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PERSISTENCE OF THE STEADY PLANAR NORMAL SHOCK
STRUCTURE IN 3-D UNSTEADY POTENTIAL FLOWS

BEIXIANG FANG, FEIMIN HUANG, WEI XIANG, AND FENG XIAO

ABSTRACT. This paper concerns the dynamic stability of the steady 3-D wave structure
of a planar normal shock front intersecting perpendicularly to a planar solid wall for
unsteady potential flows. The stability problem can be formulated as a free boundary
problem of a quasi-linear hyperbolic equation of second order in a dihedral-space domain
between the shock front and the solid wall. The key difficulty is brought by the edge
singularity of the space domain, the intersection curve between the shock front and the
solid wall. Different from the 2-D case, for which the singular part of the boundary is
only a point, it is a curve for the 3-D case in this paper. This difference brings new
difficulties to the mathematical analysis of the stability problem. A modified partial
hodograph transformation is introduced such that the extension technique developed for
the 2-D case can be employed to establish the well-posed theory for the initial-boundary
value problem of the linearized hyperbolic equation of second order in a dihedral-space
domain. Moreover, the extension technique is improved in this paper such that loss of
regularity in the a priori estimates on the shock front does not occur. Thus the classical
nonlinear iteration scheme can be constructed to prove the existence of the solution to
the stability problem, which shows the dynamic stability of the steady planar normal
shock without applying the Nash-Moser iteration method.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Description of the problem. This paper concerns the dynamic stability of the
steady 3-D wave structure of a planar normal shock front intersecting perpendicularly to
a planar solid wall (see Figure 1.1) for unsteady potential flows. As stated by Courant-
Friedrichs in 30, page 375|, “ Whether or not a flow compatible with the boundary condition
occurs depends moreover on its stability”, it is important and necessary to study the stabil-
ity of the normal shock structure, namely, whether or not the shock structure will basically
maintain as the parameters of the flow fields are slightly perturbed. For steady flows, for
which the parameters (density, velocity, pressure, etc.) do not depend on the time vari-
able, there have been plenty of works on the existence and stability of transonic shocks,
for instance, see [6,11-14,22,23,34-36,38,46,47,50,61-63] and the references cited therein.
As pointed out by von Karman in the discussion chaired by von Neumann and recorded
in [60], a steady motion “can occur only as a limiting case” of a physical process. Therefore,
it is necessary to investigate the unsteady motions associated with the steady planar nor-
mal shocks and study their dynamic stability under unsteady perturbations. It has been
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established the stability of normal shocks, which are far away from physical boundaries,
in [52,53] by Majda for Euler flows, and in [54] by Majda and Thomann for potential
flows. See also, for instance, [8,55] and references therein for further studies. However, in
practice, shocks often appear together with physical boundaries such as solid walls, wedges,
wings, etc.. Therefore, it is important and necessary to further study the stability of shocks
involving physical boundaries. In this paper, we are going to study the dynamic stability of
the steady 3-D wave structure of a planar normal shock front intersecting perpendicularly
to a planar solid wall (see Figure 1.1), namely, whether the structure will maintain, at
least in a short time, under unsteady perturbations of the flow parameters. In this paper

the flows are governed by the unsteady potential flow equations, which read

{at,ow-(,ovq»:o,

1.1
® + 3|Ve|? +4(p) = Bo, (1.1)

where V := (04,,04,,04,) " is the gradient operator with respect to the space variables
X 1= (71, 29,73) € R¥ and t > 0 is the time variable. 1(p) := py,:;l

® the velocity potential, p the density, By the Bernoulli constant, and v > 1 the adiabatic

is the specific enthalpy,

exponent. The importance of the potential flow equations is first observed by Jacques
Hadamard in [42] for the unsteady Euler equations with weak shocks. Since then, the
potential flow equations have been studied by mathematicians steadily, for instance, see
Bers [9], Courant-Friedrichs [30], Majda-Thomann [54] and Morawetz [57].

By the second equation of (1.1), one can express the density p as a function with respect
to D® := (0;,®,V®P), By and 7, i.e.,

1

p=0®: B0, = (1= D(Ba - a0~ 5Ivap) +1) (12)

Replacing p in the first equation of (1.1) by h(D®; By, ), one deduces that ® satisfies a

hyperbolic equation of second order:

3 3
Ou® +2> 05, @00, ® — > (8ij* = 0, 0y, B) Dy, ® = 0, (1.3)
i=1 i,j=1

where ¢ = /pY~1 is the sonic speed and

1 ifi=j,

0i5 = e

0 ife# 7.
Let Dshoek == {(t,x) : 21 = X (¢, 22, 23)} be a smooth shock front in the flow field. Then on
T'shock, the velocity potential ® has to satisfy the following Rankine-Hugoniot conditions:

[@] =0 and O X[p] = [pOr, @] + 02, X[p0r, ] + O3 X[p0u; ] = 0, (1.4)

where the square bracket [m] stands for the jump of the quantity m across the shock front

Tshock; that is, assuming

Ra = {(t,x) € R* x R®: 21 2 X(t, 29, 23)} (1.5)
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and
(O X, —1,0,, X, 0ps X)
VI 10X + [0, X7 + 00, X2
for every (t,x) € I'shock, there exists @ > 0 such that (¢,x) £ mn, € R4 for any 7 € (0, @),
define

ng :=

m](t,x) == lim m({,x)— lim m(¢,x%). (1.6)
(E.R)— (%) (E.R) (%)
(I,x)ERS (Ix)ER-

It is easy to verify that the Ranking-Hugoniot conditions are equivalent to the following

free boundary conditions for ®:

[Q)] =0 and [/0] [6t<1)] + [am (I)] [/0611 <I)] + [8:1:2 <I)] [pazvz <I)] + [8:1:3 <I)] [pazvs <I)] =0. (17)

The Steady Planar Normal Shock Structure.

A steady planar normal shock solution(see Figure 1.1) to the potential flow equations
(1.1), satisfying the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions (1.4) on the planar shock front, can be
easily constructed, which is the reference state in this paper.

z3
T2

0" Steady planar p6rmal hock: x; = 0

(P—,(C]—,O,O)) 0 (p+u(Q+7070)>
-y S
Supersonic Subsonic

Solid wall: 3 =0

FiGURE 1.1. The steady planar normal shock structure.

In Figure 1.1, the red rectangle stands for a steady planar normal shock front {z; = 0}
intersecting the solid wall {z3 = 0} at the edge {x; = 0} N {z3 = 0}. Constants pi
represent the density of the fluid behind and ahead of the steady planar normal shock,
respectively, and (¢4,0,0) are the constant velocities of the flow fields behind and ahead
of the steady planar normal shock, respectively.

Now we give a mathematical definition to this steady planar normal shock structure.
Denote by T := {x € R3: z3 = 0} the flat solid wall and let o := {x € R®: 21 =
X (t,z9,23) = 0} be the position of the steady planar normal shock. The flow field is
divided by the normal shock front Igp,eq into two parts D_ and D, which are the regions
ahead of and behind the steady shock front Tgnoek, respectively, i.e.,

ﬁi = {X € R? : T 2 ?(t,xg,xg), r9 € R, 23 > O}.
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The constant densities and velocities of the fluid in D4 are given by (p+, (¢x,0,0)), re-
spectively. Then py are determined by ¢4 via (1.2), i.e.,

p+ =H((0,q+,0,0); By, ) = <(7 -1) <Bo - %ﬁ) + 1) - : (1.8)

Let ®(t,x) be defined as

— P_(t,x) :=q_ -z for (t,x) e Ry xD_,
O(t,x) =< _ (%) 1 ! (t,) * _ (1.9)
O, (t,x):=qy a1 for (t,x) € Ry x Dy
Then it is easy to see that ®(¢, x) satisfies (1.3) in the two regions D_ and D. Moreover,
it satisfies .
(¢g—,0,0) for (t,x) e Ry x D_,

Vo(t,x) = _
(q+,0,0) for (t,x) € Ry x Dy.

(1.10)
Thus ®(¢,x) is a velocity potential of the flow field above the solid wall Ty. Due to
the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions (1.4) (or equivalently (1.7)) and the entropy condition,
constants (p_, p4,q—,q+) must satisfy

2 2
¢ q
p— <P+ P—G- = pige, and - +alp-) = f +1(p+). (1.11)

The steady planar normal shock I'gyocx is a transonic shock: ahead of the shock front

Cshock, the uniform coming flow (p_, (¢—,0,0)) is supersonic and behind the shock front
Tshock, the flow (p, (g4, 0,0)) is subsonic, i.e.,

> =p"" and ¢ <& =p" (1.12)
Then the triplet (®(#,x), Dshock, o) is called the steady planar normal shock structure,
which will be the reference state investigated in this paper. The steady planar normal
shock structure can be observed in many situations. For example, if a normal shock
appears in a nozzle with flat boundary (for instance the nozzle with rectangular cross-

section), then this kind of normal shock coincides locally with the steady planar normal

shock structure in Figure 1.1.

1.2. Mathematical formulation. The theme of this paper is to study the dynamic sta-
bility of the steady planar normal shock structure (®(,x), Ishock, Lo), in the framework
of unsteady potential flow equation (1.3). We want to know whether or not the steady
planar normal shock structure persists, at least for a short time, when the uniform su-
personic coming flow (p_,(g—,0,0)) is perturbed a little unsteadily and the flat solid
wall Ty becomes slightly curved. Let W(xy,22) be a smooth function. We denote by
Iy :={(t,x) : 23 = W(x1,22)} an impermeable solid boundary of the flow field. Then the
whole flow field is
D:={x e R®: 23> W(x1,12)}.
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® satisfies the slip boundary condition V® - n = 0 on I'g, where n is the unit exterior

normal vector of 'y, i.e.,
— 03, 20 W — 03, @O, W+ 0,2 =0 on Ty (1.13)

Moreover, let the initial states of the fluid be also slightly perturbed such that the initial
conditions for ® are given as:

®(0,x) = Po(x) and 0y ®(0,x) = ¢1(x), (1.14)
where for ¢ =0, 1,

®f(x) forx € RY :={z1 > X(0,29,23)} ND,
d(x) forx € RY = {z; < X(0,29,23)} ND.

(2

o,(x) = (1.15)

Here the initial position X' (0, x4, x3) of the perturbed shock front I'gpock is a small pertur-
bation of the reference shock front Ishock.

Now the dynamic stability problem (see Figure 1.2) can be precisely reformulated as

following problem:

Problem 1: Suppose I'g is a small perturbation of I'g, i.e., W is close to zero and the ini-
tial data (g, @) are small perturbations of ®(0,x), i.e., ®q is close to ®(0, ) and ®;(x) is
close to zero. One looks for a unique local piece-wise smooth solution (®(t,x), X (¢, z2, 23))
to equation (1.3) in the flow field D = {x € R®: 23 > W(x1,23)} such that:

(i). The shock front is given by
Dahock := {(t,x) € RT x R3 : 2y = X(t, 29, 23)},

which divides the flow field into Dy := DN Ry and D_ := DN R_, where Ry
are defined in (1.5).
(ii). @(t,x) is smooth up to either sides of I'shock such that
O (t,x) for (t,x) € Dy,

olhx) = ¢~ (t,x) for (t,x) € D_,

and ®*(t,x) satisfy equation (1.3) in Dy, respectively.
(iii). ®*(t,x) satisfy the slip boundary condition (1.13), respectively, i.e,

0y ®E0, W — 05, @0, W + 0,,®F = 0 for (t,x) € RT x T,
(iv). ®*(t,x) satisfy the initial conditions (1.14)-(1.15), respectively, i.e.,
OE(t,x)|1=0 = PT(x) forx € RYND,

and
0% (t,%))i=0 = P (x) for x € RL ND,
where RY. are the ones defined in (1.15).
(v). (®T(t,x), P (t,x), X (t,22,23)) satisfy the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions in (1.4).
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(vi). (®(t,x), X (t,22,23)) is close to the steady normal shock solution (®,X), i.e.,
d*(t,x) is close to ®4(t,x) in D, respectively, and X (t,z9,x3) is close to

X(t,:ﬂg,:ﬂg).

T
Iy

0

Perturbed shock front

Steady planar normal shock

—~———

Upstream

Perturbed solid wall

FIGURE 1.2. Persistence of the steady planar normal shock under perturbation.

Remark 1.1. Thanks to the property of the finite speed of propagation of hyperbolic equa-
tions and the well-established mathematical theory for initial boundary value problems for
hyperbolic equations with smooth boundaries (for instance, see [8]), one can assume that,
without loss of generality, the perturbation only occurs mear the intersection curve, where
the shock front intersects the solid wall xs = W(x1,x2). Therefore, this paper only solves
the stability problem near the edge of the dihedral-space domain, and in a short time.

The initial boundary value problem (1.3), (1.7), and (1.13)-(1.15) is a free boundary
problem in a dihedral-space domain between two surfaces, the shock front I'ghocx and the
perturbed solid wall I'y. The key difficulty in the mathematical analysis of the problem
comes from the singularity of the boundary of the space domain, which is not smooth
along the edge of the dihedral-space domain, especially as it couples with other difficulties
such as nonlinearity, free boundaries, etc. In fact, Osher has given examples in [58, 59|
showing that hyperbolic equations in cornered space domain may be ill-posed. On the
other hand, for the well-posedness problem of hyperbolic equations in space-domains with
non-smooth boundaries, there are also positive results, for instance, see [39-41,63|. In
particular, under certain symmetry assumptions, Gazzola-Secchi [39] studied the inflow-
outflow problem in a bounded cylinder. Then Yuan [63] studied the dynamic stability of
normal shock in a duct with flat boundaries in two space dimensions. In both works, the
symmetry assumptions play an essential role in the analysis, under which the extension
techniques can be employed such that the non-smooth domain is reduced into a smooth
domain. Such symmetry assumptions fail to be valid in the problem (1.3), (1.7), and
(1.13)-(1.15) studied in this paper, since the solid wall 'y is a curved surface. Hence the
methods developed in [39, 63| are not applicable. Nevertheless, the assumption that Iy is
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a slightly perturbed surface from a flat one implies that there may hold some symmetry
properties under certain transformation. Recently in [37], the authors develop an extension
technique successfully to deal with the difficulty in a 2-D cornered-space domain. However,
the technique cannot be directly applied to the problem in this paper because the singular
set of the boundary is no longer a single point, but a curve, which is the edge. Therefore,
new methods should be developed and more careful analysis are needed to establish the
well-posedness of the solutions in the dihedral-space domain.

Motivated by the extension techniques developed in [37] for 2-D case, we shall look for
an appropriate transformation, under which it is possible to extend the linearized initial-
boundary value problem in the dihedral-space domain into an initial-boundary value prob-
lem in the half-space domain. To make it, a modified partial hodograph transformation
(see (2.5) for details), different from the transformation employed for the 2-D case, is intro-
duced. Then the problem in the dihedral-space domain will be extended into a problem in
a half-space domain, and the unique existence of a H, g—solution (a weighted Sobolev space)
can be established by employing the classical theory for initial-boundary value problems
of hyperbolic equations (see [8], for instance). Similar to the 2-D case, the H,? regularity
is not sufficient to close the nonlinear iteration. Therefore, a priori estimates for higher
order derivatives are required, which should be established directly in the dihedral-space
domain, since the extended coefficients are of low regularity. Moreover, as the space dimen-
sion increases, the analysis needed for the a priori estimates for higher order derivatives is
more complicated than the 2-D case and it should be dealt with more carefully. Finally,
it is worth mentioning that a transformation (see section 4) is introduced to reformulate
the nonlinear problem, which helps to improve the extension argument develop in [37],
such that the loss-of-regularity for the a priori estimates on the shock-front will not occur.
Hence instead of the Nash-Moser iteration scheme employed in [37], a classical nonlin-
ear iteration scheme is sufficient to prove the existence of the solutions to the nonlinear
problem.

Up to now, much great progress has been made in the study of weak solutions of multi-
dimensional unsteady compressible Euler equations. For instance, see [26,27,44,45,52-56]
for the study of shock waves, [1,2,10] for rarefaction waves, [18,19,28,29] for contact dis-
continuities, [4,5,15-17,21,33,48,49] for self-similar solutions, and [3,7,24,25,31,32,43,51|
for the non-uniqueness of weak solutions.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, a modified partial
hodograph transformation is introduced to fix the free boundary and flat the curved solid
wall. Then the dynamic stability problem is reformulated as the well-posedness problem
of an initial boundary value problem for a nonlinear hyperbolic equation of second order,
in a dihedral-space domain with fixed boundaries. Finally, the main theorem, theorem
2.1, is presented at the end of this section. In section 3, we obtain the well-posedness of a
general initial boundary value problem for a linear hyperbolic equation of second order in
the dihedral-space domain. In section 4, the nonlinear problem (NLP) is reformulated. In

section 4.2, an iteration scheme is introduced to solve the reformulated nonlinear problem.
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Then one proves the main theorem by showing that the iteration scheme provides a se-
quence of functions which converges to the desired solution, and hence prove the dynamic

stability of the steady planar normal shock structure.

2. PARTIAL HODOGRAPH TRANSFORMATION AND MAIN RESULT

In this section, we introduce a modified partial hodograph transformation, which is used
to fix the free boundary I'gpock and straighten the perturbed solid wall I'g. With the aid of
this transformation, the previous initial boundary value problem (1.3), (1.7), and (1.13)-
(1.15) is mapped to an initial boundary value problem in a dihedral-space domain with
fixed boundaries in the new coordinate system. Then Problem 1 is converted to Problem 2
and solving Problem 1 is equivalent to solve Problem 2. Finally, at the end of this section,

we present our main result.

2.1. Partial hodograph transformation. Let ®~ be the potential for the flow field
ahead of the shock-front and ® the one behind the shock-front. Extend ®~ by solving the
equation (1.3) with the boundary condition (1.13) into the domain ahead of the shock-
front, which is at least C1 across the shock-front. More precisely, first we extend @ (x)
and @7 (x) smoothly into the whole domain R®. Then solve the initial boundary value
problem (1.3), (1.13), and (1.14), where ®;(x) in (1.14) is replaced by ®; (x). Obviously,
such solution exists locally (this is reasonable, one can see [20] for the case of compressible
Euler equations, which includes the case of potential flows) and is a solution of Problem 1
when z1 < X(t,z2,x3). Denote by ®~(¢,x) this smooth solution and define

o(t,x) := D (t,x) — B(t,x). (2.1)
Then the potential equation (1.3) for ® is reformulated as a second order equation for ¢:
3 3
> (DG DL )0 = Y | aij(DF; DO )y, @, (2.2)
i,j=0 4,j=0
where
app = 1, agj = ajo := 0p; @ — 02,0 = 0, @, (2.3)
and

Qjj = Qji = —C2(Sij + (8;,31(1)’ — 8:,31(;5)(61](1)’ — &Bj ¢) = —C2(Sij + 6%@61](1) (24)

fori,j =1,2,3.
We introduce the following partial hodograph transformation:
Yo =1
= ot
P - Al gb( ’X) (25)
y2 = x3 + p(x)
y3 = x3 — W(z1,22)
where 5 W
p(x) 15 (z3 — W(z1,22)). (2.6)

14 [0 W2 4 02, W2
Here p(x) is introduced to balance the perturbation on the zs-direction.
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Remark 2.1. In [37], p(x) does not appear in the partial hodograph transformation. While
in this paper, p(x) plays an essential role, as it is used to match the perturbations on the
xo-direction and xs-direction. As one will see from the proof of lemma 4.1, the appearance
of p(x) guarantees the vanishing property of ass and ase on {ys = 0}, which is necessary
to the application of the extension technique and crucial to the solvability of the linearized

problem in the dihedral-space domain.

The inverse of &2 is

271 t=yo, 21 =u(yo,y), v2=22(Y0,¥), T3 =1y3+W(u(yo,y),z2(¥0,¥)), (2.7)

where (y0,y) := (y0,¥1,Y2,y3) are the time-spatial variables in the new coordinate and
u(yo,y) is the new unknown function. Taking the partial derivatives to the equation
y1 = ¢ o P yo,y) with respect to y; (j = 0,1,2,3), we obtain a linear system with
respect to Dy x¢ := (0, V). By solving this system, one can express Dy x¢ in terms of
Du := (Oyyu, Oy, u, Oy, ut, Oyy 1),

_ Oyou
atQS - 8ylua
Oy b — O POy, u — Op WOy,u — 1
: Ot | (2.8)
006 = O3 D02y WOyt 4+ 02, WOy, — Oypus '
2 Dy u ’
~ O0p3pOyu+ Oysu
\ a{[’gqs - 8y1u .
The Jacobi matrix of & is
1 0 0 0
a(yO’y) _ atgb 8:):1¢ 61'2¢ 8:133¢ — 1 JT
a(t’ X) 0 33;129 1+ amgp al’gp 83/1” ’
0 —0;, W =0, W 1
where
Oy, u —0Oyu 0 0
7. 0 Opy WOy, u — Oz, pOy,u + 1 O, POy, u —0y, WOy, u
0 (03002, W — 1)y, + Oy w0y, W (0,0 + 1)0y,u —02, WOy, u
0 — 0z, POyt — Oy, u O3 00y, U Oy, u

2.2. Formulation in new coordinate. In the remaining part of this paper, time ¢ may
be denoted by yo and vice versa. After a direct computation, we also obtain

o0g) 1
00w~ (0w

Denote by D?¢ the Hessian matrix of ¢, i.e.,

9(Dg)
a(t,x)

D¢ =
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With the help of (2.8), by simple calculation, one has
9(Dg) [ u} 9(¥o,y) + (= 0212, P0ys U + 012, WOysu) i
O(Du) L9 " 1axa O(t,x) Dy u
( 10) 1x2p8y2u + 81112W8y3u)112 B 8x1x3p8y2u113
Oy u Oy u

D?¢ =

1

+
&

S

(012300, U0z W ~+ Opy Oy uOp, 2o W + Oy 20 VWOy,u)Io1)

1

1
+

((8902933p8y2ua932w + 8$3pay2 uamxzw + 8962962W8y3u)122)

1

SIS

2

+ (_81'1333])131 - 61'2:1331)]:32 - 613$3p133 + a:vg:vgpa:rg W123)7

S

&

1

where I;; := e/ e; € R** with {e;}?_, being the canonical basis of R%. Then we have

3
> ij0,0,0 = Tr(ATD?g) = Z ij Oy, 1+ Z S5, (2.9)
i,j=0 ( nl) ij=0
where A := [aijh A with a;; being defined in (2.3)-(2.4) and Tr(IM) means the trace of
X
the square matrix M. The coefficients @;; = @;j(0z, W, 03, WW, Du; D® ™) satisfy that

dy] = ITAI=A=AT,
4x4

and
B 6y2u 83/3”

Sl = all( 8xlm1payl + 8$1$1Way1u)’
1

So = 0 u(_a13axlmspay2u + a21(8:v1$3pa$2way2u + 8x3pamlmway2u * 8;,;1332W8y3u))’
Y1
1

S3 = 0. u(a22 (a:vf,mgpa:vgwawu + amgpamzxgwaygu + 8:)321’2 Waygu) + a23a:13313pa$2 WayQ u)’
Y1
Oy, U

Sy =— Oy, U (431021230 + a3202525P + A330z525D)-

Y1

By simple calculation, especially, one has

dog - C~l30 :(8y1u)2 . d, (2.10)
13 = g1 = — (9y,u)* - d + Dy w(Dpy Wyt — Oy pOyyu + 1) - d + 20, W)
— (O3 POy, + Oy 1) Oy, u(0yy @ - d — cz), (2.11)

Gog = o =0, P(0y, )2 (0, ® - d 4 0y, W) + (Oyp + 1)(0y, 1) (00 @ - d + 20, W)
+ (D POy W — 1)Dyytt + Dy, W) By Dy @ - d + 20y W)
+ Oy (D, u)* (D ® - d — ¢2), (2.12)
where d = 0,,® — 0, POy, W — 0, 0, V.

For the other coefficients, because we do not need the properties of their trace on the

boundary, they are listed in the appendix.
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From (2.2) and (2.9), we deduce that u satisfies following equation

3 3
> 50y, u + @20y, u + a30y,u + a1905,2,p(0y 1) = —(0y,u)* Y 03050, @7, (2.13)
i,j=0 ,j=0
where

Gy =(0y,u)*(a11Pa 12y + 01300,23D — 021 (D3 POz, W + Dy POy WV))
+ (0y, 1) (a1202105P + 03102105 + A3202505P — 022023 P0yzsWV), (2.14)
a3 =0y, u)?(—a1105,25: W — a1205, 2, W — 0210120V — 2203500 W + @120, 2,0).  (2.15)
Assume
Oy, W(21,0) = 0. (2.16)
Then the partial hodograph transformation &2 mapps the axis zo = 0 in (¢, x)-coordinate

to the axis yo = 0 in (yp,y)-coordinate. Moreover the perturbed solid wall I'y and the
shock front T'gpock in (¢, %)-coordinate are mapped to

L'y :={yo > 0,51 > 0,y3 =0} (2.17)

and

[s = {yo > 0,11 =0,y3 > 0}5 (218)
respectively. Substituting the expressions of Dy x¢ and p(x) into (1.13), we find that u
satisfies

B D, W
14 [0, W2 + |0p, WI?

Substituting (2.8) into (1.7), we obtain the Rankine-Hugoniot condition in the new coor-

Oysu = on I'y. (2.19)

dinate variables:
G(u,Du;D®7) =0 on T, (2.20)
where
G(u, Du; D7) = [p][@4] + [0k, P|[pOx, P] + [Ox, P|[pOx, P] + [Ox; P][pOx, @],  (2:21)

where D® should be replaced by D®~ — Dy x¢ and Dy x¢ should be replaced by Du via
(2.8). For the initial conditions, we assume

w(Yo,Y)lyo :=uo(y) and  Oyu(yo,y)|yo=0 := u1(y),

where ug and u; are some given functions.

For notational simplicity, one defines Lu by

3 3
Lu := Z QijOy,y;u + A20,,u + 30,50 + 190,250y 1) + (9, u)? Z ijOra; P,
i,j=0 6=0
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where the coefficients depend on u(yo, y) and its first order derivatives, as well as W(x1, z2)
and its derivatives up to third order. Gathering (2.13), (2.19)-(2.20), and the initial con-

ditions of u, we get the initial boundary value problem concerned in this paper:

Lu=20 in QT,
GOV (u), Du; D&~) = 0 _ o,
OW'(u), Dus D) o =0
G1 = (1 + |0 W + [0:, W) 0y + 0, W =0 on {ys =0},
w(yo,y) = uo(y), u(yo,y) =u1(y) on {yo =0}
Here Qr := [0,T] x Q and Q := R}, x R, x R, where RT = (0, +00) and R is the set of

real numbers. Here and after, denote this initial boundary value problem by (NLP).
In the (¢, x)-coordinate, the background state for ¢ is

gz_b(t,x) = 6*(75’)() - 5Jr(tax) = (q- — q4)71.

Then the corresponding partial hodograph transformation is

Yo = t, Y1 = gb(f,X), Y2 = T2, Ys = I3, (222)

and its inverse transformation is

t = 9o, 1 = up(y), T2 = Y2, r3 = Y3. (2.23)
It is clear that ) 1
xr1 = &(t,X) - Y1
q— — 4+ qd— — 4+
Hence we have .
up(y) = ——u1- (2.24)
qd— — 4+

At the background state, i.e., the state that u = uy, W(x1,22) =0, VO(t,x) = (¢4,0,0)
and V&~ (t,x) = (¢—,0,0), one has

apgy = L 0 apy = a0 = s 0 agy = agp = 0 2.25

aoo—m>, a01—a10—m>, ap2 = azp = U, (2.25)

ann = q; — 4 <0, apg = azo = 0, ajz = ag; =0, (2.26)

2

ags = _7%2 <0, an =a2=0, ags = asz = 0, (2:27)
(g- —a+)

az3 = ——— < 0. (2.28)
(¢ — ¢4)?

In y-coordinates, the dynamic stability problem is rewritten as the following problem:

Problem 2. Suppose the initial data (ug,u1) and W are small perturbations of the
background state wu; and zero, respectively and V@~ is close to (¢—,0,0). Can we show
the local existence and uniqueness of smooth solutions to (NLP), such that the unique
solution is still close to u?

The remaining part of this paper is devoted to solving this problem. It is shown that

one can indeed find a unique smooth solution to (NLP) near u, if the following condition:

4-p+ — q+p— — p4+ >0 (2.29)
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holds for the constants (p_,q—, p+, q+).

Remark 2.2. [t should be noted that, as one will see from the proof of lemma 4.1, the
condition (2.29) is employed to guarantee that the steady normal shock solution satisfies
the stability conditions, which are defined in (Hy) below in the beginning of section 3.
However, the conditions (1.11) and (1.12) are not sufficient to yield (2.29). For example,
forany 1 < A< #, choose (q—, p—,q+, p+) as follows:

7-1)(A2—1)\7 1
q- = A, G+ =1, p- = <( 2()\,\/)_(1 _1) )> , and P+ = Ap—. (230)

Then it can be easily verified that (1.11) and (1.12) are valid, but (2.29) fails:

g-py —qrp-—py = (N =X =1)p_ <0, (2.31)
Remark 2.3. [t is worth pointing out that, since the solid boundary is perturbed and no
longer flat, the symmetry assumptions proposed in [39, 63] fail to be valid in this problem.
Therefore, new ideas and methods must be developed to deal with the dihedral singularity,
which is also completely different from the one caused by the corner singularity in [37].

These are the main new ingredients of this paper.
Now, we are ready to state our main result as following theorem:

Theorem 2.1. For each integer sy > 3, suppose the initial-boundary data of (NLP) satisfy
the compatibility condition up to order so+1. If conditions (1.11), (1.12), (2.16) and (2.29)
hold, then there exist three constants ng > 1, Ty > 0 and € > 0 such that if

luo — woll gso+1(q) + l[uall oo @) + [Wllwso+2.00m2)

+ [eT"(DPT — (g-,0,0)) | 50 (0,1 x {3 >Wiar,a2)}) < € (2.32)
is satisfied for 0 <T < Ty, n > no and € < €, where || - || gr stands for the standard Sobolev
norm. Then (NLP) admits a unique solution u € H*TY(Qr) satisfying

e (= w) a2 ) < C (233)
where C' is a positive constant depending on (q—,q+, p—, p+,To,M0)-

Remark 2.4. The compatibility conditions mentioned in Theorem 2.1 come from the re-
quirement that the initial-boundary data of (NLP) should be consistent. More precisely, by
initial conditions in (NLP) and the first equation of (NLP), we know that at yo = 0,

D%y = DPuy, ByODﬁu = DAy,

and
2

1 -
2 ~
5yODBU = Dﬁ(a—oo(f_ Z @ijOy,y; 1))
(4,5)#(0,0)
where DP = (951135223533 is the spatial derivatives and 3 = (1,2, 3) is the multi-index
corresponds to spatial derivative and

3
f=(0,u)? Z ijOp;z; @ + G20y, u + a30y,u + 190z, 250(0y,u)3.
i,j=0
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Then by induction on k (i.e., assume we have already known the expression of BZZ)LHDﬁu
at yo = 0 for allm < k.) and by taking derivative Dﬁ(?;jo on equation (NLP),, we will have
the expression of 8’;;‘2D5u at yo = 0. We omit the details for the shortness. Then we have
the expression of D*u at yo = 0 for all @ = (o, a1, a0, v3). Let

Ug = D% (2.34)

y0=0"
On the other hand, we have two boundary conditions in (NLP). So for any (ko, ki1, ko, k3) €

N4, we have
Dko-k1k20) — 0 op {ys = 0} and DkoOk2ks) G =0 on {y1 = 0}.

Let U := (u,Du), then by the Fad di Bruno’s formula and the Leibniz rule, we know there
exist ¢y..q, 1 1 (U) and Cgl---lmli---l’ml/{---%(U) such that

max(ko,k1,k2)
01 L 1 1 _ _
> > ety ey (U) - (DUATOT L D OU) =0 on {y3 =0}
m=1Iy++ln=ko
U poectl! =k
Al =k
and
max(ko,k2,k3)
11,0,05,1% Um, 0,00, 1" _ _
Z Z ettt 1t (U) (DR ... Dl 'U) =0 on {y1 = 0}.
m=1 I+ tlm=ko
U etll =ky
U441 =ks
Here integers lpy, I, and 1!, can be zero. Let yo = 0 and plug (2.34) into the two identities
above for all integers kog+k1+ko < so+1 and kg+ko+ks < so+1. Then we can obtain the
identities that the initial and boundary data must satisfy for all integers ko+k1+ko < sg+1
and ko + ko + k3 < sg + 1. These identities are called the compatibility conditions up to

order sy + 1.

3. WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE LINEAR PROBLEM

In this section, we will establish the well-posedness theorem for an initial boundary value
problem of a linear hyperbolic equation of second order in the dihedral-space domain. The
linear theorem will be used to solve the (NLP) by introducing an iteration scheme in the
next section.

In the following part of this section, we investigate the following initial boundary value

problem
L'(uww=f in Qp,
Buw)w =g on [Ty, (LP)
8y3w =0 on I,
(w,9y,w) = (0,0) on Ty :={yo =0},
where

3 3
L'(u) = Z V“ijaij + Zrﬁ, + 7,
=0

4,7=0
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3
B(u) = Z b;0; + b,
=0

Qr is the time-spatial domain defined below (NLP) in section 2, T';, and I’y are defined by
(2.17) and (2.18) respectively. We impose following hypothesis on the coefficients of the
operators L'(u) and B(u).

(Hy) L'(u) is a hyperbolic operator of second order. r;;, r; and r are smooth functions of
D®~, Du and W(u, z2(u,y2,y3)). Moreover rsa, r3i, r3p and ro vanish on the
flat boundary I'y,. In particular, at the background solution wug, which is given
in (2.24), r10 = ro1 > 0, 112 = 191 = 0, 702 = 190 = 0, 133 = 199 < 0,
T30 = Tro3 = 731 = 113 = r32 = 123 = 0 and rq; <0.

(H3) b; and b are smooth functions depend on Du and W'(u) and b3|r,, = 0. Further-
more, b = by = b3 = 0 at the background solution wy.

(H3) There exists an integer ng > 1 and ¢ > 0 such that

sup Y [D¥(u—wp)ll 20y <6
0<yo<T \Oé|§7l0+3

(H4) At the background solution wp, the following stability conditions hold for some
constant vy > O:
3

aibo i [ r11bs rub;
|b1| > 70, b — o1 > Y0, MZ_OT <b1 -7 L > 0.

- -1
Here 7" is the (4, j)-th entry of the matrix {rij] and the inverse matrix of {ri]} nd
X X

Let us introduce some notations:
Q:=R} xRy, xRy, w:={0} x Ry, X Ry,
w' i =wn{ys >0}, W' =R} xRy, x {0}.

And Q7 := [0, 7] x Q is defined to be the right half time-spatial domain of [0, 7] x R3. Let
wr = [0,7] x w and let wi := [0, T] x w’ for i = £ and 7.
For the linear problem (LP), we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose assumptions (Hy)-(Hy) are fulfilled and OF fli—o = 0 for k =
0,1,2,--- ,ng + 2 with an integer ng > 1. Then there exists a smooth solution w to (LP).
Moreover, there exists ng > 1 and Ty > 0 such that for all s < ng+3, the following estimate
e M D%w||? +e 27T sup ||IDw(t, )| + |le " DYw||?
Z 7l HL?(QT) 0<t£T” ( )”L2(Q) | ”L?(wg)
laf<s ==
Lo onry — 2 - 2 - 2 —nt 2
S H(e e ntuHHS(QT)He ntfHH?’(QT) +[le ntfHHsfl(QT)) + e ntgHHsfl(wg) (3.1)

holds for allm > ng and 0 < T <Tj.

We have used the notation < in (3.1). Hereafter A < B means that A < CB for some
positive constant C. Before giving a proof to theorem 3.1, we define an auxiliary problem
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(LPE). The coefficients of L'(u), f, g and the coefficients of B(u) will be extended from
Qr to Qp in the following way:
(i) Extend rog3 = rsg, r13 = 31, 723 = 732 and bz oddly with respect to {y3 = 0}.
To be precise, we take roz for example. Extend rgs by letting (Ero3)(yo,y) :=
703(Y0,y) when y3 > 0 and (Ero3)(y0,y) = —703(Y0, Y1, Y2, —y3) when y3 < 0.
Coefficients other than ro3, 713 and rog will be extend evenly with respect to
{ys = 0} by the same manner.
(ii) Extend f and g evenly with respect to {ys = 0}.
For notational simplicity, we omit the “E” for all extended coefficients. The (LPE) is
defined as follows
L'(ww=f in Qr
B(u)w =g on wr . (LPE)
(w,0yw) = (0,0) on Iy, :={yo =0}

Remark 3.1. The compatibility conditions up to order ng + 3 for (LP) can be obtained
by same arguments as Remark 2.4 away from the wedge y3 = 0. Obviously, due to the
regularity of the extended coefficients, (LPE) only satisfies the compatibility conditions as
the one in Remark 2.4 on the wedge up to order 2. But it is enough for us to show the
existence of solutions of the (LPE) in HQ(QT). Then the better reqularity in Qp of such

solutions can be obtained by further argument.

By employing the idea said in Remark 3.1 above, we will consider the well-posedness
of the (LP) in the next proposition, by considering the well-posedness of the (LPE), and
proving that the unique solution to (LPE) is the unique solution to (LP) and it satisfies
better estimate in Q7.

Proposition 3.1. If hypothesis (Hy)-(Hy) hold, O fli—o = 0 for k = 0,1,2,--- ,s — 1,
with s < ng+2, then (LP) admits a smooth solution w. Moreover, there exists ng > 1 such
that for n > ng and T > 0, it holds that

> (UHBfﬁtDawH%?(QT) + e 2Dl =1 |72 () + HefntDaw|y1=0H%2(wa))
|| <s+1

1 _ _ _
< S e L D) By + e BO w0l 2 + e a3y
1BI<s

+ > D fli=oll2(q)- (32)

lo| <s—1

Proof. In the proof of this proposition, Dfv stands for the derivatives of function v of order
no higher than ¢ and ‘ng‘p = z\alﬁf |D¥v|P for p = 1,2. In what follows, the dependence
of the operators L' and B on w is omitted. For brevity, one uses the notation d;,...;, to
represent the partial derivative with respect to the variables v;,, yi,, ---, yi,. Since the
proof of this proposition is long, we divide it into five steps. In the first two steps, we
will illustrate how to derive the energy estimate up to the second order and to show the
existence and uniqueness of solutions to (LPE), which is indeed a solution to (LP), with
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the aid of the property of the extension. It should be emphasized that the estimate of
derivatives higher than second order cannot be derived in the half-space domain directly,
due to the restriction of the regularity of the extended coefficients. Hence we are forced
to establish higher order estimate in the dihedral-space domain in the remaining three
steps. For this purpose, two multipliers are constructed to deal with the boundary terms
(see lemma 3.2 and lemma 3.3). In the fifth step (the final step), we treat the energy
estimates of even order and odd order separately, since we will meet different types of
boundary conditions. The estimate in this step still relies on the multipliers constructed
in lemma 3.2 and lemma 3.3. It is useful to point out the observation that both 9, and
Oy, are tangential to the boundaries I'y and I',,. Hence any established estimate of w can
be directly applied to dy,w and Jy,w, which helps to simplify the higher order estimate.
By the Sobolev embedding theorem and assumption (Hsz), one has

sup IDY(u — up) (yo, y)| < CO.

(yo,y)E[O,T] XR?}» |a‘§n0

Since s > [££2] if s > 4, we deduce that if ng > 4 then

sup Z IDY(u — up) (yo, y)| < CO. (3.3)

T]xR3
(y07y)€[07 }X + ‘a|Sn02+2

As a corollary of (3.3) and assumption (H;), we have

sup D7 (yo,y)| < C0. (3.4)
(yO 7y)€ [07T] XRi

Step 1: First order estimate of the solution to (LPE).
Multiplying 2¢ 2™ Quw on both sides of (LPE),, where Q := Z?:o Q¢0p will be chosen
properly later. Then integrate by parts over Qr with respect to (yo,y), we have

/~ e~ 2o (QwL'w + P(w, Dw)) dyody
0

T
= [l ] S dy — [ et oduodyadys + 20 [ e Hoduody - (35)
0

Q Qr
where
3 3
HZ'(DU); Q) =2 Z V“ijaijgagw — Qz Z V“gjagwajw (Z = 0, 1) (3.6)
4,6=0 4,6=0
and P(w, Dw) is a quadratic polynomial in w and Dw with bounded coefficients. For later

use, we also define Hs by

3 3
Hg(Dw; Q) =2 Z V“ijaijgagw — Qg Z ngagwajw. (3.7)
7,4=0 j,4=0

It is easy to see
P < C(w? + |Dwl?).
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Choosing Q appropriately as

vTrol
By
where B = o Z] 0 b0 — Z] 07105, N = — Z] 07105 and v = Z?,j:o rijgiéj, where

Ej is the coefﬁcnent in B in front of 0;. Then by simple calculation, we obtain

Q=B+v(B-N)+ B

)

Ho(Dw) > C'|Dw|* and — H;(Dw) > C <|Dw|2 +w]? — |Bw|2) . (3.8)

In view of (3.5), (3.8), and the Cauchy inequality, one has

e Dw|2, g + e T Dw(T, )2, g, + e Duwly,—oll22 o)
< —He"’tL’( Wl g +enlle ™ Dul, g+ e (Buw,w) |2
+ ||<w Ou)i=oll2 (3.9)

Set ¢ = 20, then the second term on the right side is absorbed by the left hand-side term,

hence we get

nlle™Dwlfy g+ e IDw(T, )7, g + e Dwly=oll72 )

<c (—uentﬂ<u>w||;@ﬂ 1Bl + e e

+ Cll(w, B) o2,

Apply (3.15) to the boundary term of w on the right hand-side of above inequality, then
let 7 be properly large, so that ||e_”tw\|%2(wT) be absorbed by the left hand-side terms.

Then we obtain

Z <77H€ ntDawHL2(Q )+ei2nTDa ( )HL2(Q)+HeintDaw‘m:OH%Q(wT))
laf<1

1 - —
<C (5”6 "L (Wwll, g, + e Bwly—oli2(u) + IDwl=ol7, g > (3.10)

Step 2: In this step, we will establish the second order estimate and the well-posedness
of (LPE). At the end of this step, we show that the unique solution to (LPE) is indeed a
solution to (LP). Applying (3.10) to 9y, w, dy,w and Oy, w, we obtain that

lle D0yl g+ €2 8y, w(T, )2, + e DOy wlyy ol 22

L2(Qr)
S Cle L0, 01, + e B0yl olEaier) + DD w0l (1D

holds for ¢ =0,2,3. By (LPE),, one has

2
1
Pw=—|Lw- Z 7303w — Zri(?iw —rw | . (3.12)
(1,9)#(1,1) i=0
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Hence

nlle™" 05 wil?, g )+6_2”T|!321W(T, Moy + e 0, wly=ollZ2 o
< D alle "D w] 7,6 ) + e Dy, wlirl)]
1=0,2,3

+ [le™" Dy, wly,—oll7>

L2(Q) (wr)

£ Y e Do wl2, g+ e T Dl |2, g + e D 0l ol
|a| <1

Tl Ll g A 2T 0] oy + e L w0yl 2 (3.13)

12(0r)
By (3.10), (3.11) and (3.13), we have

77”677725 wHL2(Q ) + 6727]TH8§1’U)(T, )Hi2(§) + ||67nta§1w|y1=0||%2(wT)

S Gl O )2, g + e B R )+ S 108wl
lal<1 (=0,2,3
+ 77”6 nthL2(Q ) + ei2nTHw’t:THL2(ﬁ) + Heintw’ylio”%Q(wT)

(3.14)

+alle™™ Lw|[7, g )+ e L wll ) + e Lwly =0l fa -

By integration by parts Wlth respect to t and the trace theorem, we have

nlle™ ™0l 7o, + e ol g + e wh=ollZay

L2(Qr)

;He_"t@twﬂ H lwle=oll oy + > lle™ ™ Dw] T, g - (3.15)
lo| <1

So by (3.15) and Cauchy inequality, one has

UHG*WtLIwHiQ(ﬁT) + efQT]THL/wHL%ﬁ) + HeintL/w|y1:(]H%2(wT)

1 _ _
SIE w0l + o 3 (e Dy g, + e L D)2, 6, )
|| <1

+en > e "D, g, ) (3.16)
o] <2

In light of (3.11), (3.13), (3.15) and (3.16), we obtain the estimate of 97 w, i.e.,

_ — — 2 2
77H6 ntajlwui2(ﬁT) +e 277TH3§1U)(T7.)HL2(§) + He nt@mw‘yl:OHL?(wT)

1, _
< el g, + Y0 e D 0, g
g o<1
1. _
FIDulcolZyg + 3 Cle DD w2, 6+ e BD s, )
la|<1

Y e D g, + e D" g )+ ol
\a|<1

t 2
ren 30 e wl, g, + 3 1D whool, g (3.17)
la]<2 o] <2
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Add up (3.10), (3.11) for £ = 0,2,3 and (3.17), then set £ and % to be properly small, we

have

> ale "D, g, + e 2D w(T, )| o ) + ™" DYwlyy oI (o

\a|<2
S - Z le™™ L' (D) 72 g, ) + 1L wli=0l 72 g) + lle™" BD w72,
|l <1
+ Z ||Daw|t=0‘|iQ(Q)
|| <2

1 B
S (”6 "D, + leT" D L g, >> + > lle"Dly=oll72wp)-

o] <2 lal<1
(3.18)
Let 1 be properly large, we obtain
> ule™Dwll?, 6 ) + e PTIDY (T, ) 2 g + e D wly, =ollF2 o)
|| <2
—He_"tf\l y+ D e ™Dl =0l Z2uy)- (3.19)

|| <1

Based on energy estimate (3.19), it is easy to obtain the existence of an H2(Qr) solution
w of problem (LPE). In fact, the existence of (LPE) has been proved in [54, Theorem 3.3],
when the coefficients and source terms belong to HS(QT) with s > [%] + 1, where N is
the space dimension. Though the regularity of coefficients and source terms of (LPE) is not
enough, we can still deduce the existence of (LPE). Firstly, one mollifies the coefficients
and the source terms by the convolution of the classical Friedrichs mollifier p., then by [54,
Theorem 3.3|, there exists a smooth solution w® to the regularized problem for each € > 0.
Thanks to our uniform Hg(QT) estimate (3.19), {w®}~ is strongly compact in H%(QT) and
weakly compact in H,?(QT) Then passing the limit by letting ¢ — 0" in the regularized
equation, we obtain a H-solution to the linear problem (LPE). If f = g = 0, (3.19)
implies w = 0 in Qp. This indicates that the solution to (LPE) is unique, since (LPE) is
a linear problem. Due to our extension, it is easy to check that w(yo,y1,y2, —y3) is also a
solution to (LPE). By the uniqueness, we have w(yo, y1,¥y2,y3) = w(yo, y1, Y2, —ys3) for all
(yo,y) € Qr. Differentiating with respect to y3 on both sides of this equality and letting
y3 = 0, one has
3y3w‘y3:0 = _ayaw‘y:a:Ov

which implies 9y, w|y,—o = 0. From (3.19) and the trace theorem, we know 9y, w is a L?
function on {ys = 0}, so above process makes sense. Therefore, we conclude that the
unique solution to (LPE) is indeed the unique solution to (LP).

Step 3: In the remaining steps, we will improve the regularity of the unique solution by
deriving higher order estimate in the dihedral-space domain. In this step, we will consider
the third order estimate. Since both 9,, and d,, are tangential to both the solid wall T',,
and shock front I'y and all the coefficients are smooth in the directions of yy and ys. We
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can apply the first inequality of (3.18) to 9y, w and Jy,w respectively, to obtain

”e_"tDaayi?UHiﬂﬁ + e_znT|’Daayini2(ﬁ) + He_”tDo‘ayiw\yl:oHi2(wT)

T)
Lo fel — a
<> (Glle™L'(D 3y¢w)||ia(§T) + [le”"BD*0y, w7 2(,p)

lor| <1
+ D fli=oll7» g (3.20)
. 1
for i = 0,2. Here we use the fact that >, 3 HDaw]toniQ(ﬁ) S Do HDJC’tZOHig(Q)a

which comes from the equation and the initial data. In the coming steps, the estimate
we obtained in each step will be applied to dy,w and 9y, w in the next step, because of
the same reason as stated above. To control all other derivatives of third order, we need
to estimate derivatives in the form of 3511 852211} with k1 + k9 = 3. Due to the limit of
the regularity of the extended coefficients, we cannot obtain higher order estimate in Qp
directly. In the following steps, all estimates are restricted to the cornered time spatial
domain Q7. Before going on, we present the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let H,, be defined as in (3.6) and (3.7). For any given r;; satisfying as-
sumptions (Hy)-(Hy), we can find a multiplier Q% = Z?:o Q¢ such that
Ho(Dw; Q%) > Oy |Vyw|* — Cy |9y,w]?, (3.21)
—H; (Dw; Q%) > C4 |9y, w]* — Co(|0y,w]* + |0y,w]* + |9y,w]?), (3.22)
where Vy := (0y,, Oy,, 0y;). Moreover, if w =0 on {ys = 0}, then
—H3(Dw; Q%) > C|dyw>  on {ys =0}. (3.23)

Proof. It is convenient to denote Jy,w by &; for ¢ = 0,1,2,3. At the background solution,
by simple calculation, one has

—Hi(Dw; Q%) = (—2r10Q8 + roo QD& + QF (—r11&7 + rao€ + 13363)
— 2r11QE¢0&1 — 2r10€0éa + 2Qr1060Es — 2r11Q361Ex

- 27’11Q§£1£3. (324)

Choosing Qf such that —Q¢ry; > 0, then (3.22) follows easily. At the background solution
2

up, we know ri; = —(q_iﬁ < 0. So one just needs to let Q¢ > 0. For Ho(Dw; Q%), at

the background solution one has

Ho(Dw; Q%) = 2r10&1 (Qféo + Q& + Q4% + QiEs)
— Q&(roo€2 + r11€7 + r92€d + r33€3 + 2r10€0€1). (3.25)

If we can let the coefficient before &2 be positive, then (3.22) follows immediately. In fact,
it suffices to let 2r1pQ¢ — Qgrn > 0. Since Q¢ has been set to be positive, r1g > 0, and
r11 < 0 at the background solution, it is sufficient to let Qg be positive. At the background

solution, one has

—Hy(Dw; Qf) = —r33Q463. (3.26)
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Hence (3.23) follows if we let Q% > 0, since r33 < 0 at the background solution. O

Armed with lemma 3.2, we can obtain the first order estimate of dy,,,w. In fact, 0y, y,w

satisfies
L (Oyrysw) = Oyrys f — [Oyrys. L'lw in Qrp,
2 mer (5.27)
Oyrysw = A, on w%, :
(ayo (ay1y3w),ay1y3w) = (0, 0) on Fm.
where
1
A =i (B(Oyyw) — bo0yoys W — b20yys W — b30ysysw — by, w) . (3.28)

Problem (3.27) is an initial boundary value problem in a dihedral space-domain with two
Dirichlet boundary conditions. Multiplying (3.27); by 2e~2" Qd((?ylygw), where Q7 is given
in lemma 3.2. Then integrating on both sides with respect to (yg,y) over Qp and by using
Cauchy inequality, we obtain

77/ e_gntHOdyOdy+e—2nT/ HO‘t:Tdy_ /Z e—ZWtHldyOdy_/ e_ZWtHgdyody
Qr Q «

T

T wr
S %”entl’l(ayly?)w)”%?(ﬂﬂ + (en + D" DIy, wl72(q,)- (3.29)
By lemma 3.2, one knows that
—Hz > C|0y, (0y,4,w)|%, (3.30)
—H > Cl|ay1(ay1y3w)|2 - C2(|ayoA|2 + |8yzA|2 + |8y3A|2), (3.31)
Hy > Cy |[Vy 0y ysw]” — C2 |0y, (9 w)|* - (3.32)

From (3.29)-(3.32) and letting ¢ be properly small, one obtains
NIVydiswlli o) + e " IVydiswlzzq) + e Ouswll e ) + lle™ siswlze )

1, _ _ _
S EHG ML (13w) |72 + lle” " B0013w][ T2 0y + €T [ B0O13w][72 (0

+ [leT (Do A, By A, Dy A) |7 ()" (3.33)
From (3.28), we have
|Oyo Al + 19y, Al + |y Al
S Y IBogjw| + Y (ID*Dygw] + D w])
j#1 o] <2
+ |12 | oo (|O223w] + |Da33w]) + ||b3]| oo [D33310)] - (3.34)

Combining (3.19), (3.33) and (3.34) and the second order estimate, we obtain
NIVydiswllis o + e " IVydiswlzzq) + e Ouswlla e ) + lle™ siswlza ()

1, o t prcr
< D Clle ™ L' D0y )|z, + lle™™BD* w72, )
o<1
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1 —nt 71 2 —nt 2 | 2
+ |Z<:1 le™ L' (D% w) 2 (o) + e BD w720 ) + EII6 P L (O13w) |72
al<

1021 gy (6 B, € M D)2y + D e BOs w2
771

+ ||b3||ioo(sz) : ||€_"t3333w\|iz(w§) + D fli=oll72 (0
1, _ _
S 3 (HIem O, + e B0l ) )
o] <2
b2l o - (e rzwllpa g + o™ Basswlzg )
sl o - e sl 2y + IDFlicollZa - (3.35)
But (3.34) implies that
\|€7nt3213w||%2(w§) + |€7nt(9313w\|iz(w§)
1, _ _
$ 3 (HIem OBy + e BD% 0l )
o] <2
12 0+ (e Dozt Fa(r ) + e Basgwll 7o s )
+ Hb3\|ioo(w§) : He_"t(9333w||ia(wg) + \|Df|t=0||iz(§)- (3.36)
Then the sum of (3.35) and (3.36) indicates that

1y Orst0l22 0y + € 27 VyDiswll3aggy + eV yDrswl2a e + e " Osnstl 22

1, _ o _ a
$ 3 (1m0, + e B0l ) )

o] <2
+ ”bQH%OO(QT) : (”e_mamgw”iz(wg) + He‘"'fazgngiQ(ng))
ol ) - e szl )+ DS im0l (337)

By (Hs2) and (Hs), we know that ||ba||z and ||b3||e are small, provided the § in (Hs) is
set to be sufficiently small. It will be shown later that the third order derivatives on the
right hand-side of (3.37) can be absorbed by the left hand-side terms.

Armed with the second order estimate of 0y, w and 9y, w and the estimate of V,di3w,
one can deduce the estimate of other third order derivatives. It is easy to see

3
1
aulw = T_ L’((?ylw) — Z rijaijaylw — Z rjaj(?ylw — r(?ylw . (338)
H (i)A(L1) j=0
Hence one has
O] S |L' Oy, w)| + [Vydizw] + 3 (ID°0ypw] + IDO0y,w| + Dowl]).  (3.39)

Jor| <2
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This leads to the estimate of J;17w in terms of the controlled terms on the right hand-side
of (3.38). In fact, one has

77”677715811110”%2(QT) + 67217T||8111w”%2(9) + Heintalllwni?(u@)

1., o _ a
$ 3 (HIem OBy + e BD% 0l )

o] <2

+ Hb2H%OO(QT) : (Heinta223w”%2(w§) + ||6*77ta233w”%2(w§))

130t - e Bsasnl 22 ) + 1D Flzola gy (3.40)
For 0333w, we have
1 3
83331[) = T_ L’(3y3w) — Z Tijaijawa — Z rj8j3y3w — TayBU} . (3.41)
5 (1.0)#(33) =0

It is clear that d333w is the finite combination of DQByOw, D28y2w Vy 013w and lower order
terms, whose estimate has been established. Hence we conclude that

77H€_"t(9333w\|%2(9ﬂ + 6_27]T||8333w”%2(9) + \|€_"t3333w||i2(w§)
<> <%H6_mL/(Daw)Hi2(QT) + ||€_ntBDawH%z(weT))
<2
+ HbQH%OO(QT) : (\|€7nt3223w\|%z(wg) + ||€7nt3233w\|iz(wg))
+ Hbs\\%oo(wg) : He_"ta?,s?,wﬂiz(wg) + HDf‘t:OHiz(ﬁ)- (3.42)

It is easy to see that DQByOw, D28y2w, Vy0i3w, Oiiw, and d33zw cover all third order

derivatives of w. Thus by adding (3.20) for i = 0,2, (3.37), (3.38) and (3.42) together, we
obtain

S lle ™D wl By, + ¢TI wl s gy + e D wl s
lo| <3

1, _ o _ a
S 3 (HIem O e, + e B0l )

lo <2
+ 110217 e () (\\67171&322310“%2(%) + ”67"@23310”%2(%))
+ ||b3||ioo(w§) ’ ||€7nta333w”i2(w§) + ||Df|t=0‘|iz(ﬁ)- (3'43)

As stated before, let the ¢ in (Hg) be properly small, such that the boundary integrals
on w% on the right hand-side of (3.43) be absorbed by the left hand-side terms. Then we
conclude the third order estimate as follows

> alle™ "D w72,y + e T IID w7 ) + HefntDawH%%wa)
jal<3

1. _ N - .
S Z <H”€ WtL’(D UJ)H%J(QT)‘F lle mBD w”ig(sz)> +”Df’t:0Hiz(ﬁ)- (3.44)

lor| <2
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Step 4: In this step, we will establish the fourth order estimate in the dihedral-space
domain. Applying (3.43) to functions dy,w and 0y, w, respectively, one obtains

Z Z 77H€_ntDa3yin%2(ﬂT) + e_znT|’Daayin%2(Q) + He_ntDaayini2(wa)
i=0,2 |a|<3

1., _
$ 3 (e + e BD 0l ) ) + I ey (35)
lo|<3
Before going on, we first prove the following lemma, which is crucial to the fourth order

estimate.

Lemma 3.3. Let H,, be defined as in (3.6) and (3.7). For any given r;; satisfying as-
sumptions (Hy)-(Hy), we can find a multiplier Q¢ = Z?:o QS such that

Ho(Dw; Q°) > C1 |Vyw|” = Ca|9y,w], (3.46)
—Hi(Dw; Q%) > Cy [dy,w|* — Co|0yyw|® + [0y, w]* + [0y, w]?), (3.47)

where Vy := (0y,, Oy, , 0y, ). Moreover, if w =0 on {ys = 0}, then
—H3(Dw; Q%) > C'd,,w>  on {y3 = 0}. (3.48)

Proof. For the ease of presentation, in the proof of this lemma, denote Dw by (o, &1, &2, &3).

Then at the background solution wu;, we have

—Hy (Dw; Q%) =(—2r19Q§ + 100Q5)&5 + Q5 (—r11&5 + 122€5 + 13363)
— 2711008061 — 2710058082 + 2710Q58083 — 2711056162
— 27“11@35153. (349)

Choose @Qf such that
7“33@? > 0, (3.50)

2
then (3.47) follows easily. We know that r33 = —

- 3z < 0 at the background solution
up. So we just need to let

_+
(g——aq+

Q7 <0. (3.51)

Next, since at the background solution, we have
—H3(Dw; Q°) = —133Q5 [9y,w|*, (3.52)
(3.48) follows if we let Q§ > 0. Finally, for (3.46), at the background solution w;, we know

Ho(Dw; Q) =2r19&1(Q5é0 + Q7&1 + Q58 + Q583)
— Q6(roo&s + r11&7 + 12265 + ras&s + 2ri0€o)
=(2r10Qf — r1QF)&; — Q6(raa&s + 13363
+2r10€1(Q6%0 + @52 + Q5€3) — Q5 (r00&5 + 2r106061)
>(2r10Q5 — r11Qf — r10|@5] — r10Q%)EF + (—QFr22 — r10lQ51)E
+ (—Qfrss — 110Q5)€5 — Q5r00&5 - (3.53)
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Because r11, r02 and r33 are negative, we may let

—2r10Q + r10|QS5| + 110Q5 T10|Q5] T10QS 50
—T11 ’ —T22 ’ —7r33 ’

Qo > max{ (3.54)

then (3.46) follows. O

With the help of this lemma, we are able to derive the first order estimate of 0i13w.
Firstly we notice that 0y13w satisfies

L’(Bngw) = 3113f — [8113, L/]w mn QT, (3.55)
Oizw =0 on w", (3.56)
(8113?1}, 8y0 (811311))) = (O, 0) on Pm. (3.57)

Next we need to deduce the boundary condition that 013w satisfies on the vertical bound-
ary w’. Let

Lo = 2112012 + 122022 + 2123032,

Ly = r11011 + 2r13013 + 133033,

Lo=L — L, — L».
So we have

(r110y, 0113 + 27r130,;0113)w
= L1013w — r3301333W0
= (L' — Lo — Ly)(013w) — r3301333W0. (3.58)

For the terms on the right hand-side of above equality, only r330;333w has not been con-

trolled yet. Indeed, L'(O13w) is what we need in the estimate and Lg(O13w) and Lo (d13w)

14

have been controlled by (3.45). But by the boundary condition of w on w®, we notice that

1
O1333w = E(B(as3sw) — bo0yy 0333w — b20y, 0333w — b30yy50333W).

Therefore we deduce that
|01333w| < |B(B333w)| + | D?Oyow]| + [D30y,w| + [|bs || e - |s33300] - (3.59)

On the right hand-side of (3.59), the first term is what we need, the second and the third
terms are controlled by (3.45). For the last term, by (Hz) and (Hs), we know that ||bs||
is small, provided the ¢ in (Hj3) is appropriately small. Hence it can be absorbed by the
left hand-side of the estimate coming later, which will cover all fourth order derivatives.
On the boundary w’, combining (3.58) and (3.59), we obtain

’81113?1}‘ g ‘L’(@lgw)‘ + ’8(3333?1})’ + |D33y0w| + |D36y2w|
+ |[b3| oo - [Os333w] + [|713] Loe - [O113300] - (3.60)

Multiplying 2e~2" Q¢(d113w), where Q¢ is given in lemma 3.3, on both sides of (3.55),
integration by parts over {27 and by the use of Cauchy inequality, one has



PERSISTENCE OF THE STEADY PLANAR NORMAL SHOCK 27

on / e~ 21 Fo (Ddgw; Q°)dydyo + ¢~ 27 / 21 Fo (Do 15w; Q°)dyi—r
Qr Q

— /1Z e~ 21 Hy (DO113w; Q°)dydyo —/ e~ 21 H3(Do113w; Q°)dydyo

T w
T,
S EHG ntL/(Gugw)H%a(QT) + (e1n + 1)”D8113U)H%2(QT)

s
T

+/ Hy(DOy13w; Q°)dy|t=o- (3.61)
Q
By (3.46),(3.47) and (3.48) together with the fact

Ho(Dy13w; Q°) < [Ddyzwl?,
we deduce that

77He_ntvyam’wH%Q(QT) + e_QUTHVyaust%%Q) + \\e_nt3y33113w”i2(w§)
+ He*ntayaanng%Q(w%)
1, -
S 5”6 ntL/(augw)H%z(QT) + (e1n + 1)HD8113U)H%2(QT)

+1lle” Dy, Orizwl|F2 (g, + €2 |8y 13w 720
2
+ Z ||€7"tay¢5113w\|%z(wgr) +ID? fli=oll72 0 - (3.62)
i=0
Recalling (3.45) and (3.60), we obtain
77H€_77tD3113wH%2(QT) + e_QUT”Danst%%Q) + |le""Doyzwl|3,

(@h)
+ [le ™" 9y, 0113wl 2 )

T, -
S EHe ntL/(Gugw)H%a(QT) + (e1n + 1)HD8113U)H%2(QT)

P 2 —nt 2
£ 3 (Gl 0 By + e BD 0l
|| <3
+ [|b3 ]| 7o - Hefnta?)?»fﬂ?»wuiz(wg) + |13 7o - Hefntansngiz(weT)
+ ||€_"tL/(313w)Hiz(w§) +ID? fli=0ll72q)- (3.63)
With (3.45) and (3.63) in hand, we can deduce the estimate of the left derivatives of fourth

order, i.e., 1111w, O3333w and Oi333w. It is clear that

1
Onnmw = o~ (L' = Lo — Lo)011w — 2r1301113w — 73301133W) - (3.64)

Hence one has

77He”7t81111w||%2(9ﬂ + 672"T||31111w||%2(g) + ||€7nt61111w||22(w{;)
- 2 —2yT 2 - 2
S (77H€ "Dy wl 720y + e D Oyewlzaq) + lle ntDaayome(wg))
o <3
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+ 3 (0l D0y + e TIP3 gy + DOl 2 )
la|<3

+1lle " DAisw|Fe .y + e Dzw]| e () + ||€_"tD(9113wHiz(ng)
+ e ™ L' (Onw)l|72 ) + e L (Onw)| 720y + ||€7mLI(311w)||i2(wg)- (3.65)

For 03333w and Oq333w, it is easy to check that
1

1333w = - ((L' = Lo — L2)O13w — r1101113w — 2r1301133w)

1
O3333w = p— (L' = Lo — L2)d33w — 2r1301333w — 11101133W)

Thus both 03333w and 01333w can be controlled by estimated terms. In fact, we have

> (W\\efntaz‘sssw\\%z(nﬂ + e 2| Qiszzw]|72 ) + Hf"t@isssw\\iz(wg))
i—1,3

-
S 27" L @) 32y + (1 + DIDOswl T2y + ID*fleol F2(ay

1, _ _ _
+3 <—He (D) 220y + e "tBDawuig(w@) e L @) 22
|a[<3

+ |63/ Fee - Hefnta?)?»fﬂ?»w”%z(wg) + [Ir1s)Fee - \\67771&31133?1}”%2(“,4)
+1lle " DAz w|| 72, + e DAz wl|F2 () + He—"tDamei%g)
+ > <77||€7"tL/(31iw)H%2(QT) + e 2L (91w) 12y + HefntL/(aliw)H%%wa))
i=1,3
+aplle™™ L (Ds3w0) | 220y + €2 1L (9330) |72 () + \|e"7tL’(833w)||iQ(sz). (3.66)
It is not difficult to see that D38y0w, D38y2w, DOy13w, d1111w, O1333w and d3zzz3w cover
all derivatives of fourth order of w. We add (3.45), (3.63), (3.65) and (3.66) up, let the

1 in (3.63) and § be properly small and let 7 be properly large, such that the terms with
smallness be absorbed by the corresponding left hand-side terms. Then we obtain

Y alle "D w72, + e 2T ID W] ) + He_ntDawHi%wg)
lo <4

1, _ _
< <—||6 "L (D) 720y + lle mBDQU)H%?(w‘Q) +[ID? fle=oll72(0y
lor| <3

+lle ™™ L (Onw)||7a 0, + eI (Onw)llaq) + le™™ L' (Onw) 72
+lle ™™ L' (Dr3w)|72 0y + I (Drsw)lI72 0y + lle™™ L' (r3w) 72
+lle ™™ L' (ssw)[|72 0y + €I (F330) 1720 + le™™ L' (Os3w) T2y (3.67)

Exploiting integration by parts to fQT e~ 21 ¢2dydyy with respect to ¢, we can derive fol-

lowing inequality

_ _ 1 _
n / e 1 ¢ dydyo + e / €2 dy < - / 7?1 |0, dydyo + / €(0)"dy. (3.68)
Qr Q nJar Q
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Hence we obtain
e L' (9350) 172y + € 2L (950) 1720

1,
= Ell6 ML (Oi5w)l[72 () + 1L (Ojw)le=o0lI72 g

S Z He_ntDawH%%QT) + \\e_ntL,(ataijw)Hi2(QT) + HDZf\t:OH%%Q)- (3.69)

o] <4

| =

By Gauss theorem, we also have

e~ L/ (0410) 22,

:/ _8311(6721715|Ll(aijw)|2)dydy0

Qr

< [ L@ w10, 10w dydus
T

< / o2t <i ‘8y1L’(8ijw)|2 +en !L'(@ijw)|2> dydyo
Qr en

< / e 2nt <$ (2 ‘[Byl,L/]aijwf +2 ‘L'(aylaijw)f) +en ‘L'(@ijw)‘2> dydyo
Qr

1 _ _
S o 2 (Il DD iy + e LD W),
|| <3

+en Y [le " Dw|[72 (g, (3.70)
|a[<4

Substitute (3.69) and (3.70) into (3.67), let the € in (3.70) be properly small and then let

1 be appropriately large, we conclude the fourth order estimate as follows

> nlle D w720, + €T ID w72 g + He*"tDO‘wHig(sz)
<4

Lo_ o - o
S Z <—H€ "L'(D w)H%Q(QT) +[le”"BD wuiqwg)) + HDQf’t:OH%%Q)- (3.71)

|| <3

Step 5: Higher order estimate. In this step we will prove higher order estimate by the
induction method. Assume the estimate of 2k-th order has been established, i.e., we have

> alle™Dwl[72 g, + e 2T ID w720y + He*"tDO‘wHig(sz)
o] <2k

1 - - J—
< D <5He "L (DY) |[72 (0 + lle ntBDawHi%w%)) D% fuol2ay (3.72)
laj<2k—1

Then one proceeds to establish the estimate of (2k + 1)-th order and (2k + 2)-th order on
the basis of the estimate of (2k)-th order. In what follows, we deal with the estimate of
(2k)-th order first. Since both 9y, and J,, are tangential to the boundaries I's and I, the
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application of (3.72) to 0y, w and Jy,w yields

> D uleT DOy wliFaq,) + e T ID 0y w]Fa gy + e DOy w7z e

i=0,2 || <2k
1., _
S X (1O 0By + e BD 0l ) )
|o| <2k
+ HDQk*zf’t:OH%%QT)- (3.73)

Analogous to the estimate of third order, one tries to derive the first order estimate of
82{“*183/311}. It is clear that

L0 0y,w) = 00810y, f — 0219y, L'lw in Qr, (3.74)
851‘“_183/310:0 on w’, (3.75)
(070w, Dyy (058 Dyyw)) = (0,0) on Ty, (3.76)

Next we need to deduce the boundary condition on w for 8§f_1ay3w. It is not difficult to
check that

855716?43“) = (L' = Lo — Ly — 2113013 — 7“33333)35573(%310. (3.77)
It follows from (3.77) that
agfflﬁygw =A; on T, (3.78)
Moreover, from (3.77), one has
[9yo M|+ Dy Ar| + |8y A |
S D (ID*9yew| + D w| + Dy, w|) + 6D w)|

~

| <2k

+ Y D) + (ajf—?)ajgw( , (3.79)
o <2k—1

where the § before [D?*1w| comes from the smallness of 713 due to (H;) and (Hz). So
we have to estimate {(95?_38;1310‘. We already know Bw = g on w’, then it is easy to verify
that

1

Oy, Ok = E(Bajfw — (bo0y, + b20y, + b30y, + b)0prw). (3.80)

Remembering that 8y08§§w, Oy, a;fw and a;fw have been controlled by (3.73) and ||bs||
is close to zero, so 0,,0%%w can be regarded as known function on w’. Furthermore, from

Y1~ys
(3.80), we have

(a a%w( < Y (DOywl + [Dw| + [D*8,,w| + [BDw)|) + §D*Hw|.  (3.81)

Yi1*~ys ~
la <2k

It is easy to check that

2k—2j—192j+2,
ayl aya w =

- (L' — Lo — Ly — 2r13013 — r11001) 0o 192 w. (3.82)
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For the ease of presentation, let
Bj =0k 2y, (3.83)
Aj = (LI — L() — L2 - 27“13813) a;fiwilaggw (384)
for j =2,3,--- , k. Then it is clear that
451 S D (ID*0yw] + D*w| + DOy,wl) + 6D Tw|+ Y~ [/ (Dw)|.  (3.85)
|| <2k o <2k—1

From (3.82)-(3.84), we obtain

Bjt1 = %(Aj —r11535), (3.86)
33

which implies

Aj — 133841

B = 3.87
=S (3.87)
Gathering (3.81), (3.84), and (3.87), one derives a sequence {ﬁj}?zz that satisfies
B S %a\gzk(!Da@yow\ + [D%w| + [B(Dw)| + [D*8y,w]) + D> aw],
@:L‘%ﬁﬂ'“, j=k—1,k—2-- 32 (3.88)
11
451 S X jaj<on (D Oyow] + DYw| + 8D+ w]) + 37 <oy [ L/ (Dw)].
For j =2,3,--- ,k, we claim that [3; satisfies
81 S Y (ID*8y,w] + D w| + [B(D w)| + D8y, w])
la <2k
+6D* |+ Y |L/(Dw)], (3.89)

la|<2k—1
and hence so does 85?‘383310 := (3. Indeed, from (3.81) it is clear to see that [ satisfies
(3.89). Assume f satisfies (3.89) for some ¢ < k, then by (3.85) and (3.88),, we obtain
Be—1| S [Ae—1| + [B]
S Y (D Oyw| + DY w| + [B(Dw)| + [D*8,,w])
la|<2k
+6D*Hw| + > |L/(Dw)
la|<2k—1

)

which implies 8y also satisfies (3.89). Hence our claim holds. Therefore one can deduce
from (3.79) that
Oy | + [0y, Ar | + |0y A1)
< Y (ID%9y,uw] + D] + [BDw)| + 6D+ w|
la| <2k

+ > | (D). (3.90)

la|<2k—1



32 BEIXIANG FANG, FEIMIN HUANG, WEI XIANG, AND FENG XIAO

With the help of lemma 3.2 and (3.90), we are able to obtain the first order estimate of
ajf_lay:,)w. Multiplying 2e~2" Qd(ajf_lay?)w) on both sides of (3.74), integrating by parts
over Q0 and then apply (3.21)-(3.23) in lemma 3.2, one deduces that

_ k— —onT k— - k
e Vy 0y 0wl e,y + e IV Oy Oy wllia ) + e 0 Byl Ta e
—nt92k—1492 112
+ [le™" 8y1 aysw”LQ(w§)
1 _ k— - k—
< —He ntLl(a§1 10y3w)|’%2(QT) + (1 +en)|le WtDagl 1ay3wH%z(QT)

e 0 Dyl + D e, Dy (3.91)
1#1

In light of (3.73), (3.90) and (3.91), we obtain

nlle™ ™D 0y, w72,y + € 2" DI Oy wl|Za gy + e DI yywl|7a e

1., _ _ _
S 5”6 L0 Oy w)[[72 (0 + (14 em)lle DT Dy w720y

£ 3 (e wE + e B0l ) + D% ol
la| <2k

—ntTy2k+1, 112 = 2
+0lleD*HwlFy e+ D e L (D)7 - (3.92)
la|<2k—1
Now one turns to the estimate of derivatives other than D*9,,w, D?**9,,w and D@Zf_laygw,
i.e., the estimate of 85{”110 and the estimate of derivatives in the form of ajf I +18§3w with
3<j<2k+1. For 82{““11}, it is easy to check that

1 _
3§f+1w = T_H(LI — LO — L2 — 27’13813 — 7’33833)85{g lw. (3.93)

Hence 35?“1{) can be controlled by estimated terms. In fact, we have

a2k+1

- —2nT || 92k+1
77”6 " Y1 ! Haler

wH%%Q) + [l g

w720 € wHiz(wa)

S 77H€7"tD2kayowH%2(ﬂT) + 67217T\\D2k3yow”%2(ﬂ) + ”efntD%ayow”i?(wg)
+ 77H€7"tD2k5y2wH%2(QT) + 67217T\\D2k5y2w\\%2(ﬂ) + ”efntD%ayawH%?(wg)
+nlle™ DI 0y, wl T2, + e IDIGTT Oy wlTagqy + lle” DI Dy wl T2 e
e L (05 w)|[Faayy + e T IL (O3 w) G2y + lle™™ L' (@5 )17z e

1 - _
S L L@ 0y e + (14 el DO, 0l
s (—ne ML D) [Baggy + e BD w2, )+\|D2“f|t:ou%2mﬂ
la| <2k
Ol DRH w2, e+ e L O ) [y + €I (02 ) By

+ > He—ntL/(Daw)”iQ(wZT). (3.94)
lo|<2k—1
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We remark that the last three terms in (3.94) can be estimated by same argument as (3.69)

and (3.70). For all j =0,1,2,--- ,2k + 1 we claim that
—nt a2k—j+1a5 112 —omT | A2k—j+147 112 —nt a2%k—j+1a5 . |12
nlle™ 0y T 0wl + e T 10y T O wlTa () + e 0y T O wlla e

1., _ _ _ _
S ol ML (O Oy w) 1720y + (1 +Em) e DT Dy w13

+ ) (‘He_ntL, (Dw)|[ 2y + lle” ntBDaw”m(w ) + D72 fli=ol1 72 0y

|a| <2k
+olle D wlFy ey D0 alle L (D) Fa gy + e P IIL (D) 2 g
|| <2k—1
+ > e L' (D) 72 e - (3.95)
|| <2k—1

Indeed, from (3.92) and (3.94), we know (3.95) is valid for j = 0, 1,2. Suppose (3.95) holds
for all j < ¢. We proceed to show (3.95) also holds for j = ¢ + 1. In fact, one has
1 ial—
32k 585:1 7“_33(LI — LO — LQ — 27“13813 — 7“11811)85{g 6353 lw. (3.96)

Hence we have

nlle™ ™0 O wll Lo,y + eI T O, ey + e T O Wil T e
=S 77H€_"tL/(a§f_£3§;1w)||%2(QT) + e_znT||L,(3§f_€3§;1w||%2(9)
n HefntL/(azkfzaeqw”%Q(%)
e DDyl By + ¢ IDH 0] g + DRy
+ U\\efntD%ayzw”B(ﬂT) + efznTHDzkayzw”m(Q) + HefntD%ayzw”i?(wi})
+ 77He‘"tajf_“Q@ﬁ;le%g(ﬂT) + e—QnT|’3§f—z+23z;1w”%2(m
+ Hefntasf—zmaﬁglwni%w%)
+alle™™ O O wl e,y + e O T O w2 )
+ e T O wl ey (3.97)

By our induction assumption that (3.95) is valid for j < ¢ and (3.73), we deduce that

OB Ol + e O 0l

a2k7583+1 HL2 (wg)

- 2
n”e m Y1 3 wHLQ(QT)—i_e

~

1, _ _ _ _
S 5”6 L0 Dy w) |20y + (1 +en)lle” DO dygwl|72

+ ) (-He_"tL' (Dw)[[F2(qp + lle™" BD w75 0 >+||D2k_2f|t=ol|%2(nT)
|a| <2k

+ 3 (le D) 2y + e L (D) 22 + ¢ H T (D)2 gy
o <2k—1

+ 5“6_7ZtD2k+1w”ig ,

i) (3.98)
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which implies (3.95) holds for j = ¢ + 1 and this completes the induction. Now we are
able to conclude the estimate of (2k + 1)-th order. Since D?*0,,w, D?*,,w, D@Zf‘lﬁygw,
ajfﬁygw and agffjJrl(%gw(O < j <2k +1) cover all derivatives of (2k + 1)-th order, the
sum of (3.73) and (3.95) for 0 < j < 2k + 1 yields

S (e DB, + e T ID 0B gy + e D w2 ) )
o <2k+1

1, _ _ _ _
< a”e ntL/(aZf 18y3w)H%2(QT) + (1 +en)|le WtDagf 1ay3wH%z(QT)

s (—ue ML/ (D) |22 + e BD w2, )

|a| <2k

+ 3 (e w) R +alle (D) 22,
|| <2k—1

+ L D) (g ) + 0lle T DH w4+ D2 flicolFagy)- (3.99)

Let ¢ and € be appropriately small and estimate the terms on the second last line of (3.99)
by same arguments as (3.69) and (3.70), then let 1 be properly large, we are led to

> <77H€_ntDawH%2(QT) +e 21 D72 + He_ntDawHi%wg))
|| <2k+1

1, _ _
<y (—ue T L(D%0) |22, + e "tBDawniz(szQ + D% flicol22(0,, (3.100)
|a <2k

which is nothing but the estimate of (2k + 1)-th order.
Next, we continue to derive the estimate of (2k+2)-th order, on the basis of the estimate
of (2k + 1)-th order. Apply (3.100) to 0y, w and Jy,w, we have

S (Ml D0 wlaq) + T ID Oyl + D00l )
oo <2k+1
b Y (e Do 0wl + e T ID 0wl + DOl )
oo <2k+1
1 - —
N Z (‘He ML (D) |22y + e WtBDaw”%Q(w§)>+”D2kf‘tOH%%QT). (3.101)
|| <2k+41

Then we will firstly establish the first order derivative of 82k8y3w. It is clear that

L'(07F0yw) = 0,0y, f — (075 0y,, L'lw in Qr, (3.102)
20y, w =0 on wp, (3.103)
(agfaysw’ayo (foaygw)) =(0,0) on TYy,. (3.104)

We have to deduce the boundary condition on w’ for Bgfay?,w. By the definitions of L', Lg
and Lo, it is clear that

8y1 (8§f8y3w) = (L, — LO — L2 — 27“13813 — ngagg)agf_lay3w. (3.105)
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¢

Hence, we need to determine 83{“*182311) on w'. From the boundary condition Bw = g on

wt, we notice that

8y13§§+1w = (B - banO - ay28y2 - b3a¥/3)a§f+lw'

Thus we have

0,02 | S BI04+ [DH 10, 0] + [DHH10,,0] + 5 [DH 20 (3.106)
Again by the definitions of L', Ly and Lo, we can further deduce
G231 23 — %w Lo Ly 2ri — 0N . (3.107)
For 1 <j <k, let
a; = Op AT (3.108)
Bj = T—;(L’ — Lo — Lo — 2r13)0, %7 1007 . (3.109)

From (3.106)-(3.109), we obtain a finite sequence {aj}le satisfying

ag S |BOZHw| 4 DP9, w| 4 [DPH19,,w| + § D 20|
ajyr =By —a; (j=1,2,--- k),

733
Bj| S |03 03 )| + [P0y w] + [DHH10, 0] + 5 [D+ 2w

Analogous to the sequence {f;}, by induction on j, one can deduce that a; (1 < j < k)
satisfies

s Y |L’(D°‘w)|+‘D%“@yow‘+‘D2k+18y2w‘+5‘D2k+2w‘+ S 1BDw)
o] <2k lor| <2k+1

and so does a; = 851‘“_185’311). Armed with this estimate for 35{“_185’311), we obtain from
(3.105) that
00, (020 0)| S 3 [LDw0)| + DX, 0| + [DH10,,0]
la|<2k
+5 ‘D%“w( + 3 IBD . (3.110)
la|<2k+1

Thanks to lemma 3.3, we are able to derive the first order estimate of agfawa. Multiplying
2e~ 21t Qe(ajfawa) on both sides of (3.102), integration by parts over Qr, applying lemma
3.3 and Cauchy inequality, one has

nlle™ " Vy O Oyl + e IVy 05 Oyl 2 o

+ €770, 05 a2 gy + €™ 040y Byl oy
1., _ _
< 5He ”tL/(OZfﬁysw)H%?(aﬂ + (1 +en)e ”tDasfﬁyng%z(QT)

+ 77”eintayOanayst%Q(QT) + 67277TH8y0(9§f(9y3wH%2(Q)
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2
- 2k 2
+ Z He ntayiazn 8y3wHL2(w€T)'
=0
In view of (3.101) and (3.110), we obtain from above inequality that

nlle™" DO Oy w120, + e DI Oy wllZz g

— k — k
+ 17D Oyl ug ) + e a0 g0l 2o,

1, B
S 5“6 "L (05 0y w)l[E2 () + (1 + en)lle™™ DIy, w22,

Lo 2 —nt 2 2k 2
b (Sl O gy + I ED 0l g ) + ID* ol
o <2k+1
- k
+ > e "L (DW)I172 ey + SID* 2wl . (3.111)
la|<2k
Now we turn to the estimate of 3§f+2w and the estimate of the derivatives in the form of
O2FIT290 4 with 3 < j < 2k + 2. By the definitions of L/, Ly and Ly, one has
1

2k+2 L
8@/1 w =

(L, - LO — L2 — 27“13({913 — 7“33333) Bsz (3112)
11

So 83{“*211} can be estimated by controlled terms, i.e.,

o242 <

L'(agfw)( n ‘D%Hayow‘ v ‘D%“aygw‘ v ‘Dagfaysw‘ . (3.113)
This together with (3.101) and (3.111) imply

_ k - k - k
nlle "t8§1+2w|!%2(QT)+e 2"T|’3§1+2w”%2(9)+\\6 nt3§1+2w|’i2(w§)

1, B
S 5“6 "L (05 0y w)l[E2 ) + (1 + en)lle™™ DI 0y, w72,

1, _
+ Y (—ne "L(Dw)72 (0 + lle "tBDawuiz(wg))*“D?’ffltzon%m)
|| <2k+1
+ D e LD W)l Ta ey + SIDP ] Ta )+ mlle”™ L (G w)I172 g
|| <2k
+ e 2L (055 w) 520 + e L (055 w)

12 - (3.114)

Then by simple induction argument as we use in (3.95)-(3.98), one deduces for all 3 < j <
2k + 2 that

—nt 92k—j5+2 qJ 2 —2nT 2k—j+2 a7 2 —nt 92k—j+2 qj 2
nlle™™ 8y 0y, wllz2 (g + e 0T 0wl e () + €T T T O Wl e

1, _ _
S 5”6 ML (037 0y w)l[ 720y + (14 en) e DI Dygwl|7 2,
1 —ntr/ 2 —nt 2 2k 2
+ | |§+1 (5”6 L (D)2 ) + le”"BD w720y ) + D7 flizollz2(0)
o>

3D w2, o+ S ale ML D) By + L (D) R
o <2k
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—nt 71Ty 2
+ > e LD )72t (3.115)
| <2k
To this end, adding (3.101), (3.111) and (3.115) for all 3 < j < 2k + 2 together, then let
€, 0 be properly small and n be appropriately large, one concludes that

> <77H€_ntDaw”%2(QT) +e 21 [Dw| 720 + He_ntDawHiz(wg))

la|<2k+2
1 .
s 2 (—“e "L D)2, + e "fBD“me)
|| <2k+1
+[ID* fli=0l17 2 (- (3.116)

This completes the induction process from the estimate of 2k-th order to (2k + 2)-th order
and hence finishes our proof of proposition 3.1. ]

3.1. Proof of theorem 3.1. Based on proposition (3.1), we are able to prove theorem
3.1 by carefully estimating L'(D%w) for |a] < s < ng+ 2.

Proof of Theorem 8.1. 1t is clear that the estimate in Proposition 3.1 holds for all 7" > 0.
Hence, in order to prove theorem 3.1, we just need to estimate L' (D%w) and B(D%w).
First, for L' (D%w), actually

L' (D%w) = — [D* L'l w + D* (L'w)

(3.117)
= —[D* L'Jw + D" .

Then we need to estimate the commutator [D®, L'|w. By definition

[Da, L/]w = Da(nj@ijw) — rijDaal-jw + Da(n@iwl) — aiDa((?Z-w) + DQ(T’U}) — rD%w.
For the commutator, we claim:

[D% L'lw is a linear combination of finitely many terms, and each
term is a product of derivatives of u and w, in which at most one factor (3.118)

has u and w differentiated more than WIT—M times.

To show claim (3.118), we observe that D%(r;;0;;w) — r;;D*0;jw is a linear combination
of the terms of the following form:

pi; (VW(u), Du)oH"* VWoH2 VW - .. 0" VIWO" Dud™Du - - - 07 Dud? 0;;w

in which |p1] + [p2| + -+ + [l + [l + el + - + 1wl + |o] = |af and |o| < |af — 1.
Case 1: If |o > 1202 then || + |ual + - + |l + || + ol + -+ + ] < 1252 S0
(Ja]+2) |ar|+2
2

il < wgﬂ) and |y;| < *=5— and they cannot achieve

Case 2: If |o| < ‘a|272, then [pq |+ |po|+- -+l + |yl +v2l+- -+l < |al. So there is
at most one index among {1, -+ ,7x} whose value is larger than % Because |a] < s—1,
we have &;2) < s. Similar argument to D% (r;0;w)—r;D¥(9;w; ) and D(rd;w)—rD*(d;w)

implies both of them have similar forms as the one for D(r;;0;;w) —r;;D*0;;w. Therefore,

at the same time.
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claim (3.118) holds. Based on (Hj), equation (3.3), and the claim (3.118), we have
D% Lw| <Cs( Y DD 0wl + > DVuldgul+ Y [Dw)).

1<|y[<]al vl=lal+1 2<|vI<lal+1
1<o< o2

Note that |a| < s—1. Soif 7 < s < ng+3, then the Sobolev embedding theorem indicates
|D?0;;w||p < ||wl| gs. Therefore,

> @)l Sllwlles + 111l + 0D w] po (gl s (3.119)
lo|<s—1
Then by choosing 1 be large and ¢ be small, it follows from Proposition 3.1 that

Y alle” "D wl[Fa g, + e 2 [DYw| 2 ) + ||€7"tDaw||i2(wa)
jal<s

1
< | |lem w3, - sup |lw(t, )| + le”™ f|%,.-
S5 (ll 1775 ) ogthH (& M zra ) + 771 (2r)

+ ) e BD wll72 0 - (3.120)
lal<s—1
where constant C' does not depend on w and we choose yq sufficiently small.
Note that
B (D%w) = — [DY, B]w + D (Bw)

(3.121)
= —[D%, BJw 4+ D%g.

Similar to claim (3.118), [D%, B]w is a linear combination of finitely many terms, and
each term is a product of derivatives of u and w, in which at most one factor has v and w
differentiated more than w;l) times.

Therefore, by the trace theorem, one has

Yo
3 /0 &2 BDOw(t, 0,)][2 .t

la|<s—1
Yo
§ Z /(; e—Znt((SHDozw(t’ 0, )“%2(R+) + HDag(t7O, )|’%2(R+))dt
| <s—1
< v —2nt |1y 2 . —2nt |1y 2
<SS o[ ettt Y gydt+ 3 [ e DGt 0, )2 eyt (3.122)
la<s 0 || <s—1 0

Substitute (3.122) into (3.120), let s = 4 in (3.120) and repeat above process, then let
0, T and % be small, one can deduce that solution w of problem (LP) satisfies the estimate
(3.1). This completes the proof of this theorem. O

4. WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE NON-LINEAR PROBLEM

4.1. Reformulation of the non-linear problem. We firstly reformulate the non-linear

problem (NLP). Let
Op W
1+ |02, W2 + [0, W

u:=u-+ys
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where u is the solution to the (NLP). Since

31‘2
0u_ [ eV s WG ) 1 0, W 0 WP
u B T 0L + [0, W] 1+ |95, W + |05, W2
20y, Wy, W Oy
— — 4.1
Y3 (1 n ‘amW’Q + ’8352)/\}‘2)2 <8$1$2W+ax2$2w Bu ) ) ( )

one has % > 0, when y3 and ||W||y2. is sufficiently small. Then by the implicit function
theorem, u can be expressed as a function with respect to @, yo and y3. We assume
u = k(@,y2,ys) for some smooth function k. By the property of our background solution,
i.e., the nozzle wall I'y is flat at the background solution, we have u = wuy, if u = up. That
is to say k(up,y2,ys) = up. For notational simplicity, let
O, W
Nwr,22) = (1 1O WE + [0,

Then by direct computation, one has

)

Ok = 1+y383&2N
“ 1+ y3(0s, N +]%,32N)’
Y30z,
Oy b = — , 4.2
Y2 14 y3(0z, N + 05, N) (4.2)
N
Oysk =

1+ y3(0p,N + 9, N)
It is easy to see that Oyk is close to one and Oykl|.r = 1, while 0y, and 9,k are close to

zero. The second order derivatives of k with respect ot @, yo, y3 is listed in the appendix.
From (2.13)-(2.15) we deduce that u satisfies

3
Onk Z dijaijﬁ = F(ﬁ, Dﬂ), (4.3)
i,5=0
where
3 3
F(ﬁ, Dﬂ) = andijamaja + 2 Z Iiawagjajﬂ + 2 Z Iiay?ﬁ,g]‘ajﬁ
7=0 7=0

+ dzg@wwﬁ + 2&233y2y3l€ + d338y3y3/<; — (&28y2u + 633y3u)

3
- (al?aﬂclmp(amu)g + (8311“)3 Z aijaﬂﬁiﬂﬁjq)_)? (4.4)
i,j=0
where 0y, u can be replaced by 0zk0y, 1 + Oy, ki + Oy, kd;3.
The initial conditions for u now become

Uilyo=0 = uo + y3N (o, x2(u0, Y2, ¥3)), (4.5)
Oy Ul yo=0 = (1 + y30 _ OV ( ( ) (4.6)
Yo Ulyo=0 1 Y30z, 1+ 4305, N 0, L2(U0, Y2, Y3
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The boundary conditions for @ are
— T
Oyt =0 on wr, (4.7)
_ ‘
G(k(u,y2,y3),Du) =0 on wr, (4.8)

where 0y, u should be replaced by 0zk0y, U + Oy, k0i2 + Oyy Kd;3.
Let @;(y) := 05, u(yo,¥)|yo=0, which can be derived by differentiating (4.3) with respect
to yo. Obviously, @y and @; are give by (4.5) and (4.6) respectively. Let

U U
D(Yo,¥) = Tio + Uryo + moyp + -+ =2y,
2' 80!
We introduce a new unknown @ := u — ¢ and define @y := up — 9. Then 4 satisfies
3 3
&m Z dl-j&jﬂ == F(ﬂ + ¢, D(ﬂ + 1,[))) — &m Z dijal'jﬂ) in QT,
i,j=0 H=0

G(I{(ﬂ+¢,y2,y3),D(I{(Z~L +¢ay2’y3))) =0 on Wg“, (49)

Oy =0 on  wh,

(@, Oyo )] yo=0 = (0,0) on [',.

If we can solve this problem for @, then clearly @+1) is the desired solution to the non-linear
problem (NLP).

4.2. Proof of theorem 2.1. In this section, we introduce a iterative scheme to deduce
the existence of smooth solution to the non-linear problem (4.9). Let g := 0 and p,+1

(m > 0) is defined as the solution to the following initial boundary value problem

3
3@& z dﬁ@ij&m+1 = Fm — 3@&&2?31']'1/1 in QT,

2,7=0
By, 11 = By, — G, on w%, (4.10)
Oy limt1 = 0 on wr,
(ﬁm+17ayoam+1)’yo:0 = (0,0) on [,
where @7 = Gijlu=r(am+dyoys)s Em = F(lm + 1, D(lm + 1)), G = Gluzr (i +v.y2,y3)
and 5
0G 0G
B=0ak» —— - Oy, + Ok
i=0 auyz’ U=1up du uU="1uy

and G = G(u,Du) is defined in (2.21).
Before proving the convergence of above iterative scheme, we have to verify hypothesis
(Hp)-(Hy). Actually we have following lemma:

Lemma 4.1. (a;5)o<i j<3 and B satisfy all assumptions (H; )-(Hy).

Proof. 1t is clear that a;; are smooth functions depending on u and Du. As a direct
consequence of (1.13) and (2.10), ap3 vanishes on I',. In view of the slip boundary condition
(1.13) and (2.11), it is clear that

13|10 = 20y, w(0p, W(0p, WOyt — Oy pOyyu + 1))
+ 20y, w(0py W (O Oy Wyt + Oy WOy tt — Dyytt) + Oy POyput + Oyt (4.11)
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But (1.13) implies
_8$1W(CI)_ - (b)m - @CQW((I)_ - (b)m + (CI)_ - ¢)x3 =0

on I'g, so by the slip boundary condition of ®~ and the expressions of ¢,, (i = 1,2,3)
given by (2.8), it is equivalent to say that

Op W(03, WOy, u — O pOy,u + 1)
+ 0y W(023 002, WOy, tt + 03, WOy, u — Oy, 1)
+ 03 pOyott + Oyyu = 0 on Ty, (4.12)

Thus, independent of the choice of p(x), one deduces that a;3 vanishes on I',. Also by the
slip boundary condition (1.13), we deduce that

d23len = (1) (D WD + Ouy W (Dayp + 1) — By ). (4.13)
So requiring as3 = 0 on I'y, is equivalent to require
Op WOy, p + 0, W(00,p+ 1) — 0psp =0 on Ty (4.14)
With G given in (2.21), by simple calculation, we have
G=(pt —p )¢+ Vo V)~ |Vo|* o,

where p* = ((v — 1)(By — ®f — 3 [VOE?) +1)7-T and &+ := ® is the velocity potential
ahead of the shock front. Replacing D¢ in G by Du via (2.8), then differentiate G with
respect to v and uy,, respectively, one can obtain the expressions of b and b; (j = 0,1,2,3).

By simple calculation, one has

op™ _ _ _
by = —— -V T VO
3= G KTV VO + (0T — ) (G Ve Ve
=& (¢ +V¢-VOT) + (p* —p7)- & (4.15)
where
£ = — (896317 — 83&1p8$1w + 3x3p‘3x2W’2 — aﬂczw)amu
(7))
(14 102, WP + [0, W[2) Oy + Oy W
(o772 Oy )
O WOy P + 05, W0, @ — 02,07
Oy u ’
£y — O WOy, @™ + 0, W0, @7 — 0,0~
Oy u '

Since @~ satisfies (1.13) on I'y, (equivalently on {ys = 0}) and u satisfies (2.19) on
{yz = 0}, in order to let bs|,,—o = 0, it suffices to require

Ousp(1 4 [0p,WI?) — 0y pOuy W — 02,V =0 on Ty, (4.16)
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It is easy to verify that (4.14) and (4.16) are satisfied, if we let

(@) i= OV
P = 110, W2 + [0, W]

With such p(x), by calculating the Jacobian of &7, one can easily check that & is indeed

(z3 = W). (4.17)

invertible, when w is close to uy, 0,V is small, and z3 is close to W(x,z2) (this means
y3 is small in (yo,y)-coordinate). Here we do not need the exact expression of by, b and b;
(j =0,1,2). At the background solution (u, W) = (up,0), one has

oG q
bo = 5 — =(¢- — ¢4) <—p+2+ (¢- —a+) — (p+ — p—)> <0, (4.18)
Uy, c
oG Py
by = (g —qs)? (- - . 41
i TS G- CREYRENTRES) E R
and hle hle hle
by 1= 20,10) =0, b3:= 90y 0) =0, = i 0.

Moreover, with the choice of p(x), one can see that ay is zero at the background solution.
Hence a9 is close to zero near the background solution. This allows us to put the term
a20y,u to the right side in the coming iteration scheme, so that the coeflicient before 0,,u
be zero. Then above computations together with (2.25)-(2.28) implies (H;) and (Hg) are
fulfilled. We still need to verify (Hy). It is clear that b; is bounded away from zero when
u is sufficiently close to up. By simple calculation, we have

an, - g4 (A —d)(Ap- —p) +arler —q)py)
——bo — a1 = — + 3
by - —a+  (g- —aq)p+ay — L (=2g4p4 +q-(p- + p+))
_ e (G ) = o) T 04 (gr —a-)p)
4 —qy (63 — )(g- —q+)p+
a4y e —pe) Tar(ar —a-)ps
q- — q+ (0- —a+)p+
1
= —————(=q4p+ — E(p- = p1) — 4+ (a+ — a-)ps)
(- —a+)p+ -
1 2
> —————(—pra+ — a3 (p- — p+) —a+(q+ — q-)p+)
(g— —aq+)p+ "
9+
= ——————(¢-p+ —q4p- —p4) > 0. (4.20)
(g— —aq+)p+
Moreover, at the background solution we have
3 2(.2 2 ~
ijos bi o by - —q+)"(cf —q7) a .
Y @ (anT —an)(anz> —aj) = : +)2( + ) (5=bo — i1g)* > 0
ij=0 b1 b1 C+ b1

So 7 exists and hence (Hy) is satisfied. For (Hs), we can see from our proof of the

convergence of the scheme that the solution @ 4+ v is still close to uy. ]

For s € N| let

n Z HefntDaUH?ﬁ(QT) = HUH%;(QT)
laf<s
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and denote by [|ul|s,r the usual Sobolev norm ||e~"ul|fs(q,). Furthermore, for simpli-

fication, one may use ||u|y,—o||s,,7 to represent the usual Sobolev norm on the boundary

{y1 =0}

Lemma 4.2. For any smooth function v and any n > 1, we have

_ 1
e~ ullie o) S Fllulen, (421)
provided that Bgu =0,5=0,1,---,s—1. Here He*”tuHHs(QT) 18 the standard sobolev
norm.
Proof. Let

0
A(yo)Z/ /G_Z"t\UIQdydt
0o JO
Then we have

1 [ —ont 2
—%/0 /Q(e )¢ Ju|*dydt

L[ M, |2 ot
——/ (e u|*)¢ — 2™ T udyudydt
0 JQ

1 1 (Yo
= 2 /) e ™20 (o, )| Ady + %/0 /926_277tu8tudydt
<L [ o, ay+ L [0 [ et lul + o) dyat
T 20 /g O fe g ! n
1 —2nY0 2 1 1 v —2nt 2
= "o )¢ [u(yo, )"y + 5 A(yo) + w2 | )¢ |Opu|"dydt.
Here for the third identity, we have used the assumption that u|,—9 = 0. This implies
1 Yo
nA(yo)—i—/Qe2”y°]u(y0,-)\2dy§ 5/ /gle2’7t]8tu\2dydt. (4.22)
0
In particular,
Yo Yo
2A(yo) < / / e 21| Dpu Pdydt < / / e 21 | Du|*dydt. (4.23)

It follows from (4.22) that

/ / ~2t | D) ?dydt + 7? / / —2nt |2 dydt+/ / —20t |2 dydt

(4.24)
5/0 *2flt(||uHL2(Q + HDUHLQ(Q )dt
This implies that ||u||? S nHuHHl )
Now for k£ € N, assume
1
e S 7 Il (4.25)

We are going to show

1
2 2
ulf i S S, (426)
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Repeating the process for estimate (4.23) above m times where |u|? in A(y) is replaced
by |D™u|?, we have

Yo Yo
/ e*Q”tHD"uH%Q(Q)dt < 772m/ 672’7t\|Dm+"u||%2(Q)dt (4.27)
0 0
provided that dluli—g =0,1=0,1,2,--- ,m +n — 1.
Note that
ullF 1 = lelli,r+ D 1D )70 (4.28)
|a|=k+1
and

Z HDa(Bfmu)H%z(QT) — Z ||(_77)116*77tDl2uH%2(QT)
|o|=k+1 l1+l2=k+1

= > e DRull72 - (4.29)
1 +lo=k+1

So by (4.27), we have

11, —1t ! —ntpli+l
> )Ml DRul g < Y le D )T g

1 +lo=k+1 l1+lo=k+1
= Y e Dlf72q,)- (4.30)
|a|=k+1
From (4.25), (4.28)—(4.30), we obtain (4.26). Therefore, we derive the estimate (4.21) for
any s € N by the induction method. O

Lemma 4.3 (Boundedness in the norm of high regularity). Under the assumption of
theorem 2.1, there exists a large e > 1 and a small T, > 0 and small €9 > 0, such that for
alln > ny and T < T, the following estimate

2+ > sup D@ (t, )2y + D lle™ D720y < € (4.31)
lof<s == | <s

holds for all m > 0.

Proof. We prove this lemma by induction. Suppose (4.31) holds for all m < n, we proceed
to show it also holds true for m = n + 1. In view of (4.10), in order to apply theorem 3.1
t0 Up41, we need to estimate the source terms. By the definition of F;,, we know that

1Full2 -z S C'edllanll? - (4.32)
Similarly, we have
183505501121 0 < C"lin 2 1 (4.33)

For the boundary term, noticing that G(uy, Duy) = 0, we have
Buy, — Gy, = B, — (G(ty, + ¢, D(ty + 1) — G(up, Duy))
= Bty — Bty + 1) — up) + A D> Gy 400+ v—uy) An
= B(uy — ) + AZD2G|u=ub+0(an+w—ub)Ana (4.34)
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where A, = (U, + ¥ — up, D(Uy, + 1 — up)). Hence we deduce that

Z le™™ D (B, — Gn)H;(wg)

|o| <s—1

< 3 1D — )y + e inlysollle e (4.35)

laf<s

By theorem 3.1 and lemma 4.2 and in view of (4.32), (4.33), and (4.35), we deduce that
il + S5 D% (1) ey + e nenlolr
< + 9l (1Fal i + 1250501 )
" 2 1T Fyl2_y o+ €T | (Bl — Gohymol2 1.7
<TG+ ) (C'eh+C'e)

+ — ¢ 21T+ Ce® (2 4 ). (4.36)
n

Now let 7, be properly large such that n%(C' + C” +1) < 5. Then let €y be small such
that 60 < mln(1 \/@) Finally let T, and the € in theorem 2.1 be properly small such
that e*7* < 2 and Hi/}”sm 7. < €& and e < min(y/ 1a5€0, €0). We obtain

1 1 1
i |2g. 2.+ S0 ID% s () Faqey + sl r. < 565-+2x geb + g6 =

<t<T. 2 8
This implies (4.31) also holds for m = n + 1. It is clear that (4.31) holds for m = 0. This
completes the proof of this lemma. O
It is easy to check that vy,41 = Umy1 — Uy, satisfies following initial boundary value
problem
3
Oure Y @10ijvmy1 = Fop — Froy — Oar(@f) — af =" )0y (lm + ) in Qrp,
i,j=0
Bup+1 = By, — (G — Gi—1) on wrf}, (4.37)
Oy Vm+1 =0 on wh,
(Vm-+15 Oyo Ume+1)|yo=0 = (0,0) on L.

For the sequence {v,, }>°

o°_1, we have following lemma:

Lemma 4.4 (Contraction in the norm of low regularity). Under the assumption of theorem
2.1 and suppose the € in 2.1 is small enough, then there exist two constants N > 1 and
Tew > 0 such that

lomslf s 7o+ 8D (D V1 (t )22 () + 1omrilyi=ollT .. 1.
0<t<Thx

gao.(uvmuimw+O<stup DY, (2, )||L2 +\|vmly1:o||i,,**,m) (4.38)

SLxx
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hold for all m > 0, where 0 < g¢g < 1 is a constant independent of m.

Proof. In order to apply theorem 3.1, we need to estimate the source terms. In fact, we

have

1
Fo — Fin1 = auﬁ(/ F(u, Du)’u=ﬂm—1+€vm+wd0) *Um
0

3
+ ) Oan( /0 1 O, F (1w, DUy, +00m 140 - DiV. (4.39)
i=0
Hence we deduce that
1Em = Frn—illonr S €ollvm 107 (4.40)
Similarly, one has
10ar(afy — ai; =) (am + ¥)llonr S llvmllinr: (4.41)

For the boundary term, we have

3
Gm - Gm—l - 8uG‘ﬁ:ﬂm71Um + Z 8uin‘ﬂ:ﬂm718yivm
=0

+ (Vs Du) "' D?Gli—i,, 460y, (Vs Do), (4.42)

where 6 € (0,1) and D?G is the Hessian matrix of G with respect to (u, Du). Hence one
deduces that

Bvy, — (G — Gr—1)

3
= (0uGla=, — 0uGlizin1)vm + Y (O, Glizi, = Oy, Glamin—1) 0y 0m
=0
+ (Um, Dum) "' D?Glaci,, 1 +60,, (Vm, Do), (4.43)

By Taylor theorem, it is clear that
(8UG|ﬂ=ﬂb - aUC¥|’H4:ﬁWL—1)fUWL
3
= - (53G|a=ab(ﬂm1 —iip) + > (Quuy, G)la=a, Oy, (lim—1 — ﬂb)) Um
i=0
— (X1 (D?0uG) ity 010 X1 ) Vi (4.44)
where 01 € (0,1), X1 = (U1 — Up, D(Um_1 — @p)), and D29, G is the Hessian matrix

of 0,,G with respect to (u, Du).

Hence by lemma 4.3, one has
||67"t(3uG|a=ab - 3uG|a=ﬂm_1)UmHL2(wg) < €0||67ntvm”L2(w§)‘ (4.45)
Similarly one deduces that

le™ (Ou,, Gla=a, = Ouy, Glimiin—1 )0y vimll 2ty S €olle™ ™ vmllpi(ey, 0 <i<3. (4.46)
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It is easy to see that
€™ (0ms D) D2 G460 (0 Do) 2ty S olle M omll ey (4.47)
By (4.43) and (4.45)-(4.47), we have
e Bomstll2gut ) S olle™ vl gt (4.48)
Then by theorem 3.1, one has

||Um+1||1nT+ Z sup ||D%vpi1 (2, )HL2 +||Um+1|y1=0‘|%,n,T
o ‘§10<t<T

<c (n n eo) Uom Iz + lomlnolZ 1) (4.49)

Above inequality holds for n > 7, and T' < T,. From the proof of lemma 4.3, we can
further require ¢y small such that Cey < L Then one selects Nws > Mx > 1 such that

2
nc <1 €0, then for properly small Ty, (7% < T%), we have
[ sup ||D U1 (s )T + e ™ vmitly=olli .. 1.
o<1 0<t<T.
< eo([vmll . + D sup [DUn(t, 720y + lomly=0llT . 7.)- (4.50)
‘ |<10 <T**
Since €y < 1, we finish the proof of this lemma by letting og = €q. O

Proof of theorem 2.1. Armed with lemma 4.3 and lemma 4.4, we are able to prove
theorem 2.1. In fact, lemma 4.4 implies that {u,,}o°_; is a Cauchy sequence in the norm
of low regularity. Hence it converges strongly such that ,, converges to some function 1,
ie.,

(lam = @l gz + Y sup [D* (@ — @)(t, )72
o<1 OSt<Tee

+ (@ — @) |y =0ll1,m.., 7. ) —> 0 as m goes to infinity. (4.51)

Limit (4.51) also means the coefficients in the equation and boundary conditions in
(4.10), a;is Fin, Gm and By, converge to the corresponding quantities with a,, being
replaced by .

On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 4.3 that a,, converges to 4 weakly in the
norm of high regularity such that @ satisfies estimate (4.31).

Hence, by passing the limit in (4.10), it is easy to see that %+ is the the smooth solution
of the non-linear problem (NLP) with estimate (4.31). By (4.31) and the assumption of

theorem 2.1 one has

”{L + w - ubHS,n**7T** S ”aHS,n**7T** + ”w - ubHS,n**7T** S Cfo (452)

This completes the proof of theorem 2.1.
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5. APPENDIX

5.1. Interior coefficients. By direct computation, we can determine other coefficients.
aoo = (O, u)*. (5.1)
o1 = a10 = Oy, u(—0yyu + Oy, P(0r, WOy, u — Oy, pOy,u + 1))

+ Oy, U(Opy P (O3 D02y WOyoth + Oy WOyt — Oyptt) — Oy ®(02300yout + Oysut)).  (5.2)
G0z = G20 = (0, u)* (O, POz, + Oy ®(Oyp + 1) + Oy @Oy ). (5.3)
12 = A1 = —Oyyu(Op, POy, POy, U + Oy ®(0r,p + 1)0y, u)
+ 0y, u(0p, WOy, — 0y pOy,u + 1)
X (Op,p(—C* 4 02, %) + Oy POy ®(Dyp + 1) + O, Py, @Dy ). (5.4)
29 = O3y POy, u((—C* + [0y ®|*) Dy POy U + Oy POy ®(Dryp + 1)0y, 1)
+ (aylu)Q(amp 4+ 1)(0py @0y, @Dy p + (=2 + |0y @) (D + 1) + 0y @0, PO,y 1)
+ O P(0y,u)* (O @0y DOr, P + Oy @D, ®(ryp +1) + (=€ + 005 @) Dasp).  (5.5)
11 = —Oyou(—0yot + Oy, P(0p, WOy, u — 0, pOy,u + 1)
+ 02, P (0 POz W — 1)0ypt) + Oy WOy, u)
+ (Op, WOyt — Og, pOy,u + 1)
X (=05, POyyu + (= + |05, @[?) (00, Wyt — Oy, pOy,u + 1))
+ 03, POy (023 P0yo b + Oyyt) + gy P02, P(0p, WOyt — O pOy,u + 1)
X ((OgypOp, W — 1)yt + 0p, WOy, 1)
— (Op WOyt — 03, pOyytt + 1) 0y POy P (0 POyt + Oy )
+ (023005, W — 1)0y,u + Oz, WOy, 10)
X (= 0y POyytt + Oy POy ®(05, WOy, u — Oy pOy,u + 1))
+ (= + 02, @*) (D3P0, W — 1)y 1 + 1) (O3 pOuy W — 1) 0yt + 02y WOy 01)
— (02302, W — 1)0yptt + O3y WOy, ) Oy @Oy @ (03 Oyt + Oy 0)
— (O POyt + Oy t0) (— 0y POy U + Oy PO, P (0, WOyt — O pOypu + 1))
— (O POyt + Oyyt0) 03y POy ® (O PO, W — 1) Oyt + 0, WOy, 10)
+ (Ory POyt + Dy t) 2 (—? + |0y @|?). (5.6)
a3 = Op, P(0y,1)*((—C° + |00, @) 0, D + Oy POy @ (O + 1) + Oy POy 0y, p)
+ (OuyD + 1)(0yy ) Dy @0, @D, p + (— € + |02y @) Oy + 1) + Oy @0, @0y )
+ Oy P(Oyy 1) (O @D, @Dy p + Oy 0y ®(Dyp + 1) + (=% + |00y @1 0p). (5.7

5.2. Second order derivatives of . The second order derivatives of k can be computed

via chain rule on the basis of the first order derivatives.

Ok = O, (auﬁ)%auﬁ + 0, (auﬁ)%aw (5.8)
u u
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. 31‘1 8.%'2
Kay, = Or, (OaK) Dy + 02, (0uk) Dys (5.9)
P — 8$2N(1 + y3(ax1N) + 8902N) + (aﬂclN + 8$2N)(1 + y3ax2N)
e (1 +y3(02; N + 0z, N))?
8561 63:2
+ Bxl ((9@/1)% + 8J;2 (Ban)% (510)
8.%'1 31‘2
8y2y2/£ - axl (8312 K)a—yg + 8902 (8312'%)(:)—212 (5'11)
31‘1 8.%'2
ayngn = (3;,31(33/353—2/2 + aanySKa—yQ (512)
0z 0rs N(8$1N + 3x2N)
_ et s 1
8y3y3"f axlay3K3y3 - amaygﬂayfﬂ * (1 + y3(ax1N + 8$2N))2 (5 3)
where
8.%'1
=~ _1 14
5 (5.14)
Oz _ __930n N (5.15)

ou 1+ y30,N

By calculating the inverse of J, one can derive %—Z: (1 = 2,3) and %—Z? (i = 2,3). For
example, one has

8.%'2 1

— =, 5.16
Yo 1+ y30:, N ( )
Oy _ N (5.17)

8—y3 B _1+y33x2N.
And 0k, Oy, k and Oy, k are given in (4.2).
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