(t,x) < 20y, (t,2) € [0,1/(4by)] x [~261,0].

In particular, set 7' = min{1/(4b1),1/(2b1)}. For (z,,7) € ([—01,01]\{0}) x (0, 7], one has
|20 (7, 27)| < 201|7] + |2, < 264, 0<t<T,

and (4.11) implies (4.8).

To complete the proof, we shall establish (4.9) for 0 < 21 < 23 < §1, the other case being
entirely similar. Set z(t) = |@(t; 7, 1) — 2 (t; 7, 22)|. From (4.10), one has

‘%z(t)‘ < (b1 + Ty [Co- |zn(t; 7, 20) | 4+ 4Mp]) - 2(t)

)0

and this yields (4.9). O

a—1

bl =" | yu,

Co - 5

< (bl—i-Ff'

As a consequence, for every 7 € [0,7], all characteristics starting at time ¢ = 0 inside the
interval I§ hit the origin before time 7. On the other hand, since a,, = blwn) 4 q(wn) - from
(3.8), (3.20), and (4.7), there exists a constant Cy > 0 depending only on Mo, &y, a and f such
that for every x € R\I] and ¢ € [0, 7], it holds

|ane(t,2)] < Co-(r=0*",  anae(t, )] < Co (lwnalt,2)] +12|*7%) . (4.12)
Hence, one can use the same arguments as in [4, Lemma 4.1] to prove the following Lemma:

Lemma 4.2 Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 4.1, there exists a constant T > 0
depending only on My, 8y and f such that for every T € [0,T] and any solution v of the linear
equation

v +an(t,x) v, = 0,  w(0,)) = v € H*(R\[]), (4.13)

one has

w

”U(T7 )”HZ(R\{O}) < 5 : HT)”H2(R\I{§) (414)
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Proof. To establish (4.14) for a fixed 7 € [0, 7], we set
Z(t) = |v(t, -)H%{Q(R\H) for all t € [0, 7].
Multiplying the linear equation (4.13) by 2v, we have
(v2)t + (anv2)m = apv?, v(0,2) = v(x).
Integrating the above equation over the domain

0= |J{Bx®I) = {(ta)€0,7] xR:z eR\[]},
te[0,7]

and using the the first inequality in (4.12), we get

/ v (1, z)dx §/ 62(:E)d:13+// n.(t, 2)02(t, ) dadt
—0 z€R\IJ 0 Jezer\I7

- (4.15)
< ”@(')”%2(]1&\]5) + CO/O (1 — t)a_l < Z(t) dt.

Similarly, differentiating equation (4.13) with respect to x and multiplying by 2v, (and by
204,), we have

(v2), + (anvz), = —anzvi,  w(0,2) = ¥(x),

(vfm)t + (an v%x)x = —3an s V2, — 20 3 Vg Vaz, Vz2(0,2) = ().

Integrating the above equations over €2, we obtain

/ v2 (1, xz)dr < / [v']Q(x)da:—// n o (t, )02 (t, ) dadt
—oo z€R\I] 0 JzeRr\I]

0 (4.16)
17Oy + Co [ (=020 a,

IN

and

oo T
/ ngm(ﬂ z)dr < / [17//]2(;5) dx — / / 3an7xvg2m + 205, 24V Ver dadt
—0oo z€R\I] 0 JzeR\I]

. . (4.17)
< Hﬁ”(')H%WR\IS) + 300/0 (1 — ) Z(t)dt + 200/0 /ER\IT 30V Uz dadt.

Using the second inequality in (4.12), (4.7), and Holder’s inequality, we estimate
/ U, 32V Vg dT < / (1 + |wae(t, )| + [2]%72) [ve (t, 2)V2e (t, )| do
TER\IT TER\IT

< e (t ey Ve (& )l 2 wyay)

+ va(tv ')HLO"(R\I[) : / \ “wn,mm(t’x” + |x|a—2] : ‘wa(t,l‘” dx

TE€R\I]T

< Z(t)+22'2(t) - / [[wnza(t, )] + 2|72] - |vga (¢, 2)| da
x€R\I]

< Z(t)- <1 +2My+ (2 —a) V2. [W]H/v .
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Thus, summing up (4.15), (4.16), and (4.17), we get

2(8) < 2(0) + Co /0 (2 - AMy 4 5(r — et 4 — 2 [blT = t)r_?’p) Z()dt,

(2 — a)1/2 |: 2
and by Gronwall’s lemma, we derive for 7 > 0 sufficiently small that

9 9

lo(r, )2 = Z(r) < 7-2(00) = Z'HM@{?(R\Ig)a

m2 (&\{0}) ~ 4

proving (4.14). O

As a consequence of Lemma 4.1, by Duhamel’s formula, we get from (4.6) that

Hw(k+1)(7_7_)H < ;HWHHZ(R\I@ +;/OT F(k)(t,.)‘

dt. (4.18)
H2(R\{0})

H2(R\IT)

for all £ > 1.

Step 2. Using Lemma 3.2, Lemma 4.1, and (4.18), we are now going to establish a priori

estimates on the sequence of approximations (w(k)) E>1°

Lemma 4.3 Assume that w, and ¢, satisfy (4.2)-(4.3). There exists T > 0 depending only
on My, by, and f such that, for all T € [0,T],

0
(k) T < 2 k) (.
‘w (r,0+) w(Oi)‘ > Hw (r, )( ey, < Mo (4.19)
In addition, the map T — w®) (1,0=£) is locally Lipchitz and
‘u')(k)(T,O:t)‘ < 7l g 7€ [0,T). (4.20)

Proof. 1. Since w(r,.)

k = 1. Assume that (4.19)-(4.20

w(-) for all 7 € [0,7], the estimates (4.19)-(4.20) hold for
) hold for a given k > 1. Applying Lemma 3.2 for w = wk),

((t) =2I1t* ! and § = % we get
_ _ bo(T —t) —3/4
k) (¢ . < . |43/4 a—1 (2087 7 %)
[laRIE )Hma&m <1 [t + (20 + 1)t ( 5 > ,
and (4.18), (4.1) yield
3M, 3 T
(k1) (. < Mo 3 / k) (g
Hw (7, )HH2(R\{0}) ! * 2 Jo (®, )‘ H2(R\I7)

(4.21)

; 314\140+F11 (711 ro-o) < %4-21“ a3/t

for some constant I'; 1 > 0 that depends on I'1, by and M.
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2. Forany 7 € [0,T] and —d1 < T3 < Z1 < 0, consider the characteristics ¢ — x;(t) = z(t; 7, Z;)
for i = 1,2. Recalling Lemma 3.2, Lemma 4.1, and (4.6), we have

‘w(k+1)(T, 51—72) o w(k+1)(T,:1_71)‘

< [@(22(0)) —w(21(0))| + /O T \F““) (t, wa(t) — FW) <t,x1<t>>\ dt

bot|T — t|
2

< 2M0K|232 — i‘1| + FLQ . (7_2@—1 + Ta_l/2> . |i‘2 — :fl|

T a—1
< IMoK |T — 71| + (202 + ) / [( )+ ta—3/2} lwa(t) — a1 (1)) dt (4.22)
0
< <2MOK + 2P172 . T1/4) . ’fg — (Zl‘

for some constant I'y o > 0 that depends on I'1,by. An entirely similar estimate holds for
7€[0,T] and 0 < Zg < Ty < I7.

3. Given 0 < 1y < 1 < T, let x5 (t) = x(t;72,04) be the backward characteristic starting
from negative side and positive side of the origin at time 79 . From Lemma 3.2, Lemma 4.1,
(4.6), and (4.22), one has

‘w(kﬂ)(Tg, 0+) — w1 (7, O:E)‘

T2
< [u ) D, 08) |+ [ EO () ar

T1

™2 bo(T —t bo(T —t
< GM()Kbl(TQ—Tl)—i-Pl/ ot <1+2r1- [ 0(72 )ln< 0(72 )>‘+t°‘Ddt
T1
T T o
< 6MoKby (o — 1) + [rl 4 21% <Ta+ bOTln <b07>m .min{l,fla—l(fg —Tl)}.
[0

In particular, for almost every 7 € [0, 7], it holds

‘w(k+1)(7_’0i) _ w(Oi)‘ < 6MyKhT + {I& + 21 <Ta +

W (Y] 22,

bOTTln (%)M Lpol (4.24)

Thus, from (4.21), (4.23), and (4.24), there exists a sufficiently small time 7' > 0 depending
only on My, dp and f so that (4.19)-(4.20) holds. O

and

‘w(k+l)(7,0:|:)‘ < 6MoKby + [rl +or? (T“ +

Step 3. Thanks to the above estimates, we now complete step (i), which is a key step toward
the proof of Theorem 2.1, by proving that the sequence of approximations w*) is Cauchy and
converges to a solution w of the linear problem (2.18).

Lemma 4.4 Under the same settings in Lemma 4.3, the sequence of approzimations (w(k))k>1

converges to a limit function w in L>([0,T], H*(R\{0})) for sufficiently small T > 0 depend-
ing only on My, dy, and f. Moreover, w(t,-) satisfies (4.19)-(4.20) in [0,T].
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Proof. 1. For every k > 1, we set w(¥) = w#+D) — (%) and

pW(r) = sup
te[0,7]

®)(t,- for all 7. 4.2
w¥ (¢, )HHZ(R\{O}) or all 7 € [0, 7] (4.25)

By (4.20), for almost every 7 € [0,T], we define

»®F)(r) = max{‘v'v(k)(T,O—l-)

,(w<k>(7,0—)(} < 4Aryroh (4.26)
From (3.22) and (4.5), w*¥) solves the semilinear equation

on + an(t’ $) “Vy = F(w(k)yw(k+1))(t’ $), 'U(O, ) = 0 .

In particular, Lemma 4.2 and the Duhamel formula yield

3
H2(R\{0}) 2 Jo

Thus, by (4.7), (4.20), and the second inequality in (3.32), we derive

ds

Hw(k+l)(7’ ')‘ H2(R\I7)

pe®wt) .)‘

3

ﬁ(k+1)(T) < Cy- <5(k)(7') /T SN r—8)2 4 (1 — 8)_%320‘_% + E(k)(s)(T - S)O‘_% ds)
0

< @t [T 20 -9 tas
0
(4.27)

for some constants C, Cy depend only on I's, and bg

2. Next, we are going to provide a bound on ) in terms of %) and S**1. Given any
0<7 <7 <T,let #3(t) = x,(t;7,04) be the characteristics, which reach the origin at
time 7, from the positive or negative side, respectively. From (4.6), it holds

T2

wH (ny 04) = W) (ry 72 (ry)) + / PO ) @ 55 (1)) dt.

1

Using (4.8), (4.25), (4.26), and the first inequality in (3.32), we estimate
w1 (15, 04) — w0 (7, O:E)‘

< ‘W(k+1) (r, 2 (m)) — w(k+1)(71,0:|:)‘ +/

T1

T2

F(w(k),w(k+1)) (t, jg: (t)) ‘ dt

T2
B+ (1)) |5 (ry)| + ATy 701 / 3 (0)|° dt

T1

IN

T2
+ 8% (72)/ o7 oDt (1 + |35 (1)) dt
T1
< Cs- (5(k+1)(71) + 27 — ) + ﬁ(k)(Tz)T{x—l> (12— 1),
and the increasing property of the map 7 — ﬁ(k+1)(7) implies that

w<k+1>(s,01)‘ < Cy- (6(k+1’(s)+ﬁ(’“)(s)s°“1), ae. s€0,T],  (4.28)
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where C3 > 0 only depends on I'1,I's, b1, and .

3. To complete the proof, we introduce the sequence of maps 7 — v*) (1) defined by

(k) T
R (r) = pMr) +/ SE) (s)(r — 5)*32 ds for all 7 € [0, T7.
4C, 0
with C; being the same as in (4.27). Then, from (4.26), (4.27), (4.28), and the increasing

property of S*), it holds

C 7.20:—1/2
k+1 < 2
YTT) < o

1

ﬁ(k) (1) + 1 /OT E(k)(s)(T — s)o‘_?’/2 ds

Loy /0 (8% (@) 4 BB (r - )2 ds

< C4T°‘_1/2ﬂ(k+1)(7') + Cyr20—3/23(k) (1) + i / Z(k)(s)(T — s)o‘_?’/2 ds
0

for some constant Cy > 0 that only depends on C7,C5 and C5. In particular, by choosing
T > 0 sufficiently small such that

1 1
4 =2 4 = 160,

one obtains a contractive property

sup & (r) < Lo sup A(r)  forall k> 1.
r€[0,T) T€[0,17]

It follows that (w(k))k>1 is a Cauchy sequence in L°([0, T, H?(R\{0})) and converges to a
function w11 € L*°([0, 7], H*>(R\{0})). This implies that

lwnsr (T )20y < Mo, lim w® (7,04) = wyiq(r,0+)  forall 7 € [0,7T],

and wy, 41 satisfies (4.19)—(4.20). Furthermore, from (4.28) and (4.20), the limit klim ™ (1,04)
—00

exist and bounded by 2I';7~! for almost every 7 € (0,7"). Thus, for every 0 < 71 < 75 < T,
one has
W1 (72, 0%) = wog (71, 08) = Tim (w®) (73, 04) — w® (71, 0) )

k—o0
T2 T2

= lim o™ (7,04)dr = / lim w® (7, 04)dr

k—oo 7_1 1 k—o0
and this yields
lim w® (7,04) = tpyi(r,04) ae. 70,7

k—o00

Thus, recalling the first estimate in (3.32), we have

klim F(T,a;,w(k)(T,a;)) = F(T,x,wn+1(T,$)).
—00

Finally, taking & — 400 in (4.6), we obtain that for all ¢y € [0, T,
to
Wn11(to, x0) = W(xn(0;t0,20)) + / F(t,xn(t;to,xo),wnH) dt,
0

and w41 is a solution to the semilinear equation (4.4). O
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4.2 Proof of Theorem 2.1

1. By Lemma 4.4, we inductively construct the sequence of approximate solutions (wy,)n>1
where each w,, solves (2.18) and satisfies (4.2), on a suitably small time interval [0, 7]. More-
over, the map 7 — w,,(7,0+) is locally Lipschitz and

i (1,04)] < 2T -7 ae. 7 €(0,T).

As outlined at the end of Section 2, we show that the sequence (wy,)n>1 is Cauchy w.r.t. the
norm in H'(R\{0}), hence it converges to a unique limit w providing an entropic solution to
the Cauchy problem (2.14). In order to do so, for a fixed n > 2, we define

Wy, = Wy — Wp_1, v, = Sp(wn) - (P(w"71)7 u, = w, +V¥,,
Ap = ap — ap-1, Bn(T) = sup [[wy(t, ’)HHl(R\{O}) :
tel0,7]

Recalling (2.5) and (2.18), we have
Up41,t + ay - Uptl,e = G[\Iln—i-l + Wn—i—l] - Anwn,x - An+1§0gwn+l)'
From Lemma 4.2 and Duhamel’s formula, we obtain that for all 7 € [0, 7], we have

[Wt1(7, ) | 1 R\ {0}

3 T
< = _ _ (wn1) . i
<5 /0 (G[\I/n+1 + Wpt1] — Apwnp — Ant19; )(t, )HHl(R\I[) dt (4.29)

2. To bound the right-hand side of (4.29), we first recall the last inequality in (3.28) and
Lemma A.2 to get

1GYntillmr@goy < Tri IWnti () lmr@ygoy < Tpie Bota(t),

[Wat1(t, )l a1 r\fo Brs1(t
|GWantill R\ [=s8) < 5173 O < (;/2(),

for 6 > 0 sufficiently small. On the other hand, since a, = b(*n) + d~) from (3.26) and
(3.34), it holds

|An(t, )| < Crllwa(t, )l g @ o))
(4.30)
Ao (t,2)| < Ci <||Wn(t,~>||H1<R\{O}> +Ww(t7x)>

I
and this implies that
[An(t, @y < C2 Wl )l @\ o))

for some constant 6’1, Cy >0 depending on f, My, and Cy. Thus, using (3.5) and (3.12)-(3.14),
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we derive
[ An(t, Jwnz () @\goy) < 4ARE )@\ (0} 1wnzll 21 ®)\(0})

< AMy - | An(t, ) ey goy) < AC2MoBa(t),

|

Apar (t, )l () H < A Antr (8 ) o o 18 (& )L ey (—5.01)

H*(R\[-4,4])

4Cy 4CoCo i1 (t)
< W\\Anﬂ(@ e @ygoy) < sz

Thus, from (4.29) and (4.7), we obtain

[wn1 (7, )| 51 R\ (o)) (4.31)
3 [T - 9 1/2 . 9 3/2—«

< = 4Cy My By, (t T —_ 4 " t

< 2/0 CoMofBn(t)+ | T'pq + 'bo(T—t) + 4CHCs bo(r — 1) Bnt1(t)d

§ 652M07—5n(7—) + 53Ta_1/25n+1(7—)

for some constant 53 > 0 depending on Co,ég,r 71,00 and a. From the last inequality in
(3.28), one has

v

1 (7, )l 2w\ foy) Wt 1 (75 ) ar @\g01) = 1Wnr1 (75 ) |5 r\fop)

v

<1 - Ff,lTa_1/2> AW 1 (75 ) w0\ f0y)»
and (4.31) yields

7.(:\z—1/2

1—Tyro-1/2

< 3B+ g Ba(r)

3 - . -
[Wat1 (T, )l @\fo)) < <502M073/2 '/Bn(T)+C3'/8n+1(T)>

for all 7 € [0,T] with T' > 0 sufficiently small. In particular,

/Bn—i-l (T) < !

<3 < B (1) for all 7 € [0, 77,

and (wp), > is a Cauchy sequence in L ([0, T], H'(R\{0})) which converges to the unique
limit w such that

do

w(t,O—) - w(t, 0+) > 3, Hw(t, )”H2(R\{0}) < MQ, for all ¢t € [O,T].

Moreover, the map t — w(t,0+) is locally Lipschitz and
[ir(t,04)] < 2Ty - " ace. t €10,T].

Hence, u = w + o) satisfies (i)-(ii) in Definition 1.1 and (2.1). To verify that u a piecewise
regular solution to (2.2)-(2.3), we notice that w1 is the solution to (2.18) and

% [wn—i-l + 90(1”"“)] + an - % |:wn—|—1 + sﬁ(w”“)} =G [wn+1 + go(w"“)] — Ay - QL)
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Denoting by ,(+; tg, xg) the solution to
i(t) = an(t,x(t)), z(to) = wo,
the formula above implies
[wast + 00 (t0,0) = (@ + )z (030, 20))+

to t (4.32)
+/ G |:wn+1 + sﬁ(w"“)} (t, zn(t:to, z0))dt — / [Ap 18 0] (8, 2 (8 o, 20) )dt
0 0

From the first inequality in (4.30), it holds

t
lm [ [Ansr - @00 (8 2 (t o, w0)) dt

n— oo 0

~ to
< 1im G- B (t) / ) (4 (bt o)) dt = 0.
n o0 0

Taking n — oo in (4.32), we obtain
to
u(to, ro) = (W+0)(x(0;t0,20)) + [ Glult, )] (x(t;to, x0)) dt
0

with t — x(t;to, xo) being the characteristics curve, obtained by solving

i = a(t,z,u) = <f’(u(t,x))—f (“;_(2;:1{ fg)(t))» z(to) = o

3. It remains to prove the uniqueness of (2.2)-(2.3). Assume that @ is a piecewise regular
solution to (2.2)-(2.3). Then we have

sup [|a(t, Mg wyqoy = M1 < oo,
t€[0,7]

and for every § > 0 there exists a constant Ms > 0 such that
iy (t,x)| < My for all (¢,z) € [0,T] x R\(-9,9).

By (1.7), (1.9), and the continuity G[u(t,-)](-) outside the origin, @ is continuously differen-
tiable with respect to both variables ¢,z for x # 0. In particular, the map ¢ +— a,(¢,0+) is
continuous and
inf a(t,0—) —a(t,0+) > 0.
tel[%,T]u( ) — u(t, 0+)
Following the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 4.1, there exist 81,09 > 0 and 0 <
Ty < T small such that for all 7 € [0,73] and ¢ € [0, 7], it holds

a(t,z,a) -sign(z) < 0 for all z € [y, 01]\{0},

and B -
T(t;m,er) > xr+bo-(r—1t) if xr €]0,01],
(4.33)

F(t;1,xr) < @y —bo- (1 —1t) if x;€[-01,0],

28



where Z(-; 7, z,) is the solution to
z(t) = a(t,z(t),n), (1) = xr.
For every 0 < § < b1 small, we shall provide a better upper bound for

A (0,t) = sup |ug (¢, )| for all t € [0, 7].
z€R\[Z(t;7,—9),Z(t;7,0)]

For every x1 < w9 < Z(t;7,—0) or Z(t;7,0) < x1 < X9, set T;(-) = Z(-;t,x;) for i = 1,2. Then,
one has

‘:%1(3) —f2(3)| < la(s,xz1(s),a) — a(s,x2(s),a)]
< Gy lals, w1(s)) — (s, x2(s))] < Co-Fr(8,5) - |#1(s) — Fa(s)|

with Cy = MaXye[—2My,2M;] ‘f ”(w)‘. Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we get

11(s) — Fa(s)] < exp <52 . /: :yT(a,r)dr> a1 —aa| for all s € [0,4).
By Lemma A.2, (1.6), and (4.33), we estimate
|a(t, x1) — a(t,z2)] < |(0+w)(#1(0)) — (0 +W)(F2(0))]
/ IGla(t, )] (@1(5)) — Gla(s, )](2(s))] ds
(2Mo +Cy - (3+7)*7") - [#1(0) — 72(0)]

_|_53-M1/0t <1n2 [3+ ol — )] +

IA

1

Trg) ) - A
< 64 . (((5 + T)Oé—l + ‘ In(é + EO(T — t))‘) - exp <52 : /0 ¥ (9, 3)d3> = xal.

Thus, for ¢ € [0, 7], we have

3.(5,t) < Cy- ((6+7) '+ | In(6 + bo(T — t))]) - exp (52 : /0 - (0, s)ds) (4.34)

Equivalently,

—% exp (—52 : /Ot - (9, s)ds> < CyCy - ((6+7)*"+ |In(s + bo(T — t)]),

and thus there exists a small time 0 < Ty < T} and a constant 5’5 > () such that
exp <52 . / - (6, s)ds> < Cs for all T € [0, T3]
0

Recalling (4.34), we finally get

sup  |ig(t,2)] = 3.(0,7) < Cg-6°"" for all T € [0, T3] (4.35)
2€R\[—5,]

for some constant 56 > 0 which does not depend on J.
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4. Finally, to show that 4(t,-) coincides with u(t,-) for all ¢ € [0, 7], defining
u(t7 l‘) = ﬂ(tv :E) - u(t7 l‘), A(t7 l‘) = d(t7 €L, ZNL) - CNL(t, €z, u)a

we have
w +a(t,z,u)-uy, = Glu] — A(t, ) - uy.

Multiplying the above equation by 2u, we derive
(u?), + (a(t,z,a) - v®) = u-[2G[u] — 2A(t, 2)uy + ag(t, 2, @)u]. (4.36)
For every 7 € [0, T3], integrating (4.36) over the domain
Q= {(t.o) €[0.7] x R € R\[E (1), (1)),
where 7 (t) = #(t;7,04), we get

lu(r, ”L2(R / /R\ et . [2G[u] — 2A(t, x)u, + dx(t,a;,ﬁ)u] | dxdt.
Similarly, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.2, we obtain
I (7, )17 gy
/ /]R\xT(t -y Uy [ %G[ | — ax(t,z,0)u, — 24, (¢, x)u, — 2A(t, ) Uy, | dadt.

From Lemma A.2, (4.35), the two inequalities above, and the fact that o > 3/4, there exists
T3 > 0 so small that for every 7 € [0, T3]

(M o < Cr [ Do 012 . ) ooyt
where C7 > 0 does not depend on 7 and y, = max{z}, —z}. From (4.33) and Gronwall’s
inequality, we conclude that
”u(T, )HHI(R\{O}) =0 for all 7 € [O,Tg].
Finally, we set
T = sup {re[0,T]:a(t,-) =ult,-) for all t € [0, 7]}.

By the continuity of %, u outside the origin, a(T,-) = u(T, -) has the same regularity as w+7.
Consequently, if " < T, then arguing as above we can ﬁnd T €]T,T) such that @(r,-) = u(r, -)
for every 7 € [0, T], which contradicts the definition of T. O

A Estimates on the nonlocal source

In this section, we shall establish basic estimates which are used in the proof of Lemma 3.2
and Lemma 3.4. Assume that K satisfies (H1)-(H2). Recalling the definition of A, ®, n and
¢ in (2.8)-(2.9) and (2.11)-(2.12), we set

b r+b
o) = d(a.b) = nx)- [B(b) — Bz +b)] = n(z)- [ [ awan- [ A(y)dy].

We first provide some bounds on G[x|g ao[®] With X[o o[ being the indicator function on [0, oo
for b > 0 small. As usual, by the Landau symbol O(1) we shall denote a uniformly bounded
quantity which does not depend on b.
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Lemma A.1 Assume that 0 < b < 1/4. For every 0 < |x| < 1/4 and § > 0, we have

|Glx[,00®b](z)] < O(1), ‘%G[X[o,oo[%](iﬂ) < O(1)-In® |z,

d2
wG[X[o,oo@b](fﬂ)

In |z|

< 0(1)- ) HG[X[OvOO[(bb]HHQ(R\[—&&]) < O(l)'5_2/3'

(A1)

X

Proof. From Lemma 2.1 and ¢3(0) = 0, it holds

2
G [xooodt] (@) = — / Fy+b) Az —y)dy forall [z < 1/2
0
Case 1. Assume that —1/4 < z < 0. Observe that for all y € [—2,2]\{0},

AW 19" ()] < O)- (|Infyl|+1),  [(y)] < O1)-Jy|- (|Inlyl|+1),

we have

2
G [X[0,00(00] ()| = /0 ®'(y+b) Az —y) dy‘

2
< (’)(1)-/0 (1+|ln]y+b\)(l+‘ln]w—y\‘) dy < O(1).

To estimate derivatives of G [X[o,oo@b] (), we consider two cases:

o If z +b> 0 then

d 2+4|x|
%G[X[O,oo[gbb] (z)| = /|| O'(x+b+2) K(—2) dz
2+ 1+ |ln!x+b+z]‘ 2+ ¢
< 0(1)-/ . iz < 0(1)-(1+\1n|:c|\)./ L < 00) ),

and

2
'd—G [X[0,00[%b] ()

dx?

, 2+|x| 24|z| B
= |- (x+b+2)  K(—=2) + "z +b+2)  K(—2) dz
\

< o) ~. <|lnb|—|—/2+|x|1 dz) < 0(1)-
| z

In |z|

xT

e Otherwise, if z + b < 0 then

d

%G [X[0,00[®b] (%)

2+|z|
- ‘/| O (x+b+2) K(—2) dz

x|

24|z |

< O(1)- [|1nya;u +/

z|

|®(z+ b+ 2)- K'(—2)| dz] < 0(1) - In? |zl
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and

2 1H|:E| 2+|x| ) ,

WG[X[O,OO[%] ()] < 0Q1) — + " D'(r+b+2) K'(—2) dz

2+|z|
< O(l)-[lnT'x' +/ |®(z+b+2) K"(— |dz] < 01)- lnT|x|

||

Case 2. Assume that 0 < z < 1/4. We write

1-b 2
GX[0,00(P0)(2) = - ; Aly +b)A(x —y)dy — /1 b<1>’(y +0)Az —y)dy = — 11— I

Since A is C3 in [1/2,2], it holds
(g%)\ < 0(1) forallie{0,1,2}.

On the other hand, we split I; into three parts as follows

/2 3z/2
I = / A(y+b)-A(x—y)dy+// Ay +b) - Az —y)dy
0 x/2

1-b
+// Ay +0b) Az —y)dy = Inn + Lo+ L.
3x/2

We estimate

[T (2)] < 0(1)-/05\ln(y+b)!\ln(:c—y)\dy < O(l)-!lnw!/;\lny\dy < O0(1) -zln*z,

A(5 +0)A(G)

NG VK (z —y) dy + 5 < O(1)-In’z,
and
( 1-b
Ia@] < 0@)- [+l + D) 1L+ |Iny - @) dy < OV -ah’s,
|I{3(:E)‘ = Si_bA(y—l—b)K(aj—y)dy—gA(%x +26)A(_%) < 0(1) In? 2,
1-b 3z _z 3z _z
el = |, Ay + DK (@ — gy dy — L IRCE) A+ ORCY)
< o |22

Concerning I19, first of all, by a change of variable, it holds

%

2
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and one directly computes that

|La(z)] < O(l)-‘lnx‘-/2|lnz|dz§(9(1)'xln2x,
0

|Ts(w)] = ‘/ZK(Hb—Z) A(z)dz + 5+ [ACF +D)A(-5) + A +b)A(%)]‘
< 0 < * |lnz|dz + In? g;> <O(1)-In%z,

[I{h(z)] < O < EK’ T+b—2)A2)dz| + m%)
. <1 * |zl dz + 179”>50(1).h17$

From the previous step, we obtain the first three estimates in (A.1) for 0 < |z| < 1/4.

Finally, observe that x[ooo¢p is continuous with compact support and smooth outside the
origin. Hence, G [x[,00[¢] 18 smooth outside the origin. As |z| — +o0, for i € {1,2} we have

. d o
|G [Xjo,01] ()] < O(1) 27, ‘de[X[o,oo@b} (@) < O(1) =0+,
and using the first three estimates in (A.1) we obtain the last estimate in (A.1). O

Following the same argument in Lemma A.1, one can show that

Remark A.1 Given A\, X\ € R, the function

v(r) = (>\1 “ X]—o0,0[ T A2 - X]O,oo[) “n(z)x

is more reqular than ®. Thus, one can follow the same argument as in Lemma A.1 to obtain
for all |x| < 1/2 that
d

Glo](@)] < O)- (Ml +][X2]), ‘%G[v](w)

< O) - (IM] + [Aal) - In 2],

and

G 2gysgy < OW) - (1Ml +[Xal) 073 for all § > 0.

Lemma A.2 Let v € H*(R\{0}) be such that
vl zi@ypopy < M, i€ {1,2}.

Set DW)(z) = G[v](z) — [v(0+) — v(0—)] -n(z) - A(z). Then for every 0 < |z| < 1/2 and § > 0
small, we have that

DO@)| < o), [DP@)| < 01) My 1n o),
(A.2)
ER

< O(1)- M, | D® < O(1)- My - 6723,

HHl(R\{O}) HH2 (R\[—5,6))

Consequently, G[v] is in H. (R\{0}) and
1G]l g1 ey —sgpy < Mi-0 Y2
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Proof. We first split v into two parts

v =1 + V2, where

v(0—) -n(z) if =<0,
vi(z) =
v(0+) -n(z) if z>0.
For ¢ € {1,2}, one has that
loillgo @y < (WO +[wO)]) - I7llgo@goy < 4Mi- 0l go @ oy
and the function vy € H'(R) satisfies

[l < (14 40llmw)) - M, o2l 2oy < (14 40l m2w)) - Ma.
Step 1. For every 0 < |z] < 1/2, we have

2
Glvi](z) = /_2 vi(y) Az —vy) dy+ [U(O—I—)—U(O—)] Ax) =L+ [v(0+)—v(0—)] ‘A(x). (A.3)

Recalling (2.4), we estimate

1 2
@] = (o0 [ ) A=) dy+o04) [ 6)- A - 0) dy‘

-2

IN

O(1) - My - (/_1 Az —y)| dy+/12 Az —y) dy) < O(1) - My,

-2

and

‘Ili)(l’)‘ < O1)- M- </

-2

1 ‘A(i)(x—y)‘ dy+/12 ‘A(i)(x—y)‘ dy) < O(1)- M

for i € {1,2}. Hence, (A.3) and (1.4) yield
Glo](z) = O(1)- My + [0(0+) — v(0-)] - A(z)
Glo](x) = O(1) - My + [v(0+) — v(0-)] - K(2), (A.4)
G'vi)(x) = O(1)- My + [v(04) — v(0—)] - K'(x).

Moreover, since vy is bounded and compactly supported, as |z| — +oo

di

— < O(1)- My -2~ e 1,2},

Glui] ()] < OQ1) My-a7,

Glvi|(z)

and we have

{G[Ul] — [0(04+) = 0(0=)] - Al @ygoy < O(1) - My,
(A5)

1G[v1] — [0(04) = v(0=)] - Al g2y gopy) < O(1) - M.

Step 2. To estimate G|vy], we first recall that vo € H'(R). By the continuity of the linear
operator G : L2(R) — L2(R), we have

|Gloalllm@y < OQ) - lo2llgiw) < O(1) - M,
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and this particularly yields

|Glva](z)] < 2-|Gloz < O(1)- M, for all x € R.

M ers my

Thus, recalling (A.4) and (A.5), we get the first and the third estimate in (A.2).
Step 3. To achieve the second and the fourth estimate in (A.2), we split v9 into two parts

v2,2(0—) - an(z) if z <O,
V2 = V21 + V22, vg1(x) =
v2.(04) - an(z) if = >0.

Since |v2,2(0£)] < 2+ [lv2z || g1 (r\(0}) < 2Ma, one has that [|vaz(+)[| g2 r) < O(1) - Ma. Thus, by
the continuity of the linear operator G : L?(R) — L2(R), we get

|Gzl () ey < O(1) - Mo, yG[UQQ](x)y,‘%G[UQQ](x) < O(1) - My, for all z € R.

Finally, by Remark A.1 we have

|Gva1](z)] < O(1) - Mo, '%G[’Ugl](ﬂj) < O(1) - Ms - In? |z for all |x| < 1/2,

and
|Gl || o _sgy < O1)-My-67%3  forall §>0.

Thus, (A.4) and (A.5) yield the second and the fourth estimates in (A.2). O
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