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Abstract. The aim is to assess the combined effect of diffusion and dispersion on
shocks in the moderate dispersion regime. For a diffusive dispersive approximation
of the equations of one-dimensional elasticity (or p-system), we study convergence
of traveling waves to shocks. The problem is recast as a Hamiltonian system with
small friction, and an analysis of the length of oscillations yields convergence in
the moderate dispersion regime ε, δ → 0 with δ = o(ε), under hypotheses that
the limiting shock is admissible according to the Liu E-condition and is not a
contact discontinuity at either end state. A similar convergence result is proved
for traveling waves of the quantum hydrodynamic system with artificial viscosity
as well as for a viscous Peregrine-Boussinesq system where traveling waves model
undular bores, in all cases in the moderate dispersion regime.

1. Introduction

Systems exhibiting interplay of diffusion, dispersion and nonlinear response have
been extensively studied in the field of conservation laws, starting with works on the
subject of phase transitions and undercompressive shocks, e.g. [23, 21, 14, 1, 2]. An
alternative perspective arose from the field of nonlinear dispersive equations with
the objective to study dispersive or dissipative-dispersive shocks [4, 9]. Similar prob-
lems appear in a variety of fluid mechanics settings, like shallow water flows [6, 8],
undular waves in atmospheric flows or water waves [19, 5]. Peregrine [18] introduced
weakly nonlinear and dispersive wave equations in order to study undular bores, a
wave appearing in rivers, atmospheric flows and also in blood vessels composed of a
solitary wave followed by undulations.

The Burgers-Korteweg de Vries (KdV) equation

ut + f(u)x = εuxx − δuxxx , (1)

has been a testing ground for assessing the interplay of diffusion, dispersion and
nonlinearity. Various perspectives of study exist: (a) to assess the effect of dispersion
in the KdV or modified KdV equation (ε = 0) on expanding wavetrain solutions
connecting two constant states arising via Whitham modulation theory and termed
in the field of dispersive equations as dispersive shock waves; (b) to assess the limiting
behavior of traveling wave solutions when both diffusion and dispersion are present.
We refer to [9] for an in depth presentation of these viewpoints and their relation.
Here, we focus on a specific aspect of (b), relevant from the viewpoint of systems
of conservation laws, namely how oscillatory traveling waves for diffusive-dispersive
systems of two conservation laws approach shocks in the limit ε, δ → 0.
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Traveling wave solutions have been a focal point for assessing the interplay of
diffusive-dispersive systems with studies for the Burgers-KdV equation with f(u) =
u2 [4], the modified Burgers-KdV equation with f(u) = u3 [14], diffusive-dispersive
approximations of elasticity [12, 3, 1] or hyperbolic-elliptic models for phase tran-
sitions [23, 2]. Comprehensive presentations can be found in [17, 10]. The related
convergence results from shock profiles to shock waves generally hold in the weak
dispersion regime δ = O(ε2). Based on such studies and related convergence re-
sults from (1) to the inviscid Burgers equation [22, 13] it was believed for a while
that δ = O(ε2) might be the threshold for convergence to Kruzhkov entropy solu-
tions. This was refuted in [20] where traveling wave solutions for genuinely nonlinear
Burgers-KdV equations were shown to converge to shocks in the range δ = o(ε). In
that range traveling waves present relatively strong oscillatory behavior and disper-
sive effects are significant, hence it was termed moderate dispersion regime.

The aim here is to examine the convergence of diffusive-dispersive traveling waves
for systems of conservation laws in the moderate dispersion regime. We note that
the use of genuine nonlinearity is avoided and replaced by the Liu shock admissibility
condition and a requirement that the shock is not a (right or left) contact disconti-
nuity. The analysis is developed for the system of elasticity and extended to other
situations where diffusive-dispersive effects play a role: the quantum hydrodynamic
system with diffusion and to diffusive-dispersive models modeling undular bores.

The specific cases analyzed are the following: We first consider a diffusive-dispersive
approximation of the elasticity system

ut = vx ,

vt = σ(u)x + εvxx − δuxxx ,
(2)

where (t, x) ∈ R+ × R and ε, δ > 0. The hyperbolic part of (2) is known as the
p-system and is expressed in Lagrangian coordinates. The hyperbolicity condition
σ′(u) > 0 is employed throughout but use of genuine nonlinearity is avoided. Exis-
tence for traveling waves and convergence to shocks in the range δ = O(ε2) appear
in [12, 3, 1] using a dynamical systems approach. The convergence from traveling
waves to shock waves is extended here to the moderate dispersion regime δ = o(ε)
– as contrasted to the weak dispersion regime δ = O(ε2) – for a shock satisfying the
Liu E-condition and avoiding contact discontinuities at the end states. This conver-
gence covers the regime of moderate dispersion where oscillations have a significant
presence. Our analysis does not cover undercompressive shocks or non-monotone
stress-strain relations appearing in phase transitions or Van der Waals fluids; we
refer to [10, 17] and references therein for reviews of those subjects.

Next, consider the Quantum hydrodynamics system with artificial viscosity

ρt + jx = 0 ,

jt +

(
j2

ρ
+ ργ

)
x

= εjxx + δρ

(√
ρ
xx√
ρ

)
x

.
(3)

Here, ρ = ρ(t, x) > 0 denotes the density, j = j(t, x) momentum, (t, x) ∈ R+ × R
while ργ stands for the pressure with γ ≥ 1. This system with ε = 0 is used to model

semiconductors or superfluidity, the dispersive term ρ
(√

ρ
xx√
ρ

)
x

is called quantum

Bohm potential [26], while the term εjxx with ε > 0 models artificial viscosity.
Traveling wave analysis and convergence to shock waves in the regime δ = O(ε2) is
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performed in [15, 16]. It is here improved by showing that diffusive-dispersive shock
profiles converge to shocks in the regime δ = o(ε).

The third example is the dissipative Peregrine-Boussinesq system

ηt + ux + (ηu)x = 0 ,

ut + ηx + uux − δuxxt − εuxx = 0 .
(4)

We consider traveling wave solutions (η(τ), u(τ)), τ = −x−st√
sδ

for s > 1, under the

limiting conditions

lim
τ→−∞

(η, u) = (η−, u−) = (0, 0), lim
τ→+∞

(η, u) = (η+, u+) , (5)

Here η is the elevation of the free surface, and u the horizontal velocity of the fluid
measured at some height above a flat bottom. This model has been used for the
prediction of undular bores, [5], as a balance of nonlinear shock formation of the
shallow water equations and dispersive effects of water waves. For some values of
Froude number though, the oscillations can disappear and classical shock waves
can be formed. Existence of traveling waves can be found in [5]; this result is
complemented here by convergence to shock waves in the regime δ = o(ε).

A key ingredient is the analysis of the length of the oscillatory tail inspired by the
approach of [20]. The traveling wave problem is recast as Hamiltonian system with

friction of size c = ε/
√
δs, with s the shock speed, like in [14, 20]. The regime of

moderate dispersion corresponds to small friction c < c∗, where c∗ is some critical
threshold. In contrast to [20] the genuine nonlinearity hypothesis is replaced by the
use of Liu E-condition for shock admissibility. The main result concerning the size
of oscillations is stated in Proposition 6. It is used to show convergence of traveling
wave solutions of (2) to the equations of elasticity in the limit ε, δ → 0 with δ = o(ε),
see Theorem 2. The same methodology is applied to show convergence from traveling
waves to shocks for the quantum hydrodynamics system with artificial viscosity (3)
and a similar result for the Peregrine-Boussinesq system with viscosity (4); in both
cases in the regime δ = o(ε).

The manuscript is organized as follows: In Section 2 the traveling wave problem
for the diffusive-dispersive regularization of the elasticity system (2) is reduced to a
Hamiltonian system with friction (26)–(27). Moderate dispersion leads to the study
of a regime of weak friction, carried out in Section 3. The length of the oscillatory tail
for traveling wave solutions is estimated in Proposition 6. As a corollary, convergence
from traveling waves to shocks for (2) holds for δ = o(ε), stated in Theorem 2.
In Section 4, the quantum hydrodynamic system with viscosity is considered for
genuinely nonlinear pressures. The problem of traveling waves is recast in the form
of the problem (26)–(27), and convergence to Lax shocks is shown in the moderate
dispersion regime δ = o(ε), see Theorem 7. The dissipative Peregrine-Boussinesq
system (4) is studied in section 5 and convergence in the moderate dispersion regime
is again based in Proposition 6.

2. Diffusion-dispersion approximation of the elasticity system

We consider a diffusive-dispersive approximation for the one-dimensional elasticity
system

ut = vx ,

vt = (σ(u))x + εvxx − δuxxx ,
(6)
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where (t, x) ∈ R+×R are the time and space variables, u is the strain, v the velocity
and σ(u) the stress depending on u. The parameters ε > 0, δ > 0 in (6) measure
respectively the sizes of diffusion and dispersion. Throughout this work we assume
that σ′(u) > 0.

2.1. Preliminaries: Shocks for the p-system. The system (6) is a regularization
of the equations of one-dimensional nonlinear elasticity, also called p-system:

∂tu = ∂xv ,

∂tv = ∂xσ(u) .
(7)

There are interpretations of (7) representing both longitudinal and shear motions;
for longitudinal motions u > 0 is interpreted as the longitudinal strain, for shear
motions u ∈ R is a shear strain. When u represents longitudinal motions εvxx needs
to be replaced by ( εuvx)x but we will not consider such issues here focusing on the
essential behaviors.

When σ′(u) > 0, the system (7) is strictly hyperbolic with wave speeds λ1 =

−
√
σ′(u), λ2 =

√
σ′(u). Shocks are generated by solving the Rankine-Hugoniot

conditions
−s(u+ − u−) = (v+ − v−) ,

−s(v+ − v−) = (σ(u+)− σ(u−)) ,
(8)

where s is the shock speed and (u−, v−), (u+, v+) the left and right states, respec-
tively. The shock speed is computed by

s2 = (σ(u+)− σ(u−))/(u+ − u−) , (9)

and (7) admits two types of shocks: 1-shocks with s < 0 moving backwards and 2-
shocks with s > 0 moving forward. When σ′′(u) 6= 0 the system is called genuinely
nonlinear; this assumption is not, in general, adopted here and σ(u) will be allowed
to have inflection points.

Admissibility conditions are imposed on shocks, motivated by either stability
considerations or from requesting that admissible shocks emerge as limits of traveling
waves for viscosity regularizations. We refer to [7, Ch VIII] for an in depth discussion
of shock-admissibility criteria and [24, Ch 18] for the construction of shock curves
and the solution of the Riemann problem for (7).

For (7), under the hyperbolicity assumption σ′(u) > 0, the usual admissibility
criteria are:

(i) For genuinely nonlinear systems σ′′(u) 6= 0 admissible shocks are selected by
the Lax-shock admissibility criterion, stating that admissible 1-shocks (s < 0)
satisfy

−
√
σ′(u+) < s < −

√
σ′(u−) , (10)

while admissible 2-shocks (s > 0) satisfy√
σ′(u+) < s <

√
σ′(u−) . (11)

(ii) When σ′′(u) changes sign admissible shocks of (7) are selected by the Wendroff
E-condition, which for 2-shocks dictates that σ satisfies

σ(u)− σ(u−)

u− u−
≥ s2 ≥ σ(u)− σ(u+)

u− u+
, (HE)

for any u between u− and u+. The Wendroff E-condition for 1-shocks reads
like (HE) with the inequalities reversed.
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A discriminating criterion capturing the internal stability of shocks and used for
the solution of the Riemann problem for general fluxes is the Liu shock admissibility
criterion, [7, Sec 8.4]. At the level of the particular system (7) the Liu shock admis-
sibility criterion is equivalent to the Wendroff E-condition. The reader can easily
check that the latter ((HE) for s > 0) implies at the endpoints a weak version of the
Lax inequality (11), where strict inequality might be replaced by equality in which
case the shock becomes a (right or left) contact discontinuity.

2.2. Traveling waves. We look for a traveling wave solution (uε,δ, vε,δ) of (6) in
the form

uε,δ(x, t) = u

(
x− st√

δ

)
= u(τ) ,

vε,δ(x, t) = v

(
x− st√

δ

)
= v(τ) ,

(12)

connecting states (u−, v−) and (u+, v+) that satisfy the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions
(8). Setting τ = x−st√

δ
and retaining the notation (u(τ), v(τ)) for the traveling wave,

we need to solve a system of ordinary differential equations

−su′ − v′ = 0 ,

−sv′ − σ(u)′ =
ε√
δ
v′′ − u′′′ . (13)

Existence of traveling waves is a well studied problem; the objective is to provide
conditions that guarantee convergence of the traveling wave as ε, δ → 0 to the
associated shock of (7) in the moderate dispersion regime δ = o(ε).

Consider the problem of constructing traveling wave solutions of (13) satisfying

lim
τ→±∞

u = u±, lim
τ→±∞

v = v±, lim
τ→±∞

v′ = lim
τ→±∞

u′′ = 0 .

Integrating (13) in (−∞, τ) leads to solve the boundary value problem

u′′ +
sε√
δ
u′ −

(
σ(u)− σ(u−)− s2(u− u−)

)
= 0 , (14)

u(±∞) = u± , (15)

and define v via the equation

v − v− = −s(u− u−) . (16)

Necessary for the existence of traveling waves is that the end states satisfy (8).

In summary, denoting c = sε√
δ
, traveling waves are constructed by solving the

ordinary differential equation

u′′ + cu′ + φ(u) = 0 ,

u(±∞) = u± ,

φ(u) := −
(
σ(u)− σ(u−)− s2(u− u−)

)
.

(17)

Following the approach for traveling waves of the KPP equation in [11] and for
the viscous Burgers-KdV equation in [20], Problem (17) is viewed as a Hamiltonian
system with friction, by setting w = u′ and writing

du

dτ
= w ,

dw

dτ
= −φ(u)− cw .

(18)
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Define the potential Φ(u) by dΦ
du = φ(u) and Φ(u+) = 0, namely

Φ(u) =

∫ u

u+

φ(z) dz = −
∫ u

u+

(
σ(z)− σ(u−)− s2(z − u−)

)
dz . (19)

The energy of (18), E(u,w) = w2

2 + Φ(u), satisfies

d

dτ
E(u(τ), w(τ)) = −cw(τ)2 . (20)

The associated Hamiltonian system of (18) (when c = 0) evolves on orbits of con-
stant energy 1

2w
2 + Φ(u) = E, and its trajectories are identified by integrating the

differential equations
du

dτ
= ±

√
2(E − Φ(u)) . (21)

2.3. Existence of traveling waves for ε, δ > 0 fixed. Existence and uniqueness
(up to translation) results for traveling waves of (6) have been presented by several
authors: Hagan-Slemrod [12], Boldrini [3] and Bedjaoui-Lefloch [1, 2]. Traveling
waves for the viscous Burgers-KdV (1) lead to the same problem and were con-
structed in [4]. These references show existence for ε, δ > 0 fixed and convergence
to shock waves in the regime δ = O(ε2). An outline of existence is provided in
Theorem 1 following Hagan-Slemrod [12].

The main theme is the study of convergence of traveling waves to shocks in the
regime o(ε) ≤ δ < O(ε2) where traveling waves have oscillatory tails. We first review
the framework of pertinent hypotheses and their relation with shock-admissibility
criteria, and then we prove convergence to shock waves. We follow an approach
devised in Perthame-Ryzhik [20] for traveling waves of scalar viscous Burgers-KdV
equations (1) extending their analysis to systems (6) with no genuine nonlinearity
assumptions.

2.3.1. Hypotheses on σ(u). We assume hyperbolicity σ′(u) > 0 and consider the
general case that σ′′(u) changes sign. For definiteness we restrict to (forward moving)
2-shocks s > 0 and states u− < u+. (A similar analysis can be performed for
(backward moving) 1-shocks s < 0 with u− > u+.) We require the shock satisfies
the Lax shock condition√

σ′(u+) < s <
√
σ′(u−) , (HL)

as well as the condition

σ(u)− σ(u−)− s2(u− u−) > 0 for u ∈ (u−, u+) . (HsE)

Assume also that us > u+ is such that Φ(us) = Φ(u−) and that no root of the
function φ(u) exists in the interval (u+, us), that is

σ(u)− σ(u+)− s2(u− u+) < 0 for u ∈ (u+, us) . (HoE)

The analysis we present will also apply to 1-shocks s < 0 with u+ < u− by imposing
the Lax shock condition (10) and reversing the inequalities in (HsE), (HoE).

The following remarks on the hypotheses are in order: Condition (HsE) is a
strengthened version of the Wendroff E-condition (HE). Indeed, (HsE) implies the
left inequality in (HE) as a strict inequality and, using (9), we obtain the right
inequality in (HE) again as a strict inequality. Hypothesis (HL) excludes the possi-
bility of having a contact discontinuity at the end-points u± while (HsE) excludes a
composite shock with an internal contact discontinuity. (We remark that excluding



DISPERSIVE SHOCKS 7

contact discontinuities at the end-points can conceivably be avoided by imposing
assumptions on the order of tangency between the shock and the graph σ(u) at the
states u±; we do not pursue that point here).

Hypothesis (HoE) ensures the potential function Φ(u) has no extrema other than
the critical points in the region [u−, us]. We refer to Figure 1 for a geometric
interpretation of the position of the graph of σ(u) and to Figure 2 for the form
of the potential Φ(u).

If σ is genuinely nonlinear and for definiteness we focus on a concave σ and a
forward moving shock s > 0, then one easily checks that the conditions

σ′′(u) < 0 ,√
σ′(u+) < s <

√
σ′(u−) ,

u− < u+ and v− > v+ ,

(Hgn)

imply the framework of hypotheses (HL), (HsE) and (HoE). (An analogous remark
holds for backward moving shocks s < 0 with u− > u+.)

−0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

u− u+ us

u

σ(u)

Figure 1. Typical graph of σ(u)

u− u+ us
u

Φ(u)

Figure 2. Typical graph of Φ(u)
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2.3.2. Existence of traveling waves. Consider now the problem (18), where s > 0
satisfies (9), c = sε√

δ
> 0,

φ(u) = −
(
σ(u)− σ(u−)− s2(u− u−)

)
,

Φ(u) =

∫ u+

u

(
σ(z)− σ(u−)− s2(z − u−)

)
dz .

(22)

We adopt the hypotheses (HL), (HsE), (HoE) and prove the following theorem:

Theorem 1. For ε, δ > 0 fixed there exists a unique up to horizontal translations
traveling wave solution (u(τ), v(τ)) of the form (12) to the system (6), connecting
the state (u−, v−) on the left to the state (u+, v+) on the right.

Proof. There are only two equilibrium points in the range [u−, us] of the system
(18), namely (u−, 0), (u+, 0), and the linearized equations around these equilibria
become

d

dτ

(
U
W

)
=

(
0 1

−φ′(u±) −c

)(
U
W

)
.

Consider the equilibrium (u−, 0). The eigenvalues are computed by

λ2 + cλ− α− = 0 where α− = −φ′(u−) = σ′(u−)− s2 > 0 ,

they are

λ± = − c
2 ± 1

2

√
c2 + 4α− ,

both real and satisfy λ− < 0 < λ+ and thus (u−, 0) is a saddle. The directions of
the stable and unstable manifolds are given by the two corresponding eigenvectors

r− =

(
1
λ−

)
for the unstable and r+ =

(
1
λ+

)
for the stable manifold. Later we will

need the property that

0 < λ+ =: g(c) = − c
2 + 1

2

√
c2 + 4α− <

√
α− , (23)

which is true because g(c) satisfies g′(c) < 0, g′′(c) > 0 and thus g(c) < g(0).

Next for the equilibrium (u+, 0), the eigenvalues are computed by

Λ2 + cΛ− α+ = 0 where α+ = −φ′(u+) = σ′(u+)− s2 < 0 ,

and they are

Λ± = − c
2 ± 1

2

√
c2 + 4α+ .

We distinguish two cases: (i) When c2 > 4|α+| there are two real roots with Λ− <
Λ+ < 0 and the equilibrium is a stable node. (ii) By contrast, in the range of weak
friction c2 < 4|α+| the eigenvalues are complex

Λ± = − c
2 ± 1

2 i
√
|c2 + 4α+| ,

with negative real part and (u+, 0) is an attracting spiral.

Consider the region D bounded by the curves

w2 = 2
(
Φ(u−)− Φ(u)

)
= 2

∫ u

u−

σ(z)− σ(u−)− s2(z − u−) dz . (24)

The curves are symmetric with respect to the u-axis. For u ∼ u− we compute that

w2 ∼ 2

∫ u

u−

(σ′(u−)− s2)(z − u−) dz = (σ′(u−)− s2)(u− u−)2 ,
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therefore
dw

du
(0) ∼ ±

(√
σ′(u−)− s2

)
(u− u−) for u > u−, u ∼ u− .

Next, in the range u < us and u ∼ us we have

w2 = 2
(
Φ(u−)− Φ(u)

)
= 2
(
Φ(us)− Φ(u)

)
= −2

∫ us

u
σ(z)− σ(u−)− s2(z − u−) dz .

Observe that by (HoE) there exist α > 0, A > 0 such that

s2 −A <
σ(u)− σ(u−)

u− u+
< s2 − α ,

and thus we can show that for u ∼ us, u < us we have

α(us − u)(u+ us − 2u+) < w2 < A(us − u)(u+ us − 2u+) ,

which shows that the derivative dw
du ∼

√
us − u in the vicinity of u ∼ us.

The domain D is enclosed by the curves 1
2w

2 + Φ(u) = Φ(u−) which is the homo-
clinic orbit of the Hamiltonian system (18) with c = 0. The normal to this curve is
N = (φ(u), w). Then we compute that along the flow of (18) it is(

du

dτ
,
dw

dτ

)
·N = −cw2 ≤ 0 .

The domain D is positively invariant along the flow of (18) and, by (23), the unstable
manifold of the linearized system at (u−, 0) points inside D for c > 0.

The heteroclinic orbit is constructed as follows. Pick a point on the unstable
manifold of (18) at (u−, 0) which for u ∼ u− is inside D. The flow from this point
backwards in time will converge to (u−, 0). Going forward in time the flow cannot
escape D and by the Poincarè-Bendixon theorem it will converge to (u+, 0), giving
the desired heteroclinic orbit. This is a one-dimensional object and unique up to
time-shifts. �

Two regimes distinguish the behavior of the heteroclinic orbit. For c2 > 4|α+|
the orbit is monotone. For 0 < c2 < 4|α+| using the stable manifold theorem the
orbit has an oscillatory behavior (see [4]). In the following section we study the size
of oscillations of the orbit.

3. The effect of weak friction on Hamiltonian systems

The aim of this section is to study the limit of traveling wave solutions of (6)
as ε, δ → 0. The technical vehicle is to study the oscillatory behavior for solutions
(wc(τ), uc(τ)) to (18) in the regime of weak friction

0 < c < c? where c? = 2
√
|α+| = 2

√
s2 − σ′(u+) . (25)

The c-dependence of solutions will be suppressed except when necessary. We prove
the following theorem:

Theorem 2. Under hypotheses (HL), (HsE), (HoE) and for 0 < c < c? as in
(25), there exists a unique, up to translations, traveling wave solution (u(τ), v(τ)) to
(6) connecting (u−, v−) on the left to (u+, v+) on the right. The solution converges
strongly, as ε, δ → 0 with δ = o(ε) to a shock wave for (7) that satisfies the Wendroff
E-condition (or the Liu shock admissibility criterion).
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The method of proof extends to the elasticity system an approach developed for
scalar genuinely nonlinear equations in [20]. It proceeds as follows:

(a) We analyze the oscillatory behavior of the heteroclinic orbit (uc, wc) of (18) in
the range (25), by estimating the energy drop in each cycle and the distance
between the minima and maxima for small values of c > 0. This is presented
in Sections 3.1 and 3.2 leading to an estimate of the size of the oscillatory
structure in Figure 3 as a function of c.

(b) The information obtained in (a) is then translated at the level of traveling
wave solutions (uε,δ(τ), vε,δ(τ)) of (6) by means of rescaling.

The oscillatory behavior in this regime is illustrated by a numerical computation
for genuinely nonlinear stress σ(u) =

√
u and critical points u− = 4, u+ = 5. Figure

3 presents the phase portrait of (u,w) on the right and the form of u(τ) on the left
for c = 0.004, u− = 4, u+ = 5.

0 3000
z

4.0

5.5

u

(a)

4.0 5.5
u

0.1

0.1

w

(b)(u+, w+)

(u−, w−)

Figure 3. (a) Solution u; (b) Phase portrait (u,w). (σ(u) =
√
u,

c = 0.004, u− = 4, u+ = 5)

Recall that for definiteness we consider the case u− < u+, c = sε/
√
δ > 0, and let

uc solve
u′′ + cu′ + φ(u) = 0 , (26)

with φ(u) = −
(
σ(u)− σ(u−)− s2(u− u−)

)
, φ(u−) = φ(u+) = 0 and

Φ(u) =

∫ u

u−

φ(z)dz . (27)

Hypotheses (HsE), (HoE) imply the only extrema of Φ(u) in (22) in the range [u−, us]
are u− a strict local maximum and u+ a strict local minimum. Φ is strictly decreasing
on (u−, u+), strictly increasing on (u+, us) and, by (HL),

d2Φ

du2
= −(σ′(u)− s2) ,

{
Φ′′(u−) < 0

Φ′′(u+) > 0
.

Select α, β > 0 such that Φ(u+ − α) = Φ(u+ + β) = Em > 0 and

d2Φ

du2
(u) = s2 − σ′(u) > 0 for u ∈ (u+ − α, u+ + β) . (28)

The range of energies is thus split to

the big energies : Em < E < Emax = Φ(u−) ,

the small energies : Φ(u+) = 0 < E < Em .
(29)
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Using (HsE), (HoE), there exist 0 < η < H such that

η(u− u−) < σ(u)− σ(u−)− s2(u− u−) < H(u− u−), u ∈ (u−, u+ − α] , (30)

and there exist 0 < m < M such that

−M(u− u+) < σ(u)− σ(u+)− s2(u− u+) < −m(u− u+), u ∈ (u+, us] . (31)

Remark 3. In terms of the potential function Φ(u) the properties that used in the
sequel can be summarized as:

Φ′′(u−) = φ′(u−) < 0 , Φ′′(u+) = φ′(u+) > 0 . (32)

For α, β fixed as above, there exist η,H > 0 and m,M > 0 such that

η(u− u−) < φ(u−)− φ(u) < H(u− u−), u ∈ (u−, u+ − α] ,

m(u− u+) < φ(u)− φ(u+) < M(u− u+), u ∈ (u+, us] .
(33)

3.1. Periods of orbits of the Hamiltonian system. When c = 0, the system
becomes Hamiltonian {

du
dτ = w ,
dw
dτ = φ(u) .

(34)

The orbit emanating from the saddle (u−, 0) with energy E = Emax = Φ(u−) is a
homoclinic. The remaining orbits for 0 < E < Emax are periodic. Using (21) the
period is computed by

T (E) = 2

∫ u2(E)

u1(E)

du√
2(E − Φ(u))

, (35)

where u1(E) and u2(E) satisfy Φ(u1(E)) = Φ(u2(E)) = E, see Fig. 2. First we
prove the following:

Lemma 4. Under hypotheses (HL), (HsE), (HoE), there exists T0 > 0 such that

T (E) ≥ T0 > 0 , ∀E > 0 .

and T (E)→∞ as E → Emax.

Proof. We estimate the period first for large energies. The integral in (35) is split
in three parts

1

2
T (E) =

(∫ u+−α

u1(E)
+

∫ u++β

u+−α
+

∫ u2(E)

u++β

)
du√

2(E − Φ(u))
. (36)

The main contribution comes from the interval (u1(E), u+ − α) and is estimated as
follows: From Φ(u1(E)) = E, (22) and (30), we have

E − Φ(u) =

∫ u

u1(E)

(
σ(z)− σ(u−)− s2(z − u−)

)
dz

>

∫ u

u1(E)
η(z − u−) dz

= η(u− u1(E))

(
u+ u1(E)

2
− u−

)
, u− < u1(E) < u < u+ − α ,
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and similarly

E − Φ(u) <

∫ u

u1(E)
H(z − u−) dz

= H(u− u1(E))

(
u+ u1(E)

2
− u−

)
, u− < u1(E) < u < u+ − α .

Hence,

1√
H
F (ρ) ≤

∫ u+−α

u1(E)

du√
2(E − Φ(u))

≤ 1√
η
F (ρ) ,

where ρ = 2(u1(E)− u−),

F (ρ) :=

∫ (u+−α−u1(E))

0

ds√
s(s+ ρ)

<∞ for ρ > 0 ,

and u+−α−u1(E) is bounded away from zero in the range of large energies. Using
the monotone convergence theorem,

F (ρ)→∞ as ρ = 2(u1(E)− u−)→ 0 ,

that is the contribution of that integral to the period becomes infinite as E → Emax
and the periodic orbit approaches a homoclinic orbit.

Again we consider large energies and focus on the complementary region u ∈
(u+, u2(E)). Using (22), (9) and (31), we deduce

E − Φ(u) = Φ(u2(E))− Φ(u) = −
∫ u2(E)

u

(
σ(z)− σ(u+)− s2(z − u+)

)
dz

> m

∫ u2(E)

u
(z − u+) dz

= m
2 (u2(E)− u) (u2(E) + u− 2u+) ,∫ u2(E)

u+

du√
2(E − Φ(u))

≤ 1√
m

∫ u2(E)−u+

0

ds√
s
(
2(u2(E)− u+)− s

) <∞ ,

that is the contribution of this integral to the period is finite. Finally, for E > Em,
in the region u ∈ [u+−α, u+ +β], the potential energy satisfies 0 < Φ(u) < Em and
the contribution of the middle integral to the period is easily seen to be bounded,

β − α√
2E

<

∫ u++β

u+−α

du√
2(E − Φ(u))

≤ β − α√
2(E − Em)

.

Next, consider the regime of small energies 0 < E < Em and analyze first the
range u+ − α < u1(E) ≤ u ≤ u+. Setting Jα = [u+ − α, u+] and using (28) we have

min
Jα

σ′(u) <
σ(u+)− σ(u)

u+ − u
< max

Jα
σ′(u) ,

−
(

max
Jα

Φ′′(u)

)
(u+ − u) < σ(u+)− σ(u)− s2(u+ − u) < −

(
min
Jα

Φ′′(u)

)
(u+ − u) .

Set m = minJα Φ′′(u) > 0, M = maxJα Φ′′(u) > 0 and use

E − Φ(u) =

∫ u

u1(E)
σ(z)− σ(u+)− s2(z − u+)dz ,
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to obtain

m

∫ u

u1(E)
(u+ − z) dz < E − Φ(u) < M

∫ u

u1(E)
(u+ − z) dz ,

and hence

1√
M
I(E) ≤

∫ u+

u1(E)

du√
2(E − Φ(u))

<
1√
m
I(E) ,

where I(E) =

∫ u+−u1(E)

0

ds√
s
(
2(u+ − u1(E))− s

) . (37)

Again for small energies 0 < E < Em we consider next the range u+ ≤ u <
u2(E) < u+ + β and similarly obtain the bound

1√
M
J(E) ≤

∫ u2(E)

u+

du√
2(E − Φ(u))

≤ 1√
m
J(E) ,

where J(E) =

∫ u2(E)−u+

0

ds√
s
(
2(u2(E)− u+)− s

) , (38)

m = minJβ Φ′′(u), M = maxJβ Φ′′(u), Jβ = [u+, u+ + β] and m,M > 0.

We conclude from (37), (38) that periodic orbits with small energies have periods
of the order of I(E) + J(E). The limiting behavior as E → 0 is computed via the
integral

K(a) :=

∫ a

0

ds√
s(2a− s)

=

∫ a

0

ds√
a2 − (a− s)2

= arcsin
τ

a

∣∣∣∣∣
a

0

=
π

2
. (39)

Therefore, J(E) = I(E) = π
2 and T (E) remains bounded from below as E → 0.

The limit of T (E) can be calculated but we do not pursue this point further. �

3.2. Effect of friction on orbits. We study the oscillatory behavior of solutions
(uc(τ), wc(τ)) to (18) in the range 0 < c < c?. Let xn be the consecutive maxima
of uc(τ) and yn the minima. By a shift of the independent variable we set the first
maximum at x0 = 0; this gives the ordering y0 = −∞ < x0 = 0 < y1 < x1 < · · · <
yn < xn < · · · .

Large energies. The following lemma, for large energies, estimates the distance
between two consecutive extrema, and the energy drop between these points.

Lemma 5. For c > 0 sufficiently small and energies Em ≤ E(yn) < Emax, there is
a constant K > 0 such that

E(yn+1)− E(yn) ≤ −Kc , yn+1 − yn ≤
K

(cn)1/2
.

Proof. Solutions of (18) satisfy the energy dissipation equation (20). Using the
normalization u′(0) = 0, we find that the energy drop between −∞ and τ0 = 0 is

Emax − E(0) = c

∫ 0

−∞
w2(t) dt . (40)

Let (uc(τ), wc(τ)) be a solution of (18) and (u0(τ), w0(τ)) be a solution of the
Hamiltonian system (34). Suppose that both solutions emanate from the same
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initial data, that is

(uc(τ0), wc(τ0)) = (u0(τ0), w0(τ0)) = (u0, w0) ∈ D ,

where D is the domain in (24). Since D is an invariant domain for both (18) and
(34), using Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain

|wc(τ)− w0(τ)|+ |uc(τ)− u0(τ)| ≤ cKT sup
|ζ−τ0|≤T

|wc(ζ)|

≤ c K̄T for |τ − τ0| ≤ T,
(41)

where KT depends on the Lipschitz constant (on the domain D) and on T .

We will show that ∫ 0

−∞
w2
c (τ) dτ ≥ κ > 0 .

Indeed, without loss of generality, taking τ0 = 0 in (41), we have |wc(τ)−w0(τ)| ≤ cK̄
for τ ∈ [−1, 0]. Hence,∫ 0

−∞
w2
c (τ) dτ ≥

∫ 0

−1
w2
c (τ) dτ ≥

∫ 0

−1
w2

0(τ) dτ − K̃c ≥ K , (42)

and

E(0) ≤ Emax −Kc .
Let now xn be a maximum and yn, yn+1 be consecutive minima of uc(τ). Consider

two orbits (uc, wc) and (u0, w0) that meet at the same point in phase space, with
uc(yn) = u0(yn), wc(yn) = w0(yn) = 0, and let T be the period of the periodic orbit.
We claim that

|(xn − yn)− T
2 | ≤ o(1) and |(yn+1 − yn)− T | ≤ o(1) as c→ 0 . (43)

This comparison between the period T and the time elapsed between two consecutive
extrema xn− yn is a consequence of the fact that the orbits (uc, wc) converge to the
orbit (u0, w0) as c→ 0. To see that observe that by (41),

|uc(xn)− u0(xn)| ≤ K(xn−yn)c , |uc(yn + T
2 )− u0(yn + T

2 )| ≤ KT c ,

and then use (35) and Lemma 4 to obtain

(xn − yn)− T
2 =

∫ u0(xn)

u0(yn)

du√
2(E − Φ(u))

−
∫ u0

(
yn+

T
2

)
u0(yn)

du√
2(E − Φ(u))

=

∫ uc(xn)+O(c)

u0
(
yn+

T
2

) du√
2(E − Φ(u))

→ 0 as c→ 0 .

Similarly is proved the second identity in (43).

This shows that for Em ≤ E(yn) < Emax we have yn+1 − yn ≥ T0 where T0 does
not depend on n, and thus

E(yn+1)− E(yn) ≤ −c
∫ yn+1

yn

w2
c (τ) dτ ≤ −Kc , (44)

and for the energy at yn,

E(yn) ≤ Emax −Kcn . (45)

For (u(τ), w(τ)) solution of (18), we proceed to estimate the distance between
two consecutive minimum at yn and maximum at xn. The domain [yn, xn] is split
to three regions:
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(I) u− < u(yn) < u(an) = u+ − α for yn ≤ τ ≤ an
(II) u+ − α = u(an) < u+ < u(bn) = u+ + β for an ≤ τ ≤ bn

(III) u+ + β = u(bn) < u(xn) < us for bn ≤ τ ≤ xn
In Region (II) we have

0 < u(bn)− u(an) = w(τ?)(bn − an) for some τ? ∈ [an, bn] .

Since the orbit of (u(τ), w(τ) is near the orbit (u0(τ), w0(τ)) we have w(τ) ≥ κ > 0
and we conclude bn − an ≤ K.

Consider next the Region (I) and observe that using (45), (22), (30),

Knc ≤ Φ(u−)− Φ(u(yn))

= (−φ(v))(u(yn)− u−) for some u− < v < u+ − α

≤
(

max
u−<v<u+−α

(−φ(v))

)
(u(yn)− u−)

≤ max
u−<v<u+−α

(
H(v − u−)

)
(u(yn)− u−)

≤ K ′(u(yn)− u−)

Using (17) and (30),

u′′ + cu′ = −φ(u) > η(u− u−) > η(u(yn)− u−) > Knc

whence (
u(τ)− u−

)′ ≥ Kn(1− e−c(τ−yn)
)

and integrating once again and using e−cx ≥ 1− cx+ 1
2c

2x2 − 1
6c

3x3 we derive

u(τ)− u(yn) ≥ Kn

c

(
c(τ − yn) + e−c(τ−yn) − 1

)
≥ Knc1

2(τ − yn)2
(
1− 1

3
c(τ − yn)

)
≥ Knc1

4(τ − yn)2 provided c(xn − yn) < 3
2

We conclude

τ − yn ≤
K√
nc

for yn ≤ τ ≤ an .

On the Region (III) bn ≤ τ ≤ xn the estimate proceeds along similar lines: First
using (31),

Knc ≤ Φ(us)− Φ(u(xn)) ≤M(us − u(xn)) .

Using (17) and (31)

(us − u)′′ + c(us − u)′ = φ(u) ≥ min
u∈[u++β,us]

φ(u) =: A > 0 ,

and after an integration

u′(τ) ≥ K

c

(
ec(xn−τ) − 1

)
bn ≤ τ ≤ xn ,

and another one

u(xn)− u(τ) ≥ K

c

∫ xn

τ

(
ec(xn−z) − 1

)
dz

≥ K

2
(xn − τ)2 for bn ≤ τ ≤ xn .
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We conclude that

xn − τ ≤
(2(u(xn)− u(τ))

K

)1
2 ≤ K ′ .

Putting all together we obtain

xn − yn ≤
K

(nc)1/2
, (46)

and similarly by a symmetric argument yn+1 − xn ≤ K
(nc)1/2

which completes the

proof. �

At this point we estimate the ”length” of the highly oscillatory part of the solution.
Since the energy drop per period is of size Kc the total number of oscillations is
N = K/c. The length of this regiion is

L =

N=K/c∑
n=1

yn+1 − yn ≤
N=K/c∑
n=1

K

(cn)1/2
=

K

c1/2

∫ K
c

1

dx

x1/2
≤ K ′

c
. (47)

Small Energies. For energies E(τ) ∈ (0, Em), we show the exponential damping
behavior of the solution. Since Φ′′(u) > 0 in this region, the situation is analogous
to the analysis in [20]. Using the energy dissipation (20), we obtain

E′(τ) ≥ −cE(τ) ,

and thus

E(τ) ≥ E(τ0)e−c(τ−τ0) .

To show the opposite inequality note that in this region sup |w| ≤
√

2E(τ0). Then
Gronwall’s inequality (41) implies

|uc(τ)− u0(τ)|+ |wc(τ)− w0(τ)| ≤ c
√
E(τ0)eL(τ−τ0) . (48)

From the analysis of (34) in section 3.1 for small energies, the distance between
consecutive maxima satisfies xn − xn−1 ≥ α > 0 for some α > 0 independent of n,
and same for the minima yn. Following analogous to the large energies case steps in
(44), we obtain an upper bound for the energy

E(xn) ≤ E(xn−1)
(
1−Kc(xn − xn−1)

)
.

We conclude that for E < Em the energy decays exponentially at a rate cK,

E(xn) ≤ E(x0)e−Kc(xn−x0) ,

where x0 is the first point of maximum such that E(x0) ≤ Em. It follows that
uc(τ)→ u+ on a length scale of order 1/c.

The result that has been proved can be expressed entirely based on the second
order equation (26) and properties of the function φ(u). We summarize the result
in a proposition.

Proposition 6. Let uc(τ) be heteroclinic connections of (26) with uc(±∞) = u±
with 0 < c < c?, where Φ(u) is defined in (27),

(i) Let u− < u+ and assume φ(u) satisfies

u−, u+ are the only solutions of φ(u) = 0 in [u−, us]

0 = Φ(u+) < Φ(u) < Φ(u−) = Φ(us) = Emax for u ∈ (u−, us) ,
(Hφ0)
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as well as

φ(u) < 0 , u− < u < u+ , (Hφ1)

φ(u) > 0 , u+ < u ≤ us , (Hφ2)

φ′(u−) < 0 , φ′(u+) > 0 . (Hφ3)

Let uc(τ) be normalized by setting u′c(0) = 0. Then the domain τ > 0 is split into
two regions:

• the region where the solution uc(τ) has large amplitude oscillations with energy
Em < E < Emax and which has length of size O(1

c ).
• the region where the solution uc(τ) has small amplitude oscilations of energy

0 < E < Em which has again length of size O(1
c ).

One can easily check that (Hφ1), (Hφ2), (Hφ3) imply that and φ(u) satisfies (32)
and (33) with α, β as defined in (28), which are the key ingredients on which the
analysis of section 3 is based.

An analogous result can be proved for the case u− > u+ and c > 0 under the hy-
potheses that Φ has a maximum at u−, a (nondegenerate) minimum at u+ and φ(u)
satisfies conditions analogous to (32), (33) in the rest of the domain [us, u−] where
Φ(us) = Φ(u−). These two results provide, by performing a change of direction
τ → −τ , two analogous results valid for the case that the shock speed s < 0.

3.3. Returning to the original variables. Consider now the convergence of trav-
eling waves for (2) as ε, δ → 0. Recall the traveling wave is expressed via

uε,δ(x, t) = U ε,δ (x− st) = uc

(
x− st√

δ

)
,

vε,δ(x, t) = V ε,δ (x− st) = vc

(
x− st√

δ

)
,

(49)

where uc solves (17), vc is determined by (16) and c = s ε√
δ

(and here we consider

the case that s > 0).

We fix the shift of the traveling wave so that θ = 0 at the first maximum of the
function uc(τ). Since U ε,δ and uc are related through the scaling

U ε,δ(θ) = uc

(
θ√
δ

)
, (50)

the graph of U ε,δ is obtained from the graph of uc by scaling down in the axis
direction by a factor

√
δ. Accordingly, a structure of length scale L in the graph of

uc will have length scale
√
δL in the graph of U ε,δ.

We have seen that uc(τ)→ u± as τ → ±∞, and from the analysis leading to (47)
the region of oscillations at the high energy regime is of order 1

c . In the regime of

small energies the length scale of oscillations is again of order 1
c . When we transfer

these length scales at the level of the original variables, they both become of size
O(
√
δ 1
c ) = O(δ/ε) and they will shrink to zero provided that δ = o(ε). This finishes

the proof of the main theorem.
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3.4. Is δ = o(ε) optimal ? The range δ = o(ε) is optimal for the linearized system
associated with (17). The linearized equation around u+ takes the form

d2ũ

dτ2
+ c

dũ

dτ
+ αũ = 0 ,

with c = sε√
δ
, α = φ(u+) > 0 and ũ = u − u+. The characteristic polynomial

for the linear differential equation has complex eigenvalues when c � 1 which are
ρ± = − c

2 ± i
2

√
|4α− c2|, and its solution is

ũ(τ) = Ae−
c
2 τ cos(ωτ + β) ,

where A is an amplitude, ω =
√
α− c2

4 the frequency and β a phase shift. When

expressing the solution in terms of the original variables we have

uε,δ
(
x− st√

δ

)
− u+ = Ae−

ε
δ
s
2 (x−st) cos

((√
α− s2ε2

4δ

)
x− st√

δ
+ β

)
.

In the regime of moderate dispersion δ = o(ε) the right side converges to zero as
δ, ε→ 0 and the traveling wave converges to a shock.

In the moderate dispersion regime δ = o(ε), the convergence to a shock wave is in
a strong sense as often expected in shock wave theory. In the complementary region
ε = o(δ) the solution of the linearized equation oscillates vigorously around the
constant state u+. Such an oscillatory tail converges to a constant state in a weak
sense since the average of the oscillations around the constant u+ cancel out. This
behavior characterizes only the linearized problem and it is not clear if it will persist
for the nonlinear problem. Weak convergence could conceivably give a meaning on
how the limiting state u+ is achieved even in a regime of strong dispersion.

4. Dispersive Shocks in Quantum Hydrodynamics with Viscosity

We consider the one dimensional quantum hydrodynamics system (QHD) with
artificial viscosity

ρt + jx = 0 ,

jt +

(
j2

ρ
+ ργ

)
x

= εjxx + δρ

(√
ρ
xx√
ρ

)
x

,
(51)

where ρ is the density, u the fluid velocity, p(ρ) the pressure, and j the fluid momen-
tum, j = ρu. The Bohm’s potential, also known as Quantum potential, represents
a dispersive term and artificial viscosity is also introduced in this system modeling
effects of dissipation. Our objective is to show that the combined effect of diffusion
and dispersion leads in the moderate dispersion regime to a dispersive shock wave
with oscillatory tails. Traveling wave solutions of (51) have been studied in [15] in a
weak dispersion regime δ = ε2, where existence of traveling waves and convergence
to a shock when δ = ε2 → 0 is proved.

At first sight, the nonlinearities and dispersion in the system (51) appear more
complex than in the system (6), but casting the problem in the right variables will
transform the traveling wave analysis to examining a Hamiltonian system with weak
friction (18).
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4.1. Shocks in gas dynamics. The system of isentropic gas dynamics

ρt + (ρu)x = 0 ,

(ρu)t + (ρu2 + p(ρ))x = 0 ,
(52)

is hyperbolic when p′(ρ) > 0 and has eigenvalues λ± = u±
√
p′(ρ) and corresponding

right eigenvectors r± =
(
± ρ,

√
p′(ρ)

)T
. Under the condition(

ρ2p′(ρ)
)′
> 0 , (53)

both characteristic fields are genuinely nonlinear r± · ∇λ± > 0.

Shock waves are discontinuous solutions of (52) connecting two states (ρ−, u−)
to (ρ+, u+). They have been studied extensively, e.g. [24, Ch 18]. Shocks are
constructed by solving the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions

−s[ρ] + [ρu] = 0

−s[ρu] + [ρu2 + p] = 0
(54)

where s is the shock speed, and we use the usual notation [ρ] = ρ+−ρ− etc. Introduce
m = ρu− su and note that

[m] = 0 and m[u] + [p] = 0 .

This implies that m stays constant across the shock

ρ+(u+ − s) = ρ−(u− − s) =: m, m = − p+ − p−
u+ − u−

, (55)

where p+ = p(ρ+), p− = p(ρ−) and m is computed by

m2 = −p+ − p−
1
ρ+
− 1

ρ−

. (56)

A 1-shock associated to the λ− characteristic speed satisfies the Lax shock con-
dition when

u+ −
√
p′(ρ+) < s < u− −

√
p′(ρ+) .

If (53) is satisfied using (55) one checks√
ρ2

+p
′(ρ+) > m >

√
ρ2
−p
′(ρ−) > 0 ,

and we deduce that for a Lax admissible 1-shock we have

ρ+ > ρ− , m > 0 , s < u+ < u− .

A 2-shock associated to the λ+ characteristic speed satisfies the Lax shock con-
dition when

u+ +
√
p′(ρ+) < s < u− +

√
p′(ρ+) .

In a similar way, using (53), we deduce

ρ+ < ρ− , m < 0 , u+ < u− < s .

The systems (7) and (52) are equivalent by the transformation ŷ(·, t) : x → y

from Lagrangian to Eulerian coordinates, [24]. Indeed, using y = ŷ(x, t), v = ∂ŷ
∂t

and w = ∂ŷ
∂x , the equations

wt = vx , vt = σ(w)x ,

express respectively the equality of mixed partial derivatives and the balance of mo-
mentum in Lagrangian coordinates. The balance of mass takes the form ρ(ŷ(x, t), t) =
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1
w (x, t) and may be viewed as defining the density. The velocity in Eulerian coordi-
nates u(y, t) relates to the Lagrangian velocity v(x, t) through v(x, t) = û(ŷ(x, t), t).
Using these formulas one checks that (ρ, u)(y, t) satisfy the system (52) with the
identification for the pressure

p(ρ) = −σ
(

1

ρ

)
, w =

1

ρ
. (57)

The Rankine-Hugoniot conditions, the equations for the shock curves, and the Lax
shock-admissibility conditions in Lagrangian and Eulerian coordinates transform to
each other. In particular, the condition (53) in Eulerian coordinates corresponds to
the condition σ′′(w) < 0 for the Lagrangian counterpart.

4.2. Reduction of traveling waves to a Hamiltonian system with friction.
Consider (51) and introduce for its solution (ρε,δ, jε,δ) the ansatz of traveling waves,

ρε,δ(x, t) = ρ
(

(x− st)/
√
δ
)

= ρ(τ) ,

jε,δ(x, t) = j
(

(x− st)/
√
δ
)

= j(τ) ,

where j = ρu, τ = (x − st)/
√
δ and (with a slight abuse of notation) we retain the

notation (ρ(τ), j(τ)) for the solution of the traveling wave equations

−sρ′ + j′ = 0 ,

−sj′ +
(
j2

ρ
+ p(ρ)

)′
=

ε√
δ
j′′ + ρ

(
(
√
ρ)′′
√
ρ

)′
.

(58)

Next, we fix (ρ−, u−), (ρ+, u+) and s that satisfy the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions
(54). The first equation in (58) gives

ρ−(u− − s) = ρ(u− s) = m , (59)

where the constant mass flux (relative to the shock) m is computed via (56). Using
the well known formula

ρ

(√
ρ
xx√
ρ

)
x

=
1

2
(ρ(lnρ)xx)x ,

for the Bohm potential, we integrate (58) and obtain

−s(ρ− ρ−) + (ρu− ρ−u−) = 0 ,

−s2ρ′ +
(
ρu2 − ρ−u2

− + p(ρ− p(ρ−)
)

=
sε√
δ
ρ′′ +

1

2

(
ρ(lnρ)′′

)′
.

(60)

In turn, setting c = sε√
δ

and using (54)–(56) we arrive at

1

2
ρ (ln ρ)′′ + cρ′ −

(
p(ρ)− p(ρ−) +m2

(
1

ρ
− 1

ρ−

))
= 0 . (61)

Setting x = ln ρ we see that x(τ) solves the equation

x′′ + 2cx′ + ψ(x) = 0 , (62)

where the function ψ(x) can be expressed in the following equivalent forms

ψ(x) = −2

ρ

(
p(ρ)− p(ρ−) +m2

(
1

ρ
− 1

ρ−

)) ∣∣∣∣∣
ρ=ex
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= 2w
(
σ(w)− σ(w−)−m2(w − w−)

) ∣∣∣∣
w=e−x

, (63)

where we used the changes of variables ρ = ex for the first identity, and the formula
(57) and w− = 1

ρ−
for the second. This allows to write ψ(x) in the form ψ(x) =

g(ex) = f(e−x) where

f(w) = 2w
(
σ(w)− σ(w−)−m2(w − w−)

)
.

The potential function Ψ(x) is defined up to an arbitrary constant via

Ψ(x) := −2

∫ w

w−

(
σ(z)− σ(w−)−m2(z − w−)

)
dz

∣∣∣∣∣
w=e−x

+ Const.

dΨ

dx
(x) = f(e−x) = ψ(x) .

4.3. Convergence from oscillating traveling waves to shocks. We established
that the traveling wave problem (60) reduces to solving (62) for x(τ) and then
defining

ρ(τ) = ex(τ) , u(τ) = s+
m

ρ(τ)

The aim is to apply Proposition 6 to (62). The hypotheses can in principle be
checked for the following reasons: The genuine nonlinearity hypothesis for σ(w)
suggests that f(w) has a sign between the roots f(w−) = f(w+) = 0. Moreover,

df

dw
(w) = 2

(
σ(w)− σ(w−)−m2(w − w−)

)
+ 2w(σ′(w)−m2)

df

dw
(w±) = 2w±(σ′(w±)−m2) ,

and since w > 0 the sign of df
dw (w±) amounts to the Lax shock conditions.

We present the details for a 2-shock that satisfies the Lax conditions. Then
ρ+ < ρ−, m < 0 and u+ < u− < s. The system (51) is invariant under the change
of variables

x̂ = x− κt û = u+ κ , ρ̂ = ρ , for κ ∈ R.
Therefore by a change of variables we may assume u+ = 0 < u− < s. This amounts
to observing the flow from a coordinate system moving with the velocity of the fluid
at ∞. The values ρ+ < ρ−, m < 0 remain unchanged.

Next, we employ the change of variables x = ln ρ and proceed to verify the
hypotheses of Proposition 6 for the arrangement xs < x+ < x−. Then x(τ) satisfies
(62) with ψ(x) given by (63). Note that w− = 1

ρ−
< 1

ρ+
= w+. Since σ′′(w) < 0 we

have

f(w) = 2w
(
σ(w)− σ(w−)−m2(w − w−)

)
, w ∈ (w−, w+) ,

and f(w) > 0 on (0,∞)− (w−, w+). Moreover,

df

dw
(w−) = 2w−(σ′(w−)−m2) > 0 and

df

dw
(w+) = 2w+(σ′(w+)−m2) < 0 .

All hypotheses of Proposition 6 are fulfilled for the arrangement xs < x+ < x− with
a maximum at x− and minimum at x+. Proceeding as in section 3.3 we have:
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Theorem 7. Let p(ρ) satisfy (53) and suppose that s, (ρ−, u−), (ρ+, u+) define a
1-shock (or a 2-shock) that satisfies the Lax shock conditions. There exist a unique
(up to shifts) traveling wave solution (ρε,δ, (ρu)ε,δ)(x − st) to the system (51) that
connects state (ρ−, u−) to (ρ+, u+). When the shift is appropriately selected, the
traveling wave converges strongly as ε, δ → 0 with δ = o(ε) to the Lax-shock solution
of (52).

As an illustration, we present in Figure 4 a numerical solution to (61) for p(ρ) = ργ

with γ = 1.4, between states ρ− = 1.5, ρ+ = 1, with the parameter c = 0.02.

0 200
τ

0.2000

0.0000

0.4055

0.5000

x

(a)

0.2000 0.0000 0.4055 0.5000
x

0.3

0.0

0.3

u

(b)

(x+, u+)

(x−, u−)

Figure 4. (a) Solution x = log(ρ); (b) Phase portrait (x,u) (c =
0.02, γ = 1.4, ρ− = 1.5, ρ+ = 1)

5. Undular bores in a Boussinesq-Peregrine system

Undular bores are structures observed on free surface flows that propagate mainly
in one direction. They have been described in a weakly dispersive and weakly
nonlinear asymptotic regime by the Korteweg-de Vries-Burgers (KdVB) equation.
Recently, it was shown that Peregrine’s system [19] with weak dissipation can also
describe undular bores as traveling wave solutions with high accuracy [5]. Note that
Peregrine’s theory was initiated for the study of solitary waves and also for the study
of undular bores [18].

To illustrate consider a dissipative Peregrine-Boussinesq system written in nondi-
mensional unscaled form

ηt + ux + (ηu)x = 0 ,

ut + ηx + uux − δuxxt − εuxx = 0 ,
(64)

where η denotes the free-surface elevation above the rest position η = 0, u is the
horizontal velocity of the fluid evaluated at some depth θ above the horizontal bot-
tom located at depth θ = −1, while δ, ε > 0. This system is a dispersive/dissipative
extension of the nonlinear shallow-water wave equations (also known as St. Venant
equations). The latter form a system of hyperbolic conservation laws derived as a
low-order approximation of the Euler equations for water wave theory [25].

Here, we will consider traveling wave solutions of (64) propagating with speed
s > 1 to the right. The symmetry s → −s, η → η, u → −u implies that anything
true for traveling waves with s > 1 is also valid for traveling waves with s < −1. The
existence of traveling wave solutions to (64) was established in [5] describe undular
bores when ε2 < 4δsα(s) and regularized shock waves when ε2 ≥ 4δsα(s), where
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α(s) = s−
√
s2+8
2 + 4s

(s−
√
s2+8)2

. Here we verify that if δ = o(ε) as ε → 0, even in the

regime ε2 < 4δsα(s), these traveling waves tend to a classical shock waves of the
shallow water equations.

In order to apply the previous theory, consider the ansatz

ηε,δ(x, t) = −η(τ), uε,δ(x, t) = u(τ), τ = −x− st√
sδ

.

and assume for simplicity that limτ→−∞(η, u) = (0, 0) and limτ→+∞(η, u) = (η+, u+).
The Rankine-Hugoniot conditions dictate (see [5])

u+ =
3s−

√
s2 + 8

2
< s .

After integration over (−∞, τ) the system (64) yields

− sη − u+ ηu = 0, su+ η − 1

2
u2 − u′′ − ε√

sδ
u′ = 0 , (65)

Eliminating the unknown η in (65) we obtain the second-order equation

u′′ + cu′ + φ(u) = 0 , (66)

where c = ε/
√
sδ and

φ(u) = −su+
u

s− u +
1

2
u2 . (67)

The potential energy

Φ(u) =

∫ u

0
φ(z)dz =

1

6
u3 − s

2
u2 − u+ s ln

s

s− u ,

has an inflection point at uc = s − 3
√
s a maximum at (0, 0) and a minimum

(u+,Φ(u+)), with u+ > uc = s − 3
√
s. One checks that it satisfies (32)–(33), and

that Φ′′(u−) = φ′(0) = (1− s)(1 + s)/s < 0 for s > 1, while Φ′′(u+) = (u+−s)3+s
(u+−s)2 > 0

holds since u+ > s− 3
√
s for s > 1. The graph of Φ(u) is depicted in Figure 5.
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Figure 5. The potential Φ(u) for s = 2

Proposition 6 in Section 3 may be applied directly to (66) with c = ε/
√
sδ. It

shows that traveling wave solutions of (64) tend to entropic shocks of the shallow
water wave equations when δ = o(ε) as ε, δ → 0. Figure 6 shows the convergence of
a dissipative-dispersive shock wave to a classical shock wave obtained numerically
by taking δ = ε1.5 and s = 2 as ε → 0. We observe that as δ becomes smaller the
interval where the oscillations are extended becomes smaller as well. The wave-front
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becomes steeper tending in the limit to a shock. In all cases the quantity ε2−4δsα(s)
remained negative even if it was very small.

0.0 0.1
0

2
u

ε= 10−5

δ= ε1.5, s= 2

0.00 0.01
0

2
u

ε= 10−8

0.000 0.001√
sδτ

0

2
u

ε= 10−10

Figure 6. Convergence of a dissipative-dispersive shock wave to a
classical shock wave of the shallow water wave equations when δ =
o(ε) as δ, ε → 0. (The horizontal axis scales vary between images
while the maximum of the traveling waves is at τ = 0.)
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