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Abstract

We introduce the concept of energy-variational solutions for hyperbolic conservation laws.
Intrinsically, these energy-variational solutions fulfill the weak-strong uniqueness principle
and the semi-flow property, and the set of solutions is convex and weakly-star closed. The
existence of energy-variational solutions is proven via a suitable time-discretization scheme
under certain assumptions. This general result yields existence of energy-variational solutions
to the magnetohydrodynamical equations for ideal incompressible fluids and to the Euler
equations in both the incompressible and the compressible case. Moreover, we show that
energy-variational solutions to the Euler equations coincide with dissipative weak solutions.

Mathematics Subject Classification 35145 - 35165 - 35A01 - 35A15 - 35D99 - 35Q31 -
76B03 - 76N10

Contents

I Introduction . . . . . ... .. ... 2

2 Preliminaries and mainresult . . . . . .. ... .. Lo L L 5
2.1 NOtAtiON . . . o oo o e e e 5
22 Mainresult . ... e 7
2.3 Auxiliary results . . . . . L 10

3 Properties and existence of energy-variational solutions . . . . . ... ... Lo 13
3.1 General Properties . . . . . . . . ..o e 13
3.2 Relative entropy and weak-strong uniqueness . . . . . . . . . .. ... L 16
3.3 Existence of energy-variational solutions . . . . . . . ... ... Lo 18

Communicated by Laszlo Szekelyhidi.

B Thomas Eiter
thomas.eiter @wias-berlin.de

Robert Lasarzik

robert.lasarzik @wias-berlin.de

Weierstrass Institute for Applied Analysis and Stochastics, Mohrenstr. 39, 12099 Berlin, Germany
University of Kassel, Institute of Mathematics, Heinrich-Plett-Str. 40, 34132 Kassel, Germany

Freie Universitit Berlin, Department of Mathematics and Computer Science, Arnimallee 9,
14195 Berlin, Germany

@ Springer


http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1007/s00526-024-02713-9&domain=pdf
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7807-1349
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1677-6925

103 Page2of40 T. Eiter, R. Lasarzik

4 Twoincompressible fluid models . . . . . .. ... L o 23
4.1 Incompressible magnetohydrodynamics . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... 0 L., 23
4.2 Incompressible Euler equations . . . . . . . .. .. ... L L 25

5 Compressible Euler equations . . . . . . . . ... ... 28
5.1 Energy-variational solutions to the compressible Euler equations . . . . . .. ... ... .... 29
5.2 Existence of energy-variational solutions . . . . . . . . . . ... Lo 30
5.3 Comparison with dissipative weak solutions . . . . . . . .. ... Lo 34
5.4 Relative entropy inequality and weak-strong uniqueness . . . . . . . . ... ... 36

References . . . . . . . . . . . e 39

1 Introduction

Hyperbolic conservation laws form a class of nonlinear evolution equations that is
omnipresent in mathematical physics and its applications. These range from traffic mod-
els [1] over thermomechanics [2, Sec. 2.3] to fluid dynamics and weather forecast [3]. Even
though this class of equations is so fundamental and plays such a prominent role in the research
of partial differential equations, up to now there is no suitable concept of generalized solu-
tions such that existence can be established for a large class of general multi-dimensional
hyperbolic conservation laws. To contribute to filling this gap, in this article we propose the
concept of energy-variational solutions.
We consider general conservation laws

WU +divFU)=0 inT? x (0, T), (1.1a)
U(-,0)=Uy in T¢ (1.1b)

on the d-dimensional (flat) torus T9,d e N, and for a finite time T € (0, 00). Here U : T4 x
(0, T) —> R™, m € N, denotes the unknown state variable, F : R” — R™*d jga given flux
matrix depending on the state, and U € R™ denotes prescribed initial data. As usual (cf. [4,
Sec. 11.4.2]), we assume that there exists a strictly convex entropy 1 : R” — [0, oo] such
that the total entropy E(U (1)) := de n(U(t)) dx is conserved along smooth solutions, but
which may decrease along non-smooth solutions. To ensure this, we assume that

/1 F):VDnU)dx =0
’]I‘(

for all suitable U. This condition differs from the usual entropy-pair assumption, where the
existence of a corresponding entropy flux is required, but it allows for more general entropy
functions and therefore a larger class of conservation laws; see Remark 4 below for further
explanation. Observe that we use the letter £ to denote the total entropy since in the considered
examples the mathematical entropy is always played by the physical energy of the respective
system.

Hyperbolic conservation laws are well understood in one spatial dimension, that is, in the
case d = 1 or m = 1. Going back to the fundamental works of Hopf [5] and Lax [6], the
theory is nowadays fairly standard; see [2, 4] for example. In contrast, the one-dimensional
theory cannot be transferred to the multi-dimensional case m, d > 2 immediately, where a
general solution concept that ensures solvability is missing. Instead, solution concepts are
usually constructed such that they fit to one specific conservation law, and often there are
several different concepts for the same equation.

A prominent example is the Euler system for inviscid fluid flow, for which DiPerna and
Majda established the existence of measure-valued solutions in the incompressible case [7],
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and a weak-strong uniqueness principle was proven later in [8]. Weak-strong uniqueness is
another favorable property for any solution concept and means that a generalized solution
coincides with a strong solution with the same initial data if the latter exists. In the same arti-
cle [8], the weak-strong uniqueness of measure-valued solutions to hyperbolic conservation
laws was shown, but the existence of these solutions is not known and not expected to hold
in general. The weak-strong uniqueness principle for dissipative measure-valued solutions,
where the measure-valued formulation is enriched with a defect measure, was shown for
more general conservation laws in [9], but still their existence remains unclear. In the case
of the compressible Euler equations, the existence of dissipative weak solutions, defined by
enriching the weak formulation with a defect measure, was shown in [10], and a weak-strong
uniqueness principle was proved in [11].

We shall see that both the incompressible and the compressible Euler equations can be
treated in the abstract framework of hyperbolic conservation laws presented here. In particu-
lar, we establish existence of energy-variational solutions to both systems, and we show that
they coincide with the corresponding dissipative weak solutions. In this respect, we present a
new way to construct dissipative weak solutions for these equations. As another example, we
consider the equations of magnetohydrodynamics for an incompressible ideal fluid, which
means that the effects of viscosity and electrical resistivity are neglected. While there are
results on the local existence of strong solutions [12—-14], and a weak-strong uniqueness
principle for measure-valued solutions was shown in [9], the global existence of suitably
generalized solutions seems to be unknown. By providing existence of energy-variational
solutions to this system, the present work gives the first result in this direction. We believe
that the class of equations considered here is quite general, and that the presented theory
yields existence results for many other conservation laws.

While in [9] a weak-strong uniqueness result is provided for a very general class of
conservation laws, in the present article we require weaker smoothness assumptions for the
entropy 1 and the flux F. Moreover, the definition of energy-variational solutions does not rely
on the introduction of (generalized) Young measures and may be regarded as easier accessible.
In particular, the solution at time ¢ € (0, T') has a simpler structure: It is given as the pair of
a vector field U(¢) and an auxiliary variable E(#) € R, whereas measure-valued solutions
usually consist of a Young-measure-valued function and additional concentration measures.
In the recent work [15], existence and weak-strong uniqueness of energy-variational solutions
could be shown for certain viscoelastic fluid models, for which existence of measure-valued
solution is not known until now.

To explain the main idea of our solution concept, let us begin with the classical approach
towards a generalized solution concept for problem (1.1), namely the notion of weak solutions,
defined via the weak formulation of (1.1a), that is, the identity

— (U, ®)

t t
+/ / U-0,0+FU):Vddxdr =0 (1.2)
s s JTd

fors, t € [0, T'] and all test functions ® in a suitable class Y of test functions. As mentioned
above, a natural assumption is that the total entropy is non-increasing along solutions, which
means that £(U) |§ < 0ifs < . Combing this condition with (1.2), we obtain the variational
inequality

[eW) - (U, ®)]

t t
—I—/ / U-0,+FWU):Vddxdr <0 (1.3)
s s JTd

fors < trand ® € Y. Since (1.2) can be recovered from (1.3) (see also Lemma 2.4 below), we
may also take (1.3) to define weak solutions with non-increasing total entropy. As explained
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above, existence of such weak solutions cannot be guaranteed for general hyperbolic conser-
vation laws, which is why we introduce the concept of energy-variational solutions. The main
idea is to replace the total mechanical entropy £(U) € L*°(0, T') with an auxiliary entropy
variable E € BV([0,T]), which may be seen as a turbulent entropy and may exceed the
mechanical entropy of the system. Additionally, we introduce the difference E(U) — E < 0,
weighted by a suitable factor C(®) > 0 depending on the test function, into the equation
(1.3). This leads to the inequality

[E — (U, P)]

t

t
—I—/ |:/dU-8,<D+F(U) : Vqux-I—/C(CD)[S(U)—E]i|dt <0
s T
(1.4)

N

for s < t and ® € Y, which will serve as the basic inequality defining energy-variational
solutions. In particular, if we have E = £(U), then (1.3) is equivalent to (1.4), and energy-
variational solutions coincide with weak solutions. The crucial assumption for our approach
is that the function K is chosen in such a way that the mapping

U /d FU):Vodx + K(P)EW)
T

is convex for any ® € Y. Under this assumption, (U, E) appears in (1.4) in a convex way,
so that inequality (1.4) is preserved under weak® convergence.

Note that the idea of relaxing the formulation of an evolution equation to a variational
inequality and providing convexity by introducing an additional term goes back to Pierre-
Louis Lions in the context of the incompressible Euler equations [16, Sec. 4.4]. Similar
solution concepts have recently been used in the context of fluids with viscosity as the
incompressible Navier—Stokes equations [17] and viscoelastic fluid models [18].

Besides showing existence of energy-variational solution by using a semi-discretization
in time, which may justify their usefulness for numerical implementations, we further show
certain properties that are directly included in the solution concept, for example, a weak-
strong uniqueness principle. Furthermore, we introduce the concept of energy-variational
solutions in such a way that the semi-flow property is satisfied. This is a desirable property
of a solvability concept, in particular, when uniqueness of solutions cannot be guaranteed;
see [10, 19] for example.

As is the case for many generalized solution concepts, energy-variational solutions may
not be unique but instead capture all limits of suitable approximations. Hence, additional
selection criteria would have to be applied in order to choose the physically relevant solution.
This definitely requires further research, but we shall see that the class of energy-variational
solutions has desirable properties for such a selection process. In particular, we prove that the
set of energy-variational solutions is convex and weakly™* closed, which might make it possible
to define an appropriate minimization problem on this set (¢f. [20]), and to identify the (unique)
minimizer with the physically relevant solution. For scalar conservation laws, Dafermos [21]
proposed the entropy-rate admissibility criterion to select the physically relevant solution.
He was able to prove that in a certain class this selection procedure coincides with a selection
according to the well established Lax-admissibility criterion [21]. It is worth noticing that
for the auxiliary variable E € BV([0,T]) the entropy rate d; E is well defined in the space
of Radon measures, and the proposed minimization of this value may be defined at least for
finitely many points in time. Therefore, it might be possible to follow Dafermos’s proposed
criterion in the present case. This is in accordance with the semi-discrete time-stepping
scheme proposed in (3.8) below, where the energy is minimized in every step, which might
provide additional regularity for the minimizer as well as for the solution in the limit. This
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question will be further investigated in the future, together with the performance of the
proposed semi-discretization in numerical experiments.

The article is organized as follows: In Sect.2, we explain the relevant notation and
introduce the notion of energy-variational solutions for hyperbolic conservation laws. We
formulate the main result on their existence and collect several auxiliary lemmas. Section 3
is concerned with the study of energy-variational solutions to these hyperbolic conserva-
tion laws. We derive a number of general properties of energy-variational solutions, and
we prove the existence of energy-variational solutions via the convergence of a suitable
time-discretization based on an iterative minimization procedure. After considering the
incompressible hydrodynamical equations and the incompressible Euler equations in Sect. 4,
we deal with the compressible Euler equations in Sect. 5.

2 Preliminaries and main result
2.1 Notation

For d € N, we denote the scalar product of two vectors a, b € R4 bya-b:=a;bj, and
the Frobenius product of two matrices A, B € R"*? by A : B := A; jBij. Here and in the
following, we tacitly use Einstein summation convention and implicitly sum over repeated
indices from 1 to d or m depending on the context. By R‘Siyff, ]R‘:kxwd and ngxm . we denote
the sets of symmetric, skew-symmetric and symmetric positive semi-definite d-dimensional
matrices, respectively. The symbols (4)sym = %(A +AT)and (A)skw = %(A — AT denote
the symmetric and the skew-symmetric part of a matrix A € R?*?_ and by (A)sym,+ and
(A)sym,—, we denote the positive semi-definite and the negative semi-definite part of the
symmetric matrix (A4)sym, respectively. We usually equip matrix spaces with the spectral

norm |-|, defined by

|A]2 = sup a’ - Aa, 2.1

lal=1

that is, |A|> is the square root of the largest eigenvalue of AT A. The dual norm of the
spectral norm with respect to the Frobenius product is the trace norm and denoted by |-|5. For

symmetric matrices S € Rdde we thus have |S|; = max;¢qy,... q}|A ;] and |S|2 = Zl_/ [Ajl,
where A, j = 1,...,d, are the (real) eigenvalues of the matrlx S. For symmetric positive
semi-definite matrices S € ]Rfyxnfl 4 we may write | S|}, = Zd Aj=8:1=tr(S), where

I denotes the identity matrix in R?*¢,

By T¢ := R?/Z% we denote the d-dimensional (flat) torus equipped with the Lebesgue
measure. The Radon measures on T¢ taking values in R are denoted by M (T¢; Rfyff)
which may be interpreted as the dual space of the correspondlng continuous functions, i.e.,
M(T¢; ngfrji) = (C(T?; ]Rglyfrj’))* Moreover, M (T¢; Rfyxnf ) is the class of symmetric pos-
itive semi-definite Radon measures, which consists of Radon measures u € M(’]I‘d; Rglyflf )
such that for any & € R the measure £ @ & : p is nonnegative.

For a Banach space X, we denote its dual space by X*, and we use (-, -) to denote the
associated dual pairing. The space Cy, ([0, T']; X) denotes the class of functions on [0, T']
taking values in X that are continuous with respect to the weak topology of X. Analogously,
the space Cy,+ ([0, T']; X*) denotes the class of functions on [0, T'] taking values in X* that are

continuous with respect to the weak™ topology of X*. The space L% ([0, T']; X*) is the space

@ Springer



103 Page 6 of 40 T. Eiter, R. Lasarzik

of all function on [0, 7] taking values in X* that are Bochner measurable and essentially
bounded with respect to X* equipped with the weak™ topology.

We write x, —x if a sequence (x,) C X converges weakly to some x € X, and ¢, X pifa
sequence (¢,) C X* converges weakly™ to some ¢ € X*. In spaces of the form L°°(0, T'; X)
we usually consider a mixture of the weak convergence in X and weak* convergence in

. . ) .
L®°, which we call weak(*) convergence, and we write u, SN u if a sequence (u,) C
L°(0, T; X) converges weakly(*) to some u € L*°(0, T; X), that is, if

a

T
VfeL'0,T; X% : lim/ (n (1), f(t))dt:f w(t), @) dt. (2.2)
n—o0 0 0

The total variation of a function E : [0, T] — R is given by

n
[Eltveory = sup Y |E@G—1) — E@)l,

O=n<...<t,=T k=1
where the supremum is taken over all finite partitions of the interval [0, 7']. We denote the
space of all integrable functions on [0, 7] with bounded variation by BV([0,T]), and we equip
this space with the norm ||E||BV([O,T]) = Elpro,7) + |ElTv(o, 1) (cf. [22]). Recall that
an integrable function E has bounded variation if and only if its distributional derivative E’ is
an element of M([0, T']), the space of finite Radon measures on [0, T']. Moreover, BV([0,T])

coincides with the dual space of a Banach space, see [23, Remark 3.12] for example, and we
usually work with the corresponding weak™ convergence, which can be characterized by

E, > EinBV([0.T]) < E, — EinL'(0,T) and E, = E'in M([0, T]).

Note that the total variation of a decreasing non-negative function E can be estimated by the
initial value since

N
[Elrvgory = sup Y (E(t-1) — E(&)) = E(0) — E(T) < E(0).

O=ny<...<ty=T k=1

Letn : R? — [0, 0o] be a convex, lower semi-continuous function with 1n(0) = 0. The
domain of 5 is defined by domn = {x € R? | n(x) < 0o}. We denote the convex conjugate
of n by n*, which is defined by

n*(z) = sup [z-y—n(y)] forallz e R™.
yeR™

Then n* is also convex, lower semi-continuous, non-negative and satisfies n*(0) = 0. We
introduce the subdifferential 975 of n by

) :={zeR"|VyeR": n(3) <n») +2z-F -y}

for y € R™. The subdifferential dn™ of n* is defined analogously. Then the Fenchel equiva-
lences hold: For y, z € R? we have

zedn(y) << yeinzx <= M+ =zy. (2.3)

A proof of this well-known result can be found in [24, Prop 2.33] for example. If an(y) is a
singleton for some y € R™, then 7 is Fréchet differentiable in y and dn(y) = {Dn(y)}. In
this case, we identify an(y) with Dn(y).
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2.2 Main result

We introduce the notion of energy-variational solutions to the hyperbolic conservation law
(1.1). Consider an entropy functional  : R”™ — [0, oc], m € N. We define the total entropy
functional

&: LY (TY; R™) — [0, 0], S(U):/Tdn(U)dx 2.4)

with domain dom & := {U € L' (T?;R™) | £WU) < oo}. As the set of test functions, we
consider a closed subspace Y of cH(T?; R™). We next collect further assumptions on 1, F,
and Y.

Hypothesis 2.1 Assumethatn : R™ — [0, co]is astrictly convex and lower semi-continuous
function that satisfies 7(0) = 0 and has superlinear growth, that is,

im M =0 2.5)
lyl—o0 |y
We assume that the set
D:={U € dom& | P, }peny C Y : Dy* o ®,—U in L' (T¢; R™)} (2.6)

is convex. Furthermore, let F : R™ — R"*4 he a measurable function such that there exists
a constant C > 0 with

VyeR": |[F(»)l=Chy)+D, 2.7)

and such that
VO eY: /d F(Dn*(®(x))) : V®(x)dx = 0. (2.8)
T

We further assume that there exists a convex and continuous function K : Y — [0, 00) such
that for any ¢ € Y the mapping

D — R, Ur—>/d FU) : Vodx + K(P)EWU) (2.9)
T

is convex, lower semi-continuous and non-negative.

Before we further explain the assumptions made in Hypothesis 2.1, let us introduce the
notion of energy-variational solutions and formulate the main result on their existence.

Definition 2.2 (Energy-variational solutions) A pair (U, E) € L*(0, T; D) x BV([0,T]) is
called an energy-variational solution to (1.1) if £(U) < E a.e. on [0, T'], if

[E— (U, )]

t t
—l—/ [/ U-0,2+F(Q): Vd>dx+l€(<l>)[8(U)—E]]dr <0
s s Td
(2.10)
forall ® e ([0, T];Y) anda.a. s,z € (0, T), s < 1, including s = 0 with U (0) = U,.

While energy-variational solutions may not have much regularity at the outset, we shall
see that the initial value U is attained in the weak™ sense in Y*, and that U and E can be
redefined such that E is non-increasing and U € Cy+ ([0, T']; Y*), see Proposition 3.1 below.

As the main result of this article, we show existence of energy-variational solutions under
the previously specified assumptions.
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103 Page 80of40 T. Eiter, R. Lasarzik

Theorem 2.3 (Existence of energy-variational solutions) Let Hypothesis 2.1 be satisfied, and
let Ug € D. Then there exists an energy-variational solution in the sense of Definition 2.2
with E(0+) = E(Uy).

The proof of this theorem relies on a suitable time discretization and is provided in Sect.
3.3. Next we further comment on the assumptions stated in Hypothesis 2.1 and on the solution
concept of energy-variational solutions.

Remark 1 Hypothesis 2.1 ensures, that the integrals in (2.8) and (2.9) are well defined. For
the integral in (2.9) note that the estimate (2.7) implies |F o U| € L' (T?) forall U € . For
the left-hand side of (2.8), we first observe that dn* is single valued by Lemma 2.7 below,
since 1 has superlinear growth. The Fenchel equivalences (2.3) yield the identity

n(Dn*(®(x))) = D™ (P (x)) - P (x) — n*(P(x)),

which shows that x — n(Dn*(®(x))) is a continuous function on the compact set T4 and
thus bounded for any ® € Y. Hence Dn* o ® € dom £. Therefore, inequality (2.7) yields a
bound for the integrand in (2.8).

Remark 2 The convexity assumption on ID can be seen as a compatibility condition on the
space Y and the entropy 7. We note that Dn* o ® € dom & for @ € Y as shown in Remark 1.
Moreover, for any sequence {U,},en C D with bounded entropies, £(U,) < C, there
is a convergent subsequence with limit U € D. Indeed, (2.5) yields the existence of a
subsequence weakly converging to U in L'(T¢; R™) with £(U) < C, see Lemma 2.6
below. A diagonalization argument gives a sequence {®,},en C Y with Dn* o ®,—U in
L' (T?; R™), which shows U € D.

In the case of a quadratic functional n(y) = a| y|2, a > 0, the set D is the weak closure
of Yin L' (T?; R™). Since Y is a linear subspace and 7 is quadratic, this is nothing else than
the strong closure of Y in L2(T¢; R™). In particular, the convexity of ID is satisfied trivially.

In the case Y = C!(T¢; R™), we have D = dom &. In particular, ID is convex. Since
dom(d€) is dense in dom £ (see [24, Corollary 2.44]) this follows from the above approxi-
mation property and dom(d€) C D. To see the latter,let U € dom(dE). From [24, Prop. 2.53],
we infer that the existence of ® € L (T¢; R™) such that ®(x) € an(U (x)) fora.a. x € T?,
that is, Dn*(®(x)) = U(x) by the Fenchel equivalences (2.3). The density of ch(rd; rR™)
in L% (T%; R™) with respect to the weak* topology, guarantees the existence of a sequence
{®plnen C CH(T9; R™) with (||| poopa.pmy < 1P oo (pa, gy and &, — & ae. in T,
see [25, Ex. 4.25]. Lebesgue’s convergence theorem allows to conclude that Dn*(®,) — U
in LY(T¢; R™) by the continuity of Dn*, which shows U € D.

Remark 3 Instead of assuming that n(0) = 0 and n > 0, we may consider a function
n : R"™ — (—o0, 0o] that attains its minimum at 0. Indeed, the original assumptions can

then be recovered by simply adding a suitable constant to 7.

Remark 4 Equation (2.8) ensures that the total entropy is conserved along smooth solutions.
Indeed, if U is a solution and all functions are sufficiently smooth, then we formally have

ic‘,'(U):/ BtU~Dn(U)dx:—/ [div F(U)]- Dn(U) dx
dr Td Td

= /zF(U) :VDnU)dx =0,
Tt
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where the last identity follows from (2.8) with & = Dn(U). Classically, this conservation
property is ensured by requiring the existence of an entropy flux g : R” — R? such that

Dn(y)" DF(y) = Dg(y)" (2.11)

for all y € R™, which is a shorthand for the relation

Dn(y)'DF;(y)=Dg;(»" (=1,....d).

Clearly, this identity only makes sense if n and, in particular, F are smooth enough. This
smoothness cannot be guaranteed for general conservation laws as we shall see in Sect.5
in the context of the compressible Euler equations. However, if this is the case, then (2.8)
follows from (2.11). Indeed, setting U = Dn*(®), that is, ® = Dn(U), and integrating by
parts, we deduce

/ F(Dn*(®)) : Vo dx :/ FWU):VDnU)dx
Td Td

:—/l[Dn(U)TDF(U)]CVde:—/d Dq(U)Vde
B T

= —/ divg(U)dx = 0.
Td

Instead of verifying (2.8) directly, one can also show existence of a vector field g : R" —
R? such that § o Dn* € C'(R™; R?) and

vz e R": F(Dn*(z)) = D[q o Dn*](2). (2.12)
This implies
F(Dn*(®))V® = div [§(Dn*(P))]

forall ® e CL(T9; R™), so that (2.8) follows from the divergence theorem. Observe that, in
contrast to (2.11), condition (2.12) does not require F to be differentiable. Moreover, we do
not require differentiability of g and Dn™ but merely of their composition. This distinction
can be helpful since there are standard cases where n™* is not twice differentiable, for example,
the compressible Euler equations, which we study in Sect. 5.

Formally, the relations (2.12) and (2.11) are equivalent in the case that n* € C2(R™) and
D?n*(z) is invertible at each z € R™. Indeed, choosing y = Dn*(z), we find by (2.3) and
the chain rule that

[Dn(Dn* ()" DF(Dn*(2)) — Dg(Dn*(2))| D*n*(2)
=2/ DIF(Dn*(2))] — Dlg(Dn*(2))]
= D[z" F(Dn*(2)) — ¢(Dn*(2))] — F(Dn*(2)).
Hence, (2.11) is satisfied if and only if (2.12) holds for ¢(U) = Dn(U)TF(U) — qU).

Remark 5 In case that F is entropy-convex, i.e., there exists a constant A > 0 such that
| F|4An is a convex, weakly lower semi-continuous function on R”, we may choose (®) =
MV ®|poo(ray. We shall use a similar functional K in Sect. 4.1, but finer choices may be
possible as we shall see in Sects. 4.2 and 5.

Remark 6 (Boundary conditions) In order to simplify the analysis, we restrict ourselves to
the case of periodic boundary conditions. But the method can also be adapted to more general
boundary conditions. These can usually be included into our framework by modification of
the space of test functions Y; see also Remark 13 below.
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2.3 Auxiliary results

Before we start with the analysis of energy-variational solutions, we prepare several auxiliary
lemmas. We start with the following basic result on an affine linear variational inequality.

Lemma 2.4 Let X be a Banach space, and let ay, ay € R and y1, y» € X* such that
ay + (y1,x) < ax + (y2,x)

forall x € X. Then a1 < az and y1 = y;.

Proof The choice x = 0 directly yields a; < ap. To infer y; = yp,letx € Xand A > 0.
Choosing x = Ax and dividing by A, we deduce

Alay + (1, &) < A7 lag 4 (v, 7).

A apassage to the limit A — oo yields (y;, X) < (y2, X). Choosing x = —Ax and proceeding
in the same way results in the converse inequality, and we obtain (y;, X) = (y», X). Since
x € X was arbitrary, this yields y; = y, and completes the proof.

The next result yields the equivalence of a pointwise inequality and its variational formu-
lation.

Lemma2.5 Let f € L'(0,T), g € L%(0, T) and gy € R. Then the following two statements
are equivalent:

i. The inequality

T T
—/0 ¢’(f)g(f)df+/0 ¢(0) f(r)dr —¢(0)go <0 (2.13)

holds for all ¢ € Ccl,([O, T)) with ¢ > 0.
ii. The inequality

t
g(t) — g(s) +/ f(r)dr <0 (2.14)

holds for a.e. s, t € [0, T) with s < t, including s = 0 if we replace g(0) with go.

If one of these conditions is satisfied, then g can be identified with a function in BV([0,T])
such that

t
gr+) —g(s—) +/ f(r)ydr <0 (2.15)

foralls,t € [0, T) withs < t, where we set g(0—) := go. In particular, it holds g(0+) < go
and g(t+) < g(t—) forallt € (0, T).

Proof To see that (2.13) implies (2.14), one can use a standard procedure and approximate the
indicator function of the interval (s, ) by elements of C Cl ([0, T)). For the inverse implication,
first note that (2.14) implies that g coincides a.e. with an element of BV([0,T]). Hence, one-
sided limits of g exist in each point, and we deduce (2.15) from (2.14). The choice s = ¢ in
(2.14) implies g(t+) < g(t—) and g(0+) < go. Now let 0 < ¢ € Cj([O, T)) and consider a
partition 0 =59 <ty <1 <t] <--- <sy <ty < T of [0, T] such that

¢ =0 inltj—1,s;], ¢ <0 in[sj,z;], ¢=¢ =0 in[ty,T].
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To show (2.13), we subdivide the left-hand side of this inequality accordingly. Since ¢’ < 0
in [s;, t;], we can use (2.15) with s = s; and integration by parts to estimate

t,‘ t,‘ T
—/ ¢’ (t)g(r)dr < —/ ¢'(r)<g(Sj—) —/ f() dr) dr
X]‘ S X]’

J

- —¢(t,~)<g<s,~—) SNG dr) +o6pgs-) - [ oms@ar,

where for j = 0 we have to replace g(so—) with gg. Since ¢’ > 0 in [tj—1,5;], we can use
(2.15) with t = s; in a similar way to conclude

—/’ ¢ (0)g(r) dr < —/’ ¢/(r)(g(s,~+>+/ ' f(r)dr> dr
)‘I‘,l tj,] T
- —¢<s,~>g(sj+)+¢(z,-_1>(g<s,»+>+/’ f(r)dr) —/’ (1) f(0)dr.
1j-1 1j=1

Summing up and using ¢ = ¢’ = 0 in [y, T], we obtain

T T
_/o ¢'(1)g(1) df+/0 ¢(v) f(r)dr — ¢(0)go

N ot N
=-> [ ¢@e@)dr - " (g dr + / ¢ (1) f(r)dr — ¢(0)g0
j=0"5i j=17%i-1
N N-1 Sjt1
Z (s))(8(sj=) —g(s; ) + ) ¢(t,-><g(s,,-+1+> —g(sj—) + / f(r)dr>
j=1 j=0 5

Since ¢ > 0, invoking inequality (2.15) and that g(t+) > g(r—), we can estimate the terms
in the last line by 0 and finally conclude (2.13).

Next we show an adaption of a well-known theorem by de la Vallée Poussin, see [26,
Sect. 1.2, Theorem 2] for example. For the sake of completeness, we give a proof here.
Observe that the statement remains valid if T¢ is replaced with any other finite measure
space.

Lemma2.6 Lety : R™ — [0, oo] have superlinear growth, i.e., lim|y| o0 ¥ (y)/]y| = 00
and let 7 C L' (T4; R™) and C > 0 such that

VU e F: / Yy(U)dx <C.
Td

Then the set F is equi-integrable and thus relatively weakly compact in L' (T?; R™).

Proof Let ¢ > 0 and set M = 2C /e. By assumption, we can choose R > 0 so large that
|yl > R implies ¥ (y) > M|y|. Let A C T be a measurable set with |A| < ﬁ. Then

fIUIdx =/ |U|dx +/ |U|dx
A [xeA||U)|<R) [xeA||UG)[>R)

1
< R|A| + */ Y(U(x))dx <e.
M 'Jl‘d
This shows

hm supf|U|dx—O
A=O0yper
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that is, the equi-integrability of F. The relative weak compactness of F now follows from
the Dunford—Pattis theorem [27, Thm. 3.2.1].

The next lemma collects useful properties of a convex functionals with superlinear growth.

Lemma2.7 Let n : R™ — [0, o0] be a strictly convex, lower semi-continuous function
with n(0) = 0 and (2.5). Then the set-valued operator 9n : R™ — R™ is maximal mono-
tone and surjective. Moreover, the convex conjugate n* is globally defined and continuously
differentiable. In particular,

vz e R @n)7'(z) = an*(z) = (Dn*(2)}.

Proof The subdifferential 37 induces a maximal monotone operator according to [24,
Thm. 2.43], and from [24, Prop. 2.47] we infer that this operator is surjective. The Fenchel
equivalences (2.3) allow to identify this inverse with the subdifferential of the conjugate n*.
Note that n* is even Gateaux-differentiable [24, Rem. 2.41 and Prop. 2.40] and continuous
with dom n* = R¥ [24, Prop. 2.25 and Thm. 2.14]. The assertion that 9n* is single-valued
and continuous can be found in [28, Thm. 5.20].

We use some of these properties to prove the following lemma that shows a way how to
continuously interpolate between 0 and a given value in the range of £ defined in (2.4).

Lemma 2.8 In the situation of Lemma 2.7, let ® € C(T?; R™) and U= Dn* o ®. Then the
mapping

G: 10,11 — [0, £D)], a— E(Dn*(ad))

is well defined, continuous and surjective.

Proof Fix x € T¢, and lety = f](x) € dom dn and z = ®(x) € dn(y). Consider
10,11 = [0,00], a > n(Dn*(az))

Since an* has full domain and is single valued according to Lemma 2.7, the mapping is well
defined. Via the Fenchel equivalences (2.3), we may further express f as

f (@) =n(Dn*(az)) = (Dn*(az), ez) — n*(@2).

This shows that f(«) is finite and that f is continuous since n* and Dn* are continuous
by Lemma 2.7. Moreover, f(0) = 0 and f(1) = n(y), and via Fenchel’s identity and the
monotonicity of Dn*, we further observe for 0 < 8 < o < 1 that

f) — f(B) = (Dn*(az), az) — (Dn*(Bz) Bz) — (n*(az) — n*(B2))

(Dn*(az), az) — (Dn*(Bz), Bz) + (Dn*(@z), Bz — az)

% {Dn*(@z) — Dn*(Bz), az — Bz) = 0.

Hence, f is a continuous and non-decreasing mapping with range [0, 7(y)]. This implies that
the mapping G is well defined with0 = G(0) < G(a) < G(1) = E(U) forallx € [0, 1]. Using
Lebesgue’s theorem on dominated convergence, we further conclude that G is continuous,
which also implies that G is surjective.

%

We shall also make use of the following result on the extension of certain linear functionals.
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Lemma29 Letl :V — R be a linear continuous functional, where V is a closed subspace

of
U= {p b1 x[0.7): RY) | /d¢dx = o}.
T

Set

Z:U — LY, T; (TG RYD)),  Z(¥) = (Vi)sym,

sym

and let p : L'(0, T; C(T?; R%%%)) — R be a sublinear mapping such that

V¥ eV: (L) <pZW¥)). (2.16)

Then there exists an element

R e (LI(O7 T: C(Td; Rdxd)))* = L‘;)C;(()’ T: M(Td; Rdxd))

sym sym
satisfying
Vo e L10, T; C(T4 RIX4)) - (=R, ®) < p(P), V¥ eV: (—R,IW)) =, V).

sym
Proof First consider ¥ € V with Z(¢) = 0. This implies that ¥ (-, ¢) is affine linear, and
since ¥ € V is spatially periodic and has vanishing mean value, this is only possible for
¥ = 0. Therefore, 7 is injective, and on its image WW = Z(V) we can define the functional
Lby (L,V)=(l,¢)for ¥ =Z(¢¥) € W. Then estimate (2.16) implies

(L, W) <p(¥) (2.17)
for all W e W c L'(0,T; C(T%; RE)). By the Hahn-Banach theorem (see e.g. [25,
Thm 1.1]), we may extend L from W to a linear functional on LI(O, T:;C (’]I‘d; ngxnf)).

Using the Riesz representation theorem, we may identify this extension with an object —R
such that the asserted properties are satisfied.

3 Properties and existence of energy-variational solutions

In this section we collect several general properties of energy-variational solutions that follow
directly from Definition 2.2. Moreover, under additional regularity assumptions, we can show
a relative entropy inequality, which yields a weak-strong uniqueness principle. Finally, in
Sect. 3.3, we introduce a time-discrete scheme that leads to the existence of energy-variational
solutions as claimed in Theorem 2.3.

3.1 General properties

Let us begin with some continuity properties of energy-variational solutions, which follow
directly from Definition 2.2.

Proposition 3.1 Let (U, E) be an energy-variational solution in the sense of Definition 2.2.

Then U and E can be redefined on a subset of [0, T of measure zero such that E is a
non-increasing function and such that U € Cy«([0, T]; Y*) with U(0) = Uy in Y*. Then
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inequality (2.10) is fulfilled everywhere in [0, T in the sense that for all ® € C'([0, T]; Y)
it holds

[E— (U, )]

t
+/ /dU~8t¢+F(U):V@—i—/C(‘D)[S(U)—E] dxdr <0
- s JT

3.1
foralls <t e€[0,T), where E(0—) — (U(0—), ®(0—-)) := E(0+) — (Uyp, ©(0)).

Proof Setting ® = 0 in inequality (2.10), we infer that E ‘ <Oforae. t >s € (0,7).
Since E € BV([0,T]), all left-sided and right-sided limits exist and E is continuous except
for countably many points, so that we can redefine E such that it is non-increasing. For any
fixed ® € C! (10, T; Y) we further observe that

[E — U, o)

N

IA

t
—/ /dU-8,¢+F(U):V®+IC(<I>)[£(U)—E] dx ds
T

IA

t
/ [/d nW) + n*(3;®) dx + /C@)E] dr
s T

forae.t > s € (0, T), where we used the Fenchel-Young inequality and the non-negativity
of the function in (2.9). This implies that — E(t)— (U (¢), ®(¢)) € BV([0,T]). In particular,
left-sided and right-sided limits of this function exist, and passing to those limits in (2.10)
yields (3.1). Choosing now s = ¢ and ® € Y independent of time, we infer that

t+
[E— (U, D)] <0 forallt € (0,7T)and ® €Y.
t_

Lemma 2.4 now yields U(r+) = U(t—) in Y* for all t € (0, T) i.e., we can redefine U on a
set of measure 0 such that U € Cy+ ([0, T]; Y*).

Proposition 3.2 Assume that for two elements V, W € D with (V — W, ®) = 0 for all
® € Y it holds V.= W. Then we have U € Cy([0, T]; L' (T?; R™)). Furthermore, if
EWUg) = E(0), the initial value is attained in the strong sense in L' (T%; R™).

Proof Lett € [0, T]and considerasequence {t,},en C [0, T]withz, — . ThenEU (1)) <
E(t,) < Eg for n € N, and from (2.5) and Lemma 2.6 we infer that the set {U () },eN 1S
relatively weakly compact in L' (T¢; R™). Hence, we may extract a subsequence such that

U(ty,)—A, inL'(T¢;R™)
for some A; € ID. As shown above, we also have
* .
U(ty,) ~ U(t) inY*.

We infer that (U(¢), ®) = (A;, ) for all & € Y. The assumption implies U(¢) = A;.
Due to the uniqueness of the weak limit, all subsequences converge to this limit, so that
U € Cy ([0, T]; L' (T4 R™)).

Moreover, if £(Ugy) = E(0), we infer

EQ©)>1limE@) >1imEWU()) = EWUy) = E(0)
1\0 1\0

due to the monotonicity of the function E and the weak lower semi-continuity of £. We
conclude that E(U(t)) — £(Ug) as t — 0. Since we also have U (t)—Uy, from the strict
convexity of £, we infer that U (1) — Uy strongly in L' (T¢; R™) by [29, Thm. 10.20].
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Remark 7 (Semi-flow property) We note that energy-variational solutions fulfill the semi-
flow property. This means that the restriction of a solution to a smaller time interval as well
as the concatenation of two solutions (U1, E1) and (U;, E2) on subsequent time intervals
(to, t1) and (11, 1) with (U 1(t1—), E1(t1—)) = (Ua(t1+), E2(t1+)). is again a solution. This
follows from Proposition 3.1 due to inequality (3.1) for all # > s € [0, T'] and the weak*
continuity of the solution.

Proposition 3.3 (Solution set) The set of all energy-variational solutions with common initial
value Ug € D is convex. Moreover, let E(Ugy) < B for some B > 0, and let S be the set of
all energy-variational solutions (U, E) with initial value Uy € D and E(0) < B. Then S is
compact in L°(0, T; LY(T¢)) x BV([0,T]) with respect to the weak™ topology in BV({0,T])
and the weak(*) topology in L*(0, T; LY(T%)) defined in (2.2).

Proof Using the convexity of £ and of the mapping from (2.9), one readily sees that all terms
involving (U, E) appear in a convex way in (2.10). Therefore, the convex combination of
two energy-variational solutions with coincident initial value is again an energy-variational
solution with the same initial value.

Now consider the set S. By Proposition 3.1, we may assume that for all (U, E) € S
the function E is non-increasing, which implies that | E|Tv((o,7]) < B. Due to the inequality
EWU(t)) < E(t)fora.a.t € [0, T] and the superlinear growth of 1, we infer from Lemma 2.6
and Helly’s selection theorem (cf. [24, Thm. 1.126]) that any sequence in S contains a
subsequence {(U", E")},en such that

v oy in L0, T; L' (T%)),
E'" 2 E  inBV(0.T)]), (3.2)

E"(t) — E(t) forallr €[0,T].

For the initial values, we may further extract a subsequence such that E"(0+) — Eq for
some Eg < B, and we have U"(0) = Uy for all n € N. Using Lemma 2.5, we may rewrite
the energy-variational inequality (2.10) in its weak form

T
—/O ¢'[E" —(U", @)] dt — ¢(0) [E"(0+) — (Uo, D(0))]

T
+/ ¢UdF(U") : VO dx + K(P) [5(U")—E"]] dr <0
0 T

for all ¢ € C!([0, T)) with ¢ > 0 and for all ® € C'([0, T]; Y). Via the convergences (3.2),
we may pass to the limit in this formulation and obtain, again by Lemma 2.5, the for-
mulation (2.10). Moreover, the weak lower semi-continuity of £ allows to deduce that
E(t) = EWU(t)) for a.e. t € (0, T). Consequently, (U, E) is an energy-variational solu-
tion in S.

Proposition 3.4 Let (U, E) € L*°(0, T; D) x BV([0,T]) be an energy-variational solution
in the sense of Definition 2.2, and let the regularity weight IC be homogeneous of degree one,
i.e, K(a®) = al(D) foralla € [0, 00) and ® € Y. Then the inequality (2.10) is equivalent
to the two inequalities
t
E| =0, —(U,®)

s

t
t+//dU-8[<I>+F(U):Vfbdx—f-/C(d))[S(U)—E] dr <0
s s JT
(3.3)
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foraa.s,t €(0,T), s <t, and forall d € ci[o, T1; ).

Proof Summation of the two inequalities in (3.3) directly gives the inequality (2.10). For
the converse direction, the first inequality in (3.3) can be deduced from (2.10) by choosing
® = 0. In order to infer the second inequality in (3.3), we choose ® = W in (2.10) for
a > 0and ¥ e C'([0, T]; Y). Multiplying the resulting inequality by é implies

t
[éE—(U,\IJ):| t-l-/ /dU-atW+F(U):V\I—’dx—i-/C(\IJ)[E(U)—E] dr <0.
s s JT

Passing to the limit « — oo, we infer the second inequality in (3.3).

3.2 Relative entropy and weak-strong uniqueness

In order to derive a relative entropy inequality for energy-variational solutions, we make the
following assumptions on higher regularity of # and F in the interior of the domain of 7.

Hypothesis 3.5 Let the assumptions of Hypothesis 2.1 be fulfilled. Set M := int dom 7 and
assume that n’ v € C%(M; R) such that D?5(z) is positive definite for all z € M, and that
F|M e ¢l (M; R"™*9) such that there exists a § € C}(M; RY) fulfilling (2.12).

Under these regularity assumptions, we can introduce the relative total entropy functional
R :D x C'(T¢; M) — R, which is given by

RWU | 0) := EWU) — EWU) — (DEW), U — U). (3.4a)
Additionally, we define the relative form W : D x C1(T¢; M) — R via

W | U) :f VD) : (F(U) _F@) - DF(iJ)(U—fJ)) dx
- (3.4b)

+ K(Dn(U)RU | U).

We note that the assumption U e C! (T9; M) implies U € D, so that RWU | U ) is finite.
Indeed, since 7 is continuous in the interior of its domain, the composition 7ol is a continuous
function on the compact set T¢ and thus bounded, which yields &) < oc. Similarly, all
compositions of functions in (3.4b) are bounded, and W is well defined. Moreover, both
terms R and W are non-negative due to the convexity of n and of the function from (2.9),
respectively.

Proposition 3.6 (Relative entropy inequality) Let (U, E) be an energy-variational solution
in the sense of Definition 2.2, and let Hypothesis 3.5 be satisfied. Then the relative entropy
inequality

t
[R(U |U)+ E — S(U)] K - / K(Dn(@)) [R(U | 0)+ E — S(U)] dr
. * (3.5)
+/ [W(U | 0) + fd (a,f] + div F(iJ)) D@ (U — I?)dx] dr <0
s T

holds for a.e. s, t € (0, T) and all U € C' (T x [0, T]; M).

An immediate consequence of inequality (3.5) is the following weak-strong uniqueness
property.
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Corollary 3.7 (Weak-strong uniqueness) Let Hypothesis 3.5 be satisfied. If there exists a
strong solution U e Clis,t; Y)Y N C(s,1):Y) to (I.1a) in some interval (s,t) C [0, T],
then (U, S(f])) coincides with any energy-variational solution (U, E) € Cy+(0, T; Y*) x
BV([0,T]) in the sense of Definition 2.2 with (U (s), E(s—)) = (I~J(s), S(f](s))).

Proof Since U is a strong solution on [s, ], it holds 3,U + div F(U) = 0 in (s, 1). For
any energy-variational solution (U, E) such that U(s) = U(s) and E(s—) = E(U(s)), we
further observe

RW(s) | U(s)) + E(s—) —EWU(s5)) = 0.

From the inequality (3.5), we thus infer that
RWU®T) | Ur) + EGr+) —E(U(r))+/ WU | U)de

< / K(Dn@) [RW | 0) + E — )] de

for all r € [s, t]. The convexity Qf the function from (2.9) implies W > 0. From Gronwall’s
inequali~ty, we infer that R(U~| U)+ E—-EWU) <0in(s,t).Since E > E(U), this implies
R | U) <0,sothat U = U due to the strict convexity of 7.

Remark 8 The above weak-strong uniqueness result is stronger than the usual weak-strong
uniqueness results (cf. [8]). Usually, these results are stated in the sense that: If there exists
a strong solution emanating from the same initial data as the generalized solution, then both
solutions coincide as long as the strong one exists. The above result also holds in case that
the energy-variational solution coincides with a strong solution at some later point s in the
evolution. However, the solution has to satisfy E(s—) = £(U (s)) at such a point in time.

Note that here we do not claim existence of such regular solutions. There are many different
results on the existence of classical solutions on short time intervals for conservation laws.
We refer to [2, Ch. V] and the references therein.

It remains to show the relative entropy inequality (3.5).

Proof of Proposition 3.6 For any smooth function U € C!'(T¢ x [0, T]; M), we observe by
the fundamental theorem of calculus and the product rule that

t
[(DS(fJ), 0y — 5((7)] [ +/ /w D (@)U - ) - 8,0 — 3, Dn(T) - U dx dz = 0.
(3.6)

Note that U only takes values in M such that the following calculations are rigorous. Taking
the derivative of the assumed relation (2.12) with respect to z, we infer

ad
DyFij(Dn*(2)) Djyn*(z) = oz Fiu (D @) = D{ilg; 0 Dn*l(z) .

Note that since z = Dn(Dn*(z)), we infer from the implicit function theorem that n* is

twice continuously differentiable with D?n*(z) = [Dzn(Dn*(z))]fl. We may express the
derivative of F via

DyFij(Dy*(2)) = D{;lq j o Dn*1(z) Dfyn(Dn*(2)).

@ Springer



103 Page 18 of 40 T. Eiter, R. Lasarzik

Multiplying the above relation by D>n(Dn*(z)) from the left, we infer by the symmetry of
the second derivatives of ¢ and 7 that

D}, n(Dn* () D1 Fi (D1 (2)) = Dj,,n(Dn*(2) Diilg j  Dn*1(2) Dn(D* (2)
= Djin(Di* (2)) Dy Fij (D" (2))

This symmetry can be used to calculate

- 0 N N 1
D?mn(U)a—FmU) = D2, (@)D Fij(0)
x]' 3x]'
= D>nU)D F~(f])@ = iD- (U)D,, Fi;(U)
= Lun meij 8xj - ax.,- in miij s
which implies
div F(U) - D*n(0)(U = U) = (DF(U) : VU) - D*n(U)(U — U)
=DFWU):VDnl)® (U - U)
— VD) : (DF(iJ)(U - fJ)) .

Additionally, we may set ® := Dn(f] ) in (2.8) in order to conclude from the Fenchel
equivalences (2.3) that

/ VDnO) : F(U)dx =/ V& : F(Dn*(®))dx = 0.
Td Td
Combining the last two equations, we find
0= / div F(U) - D*n(0)(U — U) dx
™ (3.7
- / VD) : [F(f]) + DFO)(U — 17)] dx .
Td
Adding the above identities (3.6) and (3.7) to the inequality (2.10) with & = Dn(f] ) implies
[E — &) — (DEW), U — 0)] ‘I
t
+/ fd VD) : (F(U) — F(U)-DFU)U — 0)) dxdr
s T
t
+/ /d (a,fJ +div F(f])) . D2y(T) (U - iJ) dx + K(Dn(@)) [EU) — E] dt <0
s JT

which is (3.5).

3.3 Existence of energy-variational solutions

In this subsection we prove Theorem 2.3, that is, we show existence of energy-variational solu-
tions to the hyperbolic conservation law (1.1). To do so, we introduce a semi-discretization
scheme in time. For N € N, we define t := T /N, and we sett"" := tn forn € {0, ..., N}
to obtain an equidistant partition of [0, 7']. We set U 0.—yU o0 € D, and in the n-th time step,
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n > 1, we compute U” from U"~! € D by solving the minimization problem

U" =arg ming ey, ¢ ) <gn-1) SUP [ (W) -eWw"H) - (U-Uv"" )
PeY (3_8)
+ [/d F(U) : VO dx + K(®) (EWU) — S(U”*l))] }
T

Remark 9 (Comparison to time discretization for gradient flows) In the theory of gradient
flows it is nowadays standard to consider a time-discretization scheme based on a sequential
minimization [30, Chap. 6]. This is certainly a different setting than in the problem considered
here since the energy is not formally conserved along a gradient flow but dissipated by some
dissipation functional. Nevertheless, a similarity is that a saddle-point problem has to be
solved in every time step. The current algorithm can thus be seen as a first generalization
of this technique from gradient flows to more general systems, also including Hamiltonian
dynamics. A goal for the future is to combine both approaches in order to find a suitable
discretization scheme for general GENERIC systems [31], which combine dissipative and
Hamiltonian effects.

Remark 10 (Solving the min-max problem numerically) It is worth observing that the discrete
optimization problem from (3.8) is given in form of a saddle-point problem. This is a standard
problem in optimization theory and machine learning and there are different tools to solve
such a problem numerically [32].

Theorem 3.8 (Solution of the time-discrete problem) For each U"~' € DD there exists a
unique solution U™ to the minimization problem (3.8), and it holds

(1+ K@) (EW™M —e@"™hH) — (0" -U" ', @) + r/d FU") :Vddx <0 (3.9)

T
forall® €Y.

Proof The proof is divided into different steps:
Step 1: Functional framework. We define the set

D" = {UeD| &U) < WU}
and the function
FLU | @) := (14 K@) (EWU) — W)

—(U—U”’l,<b)+r/

FWU):Vddx.
Td

Then we solve the time-discrete minimization problem (3.8) if we find a unique minimizer
U" € D" of the function

H:D" - R, HU)=sup F, (U | ®).
PeY

Step 2: Min-max theorem. In order to show that
inf FrU | ®) = inf FT(U | D). 3.10
ot ;21;{ (U | @) ;ga{ nf, MUARY)) (3.10)

we apply a min-max theorem. Since £ is superlinear, the set D" is weakly compact in
LY (T4, R™) by Lemma 2.6 and the function U — F,; (U | ®) is convex and weakly lower
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semi-continuous for every ® € Y. Moreover, the function ® +— F} (U | ®) is concave for
all U € D" since K is convex and E(U) < EWU"™"). Therefore, (3.10) follows from Fan’s
min-max theorem [33, Theorem 2].

Step 3: Inequallty (3.9). We show infyepr H(U) < 0. To do so, let ® € Y be arbitrary
and define U = Dn* o ® and U = Dr; o (a®), where & > 0 is chosen as follows: If
EW) < EW™ Y, weseta = 1,sothat U = U.IfEWU) > EW"™"), weleta € (0, 1) such
that £ (l7 ) = EWU" 1), which is possible by Lemma 2.8. Then the assumed identity (2.8)
implies

f F(ﬁ) Vo dx = l/ F(Dn*(a®(x))) : aVP(x)dx = 0.
Td o Jd

Since a® € € (0 ), from the definition of the subdifferential of £ we obtain

inf 71 (U|®)<F(U|®
I}SD”F,,(UI ) <F, (U | D)

— (1 4 k(D)) (5((7) — S(U”‘l)) _ é(U —ur!, aq>> . /w F): Vodx

< (1 + TK(®) — é) (6((7) - S(U"*l)) <o.

Thg last inequality follows since if @ = 1, then 5((7) < WY, and if ¢ € (0, 1), then
EWU) = EWU" ). Because d € Y was arbitrary, identity (3.10) implies infyepr H(U) < 0.
Step 4: Solvability of the optimization problem. From the identity

HU) = (EWU) — EW"™H)

+ sup (rlC(dD)(E(U) U —(U-Uvt o)+ r/ FWU):V® dx) :

PeY Td
we conclude the strict convexity of the mapping H from the strict convexity of £ and the
convexity the function in the second line, which is the supremum of convex functions. Addi-
tionally, H is not equal to +o0o everywhere due to Step 3. Furthermore, we observe the
coercivity of H via

HWU) > FL(U |0) = EWU) — WU

since £ is superlinear, which also implies that D" is weakly compact in L' (T¢) by Lemma 2.6.
In total, H is a strictly convex, lower semicontinuous and coercive function on the compact
set D" and thus has a unique minimizer U".

Proof of Theorem 2.3 We prove the existence of energy-variational solutions via the conver-
gence of a time-discretization scheme. We divide the proof into three steps.

Step 1: Discretized formulation. For N € N, let T = T /N and " = nt as above.
Set UY = Uy, define U" iteratively by (3.8), and set E" := £(U") forn € {0,..., N}.
Theorem 3.8 guarantees that U” € D exists and satisfies

E" — En—l _ (Un _ Un—]7 (D)

| (3.11)
+71 |:/d FU") :Vodx + K(®)[EW") — E" ]:| <0
T

for all ® € Y. For functions ¢ € C2°([0, T); [0, 00)) and @ € cl([0, T1;Y), we define
¢" = (") and " := O (¢") forn € {0, ..., N}. Using & = ®"1in (3.11), multiplying
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the resulting inequality by ¢"~! and summing this relation over n € {1, ..., N} implies

N
[¢n—1(En _ En—l) _ ¢n—1<Un _ Url—l7 (Dn—l>]

n=1

N
+ry ¢" M| F@W":verldx + K@ HEWH - ET | <0.
n=1 T

Since ¢"V = 0, using a discrete integration-by-parts formula, we obtain

N

" — ¢n71 n n o gn— n n " — !
—rZ[ ——(E"={U", e ) - <U fﬂ
n=1
- ¢ (EWo) — (@°, Uy)) (3.12)

N
+ry ¢! [/ FWU") : Vo' dx + K@ H(EW") - E”’l)] <o.
Td

n=1
Step 2: Prolongations. We define the piece-wise constant prolongations
o U" fort tnfl’tn ,
UN(t) :: ort € ( ]
Uy fort =0,
— EWU™) forte ™' 1m, EWN) fort=T,
EV ()= | SO Tort € UL vy o 1O |
EWy) fort =0, EWU"Y) forte[t" 7, 1").

Analogously, for test functions ¥ € C L([0, T1; X), where X is R or Y, we define the piece-
wise constant and piece-wise linear prolongations by

Y(0) forr =0, v fort e [ "),
Y =y
T

iy i :I/f(tn) forre LNy {w(T) fort =T,

o (@) = ¢t —t"" Y4y forr e "],

With this notation, the discrete energy-variational inequality (3.12) becomes

T
- f <a,$N (" - @" oM ] -5" " 8 ") +9NIC(9N>£N> d
0

(3.13)

T —N —N
+/ oV [/IF(U y: Vol dx + K(@M)ET )] dt

0 T

—¢0)[EWp) — (P(0),Up)] <0

forall ® € C!([0, T]; Y) and all ¢ € C1([0, T)) with ¢ > 0.

Step 3: Convergence. Since we have 0 < £(U") < E(U™"), we obtain that 1 > EY 0
and 1 — EN(r) are non-negative and non-increasing functions and as such bounded in
BV([0,T]) by the initial value E® = £(U(). Moreover, by the superlinear growth of 7, we
infer from E(ﬁN (1)) < E(Uyp) that the sequence {ﬁN}NeN is bounded in L*°(0, T; D).
Thus, we may extract (not-relabeled) subsequences such that there exist E, E € BV([0,T])
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and U € L*°(0, T; D) such that

7 Yy in L2, T; L'(T?; R™)),
E", EV) X (E, E) in BV([0,T]),

E"®), EN1)) — (E@), E(t)) forallt € [0, T],

where the weak(*) convergence in L*°(0, T'; LY(T9; R™)) was defined in (2.2), and where we

used Helly’s selection theorem (see [Zi Thm. 1.126] for example). We next show that EN and
EN converge to the same limit, thatis, E = E a.e.in (0, 7). Due to the monotony E” < E"1,
we find

T N
/ EN — EN|dr = > (B - E") =1(E0) — EY) <7E©0) — 0 as N — oo.
0 n=1
Since BV([0,T]) continuously embeds into L0, T), this allows to identify E = E =: E.
Due to the pointwise convergence in [0, T'] of EN, we infer from the weak lower semi-
continuity of £ that E > £(U) a.e. in (0, T). We clearly have
a,q?N — 0,0, $N — ¢, QN — ¢ pointwise in [0, T],
»dY > 9,0, oV > b, VOYN 5> VP  inC(T% R") pointwise in [0, T']

as N — oo. With these observations, we may pass to the limit in the weak form (3.13).

We note that UN occurs linearly in the first line of (3.13). All other terms are bounded and
converge almost everywhere in (0, 7). This implies that

T
lim [ataN [E" - @". o) -¢"@" ") + ¢NIC(9N)EN} dt
i ¢

N—o0
T
= f [a,qs [E = (U, )] - ¢(U, ) + ¢K<¢)E} dr.
0
Observing that the second line in (3.13) is bounded from below due to Hypothesis (2.1) and
that ¢ > 0in [0, T'], we may apply Fatou’s lemma and the weak lower semi-continuity of the

function from (2.9) as well as the continuity of X in order to pass to the limit in the second
line of (3.13), which yields

r —N —N
lim inf [/ oV [le(U ) : VOl dx 4+ K(@M)ET )} dt]
0 T

N—o0

T —N —N
> / lim inf [¢N [/d FU"):vaVdx + K(@")eU )] } dr
0 T

N—oo | —
T
Z/ ¢/d FWU):Vddx + L(P)EW)dt.
0 T

In total, we infer from (3.13) that
T
—/0 P E — (U, @)] dt —¢(0) [E(Uo) — (Uo, ®(0))]

T
+/ ¢|:(U,81¢)+/1F(U) : V¢dx+K(®)[€(U)—E]] dr <0.
0 T4
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Via Lemma 2.5, we now end up with the energy-variational inequality (2.10) and with
}{1(1) [E@®) = (U(1), P(1))] = EWo) — (Uo, 2(0)),

after possible redefining the function on a set of measure zero. By Lemma 2.4, this inequality
implies U (t+) = Ug in Y*, that is, the initial value is attained in the asserted sense.

4 Two incompressible fluid models

Our first two examples are models for incompressible inviscid fluids, the incompressible
magnetohydrodynamical equations and the incompressible Euler system. While the latter
can be seen as a special case of the first system, it allows to derive more properties and the
comparison with weak dissipative solutions for the Euler equations.

4.1 Incompressible magnetohydrodynamics

As the first example, we consider the equations modeling an incompressible, inviscid and
electronically conductive fluid. The corresponding equations of motion are the magnetohy-
drodynamical equations given by

8,v—|—(v-V)v—u(H-V)H+Vp+V%|H|2:0, inT¢ x (0,7), (4.1a)
GH-Vx@wxH) =0 inT¢ x (0,T), (4.1b)

dive =0, divH =0 inT? x (0,T), (4.1c)

v(0)=vy, HO)=H, inT?. (4.1d)

Here v : T¢ x (0, T) — R? denotes the velocity of the fluid, H : T¢ x (0, T) — R is the
magnetic field, p : T x (0, T) — R denotes the pressure, and ¢ € (0, co) is the quotient
of the magnetic permeability and the constant density of the fluid.

Remark 11 We note that the above equation is not formally of the form (1.1a). The pressure
is not a function of H and v but should rather be seen as a Lagrange multiplier to fulfill
the divergence-free condition in the evolution. The first equation (4.1a) can be interpreted
as o;v + Pdiviv ®@ v — uH ® H) = 0, where P denotes the Helmholtz projection on
divergence-free functions, and condition (4.1c) is incorporated in the functional framework
by working in the space of divergence-free functions. Another viewpoint is that one can
derive a weak formulation of (4.1) by testing with divergence-free test functions. Then the
pressure term can be omitted, and the weak formulation is of the form (1.2).

To introduce the notion of energy-varational solutions to the magnetohydrodynamical
equations (4.1), we define the corresponding mathematical entropy as the physical energy

Ly 2 s 2
E(w, H) = 5”””L2(Td) + EHHHLZ('I[“’)' (4.2)
Moreover, we we introduce the class of divergence-free vector fields
L9(T) = {v € LI(T%; RY) ‘ Vo e C'(T): / v-Vodr = o}
Td

for g € [1, 0o0). The mathematical precise sense of energy-variational solutions is given in
the following definition.
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Definition 4.1 A tuple (v, H, E) € L*>(0, T; L2 (T¢))? x BV([0,T]) is called an energy-
variational solution to the incompressible magnetohydrodynamical equations (4.1) if it
satisfies E(v(t), H(t)) < E(t) for a.a. t € (0,T), and if the energy-variational inequal-
ity

|:E—/ v-¢—H~¢dx]
™ (4.3)

t
+/ /dH~8,1ﬁ+(H®v—v®H):Vthx—i—IC((p,l//)[g(v,H)—E]]ds50
K T

t t
+/ /d[v-8,¢+(v®v—uH®H):V(pdx
S s ’]1‘

holds for a.e. s < t € (0, T) including s = 0 with (v(0), H(0)) = (vo, Hp) and all test
functions (¢, ¥) € C1(T? x [0, T]; R%)? with div ¢ = div ¢ = 0. Here,

2
Kp, ¥) = 21l (V@) symll oo (Td;maxdy + ﬁ”(VW)SkW”LOO(Td;RdXd) (4.4)

with
| D1l oo (Td. gaxay = es8 sup,eqa | P (x)[2,

where |-|» denotes the spectral norm defined in (2.1).

Theorem 4.2 For every initial datum (vy, Hg) € Lg (T?) x L(zf (T?), there exists an energy-
variational solution in the sense of Definition 4.1 with E(0) = E(vo, Hpy) and (v, H) €
Cw([0, T1; L(ZT (T9) x L(Z, (T9Y), and the initial values are attained in the strong sense.

Proof We have to show that the Hypothesis 2.1 is fulfilled. To realize the system (4.1) in
the abstract framework introduced above, we introduce the quadratic entropy functional
n:R* - Rvia Ny, y2) = %|y1 12 + %|y2|2, which is obviously strictly convex, lower
semi-continuous and has superlinear growth. The space of test functions is given by Y =
{(0.¥) € c'(T?;RY)? | dive = divy = 0}, and we have D = L2(T?) x LZ(T9)
(see Remark 2), which is obviously convex. Note that n*(z1, z2) = %Izl 1> + 217|z2|2, and
the corresponding total entropy is given by the physical energy £ from (4.2). The function
F : R?? — R2d%d ig gjven by

_(v®v—-—uH®H
F(v’H)_<H®v—v®H>'

Observing that Dn*(z1, z2) = (21, %)T, we find that the condition (2.8) is fulfilled due to

/ F(Dn*(@,¥)) : V(“’) dx
Td 12
1 1
=/ <¢®(ﬂ—*'/f®'/f)5V¢+*(¢®¢—¢®¢):V1ﬁdx
T % I

B lo|*
= @
1 2
~wen:vo- U -veiwen -0 vave]ar

:0,
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where we integrated by parts in the last term. The last equality follows by another integration
by parts since ¢ and ¥ are solenoidal vector fields. Moreover, inequality (2.7) is fulfilled for
C=2+ ﬁ since from Young’s inequality, it follows

2
|F(v, H)| < [v]* + w|H> + 2| |H| < 2n(v, H) + ——=n(v, H).
NG

Finally, we have to show that the choice (4.4) of the regularity weight /C yields the convexity
of the function from (2.9). We infer similarly to the previous estimate that

’/Td F(v,H):V("Z) dx‘

< (lv®@v—uH @ H| 11 gixa)) |(VQ)symll oo (pa. paxa)
—+ 2||U X H”Ll('ﬂ‘d;Rdxd) ||(Vl//)skw||Loo('ﬂ‘d;Rdxd)
<Ko, ¥)E(w, H).

This implies that the mapping

(v, H) — / F(v,H):V (“’) dx + K(@, ¥)Ev, H)
Td 14

is quadratic and non-negative, and thus convex and weakly lower semi-continuous. In total,
Hypothesis 2.1 is satisfied, and from Theorem 2.3 we infer the existence of a solution in
the sense of Definition 4.1 with the regularity from Proposition 3.1. Finally, Proposition 3.2
implies the additional regularity.

Remark 12 (Alternative choice of F') We could also define the function F by

_ > | plH?
F(v,H)=<”®” “H®H+1<2 T ))

Hv—-—v®H—-(v-H)I
With this definition, we can derive the relation (2.12) for the function g given by
> plHP?

é(v,H):v<T+ >

>—MH(H'0),

and the function F fits better into our abstract framework with Hypothesis 3.5. But since
both choices yield the same when tested with solenoidal functions, we rather use the simpler
version in the above proof. Note that both choices fulfill the condition (2.8).

Remark 13 (Boundary conditions) The concept can be transferred to the usual impermeability
boundary conditions. Indeed, on a bounded Lipschitz domain @ ¢ R?, we may equip the
system (4.1) with the boundary conditions #-v = 0 = n- H on €2, where n denotes the outer
unit normal vector at d€2. The associated space for the test functions Y has to be restricted to
(@, ¥) € Y :=C'(Q x [0, T; R2) withn- ¢ =0=n-YyondQanddivg =0 =divy
in . Similarly to the above calculation, one may verify that condition (2.8) is still fulfilled,
where the integral is taken over €2 instead of T¢.

4.2 Incompressible Euler equations

For the sake of completeness, we apply the abstract result to the incompressible Euler equa-
tions, even though the existence of energy-variational solution to this system was already
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proven in [20]. Actually, this can be seen as a special case of the magnetohydrodynamical
equations (4.1) by setting H = 0. However, here we can give a finer choice of the regularity
weight /C that allows us to show that energy-variational solutions are also dissipative weak
solutions.

The incompressible Euler equations are given by

v+ (v-VYv+Vp=0, divv=0 in'JI‘dx(O, T), (4.5a)

v(0) = vo inT?. (4.5b)

Again, v : T x (0, T) — R? denotes the velocity of the fluid and p : T x (0,7T) - R
denotes the pressure. We introduce the energy £ : L?, (T9) — R with £(v) := % || v ”22(11‘11)'

Definition4.3 A pair (v, E) € L*(0,T; Lg (T9)) x BV([0,T]) is called an energy-
variational solution to the incompressible Euler system (4.5) if E(¢) > £(v) fora.e.t € (0, T)
and if the inequality

- f o]

holds for a.e. s <t € (0, T), including s = 0 with v(0) = v, and for all test functions
¢ € CH(T? x [0, T]; RY) with div ¢ = 0, where

K(o) = 2||(V(P)sym.f||Loo(1rd;Rdxd). 4.7)

t t
+// V-9 +v®v:Veodx + K@) [E(w) —E]ds <0
s s Td
(4.6)

Besides existence of energy-variational solutions, we shall show that they can be identified
with so-called weak dissipative solutions to the incompressible Euler equations (4.5). The
following definition is an adaption of the compressible case, see Definition 5.7 below.

Definition 4.4 (Dissipative weak solution) A pair (v, E) € L>(0, T; L2 (T%)) x BV([0,T])
is called a dissipative weak solution to the Euler equations, if there exists a Reynolds defect
Rel(0,T; M(TY; Rdx’j+)) such that the equation

sym,
/ v-@dx
Td

is fulfilled forall¢ € C'(T? x [0, T1; RY) withdiv @ = 0,and fora.a.s, ¢ € (0, T), including
s = 0 with v(0) = vg, and if E is a non-increasing function with E(0+) = £(vg) such that

t 1 t
:// v-8,<p+v®v:V<pdxds+// Vo : dR(s)ds 4.8)
s s JTd s JTd

E(()) + lf I: dR@) < E@t) 4.9)
2 Td
fora.a.t € (0, 7).

Theorem 4.5 For every initial datum vy € Lg (T%), there is an energy-variational solu-
tion in the sense of Definition 4.3 with E(0) = E(vo) with v € Cy([0, T]; L2 (T%))
such that the initial condition is attained in the strong sense. Moreover, a pair (v, E) €
L*®0,T; Lg (T9)) x BV([0,T]) is an energy-variational solution in the sense of Defini-
tion 4.3 if and only if it is a dissipative weak solution in the sense of Definition 4.4.

Proof At first, we show that the Hypothesis 2.1 is fulfilled, which is very similar to the proof
of Theorem 4.2. To the most extent, we can copy the above proof with H = 0 or vanishing
second component in all functionals. But since we assert that the regularity weight /C can be
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chosen in the finer manner stated in (4.7), it remains to verify the convexity of the function
from (2.9) with this choice. Indeed, we have

/d F(): Vodx + K(@)E(v)
T
= / V@V : (V@)sym,+ dx
Td
+ /]I‘d (v®v): [(V(P)sym,f + ||(V‘P)sym,f||L00(1rd;Rdxd)1] dx,

where we infer the convexity and weak lower semi-continuity of both terms in the second
line since they are non-negative and quadratic. Hence, Hypothesis 2.1 is satisfied, and from
Theorem 2.3, we infer the existence of an energy-variational solution.

Now let (v, E) be an energy-variational solution in the sense of Definition 4.3. The choice
¢ = 0 implies that E is non-increasing. Since the regularity weight K is homogeneous of
degree one, we infer from Proposition 3.4 that

T T
—/ v-v//dx)T—i—/ / v-8,1//+(v®v):V¢dxdt§/ K@W)IE — E(v)]dt
Td 0 0 Td 0 410)
4.

forall ¢ € C'(T? x [0, T]; R?) with div ¢ = 0. We define

Vi={p eCl(T? x[0,T);R?) | divg =0ae. inT? x (0, T), / @ dx =0},
’]I‘d
T T
I:V >R, <l,¢):=—/ v-wﬁdx‘ +/ f V-39 + (W) Vg dxdr,
Td 0 0 Td

sym

T
p: L'0, T; (T4 RYXD)) - R, p(P) :=/0 2(@) - ll¢pa; gaxay (E — E()) dt.

Due to (4.10), Lemma 2.9 implies that there exists % € L% (0, T; M(T¢; R4x?)) with

w* sym

. d . pdxdyy . .
Vo e L'(0,T: C(T s RGm)) 1 (=R, @) <p(®), VyeV: (-R Vy)=({9)
The first property implies (9, ®) > 0 if ® is positive semi-definite in T¢ x (0, T), so that
we have R € LS50, T; M(T¥; RfyﬁJr)). The second property yields (4.8) for ¢ € V.
Using ¥ = e; in (4.10), where ¢; is the j-th unit vector in RY, we see that de vdx is
constant in time. Therefore, we can drop the mean-value condition on ¥ and infer (4.8) for
all ¢ € cl(r? x [0, T1; RY) with divy = 0. Considering ®(x,t) = —¢(¢)I for some
¢ € C)([0, T)) with ¢ > 0, we further have

T T
/ ¢(t)/d I dR()dt = (R, ) < p(P) = 2/ ¢()(E — E(v))dr.
0 T 0

Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, this directly implies (4.9) for a.a. ¢ € (0, 7). In total, we see that
(v, E) is a dissipative weak solution.

In order to prove the converse implication, let (v, E) € L*°(0, T} L(Z, (T9)) x BV([0,T])
be a dissipative weak solution to (4.5). Due to R(¢) € M(T?; ngﬁ 1), the duality of the
spectral norm and the trace norm for matrices, Holder’s inequality and inequality (4.9) allow
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to infer

/ V'p : dR > / (V'/f)sym,— : dR > —”(v'/f)gym’_||Loc(T(l;Rd><d)/ I: dR
Td Td Td
= 2”(V'ﬁ)sym.—”LOO(Td;]Rdxd) [5(1)) — E]

a.e.in (0, 7). Estimating the last term of (4.8) with ¢ = — in this way, we obtain

_Mdv.wdx]z

Since E is non-increasing, we may add the term E ‘ty to the left-hand side to infer the formu-
lation (4.6).

t
+/ /iv~8,1//+v®v:Vl/tdx—l—IC(v/f)[E(v)—E]ds50.

Remark 14 (Trace-free measures) Due to the fact that the equation (4.8) holds for solenoidal
test functions, one may change the measure R in this formulation by adding a multiplicative
of the identity. ThlS can be done in such a way that the resulting measure ‘R is trace-free by
setting R =R — = tr(%)[ Consequently, we could adapt Definition 4.4 by requiring R €

LSO, T; M(TY; RdXdO)) where R‘:anlo denotes the set of symmetric trace-free matrices,
and by demanding the simpler 1nequa11ty E£(v) < E instead of inequality (4.9). We could infer
this formulation with the same arguments as above, but by choosing Z(¥) = (VY¥)sym —
étr(Vt/f)I in Lemma 2.9 and p(®) = fOT 2||CD||C(Td;Rdxd)(E — &(v))dt. However, we
prefer the choice made in Definition 4.4 since in inequality (4.9) the dissipative nature of the
Reynolds defect R becomes visible.

5 Compressible Euler equations

Now, we turn to the compressible Euler system. Here, instead of formulating the equations
in terms of the density /4 and the fluid velocity v, we use the density and the momentum
m = hv. This is often done in the literature, see for instance [34]. The main reason for this
choice is that the associated energy functional is convex in the variables (%, m) as we will
see below. The Euler equations then read

20:h +divim =0 in T9 x O, 1), (5.1a)

. mQ@m R
dJrm + div T +Vph) =0 in T x (0, T), (5.1b)
(h, m)(-, 0) = (ho, m) in T, (5.1¢)

Here ii: T9 x (0, T) — [0, co) and and m: T9 x (0, T) — R denote the mass density and
the momentum field of an inviscid fluid flow, and the pressure p is related to the density /
by a barotropic pressure law p = p(h). Note that we follow [11] and use & for the density
variable instead of p, which fits to our notation to use Latin letters for the state variables and
Greek letters for the test functions.

To see that (5.1) belongs to the class of hyperbolic conservation laws introduced above,
we set

F(h m'
(m) = ((@ + p(h)l)xw,ooﬂh)) '
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Then (5.1) is equivalent to (1.1) with U = (h, m). The mathematical entropy 7 for the system
is defined as

1mE 4 phy ifh >0
2 h ’

nth,m) =10 if (h,m) = (0,0),
o) else,

and E(h, m) = fw n(h(x), m(x)) dx is the total physical energy. Here P denotes the poten-
tial energy, which is associated to the pressure p via

P(h)=h /h &22) dz. (5.2)
0o z
Vice versa, the pressure p can be derived from the potential energy P via
p(h) = hP'(h) — P(h). (5.3)
For conditions ensuring that all expressions in (5.2) and (5.3) are well defined, we refer to

(5.7) and (5.6) below, respectively.

5.1 Energy-variational solutions to the compressible Euler equations

For the sake of convenience, we now transfer Definition 2.2 to the compressible Euler system,
and express all quantities in the way considered here.

Definition 5.1 A triple (h, m, E) € L} (T4 x (0, T); [0, 00)) x L] (T? x (0, T); RY) x
BV([0,T]) is called an energy-variational solution to the compressible Euler system (5.1) if
E(h(t),m(t)) < E(t) fora.e. t € (0, T) and if the energy-variational inequality

t t
[E—/ h,o—i—m'(pdx] —i—/ / ho;p+m-Vpdxdr
Td § s JTd

t me®m
+/ fdm-(‘),go—i-( W +p(h)1):V(pdx—i—ICa(p,(p)[é’(h,m)—E]dr50
s JT
5.4

holds for a.e. s <t € (0, T), including s = 0 with (h(0), m(0)) = (ho, mo), and for all test
functions (p, @) € CH(T¢ x [0, T]) x CH(T¢ x [0, T]; R™), where K is given by

Ko (0, 9) = Ko(9) = max {2, ad } | (V@) sym, — || oo pd; paxay (5.5)

for a suitable choice of o > 0.

Remark 15 (Choice of regularity weight) There are different choices possible for the regu-
larity weight /C,,. A finer choice would be given by

Ka () = max {2||(V(P)sym,— ||Loc(1rd;Rdxd)’ o (div @) — ||L00(11‘d;]R)}
< max {2, Old}||(V(P)sym,f||LOC(1rd;Rdxd) = Ku(9).

Note that the solution concept is finer for a smaller regularity weight, since the energy-
variational inequality (2.10) remains valid, if the regularity weight increases (cf. [18,
Prop. 4.4]). Nevertheless, we use the above choice since it yields the equivalence to dis-
sipative weak solutions; see Theorem 5.8 below.
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To show existence of energy-variation solutions to (5.1), we restrict the class of admissible
pressure laws and assume that p is of the form p(h) = ah?. Then we show the following
result.

Theorem 5.2 Let p(h) = ah? for some a > 0, y > 1, and set ¢ = 2y /(1 + y) and
o = y — 1. For every initial data (hy, mg) € Llloc(']fd; R4 with E(hg, mo) < oo there
exists an energy-variational solution

(h,m, E) € C,y([0, T1; LY (T9)) x C,y ([0, T1; LY (T%; RY)) x BV([0,T])

to the compressible Euler equations (5.1) in the sense of Definition 5.1 with E(0) = & (hg, mg)
and such that the initial conditions are attained in the strong sense.

5.2 Existence of energy-variational solutions

To prove existence of an energy-variational solution, we show that all assertions of Theorem
2.3 are satisfied. Actually, most of them can be shown for more general pressure laws than
those in the statement of Theorem 5.2. For the moment, we shall merely assume that the
potential energy P satisfies

P e C'0,00) NC*0,0), P"(z)>0forallz >0, (5.6a)
P
lim £ _ 0, P(0)=P'0)=0. (5.6b)
z—>00 7

In particular, P is a strictly convex function with superlinear growth, and p is well defined
via (5.3).

Remark 16 In (5.6) we introduced assumptions on the potential energy P, while in the liter-
ature it is much more common to state assumptions on the pressure p directly. To guarantee
(5.6a) and (5.6b), one may assume that p satisfies

p €C0,00)NCH0,00), p'(z)>0forallz >0, (5.7a)
im 29 _ oo, / Py, (5.7b)
=00 7 0 72

One readily verifies that then the right-hand side of (5.2) is well defined, and that (5.6a)
and (5.7a) are equivalent since P”(z) = p’(z)/z. Moreover, the second condition in (5.7b)
implies lim; .o p(z)/z = 0, and it is equivalent to the second condition in (5.6b), which
follows with the identity

1
/&dz:f 9Py, _P(l)—th_P(l) P'(0).
0o z? o dz

Zz 4

Additionally, superlinear growth of p implies superlinear growth of P. Indeed, the first
condition in (5.6b) yields the existence of hg > 0 such that p(z) > z for all z > hg, whence
we have

h
L”)Z/ ﬁd +/ 1dz=/°&dz+10g(h) log(ho) — 00
h 0o 22 ho 2 0

as h — oo. However, the converse is not true. For example, the function P(h) = (1 +
h)log(1+h) — h satisfies (5.6a) and (5.6b), but the associated pressure p(h) = h—log(1+h)
does not have superlinear growth. Therefore, the assumption on the potential P in (5.6) are
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less restrictive than the assumptions on the pressure p in (5.7), which explains why we work
with the former in what follows.

We separate the proof into several lemmas, the first one concerns properties of 7.
Lemma 5.3 If P satisfies (5.6), then n is strictly convex and has superlinear growth.

Proof By (5.6a), we have P” > 0, and the strict convexity of n directly follows by com-
puting the second derivatives. To show the superlinear growth, let (h,, m,) C R x R"
be a sequence with |(h,,m,)| — oo. If h, — —oco as n — oo, then we clearly
have n(h,, m,)/|(h,, m,)| — oo. So we may assume %, > O in the following. If
lim,,—, o |m;|/h, = 00, then

N, mn) - |mal® ma|  (m|

> = — 0
[(hy, my)| 2hy |(hy, my)| \/h% + |m,|? 2hy,
as n — oo; if liminf,_, o |my|/h, = ¢ > 0, then we have h,, — oo and
n(hy, my) > P(hy) hy P(hy)
= = —
[(hy, my)| [(hy, my)| h% + Imn|2

as n — oo due to (5.6b). In total, this completes the proof.

Next we calculate the convex conjugate n* of 1. To this end, we use that P’ is an invertible
mapping.

Lemma 5.4 If P satisfies (5.6), then the mapping Q = P’ is strictly increasing and a bijective
self-mapping on [0, 00). The convex conjugate n* of n is given by

(o+122) 2
n*(p,w:f ’ +Q*l(z)dzzpoQ*‘((Hﬂ) ) (5.8)
0 2 +

Dn*(p,9) = Q <<,0 + 2)) <¢) (5.9)

where 74 := max{z, 0} for z € R.

and it holds

Proof By (5.6), the function Q = P’ is strictly increasing and continuous on [0, 00) with
Q(0) = 0, and the convexity of P yields
P(z
0(x)=P'(2) = % — 00
as z — 00. Therefore, Q is a bijective self-mapping on [0, co) with inverse Q~!. The second
equality in (5.8) is now a direct consequence of the identity

d
&p(Q—‘ @) =p Q'@ Y @=p(0 ) =072,

1
0'(071(2))
where we used Q'(z) = P”(z) = p’(z)/z. To verify the first equality in (5.8), consider the

2
case p + % < 0 at first. We employ Young’s inequality to estimate
lpl> Im>  hlg|?

h @ —nh,m) < —h—— + —
p+m-@—nh,m)=< 2+2h+2

—n(h,m) <0,
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which shows n*(p, ¢) < 0. Since we also have n* > 0, we infer n*(p, ¢) = 0, which is
2 2

5.8)if p+ % < 0. This also implies (5.9) in this case. If p + % > 0, then (p, @) belongs

to the range of D, which is given by

Im|?

Dy(h, m) = ( e

+ 0(h), *)

for h > 0, m € R?. Computing the inverse, we arrive at (5.9) in this case. This further yields
2
(5.8) for p + % > (0 since Q(0) = 0. In total, we have thus verified (5.8) and (5.9).

In the next lemma, we verify the compatibility condition (2.8) between F and the entropy
functional 7.

Lemma 5.5 If P satisfies (5.6), then the condition (2.8) is satisfied.
Proof We first consider the integrand of (2.8). Using (5.9), for all (p, ) € cl(rd; R+

we have

* P
F Y%
(D" (p, @) <¢>

"o (e +190),) ) . <p>

_ @
- (mw-l(( + 95, +po0 (o + ), )1) e

2 2 2
T (A N (AR
+ +

=div[en*(p.0)].
where the last equality follows from (5.8). Integrating this identity yields (2.8).

Remark 17 We can also show (2.8) by verifying the alternative condition (2.12). Indeed, we
can use (5.8) and (5.9) to derive

o o 0 (0 +19),)
F(Dn™(p, 9)) = (¢®¢ 0 (0 + ﬂ) )+ po0 ((o+ @)Jr) 1)

( o D,yn*(p, @) )
© Q@ Dyn*(p, @) +n*(p, @) I
= D[ n*(p.9)] = D[@ p(Dyn*(p, 9))] = D[q o Dn*](p. ¢)

for g(h, m) = %p(h). This shows (2.12), which implies (2.8) by Remark 4. However, we
cannot use the classical entropy-flux condition (2.11) in the present situation, since F is not
differentiable.

It remains to show that the function /C defined in (5.5) is a suitable choice. To show this,
we have to impose more restrictive conditions on p and P.

Lemma 5.6 Assume that additionally to (5.6) there exist constants c, « > 0 such that
p(h) <c(1+ P(h)), (5.10)

forall h > 0, and such that the functions p and a P — p are convex and non-negative. Then
(2.7) holds for some C > 0, and for any ¢ € C1(T%: R?) the mapping

dom€& — R, (h,m) — /d (m(i)m +p(h)1> :Vedx + Ky (@)E(h, m) (5.11)
T
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is convex, lower semi-continuous and non-negative for Ky as in (5.5).

Proof Forh < 0, estimate (2.7) is trivial, and for 2 > 0 we use Young’s inequality and (5.10)
to conclude

m| lml o Im|?
|F(h,m)| <C f +—+p(h) <C h+T+1+P(h) C(14n(h,m)),

where we used the superlinear growth of P in the last estimate. In total, this shows (2.7). To
deduce that (5.11) is convex and non-negative, firstly note that the mapping

(h,m)+—>/ m®
Td

:Veodx + Ky (go)/ —dx

mQem 1
= e h :((th)sym+51Ca(¢)1)dx

is convex and non-negative because the matrix

1 1
(V@)sym + EIC(X (@1 = (Vo)syym,+ + (V@)sym,— + Elca (@)1

is symmetric and positive semi-definite. For the term (V@)sym,+ this is clear, and for the
remaining term this follows from %ICQ (@) = (V@) sym,—l o0 (Td: Rdxdy- Secondly, the map-
ping

h |—>/ p(WI : V(pdx—l—lCa((p)/ P(h) dx
Td Td
1
=/ p(M)I : (V@)sym + + */ P(h)I : (Kot((P)I "FOld(V(P)sym,—) dx
Td d Td
+ /w (p(h) —aP())I : (V@)sym,— dx

is also convex and non-negative. Indeed, this follows from the convexity of p, P and
aP — p and from the fact that (V@)sym,+,» —(V@)sym,— and Ky (@)] + ad(V@)sym,—
are positive semi-definite in T, Note that for the last term, this follows from iC, (p) >
ad||[(Ve)sym,—| L59(Td: Rdxd)- In total, the asserted convexity and non-negativity of (5.11)
follows. Finally, since strong convergence implies point-wise convergence almost every-
where of a subsequence, the non-negativity of the mapping (5.11) and Fatou’s lemma imply
the lower semi-continuity of (5.11).

Finally, we prove Theorem 5.2 on existence of energy-variational solutions to the com-
pressible Euler system.

Proofof Theorem 5.2 If p(h) = ahY, then P(h) = (y — 1)~!ah?, and one directly sees
that all properties from (5.6) (or even (5.7) are satisfied, and Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.5 are
applicable. Moreover, we have p(h) = (y — 1) P(h), so that the assumptions of Lemma 5.6
are satisfied with c = o = y — 1. Moreover, we may identify ) = dom &, which is convex, cf.
Remark 2. From Theorem 2.3 we thus conclude the existence of energy-variational solutions
(h, m) in the sense of Definition 5.1. Moreover, Young’s inequality implies

lm|? = (|m|>q g _almP  2-q, 0 Y % ;hv

h? < ——— h2-qa =
Jh 2 h * 2 I+y h I+y

)
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whence
/ih(t)y + m ()| dx < CE(h(t), m(t)) < C E(hg, mo)
Tt

fora.a.t € (0, T) and some C = C(y) > 0. Finally, the assumptions of Proposition 3.2 are
clearly satisfied such that (h, m) belongs to the asserted function class.

Remark 18 1t is readily seen that the previous proof also works for more general pressure
laws than the above choice p(h) = ah? since it suffices to satisfy condition (5.6) and the
assumptions from Lemma 5.6 to obtain existence. For example, one may consider pressure
laws of the form p(h) = ah"' 4+ayh?? withay, a, > Oand y1, y» > 1. One easily checks that
then (5.6) is satisfied, and the assumptions of Lemma 5.6 hold with ¢ = & = max{yy, y»}—1.
Another example would be the pressure law p(h) = h —log(1 + h) with associated potential
energy P(h) = (1 + h)log(1 + h) — h from Remark 16, where one can choose ¢ = « = 1.

5.3 Comparison with dissipative weak solutions

To compare the notion of energy-variational solutions with existing solution concepts for
the compressible Euler system (5.1), we recall the notion of dissipative weak solutions for
pressure laws p(h) = ah? (cf. [34, Def. 2.1]).

Definition 5.7 Atuple (h, m, E) € L°°(0, T; LY (T4))x L>®(0, T; L4(T¢; R%)) xBV([0,T])
with ¢ = 2y /(1 4 y) is called a dissipative weak solution to the compressible Euler system
(5.1) if there exists a so-called Reynolds defect R € L.(0, T; M(T¥; R‘SiyfﬁJr)) such that
the equations

/ hpdx
Td

/ m - ¢@dx
Td

t t
= / f ho;p+m-Vpdxdr, (5.12a)
N s ’]I‘(l

t

s

t mQ@m .
= mo; + — : (V@)sym + ah? (div ) dx dt
K Td

t
+// Vo : dR(7)dt (5.12b)
s JTd

are fulfilled forall p € Cl('ﬂ‘d x[0, T and ¢ € Cl(Td x[0, T1; Rd), andfora.a.s,r € (0, T),
including s = 0 with (h(0), m(0)) = (hg, mo). The function E is non-increasing and satisfies
EO+) = E(hg, mg) and

E(h(t),m(t)) + cm /d dtr[R()] < E(t) (5.12¢)
T
fora.a.t € (0, T') and a constant csy > 0.

Now we show that energy-variational solutions to (5.1) coincide with dissipative weak solu-
tions in the above sense.

Theorem 5.8 Let p(h) = ah? witha > 0 and y > 1, and let (hg,mo) € L'(T?) x
LY (T9; RY) satisfy €(hg, mg) < oo. Consider a tuple (h,m, E) € L*°(0, T; LY (T9)) x
L0, T; L1(T%; RY)) x BV([0,T]) with ¢ = 2y /(1 + y). Then (h,m, E) is an energy-
variational solution in the sense of Definition 5.1 with « = y — 1 if and only if it is a

dissipative weak solution in the sense of Definition 5.7 with csx = min {%, ﬁ }
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Proof Let (h, m, E) be an energy-variational solution in the sense of Definition 5.1. Since
the regularity weight £ = Ky given in (5.5) is homogeneous of degree one, we may apply
Proposition 3.4 in order to infer £ ’i < 0and

t t
—[/ hp—i—m-(pdx] +// hoip +m - Vpdxds
Td s s Td

! mQm
+//m~8,(p+ L IH ) Vo dx + K (9) [E(h,m) — E] ds <0
s JTd
(5.13)

for every (p, @) € C'([0, T];CY(T¢;R™)) and ae. s < t € [0, T], where E(0+) =
E(ho, mg). For the choice ¢ = 0 we infer (5.12a), but first merely with an inequality sign.
However, since p varies in a linear space, the equality (5.12a) follows immediately. Choosing
p = 01in (5.13) instead implies

t t
—/ m-¢@dx +// m-8t¢+<m®m+lh”>:V(pdxdr
Td s s Td h

t
S/ K(@)[E —E(h,m)] dt .

(5.14)

The left-hand side of (5.14) defines a linear functional / by

T T
({1,9) = —/ m-(pdx‘ —|—f [ m~8,<p+(m®m+lhy>:V<pdxdr (5.15)
T¢ 0 Jo Jpd h

for ¢ € V, where
Vi={p el (T? x [0, T]; RY) | / @ dx = 0}.
Td

We define the sublinear mapping p by

p: LY, T; c(T¢ R4y - R,

sym
T
p(®) := max {2,d(y — 1)}/0 (@) ll¢epa.gaxay(E — E(h, m))dt.

From (5.14), we infer the estimate (I, @) < p(Z(¢)) for all ¢ € V. Lemma 2.9 shows the

existence of an element R € L5%(0, T'; M(T; R‘S‘fyﬁ)) satisfying

Vo e L10, T; (T4 REXD)) : (=R, @) < p(®), VeeV: (—R, Vo) =, Vo).

sym

As for the incompressible Euler equations (see the proof of Theorem 4.5), we show that

M e L0, T; M(TY; R ) and that (5.12b) holds for all ¢ € C'(T? x [0, T]; RY).

Considering @ (x, t) = —y(¢)1 for some y € C(l)([O, T)) with ¥ > 0, we further have
T
/ w(t)/ dtr[R](r) dt = (—*R, D)
0 Td

T
< p(®) =max {2,d(y — D} /0 Y (t)E — E(h, m))dt.

Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, this directly implies (5.12c) for a.a. r € (0, T'), where
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In order to infer the converse implication, let (i, m, E) be a dissipative weak solution in
the sense of Definition 5.7. Adding E|’ < 0 for s < t and the identities (5.12a) and (5.12b)
with p = —¢ and ¢ = —9, we infer

[E—/ h¢+m~1//dx]‘t+//h8,¢+m-V¢dxdr
™ S s I (5.16)

t t
+// m'8,¢+(m®m+h”l>:V1//dxdr+/‘f Vi 1 dR()dr <0
s Td h s Td

fora.e.s <t € (0, T) and all test functions (¢, ¥) € C1 (T4 x [0, T]) xC' (T x [0, T]; R™).
From R € Lﬁ 0, T; M(Td; Rfyﬁ 1)), the duality between spectral norm and trace norm,
Holder’s inequality, and inequality (5.12c), we infer

/ v'/f: dR Z/ (v'/f)sym,_ : dR > _”(vw)sym,—”LOO(’]Id;RdXd)/ I:dR
T T4 T

> [(V)sym.— Il e pa. paxay e [E(h,m) — E] = Ko (¥)[E(h, m) — E]

a.e.in (0, T), where « = y — 1. Using these estimates in (5.16) yields (5.4).

5.4 Relative entropy inequality and weak-strong uniqueness

It is readily shown that the Hypothesis 3.5 is fulfilled for the compressible Euler equa-
tions (5.1), and that the weak-strong uniqueness principle of Corollary 3.7 holds. In particular,
relation (2.12) was already observed in Remark 17. Nevertheless, the calculation of the rel-
ative entropy inequality (3.5) for this non-quadratic energy remains a nonstandard task, and
we exemplify it here for the reader’s convenience. All calculations are done along the lines
of Proposition 3.6. Note that during the calculations only (5.3) is used, but in order to derive
weak-strong unigeness, we explicitly need (5.6) and the assumptions of Lemma 5.6.
The relative total entropy R is given by

R(h,m | I, i) = [Ed“;;—zi}lz—21~(m—ﬁ)+ ';"ﬁ';(h—ﬁ)dx
+ /w P(h) — P(h) — P'(h)(h — h) dx
- /Wg": - % * Py — PGy — Py — Ry dr.
the system operator A by
N 3 h + div
Alh, ) = <B,rh + div (@ + p(ﬁ)[)) :

and the relative Hamiltonian is defined via

~ m m m m
W(h’m|h’m)_[[rd|:h<;_z>®<;_f)

+ (p = py — p' o h — i) 1] (v (

t‘z‘ I

).,

+K (%) R(h,m | ki, ),

@ Springer



Existence of energy-variational solutions. .. Page370f40 103

where the regularity measure K is given as above.

Proposition 5.9 Let (h, m) be energy-variational solution in the sense of Definition 5.1 with
initial value (ho, mg). Then (h, m) fulfills the relative entropy inequality

[R(h, m |k, i)+ E — £, m)]

‘ -

t—/ K(%)[R(h,m|fz,1h)+E—5(h,m)] dr
t L < _ P//(h)(h h) (r;: _ %) > (517)

—l—/ Wh,m | h,m)+{ A(h, m), dr <0

(3-9)

forallh € C' (T4 x [0, T; (0, 00)) and i € C'(T? x [0, T1; RY). Moreover, if p(h) = ah”
and (h, m) is a (classical) solution to (5.1) with (h, m)(0) = (hg, my), then (h, m) = (h, m).

Proof First we calculate the second derivative of the entropy function 7 and mulitply it with
the difference (h — h, m — m), which implies

"o lm> ~
Dy, m)(h h) P+ = (h_}l)
m—m -z ZI m—m
— (Priyn—iy - (m_m
_< 2 (h B h)

This gives the term the system operator A(ﬁ m) is tested with in (5.17). For this, we observe
by some calculations and the identity £ (h) = P"(h) that

. P"(h)(h —h) —
<A(h, i),

==
N
=3
I
=3
N—

—/ 05 P (R)(h — ) — a1 (ﬂ
- T t 1 h h
i

T Y L PR (ﬂ _ ﬂ) ix (5.18)
h h h

_ / [a,ﬁ + divﬁz] P"(h)(h — k) dx
'ﬂ*d
+/ [a, <ﬂ> 2y <ﬂ> n szP”(fz)] h (ﬂ — ﬁ) dx.
T4 h h h h o h

Adding and substracting the energy £ (/, m) in the ﬁrst term of the energy-variational formu-
lation (5.4) and choosing p = P’ (h) ‘ml

Z as test functions, we further observe
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that

jm > o |ml?
[E—g(h,mH—/ P = P'(oh+ 5 —m -t }

// ha,hP”(h) ha,@'
+// m'atT+(m® +p(h)1> V dx +K<~>[5(h m) — E]ds <0.
s JTd h h

We now invoke the identity

1

N

= S

+m«VﬁP”(ﬁ)—m~V%-%dxds

hdhP" (h) = 8;h P" (h)h + 3, P" (h)(h — h) = —3,[ P (h) — P'(h)h] + 8,k P" (h)(h — I)

to introduce the relative energy in the first line. Subsequently, we use equation (5.18) to
deduce

o
[E —&(h,m) +R(h, m | fz,rh)] ]t +/ K (%) [E(h. m) — E] ds
i

s JTd h il
T i i
+ /[ [ﬁ v (ﬂ> + VIEP”(E)] 2 dxde
Td h h
/ / [h div 2 + Vi - } P"(h)(h — h) dx dt
Td h

P"(hy(h —h mo_m
/<A(h,m), (e = — 52 (1 h)>dt§0-

(+-3)

With the identity 2 P” (k) = p’(h) and integration by parts, the second and the third line can
be transformed to

f / ‘ dw— (p) — pliy — p' iy — )
A m m m\ Vﬁ1 drd
- (rf)®<rf)'( ﬁ>sym e

which implies the relative entropy inequality (5.17). The weak-strong uniqueness principle
now follows as in the proof of Corollary 3.7, where we required that the relative entropy R
and the relative Hamiltonian V are non-negative. For this purpose, we assume p(h) = ah?
again, which satisfies (5.6) and the assumptions of Lemma 5.6.

m—i—p(h)I):V%—m-V -%— Y mdxdr

3‘1‘ =
= S

==
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