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Abstract. The motivation of this study is to find the Riemann solutions of Aw-Rascle

model with friction for a more realistic version of extended Chaplygin gas. Firstly, we es-

tablished the δ-shock wave in its solutions; indeed, by using generalized Rankine Hugoniot

jump conditions the position, strength, and velocity of δ-shock are obtained. Further, by

analyzing the limiting behavior, it is found that one of the Riemann solutions converges to

δ-shock solution as the pressure approaches to generalized Chaplygin gas pressure. More-

over, we obtained that our Riemann solutions converge to the corresponding solutions of

the transport equations as pressure tends to zero. Furthermore, we explicitly construct

the Riemann solutions of the inhomogeneous Aw-Rascle model.

Keywords. Riemann problem, Chaplygin gas, Delta shock, Aw-Rascle model, Transport
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1. introduction

In Recent times, the Aw-Rascle model has drawn a lot of attention due to its physical

significance, such as the dynamics and formation of traffic jams. In the related research

on this model, the appearance of δ-shock waves in its solutions has become an interesting

topic for many researchers [1, 8, 21–23, 25, 27]. Unlike the ordinary shock, δ-shock is an

over-compressive shock in which more characteristics impinge to the line of discontinuity.

Physically, the δ-shock wave demonstrates that the speed of the cars ahead is considerably

slower than that of the cars behind, which results in serious jams.

The conservative form of the Aw-Rascle model is given by [1]ρt + (ρu)x = 0,

(ρ(u+ p))t + (ρu(u+ p))x = 0,
(1)

where ρ > 0, u ≥ 0, and p stand for traffic density, velocity, and pressure, respectively.

The velocity of traffic is always non-negative. Unlike a fluid particle that responds to both

frontal and backward stimuli, a car responds to frontal stimuli only due to its anisotropic

nature. Also, the pressure function p = p(ρ) in traffic flow is the offset velocity, commonly

known as the pressure inspired by the gas dynamics; indeed, it serves as an anticipation

factor reflecting the responses of the drivers to the scenario of traffic ahead of them. In 2000,
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Aw and Rascle [1] proposed the model (1) to overcome the shortcomings of the second order

models of car traffic identified by Daganzo [9]. This model had also been independently

drawn by Zhang [40]. In 2012, Pan and Han [22] studied the model (1) with Chaplygin

pressure and obtained that the Riemann solutions of (1) coincide with the Riemann solutions

of pressureless gas dynamics when the traffic pressure drops to zero. Cheng and Yang [8]

discussed the Riemann problem for system (1) and showed the occurrence of δ-shock in

its solutions as pressure converges to Chaplygin pressure. Shen and Sun [27] analyzed

the appearance of δ-shock and vacuum states in the perturbed Aw-Rascle model. In 2013,

Cheng [5,7] showed that the Riemann solutions to Chaplygin nonsymmetric Keyfitz-Kranzer

type system were very similar to the corresponding Chaplygin Aw-Rascle model.

As the traffic pressure falls to zero, the model (1) converts into the following

transport equations [3, 11] ρt + (ρu)x = 0,

(ρu)t + (ρu2)x = 0,
(2)

which describe the motion of free particles stick under collision. Since 1994, numerous

researchers have extensively studied the transport equations [6, 11, 15, 17, 19, 20, 28, 29, 32–

34, 37, 39]; in particular, E, Rykov and Sinai [11] investigated the behavior of global weak

solution to 1-D Riemann problem with random initial data. With the use of vanishing

viscosity and characteristic analysis method, Sheng and Zhang [29] studied the solutions of

1-D and 2-D Riemann problems. Li and Yang [19] examined 1-D Riemann problem and

obtained multidimensional planar delta shock waves depending on one-parameter family.

Jiang et al. [16] constructed the Riemann solutions of non-isentropic improved Aw-Rascle-

Zhang model with delta initial data and studied the interactions of elementary waves with

δ-shock waves. Further, Shao and Huang [24] discussed the δ-shocks interactions in the

Riemann solutions of system (1) when initial data consist three piece-wise constant states.

The Aw-Rascle model with coulomb like friction is stated as [21]ρt + (ρu)x = 0,

(ρ(u+ p))t + (ρu(u+ p))x = ηρ,
(3)

where ρ > 0, u ≥ 0, p, and η stand for traffic density, velocity, pressure, and frictional

constant, respectively. Yin and Chen [38] investigated the Riemann problem along with the

stability of Riemann solutions to the system (3). Zhang [41] explicitly solved the Riemann

problem of system (3) with Chaplygin pressure and precisely investigated the vanishing

pressure limit of its Riemann solutions. Moreover, Li [21] obtained the Riemann solutions

of system (3) with anti-Chaplygin pressure and determined that the solutions lose their

self-similarity nature due to the presence of friction term. The more realistic version of

extended Chaplygin gas is described by the following equation of state [2]

p = A

(
ρ

1− aρ

)Γ

− B

ρκ
, (1 ≤ Γ ≤ 3, 0 < κ ≤ 1), (4)
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where A > 0 and B > 0 are constants; a represents the van der Waals excluded volume. In

particular, for A = 0 and κ = 1, the model (4) reduces to Chaplygin gas model P = −B/ρ;
it is considered aerodynamically reasonable mathematical approximation for estimating

wing’s lift [4, 35,36].

As we have seen above different exotic pressure laws to some extent embody the

internal mechanism of solutions to Aw-Rascle traffic flow model. In fact, it is crucial to

consider Aw-Rascle model with several pressure laws. From a physical perspective, Aw-

Rascle model is one of the vital fluid dynamics model for traffic flow [1, 9]. Hence, it

is feasible to characterize some peculiar traffic phenomena using various exotic equations

of state, viz., Polytropic gas, Chaplygin gas, extended Chaplygin gas etc. While from a

mathematical perspective, different pressure laws have a significant impact on the traffic flow

model’s solutions. More significantly, some odd phenomena are analyzed by the researchers

in the traffic flow model’s solutions with these pressure laws. One of such phenomenon is

observed by Shen and Sun in their paper [27], they found that their Riemann solutions do

not converge to the Riemann solutions of transport equations, whenever, the traffic pressure

drops to zero. Recently, Fan and Zhang [13,14] studied the Riemann solutions in Aw-Rascle

model with modified and extended Chaplygin gases.

Motivating from these, in the current study, we consider the system (3)-(4) with

the following initial data

(ρ, u)t=0 =

(ρl, ul), x < 0,

(ρr, ur), x > 0.
(5)

The primary objective of this work is to investigate the existence and uniqueness of the

Riemann solutions to system (3)-(4) with (5). Indeed, the formation of different kinds of

δ-shock waves has been shown when the initial data lie in a specific domain. Using the

method of characteristic analysis, we construct the Riemann solutions with two different

structures, viz., S+J and R+J , whenever υr > −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+υl+A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
. However,

for υr ⩽ −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+ υl + A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
, we establish that Riemann solution can not

be constructed by S + J or R + J , implying thereby that δ-shock should occur. Further,

we obtained that the Riemann solution S + J converges to δ-shock solution whenever,

−A
(−1

a

)Γ
+υl+A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
< υr ⩽ υl− B

ρκl
and a,A→ 0. Also, numerical simulations

are done to check the validity of the process of formation of δ-shock in the case −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+

υl+A
(

ρl
1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
< υr ⩽ υl− B

ρκl
with a,A→ 0. Moreover, it is shown that the Riemann

solutions converge to the corresponding Riemann solutions of the transport equations with

the same friction term as a,A,B → 0.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In sections 2 and 3, we find the solu-

tions including δ−shock to the Riemann problem governed by the system (3)-(4) with (5).

Moreover, in section 4, we obtain that our Riemann solutions coincide with the solutions

of transport equations as a,A,B → 0. In section-5, we construct the Riemann solutions
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of the problem (3)-(5); indeed, the generalized Rankine-Hugoniot jump conditions are pro-

vided. Moreover, it is proved that the delta shock wave is the weak solution of the Riemann

problem (3)-(5) in the distributional sense.

2. Riemann Solutions for the realistic Chaplygin Aw-Rascle model

Here, we define a new velocity variable υ(x, t) = u(x, t) − ηt, [12, 41] to determine

the solutions of the Riemann problem represented by (3)-(5). Under this transformation,

the system (3) with (4) converts into the following conservative system:
ρt + (ρ(υ + ηt))x = 0,(
ρ

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

))
t

+

(
ρ(υ + ηt)

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

))
x

= 0.
(6)

Now, the Riemann solutions of the original problem (3)-(5) can be obtained by system (6)

with the initial data

(ρ, υ)t=0 =

(ρl, ul), x < 0,

(ρr, ur), x > 0.
(7)

For convenience, we take ul = υl and ur = υr, from now on (as υ(x, 0) = u(x, 0)). The

matrix form, for system (6), can be represent as[
ρ

υ

]
t

+

υ + ηt ρ

0 υ + ηt− ΓAρΓ

(1−aρ)Γ+1 − κB
ρκ

[ρ
υ

]
x

= 0. (8)

The system (8) has the following eigenvalues and eigenvectors

λ1 = υ+ηt− ΓAρΓ

(1− aρ)Γ+1
−κB
ρκ

,−→r1 =

(
1,− ΓAρΓ−1

(1− aρ)Γ+1
− κB

ρκ+1

)T

, λ2 = υ+ηt, −→r2 = (1, 0)T ,

satisfying

▽λ1 ·−→r1 = −(Γ2 + Γ)AρΓ−1

(1− aρ)Γ+2
+

(κ2 − κ)B

ρκ+1
< 0 and ▽ λ2 ·−→r2 = 0.

Thus, the wave associated with λ1 is either shock or rarefaction wave and the wave associated

with λ2 is a contact discontinuity.

2.1. Rarefaction wave and contact discontinuity: Under the self-similar transforma-

tion ζ = x/t, the Riemann problem presented by (6)-(7) transforms into the following:
−ζρζ + (ρ(υ + ηt))ζ = 0,

−ζ
(
ρ

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

))
ζ

+

(
ρ(υ + ηt)

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

))
ζ

= 0,
(9)

and

(ρ, υ) =

(ρl, υl), ζ = −∞,

(ρr, υr), ζ = +∞.
(10)
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For any smooth solution, the system (9) in simplified form can be written asυ + ηt− ζ ρ

0 υ + ηt− ΓAρΓ

(1−aρ)Γ+1 − κB
ρκ − ζ

[ρζ
υζ

]
= 0. (11)

Besides, the constant state (ρ, υ)(ζ) = constant(ρ > 0), we have the singular solution, i.e.,

the contact discontinuity

J :

ζ = λ2 = υ + ηt,

υ = υl,
(12)

or the rarefaction wave

R :


ζ = λ1 = υ + ηt− ΓAρΓ

(1−aρ)Γ+1 − κB
ρκ , ρ < ρl,

υ−υl
ρl−ρ = A[(ρ(1−aρl))

Γ−1+(ρ(1−aρl))
Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ))+···+(ρl(1−aρ))Γ−1]

(1−aρ)Γ(1−aρl)Γ
+

B(ρκ−ρκl )

ρκρκl (ρ−ρl)
,

(13)

along with dλ1
dρ = − (Γ2+Γ)AρΓ−1

(1−aρ)Γ+2 + (κ2−κ)B
ρκ+1 < 0.

2.2. Shock wave. For a bounded discontinuity at x = x(t), the following Rankine-Hugoniot

jump relations hold:
−σ(t)[ρ] + [ρ(υ + ηt)] = 0,

−σ(t)
[
ρ

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)]
+

[
ρ(υ + ηt)

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)]
= 0,

(14)

where [ρ] = ρl − ρ, and σ(t) = x′(t), etc. After simplifying system of equations (14), we get

the following discontinuities:

(i) Shock wave (discontinuity associated with λ1)

S :



σ(t) = υl + ηt− ρ
(
A[(ρ(1−aρl))

Γ−1+(ρ(1−aρl))
Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ))+···+(ρl(1−aρ))Γ−1]

(1−aρ)Γ(1−aρl)Γ
+

B(ρκ−ρκl )

ρκρκl (ρ−ρl)

)
= υ + ηt− ρl

(
A[(ρ(1−aρl))

Γ−1+(ρ(1−aρl))
Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ))+···+(ρl(1−aρ))Γ−1]

(1−aρ)Γ(1−aρl)Γ
+

B(ρκ−ρκl )

ρκρκl (ρ−ρl)

)
,

υ−υl
ρl−ρ = A[(ρ(1−aρl))

Γ−1+(ρ(1−aρl))
Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ))+···+(ρl(1−aρ))Γ−1]

(1−aρ)Γ(1−aρl)Γ
+

B(ρκ−ρκl )

ρκρκl (ρ−ρl)
.

(15)

(ii) Contact discontinuity (discontinuity associated with λ2)

J :

σ(t) = υ + ηt,

υ = υl.
(16)



δ-SHOCKS IN NON-HOMOGENEOUS AW-RASCLE MODEL 6

In view of the Lax-entropy conditions for shock curve, λ1(ρ, υ) < σ(t) < λ2(ρ, υ), λ1(ρ, υ) <

σ(t) < λ1(ρl, υl), we have ρ > ρl, which, in turn, allows us to write the following

S :



σ(t) = υl + ηt− ρ
(
A[(ρ(1−aρl))

Γ−1+(ρ(1−aρl))
Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ))+···+(ρl(1−aρ))Γ−1]

(1−aρ)Γ(1−aρl)Γ
+

B(ρκ−ρκl )

ρκρκl (ρ−ρl)

)
= υ + ηt− ρl

(
A[(ρ(1−aρl))

Γ−1+(ρ(1−aρl))
Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ))+···+(ρl(1−aρ))Γ−1]

(1−aρ)Γ(1−aρl)Γ
+

B(ρκ−ρκl )

ρκρκl (ρ−ρl)

)
,

υ−υl
ρl−ρ = A[(ρ(1−aρl))

Γ−1+(ρ(1−aρl))
Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ))+···+(ρl(1−aρ))Γ−1]

(1−aρ)Γ(1−aρl)Γ
+

B(ρκ−ρκl )

ρκρκl (ρ−ρl)
, ρ > ρl.

(17)

Also, it may be observed that the shock and rarefaction wave curves have the same expression.

Indeed, we have

υρ = − ΓAρΓ−1

(1− aρ)Γ+1
− κB

ρκ+1
= −pρ < 0, (18)

implying thereby that, in respect of ρ, the shock and rarefaction wave curves are monotoni-

cally decreasing. Moreover, lim
ρ−→+∞

υ = −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+υl+A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
and lim

ρ−→0+
υ = +∞

imply that the shock and rarefaction wave curves have υ = −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+υl+A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
(parallel to ρ−axis) and υ−axis as the asymptotic lines, respectively. Therefore, the

(ρ, υ)−plane is divided into three distinct regions (see, Figure 1) by the elementary wave

curves.

ρ S

υ

R

J

(ρl, υl)

I II III

υ = −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+ υl +A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl

υ = υl

Figure 1. Construction of Riemann solutions in (ρ, υ)−phase plane.

By using the method of characteristic analysis, it can be analyzed that the Riemann

solution consist of a contact discontinuity and a shock (rarefaction) wave when the right

state (ρr, υr) lies in region-II (region-III), respectively (see, Figures 2(A) and 2(B)). The

singularity develops in the region Ω due to the overlapping of the characteristic curves

for the Riemann problem (6) -(7), whenever the right state (ρr, υr) lies in region-I (i.e.,

υr ⩽ −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+ υl +A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
) (see, Figure 3). Indeed, the singularity with finite

jump is not possible which, in turn, allow us to consider a solution with delta distribution at

the jump in order to demonstrate the existence in a space of measures (see Ref. [10,26,29,31]

for details).
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t

x

(ρl, υl)
(ρ∗, υ∗)

(ρr, υr)

S

J

O

(a) If (ρr, υr) lies in region-II.

t

x

(ρl, υl)
(ρ∗, υ∗)

(ρr, υr)

R

J

O

(b) If (ρr, υr) lies in region-III.

Figure 2. Riemann solutions of (6)-(7) in the (x, t)-plane

t

x

xl1(t) = (υl −
ΓAρΓl

(1−aρl)Γ+1 − κB
ρκl

)t+ 1
2ηt

2

xl2(t) = υlt+
1
2ηt

2

xr2(t) = υrt+
1
2ηt

2

xr1(t) = (υr − ΓAρΓr
(1−aρr)Γ+1 − κB

ρκr
)t+ 1

2ηt
2

Ω

(0,0)

Figure 3. Overlapping of the characteristic curves in (x, t)-plane.

Definition 2.1. In order to define the measure solutions, the weighted δ-function supported

by a parameterized smooth curve C : t = t(z), x = x(z) (m ≤ z ≤ n) is defined as

⟨p(z)δC , ψ⟩ =
∫ n

m
p(z)ψ(x(z), t(z))

√
x′(z)2 + t′(z)2dz, (19)

for all the test functions ψ ∈ C∞
0 (R×R+). For convenience, we choose the parameter z = t

and then ω(t) =
√

1 + x′(t)2p(t) used to denotes the strength of delta shock wave hereafter.

Definition 2.2. Let (ρ, υ) be a pair of distributions where ρ(x, t) = ρ̂(x, t)+ω(x, t)δ(γ) and

ρ̂, υ ∈ L∞(R× R+). Then (ρ, υ) is called the delta shock solution of the Riemann problem
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(6)-(7) if the followings hold [21]
⟨ρ, ψt⟩+ ⟨ρ(υ + ηt), ψx⟩ = 0,

⟨ρ
(
υ +A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)
, ψt⟩+ ⟨ρ(υ + ηt)

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)
, ψx⟩ = 0,

(20)

for all the test functions ψ ∈ C∞
0 (R× R+). Here, we take

⟨ρ

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1− aρ

)Γ

− B

ρκ

)
, ψ⟩ =

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

−∞
ρ̂

(
υ +A

(
ρ̂

1− aρ̂

)Γ

− B

ρ̂κ

)
ψdxdt+⟨ωυδδC , ψ⟩,

(21)

where C is a smooth curve supported by the Dirac delta function and υδ is the value of υ

on the curve C.

Theorem 2.3. For the case υr ⩽ −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+ υl +A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
, the Riemann solution

of (6)-(7) should have the following δ-shock solution

(ρ, υ)(x, t) =


(ρl, υl), x < x(t),

(ω(t)δ(x− x(t)), υδ), x = x(t),

(ρr, υr), x > x(t),

(22)

in which 
υδ =

2(ρlυl−ρrυr)+Q1−Q2

2(ρl−ρr)
,

σ(t) = υδ + ηt,

x(t) = υδt+
1
2ηt

2,

w(t) = −Q1+Q2

2 t,

if ρl ̸= ρr, (23)

where

Q1 = A

(
ρΓ+1
l

(1− aρl)Γ

)
− B

ρκ−1
l

−A

(
ρΓ+1
r

(1− aρr)Γ

)
+

B

ρκ−1
r

, (24)

Q2 =
√

4ρlρr(υl − υr)(υl − υr +Q3) +Q2
1, (25)

Q3 = A

(
ρl

1− aρl

)Γ

− B

ρκl
−A

(
ρr

1− aρr

)Γ

+
B

ρκr
, (26)

and 

υδ =
υr+υl

2 + A
2

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

2ρκl
,

σ(t) = υδ + ηt,

x(t) = υδt+
1
2ηt

2,

w(t) = ρl(υl − υr)t,

if ρl = ρr, (27)
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where ω(t) is the weight of the δ-shock and υδ is the value of υ on the delta shock curve

x = x(t). In addition, for the measure solution (22), the following generalized Rankine-

Hugoniot conditions hold
dx(t)
dt = σ(t) = υδ + ηt,

dw(t)
dt = −[ρ]σ(t) + [ρ(υ + ηt)],

d(w(t)υδ)
dt = −

[
ρ

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)]
σ(t) +

[
ρ(υ + ηt)

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)]
.

(28)

Proof. Let γ : {(x, t)|x = x(t)} is a smooth delta shock wave curve in the upper half (x, t)-

plane across which (ρ, υ) has a jump discontinuity. Then, the delta shock wave solution

should satisfy the following system
⟨ρ, ψt⟩+ ⟨ρ(υ + ηt), ψx⟩ = 0,

⟨ρ
(
υ +A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)
, ψt⟩+ ⟨ρ(υ + ηt)

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)
, ψx⟩ = 0,

(29)

for all the test functions ψ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω), where Ω is a small ball centered at any point P on γ

(see Ref. for details [21,30]). Further, assume that P1 = (x(t1), t1) and P2 = (x(t2), t2) are

the points at which γ intersects the ball Ω and Ωl and Ωr are parts of Ω on the left-hand

and right-hand sides of γ, respectively. Then, for any test function ψ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω), we have

I =

∫ ∫
Ω

(
ρ

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1− aρ

)Γ

− B

ρκ

)
ψt + ρ(υ + ηt)

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1− aρ

)Γ

− B

ρκ

)
ψx

)
dxdt

=

∫ ∫
Ωl

(
ρl

(
υl +A

(
ρl

1− aρl

)Γ

− B

ρκl

)
ψt + ρl(υl + ηt)

(
υl +A

(
ρl

1− aρl

)Γ

− B

ρκl

)
ψx

)
dxdt

+

∫ ∫
Ωr

(
ρr

(
υr +A

(
ρr

1− aρr

)Γ

− B

ρκr

)
ψt + ρr(υr + ηt)

(
υr +A

(
ρr

1− aρr

)Γ

− B

ρκr

)
ψx

)
dxdt

+

∫ t2

t1

ω(t) (υδψt(x(t), t) + υδ(υδ + ηt)ψx(x(t), t)) dt.

In view of the divergence theorem, it becomes

I =

∫
∂Ωl

(
−ρl

(
υl +A

(
ρl

1− aρl

)Γ

− B

ρκl

)
dx+ ρl(υl + ηt)

(
υl +A

(
ρl

1− aρl

)Γ

− B

ρκl

)
dt

)
ψ

+

∫
∂Ωr

(
−ρr

(
υr +A

(
ρr

1− aρr

)Γ

− B

ρκr

)
dx+ ρr(υr + ηt)

(
υr +A

(
ρr

1− aρr

)Γ

− B

ρκr

)
dt

)
ψ

+

∫ t2

t1

ω(t) (υδψt(x(t), t) + υδ(υδ + ηt)ψx(x(t), t)) dt

=

∫ t2

t1

(
−

[
ρ

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1− aρ

)Γ

− B

ρκ

)]
dx

dt
+

[
ρ(υ + ηt)

(
υ +A

(
ρ

1− aρ

)Γ

− B

ρκ

)])
ψ(x(t), t)dt

−
∫ t2

t1

d(ω(t)υδ)

dt
ψ(x(t), t)dt.
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where ∂Ωl,r denote the boundaries of Ωl,r, respectively. Thus, (28)3 holds if I vanishes

for all test functions ψ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω). In similar manner, (28)2 can be proved. In the view of

generalized Rankine-Hugoniot conditions (28) with initial data x(0) = 0, ω(0) = 0, [ρ] =

ρl − ρr and entropy condition λ1(ρr, υr) < λ2(ρr, υr) ≤ dx(t)
dt ≤ λ1(ρl, υl) < λ2(ρl, υl), we

have, the required results (23)-(27). It may be noticed that the value of υδ must be constant

throughout the trajectory of delta-shock. Also, equations (23)3 and (27)3, imply that the

δ-shock wave curve bends into parabolic shape.

□

3. Limit Behavior of Riemann solutions when (ρr, υr) lies in Regions-II and III

In view of a,A −→ 0, the behavior of Riemann solutions is studied when the right

state (ρr, υr) lies in region-II, i.e., −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+ υl + A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
< υr ⩽ υl. It can be

easily seen that the curve υ = −A
(

ρ
1−aρ

)Γ
+ B

ρκ + υl +A
(

ρl
1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
tends to the curve

υ = B
ρκ + υl − B

ρκl
as a,A −→ 0. Also, the curve υ = B

ρκ + υl − B
ρκl

has an asymptotic line

υ = υl − B
ρκl

parallel to ρ−axis. Moreover, for ρ > ρl (ρ < ρl), the curve υ = B
ρκ + υl − B

ρκl

lies right (left) to the curve υ = −A
(

ρ
1−aρ

)Γ
+ B

ρκ +υl+A
(

ρl
1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
, respectively (see,

Figure 4). Now, we discuss the limiting behavior of Riemann solution into the following

two cases:

ρ S

υ

R

J

(ρl, υl)

I II III

υ = −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+ υl +A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl

υ = υl

υ = υl − B
ρκl

Figure 4. Elementary wave curves in (ρ, υ)−phase plane when a,A −→ 0.

3.1. Case-(i): Existence of δ−shock. We establish the existence of δ−shock in the

Riemann solution of (6)-(7) when (ρr, υr) belongs to the region-II with −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+ υl +

A
(

ρl
1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
< υr ⩽ υl− B

ρκl
, as a,A −→ 0. For any a > 0 and A > 0, let the intermediate

state (ρ∗, υ∗) is connected with (ρl, υl) by S, and (ρr, υr) by J with speeds σ1(t), and σ2(t),
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respectively. Then, we have

S :



σ1(t) = υl + ηt− ρ∗

(
A[(ρ∗(1−aρl))

Γ−1+(ρ∗(1−aρl))
Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ∗))+···+(ρl(1−aρ∗))Γ−1]

(1−aρ∗)Γ(1−aρl)Γ
+

B(ρκ∗−ρκl )

ρκ∗ρ
κ
l (ρ∗−ρl)

)
= υ∗ + ηt− ρl

(
A[(ρ∗(1−aρl))

Γ−1+(ρ∗(1−aρl))
Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ∗))+···+(ρl(1−aρ∗))Γ−1]

(1−aρ∗)Γ(1−aρl)Γ
+

B(ρκ∗−ρκl )

ρκ∗ρ
κ
l (ρ∗−ρl)

)
,

υ∗−υl
ρl−ρ∗

= A[(ρ∗(1−aρl))
Γ−1+(ρ∗(1−aρl))

Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ∗))+···+(ρl(1−aρ∗))Γ−1]
(1−aρ∗)Γ(1−aρl)Γ

+
B(ρκ∗−ρκl )

ρκ∗ρ
κ
l (ρ∗−ρl)

, ρ∗ > ρl,

(30)

and

J :

σ2(t) = υ∗ + ηt = υr + ηt,

υ∗ = υr.
(31)

Eliminating υ∗ from (30)2 and (31)2, we have

υr = −A
(

ρ∗
1− aρ∗

)Γ

+
B

ρκ∗
+ υl +A

(
ρl

1− aρl

)Γ

− B

ρκl
. (32)

Lemma 3.1.

lim
a,A→0

ρ∗ = +∞.

Proof. Taking lima,A→0 in (32), with the consideration that lima,A→0 ρ∗ = M ∈ (ρl,+∞),

one can get υr = υl− B
ρκl
+ B

Mκ > υl− B
ρκl
, which contradicts υl− B

ρκl
⩾ υr. Hence, lima,A→0 ρ∗ =

+∞. □

Lemma 3.2.

lim
a,A→0

σ1(t) = lim
a,A→0

σ2(t) = υr + ηt.

Lemma 3.3.

lim
a,A→0

∫ σ2

σ1

ρ∗dζ = ρl(υl − υr) ̸= 0. (33)

Proof. In view of (14)1 for S and J , we get the following−σ1(t)(ρl − ρ∗) + (ρl(υl + ηt)− ρ∗(υ∗ + ηt)) = 0,

−σ2(t)(ρ∗ − ρr) + (ρ∗(υ∗ + ηt)− ρr(υr + ηt)) = 0.
(34)

Furthermore, addition of (34)1 and (34)2 yield

ρ∗(σ2(t)− σ1(t)) = σ2(t)ρr − σ1(t)ρl + ρl(υl + ηt)− ρr(υr + ηt), (35)

which, in turn, implies the required result. □

Theorem 3.4. Let υr ⩽ υl − B
ρκl
, (ρr, υr) ∈ II(ρl, υl) and for all fixed a,A > 0, (ρa, ua) be

the S + J Riemann solution to the system (6)-(7). Then

lim
a,A→0

υa(x, t) =


υl, x < υrt+

1
2ηt

2,

υr, x = υrt+
1
2ηt

2,

υr, x > υrt+
1
2ηt

2,

(36)
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and ρa converges in distributional sense. The limit function is the sum of a Dirac-delta

function and a step function supported on the curve x = υrt+
1
2ηt

2 with weight ρl(υl−υr)t,
as a,A→ 0.

Proof. (i) For any a,A > 0, the Riemann solution S + J to the system (6)-(7) can be

expressed as

(ρa, υa)(ζ := x/t) =


(ρl, υl), ζ < σ1(t),

(ρ∗(ζ), u∗(ζ)), σ1(t) < ζ < σ2(t),

(ρr, υr), ζ > σ2(t).

(37)

Now, the weak formulation of equation (6) is

−
∫ +∞

−∞
ρa(υa + ηt− ζ)ϕ′dζ +

∫ +∞

−∞
ρaϕdζ = 0, (38)

for any ϕ ∈ C1
0 (−∞,+∞). The limit (36) can be directly obtained from (37).

(ii) Consider∫ +∞

−∞
ρa(υa + ηt− ζ)ϕ′dζ =

(∫ σ1(t)

−∞
+

∫ σ2(t)

σ1(t)
+

∫ +∞

σ2(t)

)
ρa(υa + ηt− ζ)ϕ′dζ. (39)

Also, we have

lim
a,A→0

(∫ σ1(t)

−∞
ρa(υa + ηt− ζ)ϕ′dζ +

∫ +∞

σ2(t)
ρa(υa + ηt− ζ)ϕ′dζ

)

= lim
a,A→0

(∫ σ1(t)

−∞
ρl(υl + ηt− ζ)ϕ′dζ +

∫ +∞

σ2(t)
ρr(υr + ηt− ζ)ϕ′dζ

)

= ρl(υl − υr)ϕ(υr + ηt) +

∫ +∞

−∞
H(ζ − (υr + ηt))ϕdζ, (40)

where

H(x) =

ρl, x < 0,

ρr, x > 0.
(41)

Also, consider

lim
a,A→0

∫ σ2(t)

σ1(t)
ρa(υa + ηt− ζ)ϕ′dζ = lim

a,A→0

∫ σ2(t)

σ1(t)
ρ∗(υ∗ + ηt− ζ)ϕ′dζ

= lim
a,A→0

ρ∗(σ2(t)− σ1(t))×

lim
a,A→0

(
(υ∗ + ηt)

ϕ(σ2(t))− ϕ(σ1(t))

σ2(t)− σ1(t)
− σ2(t)ϕ(σ2(t))− σ1(t)ϕ(σ1(t))

σ2(t)− σ1(t)
+

1

σ2(t)− σ1(t)

∫ σ2(t)

σ1(t)
ϕdζ

)
= ρl(υl − υr)((υr + ηt)ϕ′(υr + ηt)− (υr + ηt)ϕ′(υr + ηt)− ϕ(υr + ηt) + ϕ(υr + ηt))

= 0. (42)
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Using equations (40), (42) in (38), we have

lim
a,A→0

∫ +∞

−∞
ρaϕdζ = ρl(υl − υr)ϕ(υr + ηt) +

∫ +∞

−∞
H(ζ − (υr + ηt))ϕdζ. (43)

(iii) For any ψ ∈ C∞
0 (R×R+), in view of the limit of ρa depending on t, and (43), we have

Figure 5. Density and velocity of δ-shock wave for A = 1 and a = 0.1.

Figure 6. Density and velocity of δ-shock wave for A = 0.1 and a = 0.01.

lim
a,A→0

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

−∞
ρa(x/t)ψ(x, t)dxdt = lim

a,A→0

∫ +∞

0
t

(∫ +∞

−∞
ρa(ζ)ψ(ζt, t)dζ

)
dt

=

∫ +∞

0
t

(
ρl(υl − υr)ψ((υr + ηt)t, t) +

∫ +∞

−∞
H(ζ − (υr + ηt))ψ(ζt, t)dζ

)
dt

=

∫ +∞

0
ρl(υl − υr)tψ((υr + ηt)t, t)dt+

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

−∞
H(x− υrt)ψ(x, t)dxdt (44)
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Figure 7. Density and velocity of δ-shock wave for A = 0.001 and a =
0.0001.

Figure 8. Density and velocity of δ-shock wave for A = 0.00001 and a =
0.000001.

in which by definition (19)∫ +∞

0
ρl(υl − υr)tψ((υr + ηt)t, t)dt = ⟨p(t)δC , ψ(x, t)⟩

with

w(t) = ρl(υl − υr)t. (45)

□

Hence, we conclude that the Riemann solution S + J converges to δ-shock solution

whenever −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+ υl +A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
< υr ⩽ υl − B

ρκl
and a,A→ 0. Additionally, we

verify this theoretical analysis by performing numerical simulations. For this we consider
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κ = 0.5,Γ = 2, B = 1, η = 0.2, and the following initial data

(ρl,r, υl,r) =

(1, 5), x < 0,

(1, 2), x > 0,

in equation (32). The numerical results for different pairs of values of a and A are shown in

figures (see, Figures 5-8). The numerical computations show that the intermediate density

increases dramatically whenever a and A decrease. Hence, the numerical simulations verify

our analysis.

3.2. Case-(ii). Here, we analyze the Riemann solution to (6)-(7) when υl − B
ρκl
< υr ⩽ υl.

For any a > 0 and A > 0, the intermediate state (ρ∗, υ∗) is connected with (ρl, υl) by S and

(ρr, υr) by J with speeds σ1 and σ2, respectively. Then, we have

S :



σ1(t) = υl + ηt− ρ∗

(
A[(ρ∗(1−aρl))

Γ−1+(ρ∗(1−aρl))
Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ∗))+···+(ρl(1−aρ∗))Γ−1]

(1−aρ∗)Γ(1−aρl)Γ
+

B(ρκ∗−ρκl )

ρκ∗ρ
κ
l (ρ∗−ρl)

)
= υ∗ + ηt− ρl

(
A[(ρ∗(1−aρl))

Γ−1+(ρ∗(1−aρl))
Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ∗))+···+(ρl(1−aρ∗))Γ−1]

(1−aρ∗)Γ(1−aρl)Γ
+

B(ρκ∗−ρκl )

ρκ∗ρ
κ
l (ρ∗−ρl)

)
,

υ∗−υl
ρl−ρ∗

= A[(ρ∗(1−aρl))
Γ−1+(ρ∗(1−aρl))

Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ∗))+···+(ρl(1−aρ∗))Γ−1]
(1−aρ∗)Γ(1−aρl)Γ

+
B(ρκ∗−ρκl )

ρκ∗ρ
κ
l (ρ∗−ρl)

, ρ∗ > ρl, ,

(46)

and

J :

σ2(t) = υ∗ + ηt = υr + ηt,

υ∗ = υr.
(47)

From (46)2 and (47)2, ρ∗ satisfies

υr = −A
(

ρ∗
1− aρ∗

)Γ

+
B

ρκ∗
+ υl +A

(
ρl

1− aρl

)Γ

− B

ρκl
. (48)

In particular, for Γ = κ = 1, equation (48) yields

ρ∗ =
−aB + υl +A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)
− B

ρl
− υr +

√
D

2
{
A+ a

(
υl +A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)
− B

ρl
− υr

)} , (49)

where

D =

(
aB − υl −A

(
ρl

1− aρl

)
+
B

ρl
+ υr

)2

+4B

{
A+ a

(
υl +A

(
ρl

1− aρl

)
− B

ρl
− υr

)}
.

Using L’Hôspital’s rule of multi variable calculus [18] in equation (49), one can obtain

lim
a,A→0

ρ∗ =
B

υr − υl +
B
ρl

. (50)

In fact, for different pairs of values of Γ and κ, we verified that the lima,A→0 ρ∗ exists finitely

(see, Table-1). We have taken B = 1 and the initial data

(ρl,r, υl,r) =

(1, 5), x < 0,

(1, 4.5), x > 0.
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a A ρ∗
10−2 10−1 1.81939694
10−4 10−3 3.79386025
10−6 10−5 3.99760412
10−8 10−7 3.99997600
10−10 10−9 3.99999976
10−12 10−11 4.00000000
10−14 10−13 4.00000000

2.2204× 10−16 2.2204× 10−16 4.00000000

Table 1. The intermediate densities for values a and A with Γ=2 and κ = 0.5.

3.3. Limit of Riemann solutions when (ρr, υr) lies in Region-III. We study the

limit a,A → 0 of the Riemann solution to (6) with (7) in the case υl < υr. For any a > 0

and A > 0, the intermediate state (ρ∗, υ∗) is connected with (ρl, υl) by R and (ρr, υr) by J ,

respectively. Then, we have

R :


ζ = λ1 = υ + ηt− ΓAρΓ

(1−aρ)Γ+1 − κB
ρκ , ρ∗ < ρ < ρl,

υ−υl
ρl−ρ = A[(ρ(1−aρl))

Γ−1+(ρ(1−aρl))
Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ))+···+(ρl(1−aρ))Γ−1]

(1−aρ)Γ(1−aρl)Γ
+

B(ρκ−ρκl )

ρκρκl (ρ−ρl)
,

(51)

and

J :

σ2(t) = υ∗ + ηt = υr + ηt,

υ∗ = υr.
(52)

From (51)2 and (52)2, ρ∗ satisfies

υr = −A
(

ρ∗
1− aρ∗

)Γ

+
B

ρκ∗
+ υl +A

(
ρl

1− aρl

)Γ

− B

ρκl
. (53)

Taking lima,A→0 in (53), with the consideration that lima,A→0 ρ∗ = 0, one can obtain υr =

+∞, which is absurd. Hence, there is no vacuum in the Riemann solution of the system

(6)-(7).

4. Behavior of Riemann solutions as pressure falls to zero i.e., a,A,B → 0.

On the basis of relations between υl and υr, we divide this discussion into the

following three cases:

4.1. Case-(i): υl > υr. In this case, (ρr, υr) lies in region-I or region-II. If the right state

(ρr, υr) lies in the region-I, then the Riemann solution is given by (22) with (23)-(27). It is

easy to see that when a,A,B → 0, for ρr ̸= ρl,

υδ =
υl
√
ρl + υr

√
ρr√

ρl +
√
ρr

, σ(t) = υδ + ηt, x(t) = υδt+
1

2
ηt2, w(t) =

√
ρlρr(υl−υr)t. (54)

For ρr = ρl,

υδ =
υl + υr

2
, σ(t) = υδ + ηt, x(t) = υδt+

1

2
ηt2, w(t) = ρl(υl − υr)t. (55)
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If the right state (ρr, υr) lies in region-II, then the Riemann solution is given by S + J. A

similar calculation, as we have done in case (i) of section-3, shows that the solution S + J

converges to delta shock solution of the transport equations with the same friction term as

a,A,B → 0.

4.2. Case-(ii): υl = υr. For this case, the Riemann solution is given by the contact

discontinuity J .

4.3. Case-(iii): υl < υr. For any a > 0, A > 0, and B > 0, the intermediate state (ρ∗, υ∗)

is connected with (ρl, υl) by R and (ρr, υr) by J , then we have

R :


ζ = λ1 = υ + ηt− ΓAρΓ

(1−aρ)Γ+1 − κB
ρκ , ρ∗ < ρ < ρl,

υ−υl
ρl−ρ = A[(ρ(1−aρl))

Γ−1+(ρ(1−aρl))
Γ−2(ρl(1−aρ))+···+(ρl(1−aρ))Γ−1]

(1−aρ)Γ(1−aρl)Γ
+

B(ρκ−ρκl )

ρκρκl (ρ−ρl)
,

(56)

and

J :

σ2(t) = υ∗ + ηt = υr + ηt,

υ∗ = υr.
(57)

From (51)2 and (52)2, ρ∗ satisfies

υr = −A
(

ρ∗
1− aρ∗

)Γ

+
B

ρκ∗
+ υl +A

(
ρl

1− aρl

)Γ

− B

ρκl
. (58)

Taking lima,A,B→0 in (58), with the consideration that lima,A→0 ρ∗ ̸= 0, one can obtain

υr = υl, which contradicts with υr > υl. Hence, the vacuum state occurs in the Riemann

solution of the system (6)-(7). Furthermore, the Riemann solution for this case is express

as

lim
a,A,B→0

(ρ, υ)(x, t) =


(ρl, υl), x < υlt+

1
2ηt

2,

vacuum, υlt+
1
2ηt

2 < x < υrt+
1
2ηt

2,

(ρr, υr), x > υrt+
1
2ηt

2.

(59)

Hence, the Riemann solutions of our system coincide with the corresponding Riemann

solutions of the transport equations with the same source term as pressure falls to zero.

5. Solutions of the original Riemann problem (3)-(5)

Here, we turn back our attention to the original Riemann problem (3)-(5). Before

going on to the original Riemann problem it is noted that we have taken ul = υl and ur = υr

in our aforementioned work(only for convenience). Now, based on some special conditions

on the initial data (5), we divide this discussion into three parts:

(i) If (ρr, ur) lies in region-II, i.e., −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+ ul + A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
< ur ⩽ ul, then the

Riemann solution of (3)-(5) is represented as (see Figure 9(A))

(ρ, u)(x, t) =


(ρl, ul + ηt), x < x1(t),

(ρ∗, u∗ + ηt), x1(t) < x < x2(t),

(ρr, ur + ηt), x2(t) < x,

(60)
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where

x1(t) = ult− ρ∗

(
B(ρκ∗ − ρκl )

ρκ∗ρ
κ
l (ρ∗ − ρl)

)
t+

1

2
ηt2

−ρ∗
(
A[(ρ∗(1− aρl))

Γ−1 + (ρ∗(1− aρl))
Γ−2(ρl(1− aρ∗)) + · · ·+ (ρl(1− aρ∗))

Γ−1]

(1− aρ∗)Γ(1− aρl)Γ

)
t,

represents the equation of shock wave curve and x2(t) = urt +
1
2ηt

2 represents the equa-

tion of contact discontinuity curve. Also, the intermediate state (ρ∗, u∗ + ηt) between the

shock wave(S) and contact discontinuity(J) can be obtained directly from the following

expressions

ul +A

(
ρl

1− aρl

)Γ

− B

ρκl
= u∗ +A

(
ρ∗

1− aρ∗

)Γ

− B

ρκ∗
, u∗ = ur. (61)

(ii) If (ρr, ur) lies in region-III, i.e., ul < ur, then the solution of the Riemann problem

(3)-(5) is expressed as (see Figure 9(B))

(ρ, u)(x, t) =


(ρl, ul + ηt), x < xl1(t),

(ρ2, u2 + ηt), xl1(t) < x < x∗1(t),

(ρ∗, u∗ + ηt), x∗1(t) < x < x2(t),

(ρr, ur + ηt), x2(t) < x,

(62)

where

xl1(t) = ul + ηt−
ΓAρΓl

(1− aρl)Γ+1
− κB

ρκl
,

x∗1(t) = u∗ + ηt− ΓAρΓ∗
(1− aρ∗)Γ+1

− κB

ρκ∗
,

x2(t) = ur + ηt,

represent the equations of left most edge of rarefaction wave curve, right most edge of

rarefaction wave curve and contact discontinuity curve, respectively. Also, the intermediate

state (ρ∗, u∗ + ηt) between the rarefaction wave(R) and contact discontinuity(J) can be

obtained directly from the following expressions

ul +A

(
ρl

1− aρl

)Γ

− B

ρκl
= u∗ +A

(
ρ∗

1− aρ∗

)Γ

− B

ρκ∗
, u∗ = ur. (63)

(iii) If (ρr, ur) lies in region-I, i.e., ur ⩽ −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+ul+A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
, then the Riemann

solution of (3)-(5) is given by a single delta shock wave curve(see, Figure 10). In this case,

the Riemann solution is defined as follow

Definition 5.1. Let (ρ, u) be a pair of distributions where ρ(x, t) = ρ̂(x, t)+ω(x, t)δ(γ) and

ρ̂, u ∈ L∞(R× R+). Then (ρ, u) is called the delta shock solution of the Riemann problem
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t

x

(ρl, ul + ηt)

(ρ∗, u∗ + ηt)

(ρr, ur + ηt)

x = x1(t)

S x = x2(t)

J

O

(a) If (ρr, ur) lies in region-II.

t

x

(ρl, ul + ηt)

(ρ∗, u∗ + ηt)

(ρr, ur + ηt)

R

J

x = xl1(t) x = x∗1(t)

x = x2(t)

O

(b) If (ρr, ur) lies in region-III.

Figure 9. Riemann solutions of (3)-(5) in (x, t)-plane when η > 0.

t

x

(ρl, ul + ηt) (ρr, ur + ηt)

δS

O

(a) η > 0.

t

x

(ρl, ul + ηt)
(ρr, ur + ηt)

δS

O

(b) η < 0.

Figure 10. Riemann solutions of (3)-(5) in (x, t)-plane when (ρr, ur) ∈ I.

(3)-(5) if the followings hold [21]
⟨ρ, ψt⟩+ ⟨ρu, ψx⟩ = 0,

⟨ρ
(
u+A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)
, ψt⟩+ ⟨ρu

(
u+A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)
, ψx⟩ = −⟨ηρ, ψ⟩,

(64)

for all the test functions ψ ∈ C∞
0 (R× R+). Here, we take

⟨ρu

(
u+A

(
ρ

1− aρ

)Γ

− B

ρκ

)
, ψ⟩ =

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

−∞
ρ̂u

(
u+A

(
ρ̂

1− aρ̂

)Γ

− B

ρ̂κ

)
ψdxdt+⟨ωu2δ(t)δC , ψ⟩,

(65)

where uδ(t) is the value of u on the delta shock wave curve.
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Thus, for ur ⩽ −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+ ul + A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
, we seek for a piece-wise smooth

solution of the Riemann problem(3)-(5) in the following form

(ρ, u)(x, t) =


(ρl, ul + ηt), x < x(t),

(ω(t)δ(x− x(t)), uδ(t)), x = x(t),

(ρr, ur + ηt), x > x(t).

(66)

It is noted that uδ(t)− ηt is assumed to be a constant. Similarly, as we have done,

in section-2, the delta shock solution (66) should satisfy the following generalized Rankine-

Hugoniot jump conditions
dx(t)
dt = σ(t) = uδ(t),

dw(t)
dt = −[ρ]σ(t) + [ρu],

d(w(t)uδ(t))
dt = −

[
ρ

(
u+A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)]
σ(t) +

[
ρu

(
u+A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)]
+ βω(t),

(67)

where
[ρu] = ρl(ul + ηt)− ρr(ur + ηt),[
ρ

(
u+A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)]
= ρl

(
ul + ηt+A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl

)
− ρr

(
ur + ηt+A

(
ρr

1−aρr

)Γ
− B

ρκr

)
.

In order to ensure the uniqueness, the measure solution (66) should satisfy the followings

entropy condition

ur + ηt− ΓAρΓr
(1− aρr)Γ+1

− κB

ρκr
< ur + ηt ⩽ uδ(t) ⩽ ul + ηt−

ΓAρΓl
(1− aρl)Γ+1

− κB

ρκl
< ul + ηt.

To define the Riemann solution of (3)-(5), we propose the following theorem:

Theorem 5.2. For the case ur ⩽ −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+ ul +A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
, the Riemann solution

of (3)-(5) should have the following δ-shock solution

(ρ, u)(x, t) =


(ρl, ul + ηt), x < x(t),

(ω(t)δ(x− x(t)), uδ(t)), x = x(t),

(ρr, ur + ηt), x > x(t),

(68)

in which 
σ(t) = uδ(t) = υδ + ηt,

υδ =
2(ρlul−ρrur)+D1−D2

2(ρl−ρr)
,

x(t) = υδt+
1
2ηt

2,

w(t) = −D1+D2
2 t,

if ρl ̸= ρr, (69)
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where

D1 = A

(
ρΓ+1
l

(1− aρl)Γ

)
− B

ρκ−1
l

−A

(
ρΓ+1
r

(1− aρr)Γ

)
+

B

ρκ−1
r

, (70)

D2 =
√

4ρlρr(ul − ur)(ul − ur +D3) +D2
1, (71)

D3 = A

(
ρl

1− aρl

)Γ

− B

ρκl
−A

(
ρr

1− aρr

)Γ

+
B

ρκr
, (72)

and 

σ(t) = uδ(t) = υδ + ηt,

υδ =
ur+ul

2 + A
2

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

2ρκl
,

x(t) = υδt+
1
2ηt

2,

w(t) = ρl(ul − ur)t,

if ρl = ρr. (73)

Proof. As uδ(t)− ηt is constant, therefore, (67) implies that

(uδ(t)− ηt)2(ρl − ρr)− (uδ(t)− ηt)(2ρlul + ρlPl − 2ρrur − ρrPr) + ρlul(ul + Pl − ρrur(ur + Pr)) = 0,(74)

in which Pl = A
(

ρl
1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
and Pr = A

(
ρr

1−aρr

)Γ
− B

ρκr
. Also, (74) gives that

uδ(t) =


2(ρlul−ρrur)+D1−D2

2(ρl−ρr)
+ ηt, if ρl ̸= ρr,

ur+ul
2 + A

2

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

2ρκl
+ ηt, if ρl = ρr.

(75)

Hence, uδ(t) = υδ + ηt. Now, we have to prove that measure solution (68)-(73) satisfy the

system (3)-(4) in the distributional sense, i.e.,
I1 = ⟨ρ, ψt⟩+ ⟨ρu, ψx⟩ = 0,

I2 = ⟨ρ
(
u+A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)
, ψt⟩+ ⟨ρu

(
u+A

(
ρ

1−aρ

)Γ
− B

ρκ

)
, ψx⟩ = −⟨ηρ, ψ⟩,

(76)

for all the test functions ψ ∈ C∞
0 (R× R+).

It is noted that the delta shock wave curve, x(t), is strictly monotonically increasing

for η > 0. Therefore, inverse of x(t) exists globally, which is defined as

t(x) =

√
υ2δ
η2

+
2x

η
− υδ

η
.

When η < 0, the delta shock wave curve, x(t), has a critical point, namely
(
−υ2

δ
η , −υδ

η

)
.

Thus, the inverse of x(t) is given as

t(x) =

−
√

υ2
δ

η2
+ 2x

η − υδ
η , t ≤ −υδ

η ,√
υ2
δ

η2
+ 2x

η − υδ
η , t > −υδ

η ,
(77)



δ-SHOCKS IN NON-HOMOGENEOUS AW-RASCLE MODEL 22

For simplicity, we consider that η > 0. The other case can be treated in a similar manner.

With this consideration, we have

d(ψ(x(t), t))

dt
= ψt(x, t)+

dx

dt
ψx(x, t) = ψt(x, t)+ (υδ + ηt)ψx(x, t) = ψt(x, t)+ uδ(t)ψx(x, t).

(78)

Also, we have

I2 =

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

−∞

(
ρ

(
u+A

(
ρ

1− aρ

)Γ

− B

ρκ

)
ψt + ρu

(
u+A

(
ρ

1− aρ

)Γ

− B

ρκ

)
ψx

)
dxdt

=

∫ +∞

0

∫ x(t)

−∞
(ρl (ul + ηt+ Pl)ψt + ρl(ul + ηt) (ul + ηt+ Pl)ψx) dxdt

+

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

x(t)
(ρr (ur + ηt+ Pr)ψt + ρr(ur + ηt) (ur + ηt+ Pr)ψx) dxdt

+

∫ +∞

0
ω(t)(υδ + ηt) (ψt(x(t), t) + (υδ + ηt)ψx(x(t), t)) dt.

By exchanging the ordering of integral and using integration by parts, we have

I2 =

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

t(x)
ρl (ul + ηt+ Pl)ψtdtdx+

∫ +∞

0

∫ x(t)

−∞
ρl(ul + ηt) (ul + ηt+ Pl)ψxdxdt

+

∫ +∞

0

∫ t(x)

0
ρr (ur + ηt+ Pr)ψtdtdx+

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

x(t)
ρr(ur + ηt) (ur + ηt+ Pr)ψxdxdt

+

∫ +∞

0
ω(t)(υδ + ηt)dψ(x(t), t)

=

∫ +∞

0
(ρr(ur + ηt(x) + Pr)− ρl(ul + ηt(x) + Pl))ψ(x, t(x))dx

+

∫ +∞

0
(ρl(ul + ηt)(ul + ηt+ Pl)− ρr(ur + ηt)(ur + ηt+ Pr))ψ(x(t), t)dt

−
∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

t(x)
ηρlψdtdx−

∫ +∞

0

∫ t(x)

0
ηρrψdtdx−

∫ +∞

0

(
−D1 +D2

2

)
(υδ + 2ηt)ψ(x(t), t)dt,

=

∫ +∞

0
E(t)ψ(x(t), t)dt− η

(∫ +∞

0

∫ x(t)

−∞
ρlψdxdt+

∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

x(t)
ρrψdxdt

)
, (79)

where

E(t) = (ρr (ur + ηt+ Pr)− ρl (ul + ηt+ Pl)) (υδ + ηt)− ρr(ur + ηt) (ur + ηt+ Pr)

+ρl(ul + ηt) (ul + ηt+ Pl)−
(
−D1 +D2

2

)
(υδ + 2ηt).

On simplification, one can have

E(t) = −η
(
−D1 +D2

2

)
t = −ηω(t). (80)

Thus, (79) and (80) together imply that the second equation of (76) holds. In a similar

way, (76)1 can be proved.

□
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Remark 5.3. The limiting behavior of the Riemann solutions to (3)-(5) can be analyzed

by following the same approach as we have applied in sections 3 and 4.

6. Conclusion and Discussion

In this work, we have obtained the Riemann solutions of Aw-Rascle model with

friction for a more realistic version of extended Chaplygin gas. In section-2, we established

that for υr ⩽ −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+ υl + A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
, delta shock is formed in the Riemann

solution. Additionally, in section-3, we found that the Riemann solution S+J converges to

δ-shock solution whenever −A
(−1

a

)Γ
+ υl +A

(
ρl

1−aρl

)Γ
− B

ρκl
< υr ⩽ υl − B

ρκl
and a,A→ 0.

Moreover, in section-4, we obtained that our Riemann solutions converge to the correspond-

ing Riemann solutions of the transport equations with the same source term as a,A,B → 0.

Furthermore, in section-5, the Riemann solutions of the original Riemann problem (3)-(5)

are constructed explicitly. These results imply the conditions on the initial data and pres-

sure under which delta shock is formed in the Riemann solutions. Hence, we have found

the conditions during which jam occurs in traffic flow. In theorem 3.5, we have calculated

that how much mass is accumulated in time t whenever S+J converges to δ-shock solution.

Physically, it explains about the concentration of traffic when jam occurs in traffic flow.

The Coulomb like friction term in (3) describes the granular flow behavior. In traffic flow

model, it explains the traffic flow on an inclined road. Further, we established that due to

the presence of Coulomb like friction term, the characteristic curves bend into the parabolic

shape implying thereby that the delta shock wave discontinuity is also parabolic curved.

Hence, the Aw-Rascle model with friction elucidates the dynamics and formation of traffic

jam in traffic flow on an inclined road. We have constructed the Riemann solutions of (3)

by considering more generalized value of the pressure p. With the use of these Riemann

solutions, one can directly obtain the Riemann solutions of (3) with various equation of

state (according to the requirement) by inserting the particular values of A, B, Γ, a, and

κ in these solutions. Further, by considering friction term η = 0, one can get the Riemann

solutions of the corresponding homogeneous Aw-Rascle model. We have precisely inves-

tigated that our results for the specific values of A, B, Γ, a, κ, and η coincide with the

existing one; e.g., by taking Γ = κ = 1 and a = η = 0 in the Riemann solutions of (3) with

(4), we directly obtain the Riemann solutions of traffic flow model for modified Chaplygin

gas [8]. Furthermore, for A = η = 0 and κ = 1, we get the Riemann solution of Chaplygin

Aw-Rascle model [22], and for A = 0 and κ = 1 in (4) our Riemann solutions coincide with

the Riemann solutions of Aw-Rascle model with friction for Modified Chaplygin gas [41].

Also, the approach used in this work can be applied to the non-symmetric Keyfitz-Kranzer

type system [5,7] for the Chaplygin pressure and Coulomb like friction.
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