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Abstract. We first study L∞ vanishing viscosity solutions to 2×2 systems of conservation
laws obtained with the compensated compactness method. We show that, if a uniformly
convex entropy exists, these solutions satisfy a pair of kinetic equations (nonlocal in velocity),
which are then shown to characterize solutions with finite entropy production. Next, we
prove a Liouville-type theorem for genuinely nonlinear systems, which is the main result
of the paper. This implies in particular that for every finite entropy solution, every point
(t, x) ∈ R+ × R \ J is of vanishing mean oscillation, where J ⊂ R+ × R is a set of Hausdorff
dimension at most 1.

1. Introduction

We consider 2 × 2 hyperbolic systems of conservation laws in one space dimension
∂t u(t, x) + ∂x f(u(t, x)) = 0, in D ′

t,x u ∈ U (1.1)

where U ⊂ R2 is a bounded open set. We assume that the system is hyperbolic, that is, Df
is diagonalizable with real eigenvalues λ1, λ2 that satisfy

λ1(u) < λ2(u) ∀ u ∈ U . (1.2)
It is well known that in the setting of nonlinear conservation laws additional conditions must
be imposed on distributional solutions in order to select the physically relevant ones: entropy
solutions are weak solutions to (1.1) that in addition satisfy the entropy inequality

∂η(u) + ∂xq(u) ≤ 0 in D ′
t,x (1.3)

for every entropy-entropy flux pair (η(u), q(u)) ∈ R × R such that
∇q(u) = ∇η(u)Df(u), η convex.

The existence of entropy solutions is commonly investigated using relaxation techniques,
by approximation schemes (such as front tracking or Glimm scheme), or by approximating
the equation adding smoothing viscosity terms. Consider the viscous approximations with
identity viscosity matrix: it is well known that if the viscous approximations uε, solving

∂tu
ε + ∂xf(uε) = εuε

xx, uε : R+ × R → U (1.4)
converge in L1

loc to a function u, then u is an entropy solution to (1.1). We refer to [Bre00],
[Daf16] for a general introduction to the subject.

The compactness in the strong topology of the family {uε}ε is a delicate subject. Under the
existence of a bounded domain U for (1.4) where (1.2) is satisfied, the method of compensated
compactness developed by Tartar [Tar79], first adapted by DiPerna [DiP83a] to handle the
case of nonlinear hyperbolic conservation laws, allows to prove the strong compactness of
the family {uε}ε, under standard nonlinearity assumptions on the flux f , known as genuine
nonlinearity (see Definition 2.2). For a more recent account on this topic we refer to [Ser00,
Chapter 9], [Daf16]. We remark that a general result on the boundedness in L∞ of the
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sequence {uε}ε is lacking, and the existence of such domain U must be checked each time
(see e.g. [DiP83b], [LPS96] where the problem is solved for classical systems of gas dynamics).

Since the method of compensated compactness is not constructive, the structure and reg-
ularity of L∞ solutions obtained in this way is at the moment completely unknown, apart
for few very special exceptions, which are systems of Temple class [AC05], and the system
of isentropic gas dynamics with γ = 3, to which various authors dedicated some attention
due to its very particular and simple structure, and proved regularity in terms of traces and
fractional Sobolev spaces [LPT94b], [Gol23], [Vas99]. See also [Tal24], or the forthcoming
paper [AMT25], for improvements upon the available fractional regularity, and for a proof of
the concentration of the entropy dissipation measures on a 1 dimensional rectifiable set.

In this paper, we first study L∞ vanishing viscosity solutions to 2×2 systems of conservation
laws obtained with the compensated compactness method. We show that, if a uniformly
convex entropy exists, these solutions satisfy a pair of kinetic equations nonlocal in the
kinetic variable (Theorem 1.1), which are shown to characterize solutions with finite entropy
production (Proposition 3.5). Next, we prove a Liouville-type theorem for genuinely nonlinear
systems (Theorem 1.2), which is the main result of the paper, stating that global isentropic
solutions must be constant. This implies in particular that, for every finite entropy solution,
there exists a candidate jump set J ⊂ R+ × R of Hausdorff dimension at most 1 such that
every point (t, x) ∈ R+ × R \ J is of vanishing mean oscillation.

1.1. Related literature. The well posedeness theory of hyperbolic systems of conservation
laws in one space dimension is rather complete for initial data with small BV norm, for which
one can obtain a priori BV bounds on the vanishing viscosity approximations [BB05] with
viscosity given by the identity matrix, for general hyperbolic n×n systems. As proved recently
in [BDL23], such solutions are unique in the setting of small BV solutions which satisfy
the Liu admissibility condition. When restricting to special classes of genuinely nonlinear
2 × 2 systems, more general uniqueness results are available [CKV22]. For initial data with
small oscillation (i.e. close in L∞ to a constant) the famous result by Glimm and Lax
[GL70] shows that there exist solutions whose BV norm decays in time. These solutions
are conjectured to be unique in some intermediate spaces, see [ABB23], [ABM25], but this
remains an open problem. In the same small-oscillation setting of the Glimm-Lax theorem
a recent and notable result [Gla24] shows that solutions obtained with the front-tracking
method propagate fractional-BV regularity. Finally, in [CVY24] it is proved that continuous
(possibly non entropic) solutions are not unique, differently from the scalar (multi-d) case
[BBM17], [Sil18].

In the setting of L∞ solutions to 1d systems of conservation laws, with no smallness
assumption on the initial datum, in analogy with the scalar multi-d conservation law [DOW03,
DLR03], it is expected that, even if entropy solutions are not generally BV starting from a
general L∞ initial datum, solutions should be BV -like. By this we mean that, at least if the
flux is genuinely nonlinear, there is a 1-rectifiable set J ⊂ R+ × R such that

(1) for any convex entropy-entropy flux η, q the dissipation measure

µη := ∂tη(u) + ∂xq(u) (1.5)

is concentrated on J;
(2) Every point (t, x) ∈ Jc is a Lebesgue point of u

or even better
(2′) Every point (t, x) ∈ Jc is a continuity point of u.
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We remark that (1) is known to be true in the case of solutions with finite entropy production
to scalar conservation laws in one dimension [BM17], and in the same paper it is proved that
(2′) is true when the flux does not contain affine components. Property (1) is proved more
generally for finite entropy solutions to scalar conservation laws in 1d: in [Mar22] for strictly
convex fluxes, and in [Tal24], [AMT25] for general weakly nonlinear fluxes. In general space
dimension d > 1 (1), (2) are still open for general fluxes for which {f ′(v) | v ∈ I} is not
contained in an hyperplane for every interval I, but for partial results in the scalar case see
[Mar19], [Sil18].

Recent examples presented in [BCZ18] suggest that, for genuinely nonlinear 2 × 2 systems
of conservation laws, the total variation of a solution can potentially become infinite in finite
time, even when starting from a BV initial datum. This behavior contrasts with the scalar
case, where the BV norm is decreasing in time thanks to Kružkov theorem [Kru77]. Therefore
as mentioned in [DLR03] it would be even more relevant to obtain a BV -like structure for
solutions to 2 × 2 system of conservation laws since BV bounds are probably not available,
not even for initial data with bounded variation. For other related models where BV bounds
are not available see [AT24a, AT24b, Mar21].

1.2. Contributions of the present paper. It is well known that systems of two conser-
vation laws, differently from systems of n conservation laws, n > 2, admit infinitely many
entropies (see Definition 2.1). Building on this fact, Perthame & Tzavaras [PT00] constructed
a family of discontinuous entropies and derived a kinetic formulation for entropy solutions
of the system of elastodynamics. Our first contributions is to show that, for general 2 × 2
systems admitting a uniformly convex entropy, with these entropies at hand one is able to
derive a pair of kinetic equations of nonlocal type for all solutions obtained with the vanishing
viscosity-compensated compactness method (see Theorem 1.1). In contrast with the kinetic
formulations that can be obtained in the scalar case [LPT94a], [DOW03], in the context of
2 × 2 systems the kinetic equations are nonlocal in the kinetic variable. In the rest of the
paper, we restrict to domains U of the form

U = (ϕ1, ϕ2)(W)
where

W =
[
¯
w, w̄

]
×
[̄
z, z̄

]
is a rectangle in the Riemann invariant coordinates (defined by (2.2)), although there are not
serious obstruction in working with more general convex domains.

Theorem 1.1. Let u : Ω → U be a vanishing viscosity solution to (2.1), assume that (2.1)
admits a uniformly convex entropy, and define χu,ψu and υu,φu as in (3.9), (3.10). Then
there are locally finite measure µ0, µ1 ∈ M (Ω × (

¯
w, w̄)) and ν0, ν1 ∈ M (Ω × (

¯
z, z̄)) such that

∂tχu(t, x, ξ) + ∂xψu(t, x, ξ) = ∂ξµ1 + µ0 in D ′(Ω × (
¯
w, w̄)

)
(1.6)

∂tυu(t, x, ζ) + ∂xφu(t, x, ζ) = ∂ζν1 + ν0 in D ′(Ω × (
¯
z, z̄)

)
(1.7)

Moreover µ1 and ν1 are positive measures, and for some constant C > 0, we have
(pt,x)♯|µ0| + (pt,x)♯|ν0| ≤ C (pt,x)♯µ1 + (pt,x)♯ν1.

Here pt,x denotes the canonical projection on the t, x variables. We recall that given a
measurable map f : X → Y between measure spaces X,Y , for any µ ∈ X×Y the pushforward
measure f♯µ ∈ M (X) is defined by

f♯µ(A) = µ(f−1(A)) ∀ measurable A ⊂ X.
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We observe that for 2 × 2 systems of conservation laws, uniformly convex entropies always
exist under standard assumptions, see [Daf16, Chapter 12].

Here χu,ψu are functions supported on the hypograph of the first Riemann invariant ϕ1
(see Section 3.1), and similarly υu,φu are supported on the hypograph of the second Riemann
invariant ϕ2. The observation that allows to use the assumption about genuine nonlinearity
in this kinetic setting is that when ξ is close to the first Riemann invariant of the system,
one has

ψu(t, x, ξ) = λ1[ξ](u(t, x))χu(t, x, ξ)
and the speed λ1[ξ](u) is strictly monotone in ξ (see Proposition 3.2). A similar monotonic-
ity property holds for the second Riemann invariant in connection with the second equation
(1.7). In the “local” case (i.e. λ1[ξ](u) ≡ λ1(ξ)) it is known that, if the velocity is not
constant in ξ, then one can use the dispersive properties of the transport term to obtain
some regularity of the solution u [DLM91], [LPT94a]. However, these results have not been
successfully applied to nonlocal equations such as (1.6), (1.7). The present kinetic formula-
tion, obtained in connection with the Lagrangian representation recently developed in the
context of scalar conservation laws (see [BBM17], [Mar19]) could be useful to study BV -like
regularity properties of these solutions and will be a topic for future research.

Some remarks are here in order:
- Kinetic formulations that characterize entropy solutions have been obtained for par-

ticular systems, see [LPT94b] for the system of isentropic gas dynamics, or [PT00] for
a systems in elasticity. A generalization of the kinetic formulation for the system of
isentropic gas dynamics with γ = 3 leads to the multibranch solutions introduced by
Brenier & Corrias [BC98], which can be viewed as an example of kinetic formulations
in the setting of a very specific system of n conservation laws. Equations (1.6), (1.7)
(without assumptions on the sign of µ1, ν1) do not characterize entropy solutions,
but rather finite entropy solutions (see Proposition 3.5). Since we do not assume any
specific structure on the system, the task of characterizing exactly the class of entropy
solutions at the kinetic level seems a challenging topic.

- When considering the physical viscosity, as e.g. in [CP10] for the system of gas
dynamics, vanishing viscosity solutions might not have a signed dissipation measure
for every convex entropy. Therefore they might be in general only finite entropy
solutions, satisfying kinetic formulations similar to the one in Theorem 1.1.

- The kinetic formulation of Theorem 1.1 contains additional source terms µ0, ν0, which
appear as the result of “decoupling” the conservation law into two kinetic equations
associated with the two Riemann invariants. In [ABB23] it is conjectured that so-
lutions to 2 × 2 systems of conservation laws should share some of their regularity
properties with scalar conservation laws with source terms, in particular this result
seems to go in the same direction of [ABB23].

Combining the entropies of [PT00] with the above mentioned Lagrangian tools we establish
the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.2 (of Liouville-type). Let u : R2 → U ⊂ R2 be a bounded weak solution to a
hyperbolic system of two conservation laws (1.1). Assume that the eigenvalues are genuinely
nonlinear:

∂wλ1(u), ∂zλ2(u) ≥ c̄ > 0 ∀ u ∈ U ,
and that for every entropy-entropy flux pair η, q

∂tη(u) + ∂xq(u) = 0 in D ′
t,x. (1.8)
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Then u is a constant function.

This result holds for any weak isentropic (i.e. satisfying (1.8) for every entropy-entropy
flux pair) solution, regardless of whether it can be derived through vanishing viscosity ap-
proximations, since isentropic solutions automatically satisfy (1.6), (1.7) with µi = νi = 0.

A quite standard consequence of Theorem 1.2 is that, if the system admits a uniformly
convex entropy, there is a set J ⊂ R+ × R with Hausdorff dimension at most 1, such that
every point in Jc is a point of vanishing mean oscillation (VMO), see Theorem 5.2. It was
known that such a Liouville-type theorem would have implied the VMO property (see, e.g.,
[DOW03], [CT11]), but a proof of Theorem 1.2 had been missing for some time. The 1-
rectifiability of J remains a challenging problem. Notice that J can be defined for a vanishing
viscosity solution as soon as a uniformly convex entropy exists (since vanishing viscosity
solutions are in particular finite entropy solutions, by Theorem 1.1, Proposition 3.5), and in
that case it takes the form:

J .=
{

(t, x) ∈ Ω
∣∣∣ lim sup

r→0+

ν(Br(t, x))
r

> 0
}

(1.9)

where
ν
.=

∨
η∈E

|η|C2 <1

µη ∈ M (Ω).

Here
∨

denotes the supremum in the sense of measures (see [AFP00, Definition 1.68]) and E
is the set of entropies η : U → R (Definition 2.1), while µη is the corresponding dissipation
measure in (1.5).

The paper is structured as follows.
In Section 2 we introduce some preliminaries related to the general theory of hyperbolic

conservation laws.
In Section 3 we first recall the construction of [PT00] and then we prove Theorem 1.1.
In Section 4 we introduce some tools related to the Lagrangian representation needed for

the proof of Theorem 1.2.
Finally, in Section 5 we prove Theorem 1.2.

2. Preliminaries About Conservation Laws

We consider systems of two conservation laws

∂t u(t, x) + ∂x f(u(t, x)) = 0, (t, x) ∈ Ω ⊂ R+ × R, u ∈ U (2.1)

where U ⊂ R2 is an open bounded set, u = (u1, u2) ∈ U ⊂ R2 is a state vector of conserved
quantities, the flux f is a smooth function f : U → R2. A typical choice for the domain Ω is
Ω = R+ × R, although in this paper other domains are occasionally used. The system (2.1)
is called strictly hyperbolic if the matrix Df has distinct real eigenvalues

λ1(u) < λ2(u) ∀ u ∈ U

with corresponding eigenvectors r1(u), r2(u). We also let ℓ1, ℓ2 be the corresponding left
eigenvectors, normalized so that

ℓi(u) · ri(u) = δi,j ∀ u ∈ U .

Being a system of two equations, (2.1) admits a coordinate system of Riemann invariants
ϕ1, ϕ2. We assume that the latter are smooth invertible functions ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) : U → R2
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defined by
∇ϕ1(u) = ℓ1(u), ∇ϕ2(u) = ℓ2(u) ∀u ∈ U . (2.2)

We let W .= (ϕ1, ϕ2)(U) ⊂ R2. A function g can be expressed in terms of the state vector u
or in terms of the Riemann invariants (w, z), according to

g(u) = ĝ(ϕ−1(u)), ∂wĝ = r1 · ∇g, ∂z ĝ = r2 · ∇g.
From now on, relying on a common abuse of notation, we will use the same symbol g for
both expressions.

It is well known that weak solutions to hyperbolic systems of conservation laws are not
unique, therefore in order to select physically relevant solutions, one is usually interested only
in entropic solutions of (2.1).

Definition 2.1 (Entropies). A pair of Lipschitz functions η, q : U ⊂ R2 → R is called an
entropy-entropy flux pair for (2.1) if

∇η(u) · Df(u) = ∇q(u) for almost every u ∈ U . (2.3)

In the following we will also use weaker notions of entropy-entropy flux pairs.
Admissible (entropy) solutions of (2.1) are the ones that dissipate the family of convex

entropies. Precisely, a function u : Ω → U is called an entropy weak solution of (2.1) if it
satisfies

∂tη + ∂xq ≤ 0 in D ′(Ω) (2.4)
for all entropy-entropy flux pairs (η, q) with η a convex function. The relevance of this
definition lies in the fact that the viscous approximations to (2.1)

uϵ(t, x) + f(uϵ(t, x))x = ϵuϵ
xx, (t, x) ∈ Ω ⊂ R+ × R, u ∈ U (2.5)

produce entropy admissible weak solutions of (2.1) in the limit ϵ → 0+. We say that u : Ω →
U is a vanishing viscosity solution to (2.1) if there exists a sequence ϵi → 0+ and a sequence
uϵi : Ω → U of solutions to (2.5) such that uϵi → u in L1

loc(Ω).
We have the following well known energy bound, see e.g. [Ser00, Section 9.2]. Assuming

the existence of a uniformly convex entropy it follows that if uϵ is a family of solutions to
(2.5) with uϵ(t, x) ∈ U , then for every compact set K ⊂ Ω there is a constant CK such that

sup
ϵ>0

¨
K

(√
ϵuϵ

x

)2 dx dt ≤ CK . (2.6)

Definition 2.2. We say that the eigenvalue λ1 (λ2) is genuinely nonlinear (GNL) if there is
c̄ > 0 such that

∂wλ1(u) ≥ c̄
(
∂zλ2(u) ≥ c̄

)
∀ u ∈ U .

3. Entropies, Kinetic Formulation

3.1. Construction of Singular Entropies. In this subsection we recall the construction
of singular entropies performed in [PT00], [Tza03]. We employ a relaxed (with respect to
Definition 2.1) concept of entropy-entropy flux pair. In particular, a weak entropy-entropy
flux pair is a pair of functions η, q : U → R that solves in the sense of distribution

∇q(u) − Df(u) ∇η(u) = 0 in D ′(U). (3.1)
Let g, h be the unique solutions to

hw = λ2w

λ1 − λ2
h, gz = − λ1z

λ1 − λ2
g, h(

¯
w, z) = 1, g(w,

¯
z) = 1. (3.2)
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They can be computed explicitly as

g(w, z) = exp
[ˆ z

¯
z

− λ1z(w, y)
λ1(w, y) − λ2(w, y) dy

]

h(w, z) = exp
[ˆ w

¯
w

λ2w(y, z)
λ1(y, z) − λ2(y, z) dy

]
.

and they are uniformly positive on W. It is then classical (see e.g. [Ser00, Section 9.3]) that
η is a smooth entropy if and only if, in Riemann coordinates,

ηwz = gz

g
ηw + hw

h
ηz in W.

Following [PT00], we first construct a family of smooth entropies Θ[ξ, b0](w, z), depending on
two parameters: a scalar ξ ∈ [

¯
w, w̄] and a smooth function b0 : [

¯
w, w̄] → R. These entropies

are constructed so that they can be “cut” along a line {w = ξ}. By this we mean that
χ[ξ, b0](w, z) .= Θ[ξ, b0](w, z) · 1{w≥ξ}(w, z) (3.3)

and
χ̃[ξ, b0](w, z) .= Θ[ξ, b0](w, z) · 1{w≤ξ}(w, z) (3.4)

will still be (discontinuous) weak entropies.

Definition 3.1. We denote by Θ[ξ, b0] the entropy constructed as the unique solution to the
Goursat-boundary value problem (see Figure 1)

Θwz = gz

g Θw + hw
h Θz, in W

Θ(w,
¯
z) = b0(w), ∀ w ∈ [

¯
w, w̄]

Θ(ξ, z) = b0(ξ)g(ξ, z) ∀ z ∈ [
¯
z, z̄].

Since g(ξ,
¯
z) = 1, the two boundary conditions are compatible (continuous) at the point

(ξ,
¯
z), by construction. Since h, g are smooth and bounded away from zero, the existence of

a unique, smooth solution Θ to the above boundary value problem is standard. For a proof
of this fact, see e.g. [Ser00, Section 9.3], in which it is proved that solutions to the Goursat
problem are at least as smooth as the data and as the coefficients gz/g, hw/h. Moreover, it
also follows that

w, z, ξ 7→ Θ[ξ, b0](w, z)
is smooth as a function of three variables w, z, ξ. Now for fixed ξ, b0 we consider the entropy
flux Ξ ≡ Ξ[ξ, b0] associated with Θ ≡ Θ[ξ, b0]: we have that

Ξz(ξ, z) = λ2(ξ, z)Θz(ξ, z) = − λ2(ξ, z)λ1z(ξ, z)
λ1(ξ, z) − λ2(ξ, z)Θ(ξ, z) = (λ1(ξ, z)Θ(ξ, z))z

where the first equality follows from applying (2.3) to Θ,Ξ, and by taking the scalar product
with r2(u), while the second equality follows from the fact that Θ(ξ, z) = b0(ξ)g(ξ, z) for
every z ∈ [

¯
z, z̄] and by (3.2). Therefore up to an additive constant in the entropy flux we can

assume that
Ξ(ξ, z) = λ1(ξ, z)Θ(ξ, z) ∀ z ∈ [

¯
z, z̄]. (3.5)

Thanks to (3.5), we see that (χ,ψ), and (χ̃, ψ̃), where
ψ[ξ, b0] .= Ξ[ξ, b0] · 1{w≥ξ}, ψ̃[ξ, b0] .= Ξ[ξ, b0] · 1{w≤ξ} (3.6)
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ξ

b0

Θ[ξ, b0]

w ≤ ξ w ≥ ξ

z

z

w w

Figure 1. Goursat problem for the entropy Θ[ξ, b0]. The data are given
along the thick lines.

are entropy-entropy flux pair solving (3.1).
The entropies Θ[ξ, b0] depend on a number ξ ∈ [

¯
w, w̄] and on a function b0. To obtain a

“one dimensional” kinetic formulation for the first Riemann Invariant, for every ξ we need to
make a choice of b0. Following [PT00], we choose

b0(w) = 1 ∀ w ∈ [
¯
w, w̄]

and with this choice we rename the entropy Θ omitting the dependence on b0, which is now
fixed:

Θ[ξ](w, z) ≡ Θ[ξ, 1](w, z) ∀ ξ ∈ [
¯
w, w̄]

and the same for χ[ξ],ψ[ξ] ≡ χ[ξ, 1],ψ[ξ, 1].
The following proposition contains some structural results for the entropies χ.

Proposition 3.2. There exists positive r̄, c > 0 such that, for every ξ, w ∈ [
¯
w, w̄] and z ∈ [

¯
z, z̄]

such that ξ ≤ w ≤ ξ + r̄, the following holds:
(1) Strict positivity of the entropies:

χ[ξ](w, z) ≥ c > 0

(2) If λ1 is genuinely nonlinear, then we have the monotonicity of the kinetic speed:
d
dξλ1[ξ](w, z) ≥ c > 0

where

λ1[ξ](w, z) .= ψ[ξ](w, z)
χ[ξ](w, z) ∀ ξ ≤ w ≤ ξ + r̄. (3.7)

Proof. Fix ξ. Since the entropy χ[ξ] is uniformly positive along the boundary data curve
{(w, z) ∈ W | w = ξ}, there exists δ(ξ) > 0, c1 > 0 such that

χ[ξ](w, z) ≥ c1 > 0, ∀ (w, z) ∈ W, ξ ≤ w ≤ ξ + r̄.

Then, since the function (ξ, w, z) 7→ Θ[ξ](w, z) is in particular continuous and since ξ ∈ [
¯
w, w̄]

which is compact, there exists uniform r, c > 0 (not dependent on ξ) such that (1) holds.
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Furthermore, for every w ≥ ξ, the entropy flux ψ[ξ] associated to χ[ξ] can be computed as

ψ[ξ](w, z) = λ1(w, z)χ[ξ](ξ, z) +
ˆ w

ξ
λ1(v, z)χw[ξ](v, z) dv

= λ1(w, z)χ[ξ](w, z) −
ˆ w

ξ
λ1w(v, z)χ[ξ](v, z) dv.

(3.8)

where the first equality follows from the fundamental theorem of calculus and (2.3), and the
second follows by integrating by parts. Therefore, if the first eigenvalue is genuinely nonlinear
(Definition 2.2) the kinetic speed λ1[ξ](w, z) is monotonically increasing in ξ if ξ is close to
w: in particular, for some c2 > 0

d
dξλ1[ξ](w, z) ≥ c2 > 0 ∀ (w, z) ∈ W, ξ ≤ w ≤ ξ + r̄.

The existence of uniform r, c such that (2) holds is again ensured by the smoothness of all
the functions involved. □

A completely symmetric construction can be made for entropies that can be cut along the
second Riemann invariant; for these entropies, for ζ ∈ [

¯
z, z̄], we let υ[ζ](w, z) be entropy

corresponding to χ[ξ](w, z), and φ[ζ](w, z) for the respective entropy flux, corresponding to
ψ[ξ](w, z).

3.2. Kinetic Formulation. We can now prove the result of this section, according to which
if a function u : Ω → U is a vanishing viscosity solution, then it satisfies a suitable pair of
kinetic-type equations. In the following, given a function u : Ω → U , we define the bounded
function

χu(t, x, ξ) .= χ[ξ](u(t, x)) ∀ (t, x, ξ) ∈ Ω × (
¯
w, w̄),

υu(t, x, ζ) .= υ[ζ](u(t, x)) ∀ (t, x, ζ) ∈ Ω × (
¯
z, z̄)

(3.9)

ψu(t, x, ξ) .= ψ[ξ](u(t, x)) ∀ (t, x, ξ) ∈ Ω × (
¯
w, w̄),

φu(t, x, ζ) .= φ[ζ](u(t, x)) ∀ (t, x, ζ) ∈ Ω × (
¯
z, z̄)

(3.10)

where χ,ψ and υ,φ are the discontinuous entropy-entropy flux pairs defined in Subsection
3.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We prove the Theorem for (1.6), since (1.7) follows from an entirely
symmetrical argument.

1. For every smooth ξ 7→ ϱ(ξ), we can consider a smooth entropy ηϱ where the entropy χ[ξ]
appears with density ϱ(ξ):

ηϱ(u) .=
ˆ
R
χ[ξ](u)ϱ(ξ) dξ, qϱ(u) .=

ˆ
R
ψ[ξ](u)ϱ(ξ) dξ. (3.11)

Then ηϱ, qϱ is a smooth entropy-entropy flux pair. In fact, clearly is a solution of (3.1), since
each χ[ξ],ψ[ξ] is, and the equation is linear. The fact that it is smooth comes from the fact
that ϱ is smooth since an explicit calculation yields that the gradient of ηϱ is

∇ηϱ(u) =
ˆ ϕ1(u)

¯
w

∇Θ[ξ](u)ϱ(ξ) dξ + ϱ(ϕ1(u)) · Θ[ϕ1(u)](u) · ∇ϕ1(u) ∀ u ∈ U

where we recall that ϕ1 : U → [
¯
w, w̄] is defined in (2.2).
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2. Now multiply from the left equation (2.5) by ∇ηϱ(uϵ) to obtain

∇ηϱ(uϵ)
[
∂tu

ϵ + f(∂xu
ϵ)
]

= ϵ∇ηϱ(u)∂2
xxu

ϵ

= ϵ

ˆ ϕ1(uϵ)

¯
w

∇Θ[ξ](u)ϱ(ξ) dξ ∂2
xxu

ϵ

+ ϵϱ(ϕ1(uϵ))Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ)∇ϕ1(uϵ)∂2
xxu

ϵ

(3.12)

where from now on the symbol ∇ will be reserved to denote the gradient of a function in the
u variable. We calculate the first term:

ϵ

ˆ ϕ1(uϵ)

¯
w

∇Θ[ξ](u)ϱ(ξ) dξ ∂2
xxu

ϵ = ∂x

[
ϵ

ˆ ϕ1(uϵ)

¯
w

∇Θ[ξ](uϵ)ϱ(ξ) dξ ∂xu
ϵ
]

− ϵ∂x

[ˆ ϕ1(uϵ)

¯
w

∇Θ[ξ](uϵ)ϱ(ξ) dξ
]
∂xu

ϵ.

(3.13)

and the second term:

ϵϱ(ϕ1(uϵ))Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ) · ∇ϕ1(uϵ)∂2
xxu

ϵ =
[
ϵϱ(ϕ1(uϵ))Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ) · ∇ϕ1(uϵ)∂xu

ϵ
]

x

−
[
ϵϱ(ϕ1(uϵ))Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ) · ∇ϕ1(uϵ)

]
x
∂xu

ϵ.

(3.14)
The second term in the right hand side of (3.14) can be calculated as[

ϵϱ(ϕ1(uϵ))Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ) · ∇ϕ1(uϵ)
]

x
∂xu

ϵ

=
[
ϵϱ′(ϕ1(uϵ))∂xϕ1(uϵ)Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ) · ∇ϕ1(uϵ)

]
· ∂xu

ϵ

+ ϵϱ(ϕ1(uϵ))⟨D
(
Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ) · ∇ϕ1(uϵ)

)
∂xu

ϵ, ∂xu
ϵ⟩

= ϱ′(ϕ1(uϵ))Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ)
[√
ϵ∂xϕ1(uϵ)

]2
+ ϵϱ(ϕ1(uϵ))⟨D

(
Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ) · ∇ϕ1(uϵ)

)
∂xu

ϵ, ∂xu
ϵ⟩.

(3.15)

Therefore we have

∂tηϱ(uϵ) + ∂xqϱ(uϵ) = ∇ηϱ(uϵ)
[
∂tu

ϵ + ∂xf(uϵ)
]

= −ϵ∂x

[ ˆ ϕ1(uϵ)

¯
w

∇Θ[ξ](uϵ)ϱ(ξ) dξ
]
∂xu

ϵ

− ϱ′(ϕ1(uϵ))Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ)
[√
ϵ∂xϕ1(uϵ)

]2
− ϵϱ(ϕ1(uϵ))⟨D

(
Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ) · ∇ϕ1(uϵ)

)
∂xu

ϵ, ∂xu
ϵ⟩

+ gϵ
ϱ

(3.16)

where

gϵ
ϱ
.= ∂x

[
ϵ

ˆ ϕ1(uϵ)

¯
w

∇Θ[ξ](uϵ)ϱ(ξ) dξ ∂xu
ϵ
]

+ ∂x

[
ϵϱ(ϕ1(uϵ))Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ) · ∇ϕ1(uϵ)∂xu

ϵ
]
.
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We notice that gϵ
ϱ is going to zero in distributions as ϵ → 0+. In fact, since u admits a

uniformly convex entropy, using (2.6), we deduce that for every compact K ⊂ Ω∥∥∥∥∥ϵ
ˆ ϕ1(uϵ)

¯
w

∇Θ[ξ](uϵ)ϱ(ξ) dξ ∂xu
ϵ

∥∥∥∥∥
L1(K)

= O(1) · ∥ϱ∥C0 ·
√
ϵ
∥∥√ϵ∂xu

ϵ
∥∥

L1(K)

= O(1) · ∥ϱ∥C0 ·
√
ϵ
∥∥√ϵ∂xu

ϵ
∥∥

L2(K)

= O(1) · ∥ϱ∥C0 ·
√
ϵ · C

1
2
K −→ 0 as ϵ → 0+.

where O(1) is a constant depending only on the compact set K. The same estimate shows
that also the second term in gϵ is going to zero in distributions.

3. Define the distribution T ϵ ∈ D ′(Ω × (
¯
w, w̄))

⟨T ϵ, φϱ⟩ .= −
˚

Ω×R
[∂tφ(t, x)χuϵ(t, x, ξ) + ∂xφ(t, x)ψuϵ(t, x, ξ)

]
ϱ(ξ) dξ dx dt

=
¨

Ω
φ
(
∂tηϱ(uϵ) + ∂xqϱ(uϵ) dx dt

for all smooth φ(t, x), ϱ(ξ) compactly supported C∞ functions, this is sufficient because finite
sums

∑N
i=1 φi(t, x)ϱi(ξ) are dense in C∞

c (R3) (see e.g. [FJ99, Section 4.3]). Notice that since
uϵ → u in L1

loc, also χuϵ ,ψuϵ converge in L1
loc to χu,ψu and T ϵ converges to the left hand

side of (1.6) in the sense of distributions.
Thanks to (3.16), we have that

T ϵ = µϵ
0 + ∂ξµ

ϵ
1 + f ϵ

where f ϵ is going to zero in distributions, µϵ
0, µϵ

1 are locally uniformly bounded measures,
and in particular:

(1) f ϵ is defined by

⟨f ϵ, φϱ⟩ .= ⟨gϵ
ϱ, φ⟩ ∀ smooth φ(t, x), ϱ(ξ);

(2) µϵ
1 accounts for the third line in (3.16) and

µϵ
1
.= (id, wϵ)♯

[
Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ)

(√
ϵ∂xϕ1(uϵ)

)2 · L 2
]

∈ M +
t,x,ξ

where

(id, wϵ) : R+ × R → R+ × R × [
¯
w, w̄], (id, wϵ)(t, x) .= (t, x, wϵ(t, x)).

In particular µϵ
1 is positive (because by definition Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ) > 0) and it satisfies

the bound

|µϵ
1|(K) ≤ sup |Θ| · sup |∇w|2 ·

(√
ϵ∂xu

ϵ)2 = O(1) · CK (3.17)

where O(1) is independent on ϵ, and the last equality follows from (2.6).
(3) µϵ

0 accounts for the second and the forth lines of (3.16) and is given by

µϵ
0
.= −ϵ(id, wϵ)♯

[
⟨D
(
Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ) · ∇ϕ1(uϵ)

)
∂xu

ϵ, ∂xu
ϵ⟩

+ ⟨∇Θ[ϕ1(uϵ)](uϵ) ⊗ ∇ϕ1(uϵ) · ∂xu
ϵ, ∂xu

ϵ⟩
]

· L 2

−
〈
∇2Θ[ξ](uϵ)∂xu

ϵ, ∂xu
ϵ
〉

· L 3⌞{ξ ≥ ϕ1(uϵ)}.
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The same type of estimate leading to (3.17) shows also that

|µϵ
0|(K) = O(1) · CK

independently of ϵ. Therefore up to subsequences the measures µϵ
0, µϵ

1 weakly converge to
limiting measures µ0 and µ1 ≥ 0 that satisfy (1.6). □

The main results of this paper are based only on the kinetic formulation (1.6), (1.7), which
in turn is equivalent to the following notion of finite entropy solution (Proposition 3.5).

Definition 3.3. We say that u : Ω → U is a finite entropy solution to (2.1) if for every
entropy-entropy flux pair η, q ∈ C2 it holds

∂tη(u) + ∂xq(u) = µη, µη ∈ M (Ω) locally finite measure. (3.18)

Remark 3.4. The measures µ1, µ0 (and ν1, ν0) are not uniquely determined by the left hand
sides of (1.6), (1.7).

For finite entropy solutions it is defined a candidate jump set. In particular we define

J .=
{

(t, x) ∈ Ω
∣∣∣ lim sup

r→0+

ν(Br(t, x))
r

> 0
}

(3.19)

where
ν
.=

∨
η∈E

|η|C2 <1

µη ∈ M (Ω).

Here
∨

denotes the supremum in the sense of measures (see [AFP00, Definition 1.68]) and E
is the set of entropies η : U → R (Definition 2.1). We will prove in Section 4 that for every
finite entropy solution every point outside J is of vanishing mean oscillation.

Proposition 3.5. Let u ∈ L∞(Ω, U). Then u is a finite entropy solution to (2.1) if and
only if there are locally finite measures µ1, µ0, ν1, ν0 such that (1.6), (1.7) hold. Moreover, u
is an isentropic solution, i.e. for every smooth entropy pair η, q it holds µη = 0, if and only
if

∂tχu(t, x, ξ) + ∂xψu(t, x, ξ) = 0 in D ′(Ω × R
)

(3.20)

∂tυu(t, x, ζ) + ∂xφu(t, x, ζ) = 0 in D ′(Ω × R
)

(3.21)

Remark 3.6. Defining

χ̃u(t, x, ξ) .= χ̃[ξ](u(t, x)), ψ̃u(t, x, ξ) .= ψ̃[ζ](u(t, x)), ∀ (t, x, ξ) ∈ Ω × (
¯
w, w̄) (3.22)

and with obvious notation also υ̃u, φ̃u one can make a symmetric statement: in particular,
u is an isentropic solution if and only if (recall (3.22))

∂tχ̃u(t, x, ξ) + ∂xψ̃u(t, x, ξ) = 0 in D ′(Ω × R
)

(3.23)

∂tυ̃u(t, x, ζ) + ∂xφ̃u(t, x, ζ) = 0 in D ′(Ω × R
)

(3.24)

Remark 3.7. At the moment it is an open problem to determine whether an entropy solution
(not necessarily coming from vanishing viscosity) is a finite entropy solution. In the presence
of a uniformly convex entropy and of a vanishing viscosity solution, of course uniqueness of
entropy solutions would solve the problem, by Theorem 1.1 and the above proposition.
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Proof. 1. Assume that u satisfies (1.6), (1.7). Let η, q ∈ C2 be any smooth entropy-entropy
flux pair, and without loss of generality assume that η(

¯
w,

¯
z) = 0 = q(

¯
w,

¯
z). By the represen-

tation formula of [PT00, Theorem 3.4] we have that (recalling the construction of singular
entropies in Section 3.1)

η(u) .=
ˆ w̄

¯
w
χ[ξ](u)ρ1(ξ) dξ +

ˆ z̄

¯
z
υ[ζ](u)ρ2(ζ) dζ

q(u) .=
ˆ w̄

¯
w
ψ[ξ](u)ρ1(ξ) dξ +

ˆ z̄

¯
z
φ[ζ](u)ρ2(ζ) dζ

(3.25)

where ϱ1(ξ) .= d
dξη(ξ,

¯
z), ϱ2(ζ) .= d

dζ η(
¯
w, ζ) ∈ C1. Then we obtain

∂tη(u) + ∂xq(u) =
ˆ w̄

¯
w
ϱ1(ξ) dµ0(ξ, x, t) −

ˆ w̄

¯
w
ϱ′

1(ξ) dµ1(ξ, x, t)

+
ˆ z̄

¯
z
ϱ2(ζ) dν0(ζ, x, t) −

ˆ z̄

¯
z
ϱ′

2(ζ) dν1(ζ, x, t) ∈ M (Ω)

where here, if γ(v, x, t) ∈ M (R×Ω) and ρ(v) is a smooth function, we denote by
´
ρ(v) dγ(v, x, t) ∈

M (Ω), with a slight abuse of notation, the measure defined by
ˆ

Ω
φ(t, x) d

( ˆ
ρ(v) dγ(v, ·, ·)

)
(t, x) :=

ˆ
Ω×R

φ(t, x)ρ(v) dγ(v, x, t).

2. Conversely, assume that u is a finite entropy solution. Define a distribution T ∈
D ′(Ω × (

¯
w, w̄)) by

⟨T, φ ϱ⟩ .=
ˆ

Ω
φtηϱ(u) + ∇xφ · qϱ(u) dx dt ∀ϕ ∈ C1

c (Ω), ϱ ∈ C1
c ((

¯
w, w̄))

where we define the entropy-entropy flux pair associated to ϱ

ηϱ(v) .=
ˆ w̄

¯
w
ρ(ξ)χ[ξ](u) dξ, qϱ(v) .=

ˆ w̄

¯
w
ρ(ξ)ψ[ξ](u) dξ.

Consider any open set U compactly contained in Ω and for any φ ∈ D(U) we define a linear
functional Lφ : C(R) → R by

Lφ(ϱ) .=
ˆ

U
φtηϱ(u) + ∇xφ · qϱ(u) dx dt.

Each functional Lφ is bounded, and therefore also continuous, since it holds

|Lφ(ϱ)| ≤ CU,φ ∥ϱ∥C0

for some constant CU,φ depending only the set U and the C1 norm of the function φ. Since
u is a finite entropy solution, we deduce that the family of functionals Lφ is pointwisely
bounded on C1, because

sup
φ∈D(U)

|φ|≤1

|Lφ(ϱ)| ≤
ˆ

U
d|µηϱ | ∀ϱ ∈ C1.
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Therefore, by the uniform boundedness principle, the family Lφ is uniformly (norm) bounded,
that is

sup
φ∈D(U)

∥φ∥C0 ≤1, ∥ϱ∥C1 ≤1

|Lφ(ϱ)| = sup
φ∈D(U)

∥φ∥C0 ≤1, ∥ϱ∥C1 ≤1

|⟨T, φϱ⟩| ≤ CU . (3.26)

Therefore we obtained that the distribution T satisfies the bounds
|⟨T, φϱ⟩| ≤ CU

(
∥φ∥C0 + ∥ϱ∥C1

)
∀φ ∈ C0(U), ϱ ∈ C1(U).

By a standard application of the Riesz representation theorem we thus obtain the existence
of locally finite measures µ1, µ0 such that (1.6) holds. □

Remark 3.8. We could have directly proved that a vanishing viscosity solution is a finite
entropy solution and then used Proposition 3.5 to deduce that it satisfies the kinetic for-
mulation of Theorem 1.1. However in this way we would not have obtained the additional
properties on the signs and bounds of µ1, ν1 stated in Theorem 1.1, which will be useful for
other applications.

4. Lagrangian Tools in Kinetic Setting

In the following of this Section we assume that u is an isentropic solution to (2.1) defined
in Ω = R+ × R. Then, it satisfies the kinetic formulation of Proposition 3.5, i.e. it satisfies
(3.20), (3.21). We assume that u is a non constant function; in particular, if (ϕ1, ϕ2) : U → W
is the change of coordinates of the Riemann invariants, letting

w(t, x) = ϕ1(u(t, x)), z(t, x) = ϕ2(u(t, x))
at least one of w, z must be a non constant function. Therefore, from now on and without
loss of generality, we assume that w : R+ × R → [

¯
w, w̄] is non constant. Then we have

wmin < wmax where
wmax

.= ess sup
t,x

w for all t ∈ R (4.1)

wmin
.= ess inf

t,x
w for all t ∈ R. (4.2)

Let r̄, c > 0 be fixed by Proposition 3.2; up to taking a smaller r < r̄, we can, in addition to
(1), (2) of Proposition 3.2, assume that r satisfies also

wmin + r < wmax − r. (4.3)
We define (recall Remark 3.6, and (3.22))

χmax(t, x, ξ) .= χu(t, x, ξ) · 1{(t,x,ξ) | wmax−r≤ξ≤wmax}(t, x, ξ)
χmin(t, x, ξ) .= χ̃u(t, x, ξ) · 1{(t,x,ξ) | wmin≤ξ≤wmin+r}(t, x, ξ).

(4.4)

With obvious notation, we also consider ψmax, ψmin. We have
∂tχ

max + ∂xψ
max = 0 in D ′(Ω × R) (4.5)

∂tχ
min + ∂xψ

min = 0 in D ′(Ω × R). (4.6)
Notice that we can write

ψmax(t, x, ξ) = λ1[ξ](u(t, x))χmax(t, x, ξ)

ψmin(t, x, ξ) = λ1[ξ](u(t, x))χmin(t, x, ξ)
where λ1[ξ](u) is as in (3.7); moreover, since the support of χmax is contained in the strip
R2 × [wmax − r, wmax], we deduce that for a.e. (t, x, ξ)
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χmax(t, x, ξ) ̸= 0 =⇒ wmax − r < ξ < wmax. (4.7)
Therefore from Proposition 3.2 we deduce that χmax is uniformly positive in its support

χmax(t, x, ξ) ≥ c · 1suppχmax(t, x, ξ) for a.e. t, x, ξ (4.8)
The same holds for χmin. Next, we want to apply the Ambrosio superposition principle
[Amb08, Theorem 3.2] to the continuity equation in Rt × R2:

∂tχ
max + divx,ξ ((λ1[ξ](u), 0) · χmax) = 0. (4.9)

Our measure χmax does not quite satisfy the assumption of [Amb08, Theorem 3.2] since it is
only locally finite, however our vector field is bounded. Therefore we will use the following
version of the superposition principle, which follows with the same proof of [Amb08], or by a
standard localization argument using finite speed of propagation.

Theorem 4.1. Let {µt}t∈R+ ⊂ M (Rd) be a family of positive Radon measures satisfying
∂tµt + div(b(t, x)µt) = 0 in D ′

t,x

where b : R+ × Rd → Rd is a Borel vector field satisfying ∥b∥L∞ < +∞. Then there is a
measure η ∈ M (Γ), concentrated on characteristic curves of b, such that

µt = (et)♯η

where et(γ) = γ(t).

Then we apply Theorem 4.1 to (4.9), and we obtain a positive measure ω ∈ M +(Γ), where

Γ =
{
γ = (γx, γξ) : R+ → R2, γx Lipschitz curve, γξ ∈ L∞(R+)

}
such that

(1) ω is concentrated on curves γ ∈ Γ such that
(a) γξ is a constant function γξ(t) ≡ ξγ ∈ R for all t ∈ R+;
(b) γx is characteristic for λ1[ξ](u):

γ̇x(t) = λ1[ξγ ](u(t, x)) for a.e. t ∈ R+. (4.10)
(2) Up to redefining χmax on a set of times of measure zero, we can recover it by super-

position of the curves:
χmax(t, ·, ·) · L 2 = (et)♯ω for all t ∈ R+. (4.11)

where et : Γ → R2 is the evaluation map et(γ) = γ(t).
Entirely similar considerations hold for χmin; we thus call η the corresponding measure

given by the Ambrosio superposition satisfying the same type of properties of (1), (2) above.
We now prove a preliminary lemma, which is a version of [Mar22, Lemma 4] in the setting

of Burgers equation.

Lemma 4.2. For ω almost every γ = (γx, ξγ) ∈ Γ, for L 1-almost every t ∈ R+ it holds
(1) (t, γx(t)) is a Lebesgue point of u;
(2) it holds w(t, γx(t)) − r ≤ ξγ ≤ w(t, γx(t)).

Similarly, for η almost every σ = (σx, ξσ) ∈ Γ, for L 1-almost every t ∈ R+ it holds
(1’) (t, σx(t)) is a Lebesgue point of u,
(2’) it holds w(t, σx(t)) ≤ ξσ ≤ w(t, σx(t)) + r.

We denote by Γmax,Γmin the respective set of curves satisfying (1), (2) and (1’), (2’).
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Proof. We prove the first half of the lemma, the second one being entirely symmetric. Let
S ⊂ R2 be the set of non-Lebesgue points of u; by the Lebesgue differentiation theorem we
have L 2(S) = 0. Denote by ex

t : Γ → R the map ex
t (γ) .= γx(t); then from (4.11) we deduce

that for every t ∈ R it holds (ex
t )♯ω ≪ L 1, therefore

L 1 ⊗ (ex
t )♯ω ≪ L 2.

Tonelli’s theorem givesˆ
Γ

L 1
({
t ∈ R | (t, γx(t)) ∈ S

})
dω(γ) =

ˆ
R
ω
({
γ ∈ Γ | (t, γx(t)) ∈ S

})
dt

=
(
L 1 ⊗ (ex

t )♯ω
)

(S) = 0.

To prove (2), we first observe by Definition 4.4 that for every t ∈ R,

ω
({
γ ∈ Γ | ξγ /∈

(
w(t, γx(t)) − r, w(t, γx(t)

)})
= (et)♯ω

({
(x, ξ) | ξ /∈

(
w(t, x) − r, w(t, x)

)})
= 0

and then we proceed as before using Tonelli’s theorem to deduceˆ
Γ

L 1
({
t ∈ R | ξγ /∈

(
w(t, γx(t)) − r, w(t, γx(t))

)})
dω(γ)

=
ˆ
R
ω
({
γ ∈ Γ | ξγ /∈

(
w(t, γx(t)) − r, w(t, γx(t))

)})
dt = 0.

□

For the proof of the following lemma we refer to [Mar22, Lemma 4], in which the Lemma
is proved for scalar functions, and the Lemma below follows by applying [Mar22, Lemma 4]
twice on the components u = (u1, u2).

Lemma 4.3. Assume that γx : (t1, t2) ⊂ R → R is a Lipschitz curve and that for L 1-a.e.
t ∈ (t1, t2) the point (t, γx(t)) is a Lebesgue point of u ∈ L∞(R2; R2). Then

lim
δ→0

ˆ t2

t1

1
δ

ˆ γx(t)+δ

γx(t)−δ
|u(t, x) − u(t, γx(t))| dx dt = 0. (4.12)

The following Lemma states that curves representing χmin do not cross curves representing
χmax, up to sets of measure zero.

Lemma 4.4. Let σ̄ ∈ Γmin, where Γmin,Γmax are the sets of curves defined in Lemma 4.2.
Then

ω
({
γ ∈ Γmax ∣∣ ∃ 0 ≤ t1 < t2 with (γx(t1) − σ̄x(t1)) · (γx(t2) − σ̄x(t2)) < 0

})
= 0.

Proof. Let δ > 0 be fixed, and 0 ≤ t1 < t2. Let

ϕδ(t, x) .=


0 if x < σ̄(t) − δ,
x−σ̄(t)+δ

δ if σ̄(t) − δ ≤ x ≤ σ̄(t),
1 if x ≥ σ̄(t) + δ.

Consider
Ψδ(t) .=

ˆ
Γ
ϕδ(t, γx(t)) dω(γ)
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and observe that Ψδ(t1) = O(1) · δ, where O(1) is independent of δ, while

lim
δ→0+

Ψδ(t2) = ω(Bt2
t1 )

where

(Bt2
t1 )ℓ .=

{
γ ∈ Γmax ∣∣ γx(t1) < σ̄(t1), γx(t2) > σ̄(t2)

}
.

Then we have

Ψδ(t2) = Ψδ(t1) +
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ
Γmax

( 1
δ

1{γx(t)∈(σ̄x(t)−δ,σ̄x(t))}(γ) ·
(
(γ̇x(t) − ˙̄σx(t)

) )
dω(γ)

≤ O(1) δ +
ˆ
R

ˆ t2

t1

1
δ

ˆ σ̄(t)

σ̄(t)−δ

(
χmax(t, x, ξ) ·

(
γ̇x(t) − ˙̄σx(t)

))
dx dtdξ

≤ O(1)δ + O(1)
ˆ t2

t1

1
δ

ˆ σ̄(t)

σ̄(t)−δ
1{w(t,x)>wmax−r} dx dt.

By Lemma 4.2 applied for σ̄ ∈ Γmin, we deduce that for almost every t, (t, σ̄(t)) is a Lebesgue
point of w (because it is a.e. a Lebesgue point of u and w = ϕ1(u) where ϕ1 is a smooth
function) and

w(t, σ̄(t)) ≤ ξσ̄ < wmin + r < wmax − r for a.e. t.

Therefore, by Lemma 4.3 and Chebyshev’s inequality we deduce that
ˆ t2

t1

1
δ

ˆ σ̄(t)

σ̄(t)−δ
1{w(t,x)>wmax−r} dx dt

≤ 1
|wmax − wmin − 2r|

ˆ t2

t1

1
δ

ˆ σ̄(t)

σ̄(t)−δ
|w(t, x) − w(t, σ̄(t))| dx dt → 0 as δ → 0+.

therefore we obtain

ω
(
(Bt2

t1 )ℓ
)

= 0.

A symmetric argument also shows ω
(
(Bt2

t1 )r
)

= 0, where

(Bt2
t1 )ℓ .=

{
γ ∈ Γmax ∣∣ γx(t1) > σ̄(t1), γx(t2) < σ̄(t2)

}
.

By taking countable unions

B
.=

⋃
q1<q2

q1,q2∈Q+

(Bq2
q1 )r ∪ (Bq2

q1 )ℓ

we see that since ω is concentrated on curves such that γx is Lipschitz, it holds

B =
{
γ ∈ Γmax ∣∣ ∃ 0 ≤ t1 < t2 with (γx(t1) − σ̄x(t1)) · (γx(t2) − σ̄x(t2)) < 0

}
and this concludes the proof. □
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5. Liouville Type Theorem and VMO Points

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. To prove Theorem 1.2, we proceed by contradiction: assume that u
is a non constant isentropic solution; we can assume that (say) the first Riemann invariant
w is non constant, with

wmin < wmax

where wmin, wmax are as in (4.1), (4.2).
Then, by the previous section, without loss of generality, up to the change of time direction

t 7→ −t, there is an isentropic solution u : R+ × R such that there exist two curves γ̄, σ̄ in
Γmax,Γmin respectively (recall Lemma 4.2), such that (see Figure 2)

γ̄x(0) < σ̄x(0), b
.= ξγ̄ > wmax − r

.= a > wmin + r > ξσ̄, γ̄ ∈ Γmax, σ̄ ∈ Γmin (5.1)
with r > 0 so that r < r̄, where r̄ is defined in Proposition 3.2 and

γ̄x(t) ≤ σ̄x(t) ∀ t > 0. (5.2)
In fact, if the first condition of (5.1) is not satisfied for u, it is sufficient to consider the
isentropic solution v(t, x) .= u(−t,−x).

A contradiction will be reached by introducing a suitable interaction functional Q(t), con-
structed as follows. We define

Q(t) .=
ˆ b

a

ˆ σ̄x(t)

γ̄x(t)
χmax(t, x, ξ) dx dξ, t ≥ 0. (5.3)

We now use the following Proposition (that we prove immediately after this proof), which is
a key point of the paper and it shows that the functional Q is uniformly decreasing in time.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that u : (0,+∞)×R → U is an isentropic solution, and that there
exist curves γ̄, σ̄ satisfying (5.1), (5.2). Then if Q is as in (5.3), there is C > 0 such that for
every t > 0 it holds

Q(t) − Q(0) ≤ −t C (5.4)

Assuming the proposition, we thus have
−Q(0) ≤ Q(t) − Q(0) ≤ −t C ∀ t > 0

which leads to a contradiction letting t → +∞, since Q(0) < ∞. This proves Theorem
1.2. □

Now we prove Proposition 5.1.
We take a few lines to explain the heuristic behind the proof. Define

ρ(t, x) =
ˆ
R
χmax(t, x, ξ)1(a,b)(ξ) dξ.

We notice that

Q(t) =
ˆ σ̄x(t)

γ̄x(t)
ρ(t, x) dx

and therefore that the variation of the functional Q(t) is related to the outward flux Fout(t)
of ρ through the line x = γ̄x(t) (i.e. the amount of mass of ρ passing through γ̄x(t) per unit
time), as well as to its inward flux Fin(t) through the line x = σ̄x(t):

δQ(t) = Fin(t) − Fout(t).
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Figure 2. The gray area is proportional to the functional Q. Due to genuine
nonlinearity the rate of decrease Fout of this area is bounded from below by a
quantity independent on time.

By genuine nonlinearity (in particular by (2) of Proposition 3.2) the outward flux Fout(t)
through γ̄x(t) is strictly positive, and bounded below independently of time (see Figure 2):

Fout(t) ≥ C > 0 ∀ t > 0.

In fact we will prove that

Fout(t) =
ˆ b

a

(
χ[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s)))

(
λ1[b](u(s, γ̄x(s)) − λ1[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s)))

))
dξ

and the integrand is uniformly positive if the map ξ 7→ λ1[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s))) is strictly increasing
(recall (3.7)): this is the only point where the genuinely nonlinearity assumption comes into
play. On the other hand, since along the curve σ̄x we have, by Lemma 4.2, that w(t, σ̄x(t)) < a,
we will deduce

Fin(t) =
ˆ b

a
χ[ξ](u(t, σ̄(t))(λ1[b](u(s, σ̄x(t))) − λ1[ξ](u(t, γ̄x(t))) dx = 0 ∀ t > 0.

In turn this implies that the functional Q(t) is uniformly decreasing for all positive times,
but since Q(0) is finite, this yields a contradiction.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. 1. We consider appropriate regularizations of the interaction func-
tional Q defined in the following way. Define first

φδ(t, x) .=



0, if x ≤ γ̄x(t) − δ,
x−γ̄x(t)+δ

δ , if γ̄x(t) − δ ≤ x ≤ γ̄x(t),
1, if γ̄x(t) ≤ x ≤ σ̄x(t),
1 − x−σ̄x(t)

δ , if σ̄x(t) ≤ x ≤ σ̄x(t) + δ,

0, if x ≥ σ̄x(t) + δ

and ϕδ(t, x, ξ) .= φδ(t, x) · 1(a,b)(ξ). We define

Qδ(t) .=
ˆ b

a

ˆ
R
ϕδ(t, x, ξ)χmax(t, x, ξ) dx dξ (5.5)
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We observe that Qδ is Lipschitz continuous and we compute its derivative: notice that we
can rewrite the functional as

Qδ(t) =
¨

ϕδ(t, x, ξ) d(et)♯ω(x, ξ) =
ˆ

Γ
ϕδ(t, γx(t), ξγ) dω(γ)

therefore

lim
h→0+

Qδ(t+ h) − Qδ(t)
h

= lim
h→0+

ˆ
Γ

ϕδ(t+ h, γx(t+ h), ξγ) − ϕδ(t, γx(t), ξγ)
h

dω(γ).

Since there is L > 0 such that γx is L-Lipschitz for ω-a.e. γ ∈ Γ, we have∣∣∣∣∣ϕδ(t+ h, γx(t+ h)) − ϕδ(t, γx(t))
h

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ L sup |∇ϕδ|

Therefore, we conclude by the dominated convergence theorem that Qδ is Lipschitz in time
and that

d
dtQ

δ(t) =
ˆ

Γ

(
∂tϕ

δ(t, γx(t), ξγ) + γ̇x(t) ∂xϕ
δ(t, γx(t), ξγ)

)
dω(γ). (5.6)

Using the definition of ϕδ, by (4.11), we now rewrite
d
dtQ

δ(t) = −
ˆ

Γ

( 1
δ

1{γ(t)∈(γ̄x(t)−δ,γ̄x(t))×(a,b)}(γ)
(
( ˙̄γx(t) − γ̇x(t)

) )
dω(γ)

+
ˆ

Γ

( 1
δ

1{γ(t)∈(σ̄x(t),σ̄x(t)+δ)×(a,b)}(γ)
(
( ˙̄γx(t) − γ̇x(t)

) )
dω(γ)

.= −Fδ
out(t) + Fδ

in(t).
Therefore we found

Q(t) = Q(0) + lim
δ→0+

ˆ t

0
−Fδ

out(s) + Fδ
in(s) ds. (5.7)

2. In this step we prove that for a constant C independent of time, we have

lim
δ→0+

ˆ t

0
Fδ

out(s) ds ≥ C t. (5.8)

In fact, using that
˙̄γx(s) = λ1[b](u(s, γ̄x(s))) for a.e. s > 0

we deduceˆ t

0
Fδ

out(s) ds =
ˆ t

0

ˆ
Γ

( 1
δ

1{γ(s)∈(γ̄x(s)−δ,γ̄x(s))×(a,b)}(γ)
(
( ˙̄γx(s) − γ̇x(s)

) )
dω(γ) ds

=
ˆ b

a

ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ

(
χ[ξ](u(s, x))

(
λ1[b](u(s, γ̄x(s)) − λ1[ξ](u(s, x))

))
dx ds dξ.

(5.9)
We claim that by Lemma 4.3, we have that for every ξ ∈ (a, b), it holds

lim
δ→0+

ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ

(
χ[ξ](u(s, x))

(
λ1[b](u(s, γ̄x(s)) − λ1[ξ](u(s, x))

))
dx ds

=
ˆ t

0

(
χ[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s)))

(
λ1[b](u(s, γ̄x(s)) − λ1[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s)))

))
ds.

(5.10)

If χ[ξ](u) was Lipschitz, (5.10) would follow easily from Lemma 4.3, but χ[ξ](u) has a jump
along the curve {ϕ1(u) = ξ} (recall that ϕ1 is the first Riemann invariant (2.2)). Therefore
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we need to proceed in two steps: if L > 0 is an upper bound for the Lipschitz constant of
U ∋ u 7→ λ1[ξ](u) and of {ϕ1(u) > ξ} ∋ u 7→ χ[ξ](u), first, using Lemma 4.3, we estimate

ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ

∣∣∣λ1[ξ](u(s, x)) − λ1[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s)))
∣∣∣ dx ds

≤L ·
ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ

∣∣u(s, x) − u(s, γ̄x(s))
∣∣ dx ds → 0 as δ → 0+,

(5.11)

ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ
1{w(s,x)>ξ}(s, x)

∣∣∣χ[ξ](u(s, x)) − χ[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s)))
∣∣∣ dx ds

≤L ·
ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ
1{w(s,x)>ξ}(s, x)

∣∣u(s, x) − u(s, γ̄x(s))
∣∣ dx ds → 0 as δ → 0+.

(5.12)

Moreover, another application of Lemma 4.3 together with Chebyshev’s inequality yields
ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ
1{w(s,x)<ξ}(s, x)

∣∣∣χ[ξ](u(s, x)) − χ[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s)))
∣∣∣ dx ds

≤ 2 sup
u
χ[ξ]

ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ
1{w(s,x)<ξ}(s, x) dx ds

≤ 2 sup
u
χ[ξ]

ˆ t

0

1
|w(s, γ̄x(s)) − ξ|

1
δ

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ
|w(s, x) − w(s, γ̄x(s))| dx ds

≤ 2 sup
u
χ[ξ] 1

|ξγ̄ − ξ|

ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ

∣∣w(s, x) − w(s, γ̄x(s))
∣∣ dx ds → 0 as δ → 0+

(5.13)

where in the second inequality we used the Chebyshev’s inequality (recall ξ < ξγ̄ = b <
w(s, γ̄x(s))):
ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ
1{w(s,γ̄x(s))−w(s,x)>w(s,γ̄x(s))−ξ}(s, x) ds ≤ 1

|w(s, γ̄x(s)) − ξ|

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ
|w(s, x) − ξγ̄ | ds

and in the last inequality the fact that w(s, γ̄x(s)) > ξγ̄ . Summing (5.12), (5.13) we deduce
that ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ

∣∣∣χ[ξ](u(s, x)) − χ[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s)))
∣∣∣ dx ds → 0 as δ → 0+. (5.14)

Finally, (5.10) follows just by lengthy but trivial triangular inequalities:∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ

(
χ[ξ](u(s, x))

(
λ1[b](u(s, γ̄x(s)) − λ1[ξ](u(s, x))

))

−
(
χ[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s)))

(
λ1[b](u(s, γ̄x(s)) − λ1[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s)))

))
dx ds

∣∣∣∣∣ dx ds

≤ supλ1 ·
ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ

∣∣∣χ[ξ](u(s, x)) − χ[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s)))
∣∣∣

+ supχ[ξ]
ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ γ̄x(s)

γ̄x(s)−δ

∣∣∣λ1[ξ](u(s, x) − λ1[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s)))
∣∣∣ dx ds → 0 as δ → 0+

(5.15)
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where all the terms in the last two lines the limit as δ → 0+ is zero thanks to (5.11), (5.14).
This proves (5.10).

Next, using (4.7), (4.8), and Proposition 3.2, we estimate the right hand side in (5.10) byˆ t

0

(
χ[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s)))

(
λ1[b](u(s, γ̄x(s)) − λ1[ξ](u(s, γ̄x(s)))

))
ds ≥ tc2(b− ξ). (5.16)

Integrating also in ξ we finally obtain, combining (5.9), (5.16), and the dominated convergence
theorem,

lim
δ→0+

ˆ t

0
Fδ

out(s) ds ≥ tc2
ˆ b

a
(b− ξ) ≥ t · c2 (b− a)2

2
so that (5.8) is proved.

3. This steps concludes the proof by showing that

lim
δ→0+

ˆ t

0
Fδ

in(s) ds = 0. (5.17)

We have, as above,ˆ t

0
Fδ

in(s) ds =
ˆ

Γ

( 1
δ

1{γ(s)∈(σ̄x(s),σ̄x(s)+δ)×(a,b)}(γ) ·
(
( ˙̄γx(s) − γ̇x(s)

) )
dω(γ)

=
ˆ b

a

ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ σ̄x(s)+δ

σ̄x(s)

(
χ[ξ](u(s, x))

(
λ1[b](u(s, σ̄x(s)) − λ1[ξ](u(s, x))

))
dx ds dξ

≤ max
(
2|χ||λ1|

)
·
ˆ b

a

ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ σ̄x(s)+δ

σ̄x(s)
1{w(t,x)≥b}(s, x) dx dsdξ

≤ (b− a) · max
(
2|χ||λ1|

)
·
ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ σ̄x(s)+δ

σ̄x(s)
1{w(t,x)≥b}(s, x) dx ds

By Lemma 4.2 applied for σ̄ ∈ Σ, we deduce that (s, σ̄(s)) is a Lebesgue point of w (because
it is a Lebesgue point of U and w = ϕ1(U) where ϕ1 is a smooth function) and

w(s, σ̄(s)) ≤ ξσ̄ < a for a.e. s.
Therefore, by Lemma 4.3 and Chebyshev’s inequality we deduce thatˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ σ̄x(s)+δ

σ̄x(s)
1{w(t,x)≥b}(s, x) dx ds

≤ 1
|a− ξσ̄|

ˆ t

0

1
δ

ˆ σ̄x(s)+δ

σ̄x(s)
|w(s, x) − w(s, σ̄(t))| dx ds → 0 as δ → 0+.

This proves (5.17), and ultimately it proves the proposition. □

5.1. VMO regularity outside of J.

Theorem 5.2. Let u : R+ × R → U be a finite entropy solution (e.g. a vanishing viscosity
solution when the system admits a uniformly convex entropy) to (2.1) and let J be the set
in (3.19). Assume that the eigenvalues are genuinely nonlinear. Then every point (t̄, x̄) ∈
(0,+∞) × R \ J is of vanishing mean oscillation, i.e.

lim
r→0+

1
r2

ˆ
Br((t̄,x̄))

∣∣∣∣∣u(y) −
(  

Br((t̄,x̄))
u
)∣∣∣∣∣ dy = 0 ∀ (t̄, x̄) ∈ (0,+∞) × R \ J.
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Proof. Let (t̄, x̄) ∈ (0,+∞) × R \ J. Define ur : R2 → U by

ur(t, x) .=
{
u(t̄+ r(t− t̄), x̄+ r(x− x̄)) if t > t̄− 1

r t̄,

0 otherwise.

Assume by contradiction that at some point (t̄, x̄) ∈ R \ J, i.e. that

lim sup
r→0+

ν(Br(t̄, x̄))
r

= 0. (5.18)

and also that for some subsequence {rj}j it holds

lim
j→+∞

 
Brj (t̄,x̄)

|u(t, x) − urj (t̄, x̄)| dx dt > 0 (5.19)

where ur(t̄, x̄) is defined by

ur(t̄, x̄) .=
 

Br(t̄,x̄)
u(t, x) dx dt.

Up to a further subsequence, we can also assume that

urj (t̄, x̄) −→ u ∈ U (5.20)

urj −→ v strongly in L1
loc(R2). (5.21)

Indeed, the sequence urj is strongly compact in L1
loc thanks to compensated compactness.

For this well known fact we refer to [Ser00], but for convenience of the reader we write
more precisely how to combine the various statements in [Ser00]. In particular by [Ser00,
Chapter 9, Proposition 9.1.5], up to a further sequence, the limit of urj exists in the sense of
Young measures, i.e. there is a measurable map (t, x) 7→ αt,x ∈ P(U) (the set of probability
measures on U) such that for every smooth function ψ : U → R there holds

ψ(urj ) ⇀∗
ˆ
ψ(q) dαt,x(q) weakly∗ in L∞ as j → +∞.

Then, by [Ser00, Chapter 9, Proposition 9.1.7] the sequence urj converges strongly in L1
loc

if and only if αt,x has support in a single point for a.e. (t, x) ∈ R2. But this follows from
[Ser00, Chapter 9, Proposition 9.2.2 and Proposition 9.51].

Next, we show that v is a global isentropic solution. Let η, q be a smooth entropy-entropy
flux pair and φ ∈ C1

c (R2), and consider R > 0 so that suppφ ⊂ BR ⊂ R2. We compute,
using (5.18) in the last line,∣∣∣∣¨

R2
φtη(v) + φxq(v) dx dt

∣∣∣∣ = lim
j→+∞

∣∣∣∣¨
R2
φtη(urj ) + φxq(urj ) dx dt

∣∣∣∣
= lim

j→+∞

1
rj

∣∣∣∣¨
R2
φ̃tη(u) + φ̃xq(u) dx dt

∣∣∣∣
= lim

j→+∞

1
rj

∣∣∣∣¨
R2
φ̃ dµη(t, x)

∣∣∣∣
≤ lim

j→+∞

1
rj

¨
R2

|φ̃| dν(t, x)

≤ ∥φ∥C0 lim sup
j→+∞

ν(Brj (t̄, x̄)
rj

−→ 0 as j → +∞
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where here
φ̃(t, x) .= φ

(
t̄+ t− t̄

rj
, x̄+ x− x̄

rj

)
, supp φ̃ ⊂ Brj (t̄, x̄)

and µη is as in (3.18).
Applying Theorem 1.2 we deduce that v must be a constant: v(t, x) ≡ v for a.e. (t, x) ∈ R2,

for some v ∈ U . Now notice that v ≡ u, because

u = lim
j

 
Brj (t̄,x̄)

u(t, x) dx dt = lim
j

 
B1(0)

urj (s, y) dy ds = v

so that
u = v = v(t, x) for a.e. (t, x) ∈ R2. (5.22)

But then we have a contradiction because

0 = lim
j

 
B1(0)

|urj (t, x) − v| dx dt = lim
j

 
B1(0)

|urj (t, x) − u| dx dt

= lim
j

 
Brj (t̄,x̄)

|u(t, x) − u| dx dt > 0

where we used (5.21), (5.22) in the first and second equality, and (4.1), (5.19) in the last
inequality. □
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Email address: ancona@math.unipd.it (Fabio Ancona)

Department of Mathematics, Università di Padova
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