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ABSTRACT. The vanishing (artificial) viscosity method has played a fundamen-
tal role in the theory of classical shock waves, both by providing a mollified limit
that identifies the correct physical (Lax admissible) shock waves, and as a guid-
ing principle in the design of numerical difference schemes for simulating shock
waves. However, for relativistic fluid flow, the underlying dissipation mechanism
based on the Euclidean Laplace operator violates Lorentz invariance (and hence
the speed of light bound)—the fundamental principle of Special Relativity. In
this paper we introduce a simple dissipation mechanism for the relativistic Euler
equations which is Lorentz invariant and consistent with the laws of Special Rel-
ativity. To establish basic consistency of the model for the study of shock waves,
we prove existence and decay of Fourier Laplace mode solutions (implying dis-
sipation), and we prove that 1-D shock profiles (viscous travelling wave approx-
imations) exist if and only if the approximated shock waves are Lax admissible.
Our analysis of shock profiles reveals an interesting simplification over classical
artificial viscosity, leading to a one dimensional fixed point problem, due to the
speed of light bound of Relativity.

1. INTRODUCTION

Shock waves are central to the study of Fluid Dynamics and its numerous ap-
plications, because smooth solutions of the compressible Euler equations break
down in finite time to form shock discontinuities whenever the flow is sufficiently
compressive [5} [6] 32, 37]. Since Riemann’s original 1880 work on shock waves,
their understanding has posed many mathematical challenges and it was not until
the 1960’s that the “Riemann problem” (piece-wise constant discontinuous initial
data) was solved by Lax in terms of the correct entropy solutions [31]]. This was
the building block of Glimm’s celebrated random choice method for solving the
Cauchy problem in 1-D with general discontinuous initial data of bounded total
variation [26]. Uniqueness of these Glimm scheme based solutions was only es-
tablished decades later by Bressan [4], and only few results have been worked out
for shock waves in multi-dimensions (cf. [12]), where uniqueness is no longer
intertwined with the second law (entropy condition) of Thermodynamics [} [8]].

The vanishing viscosity method plays a fundamental role in the theory of shock
waves, both, for generating the physical shock wave solutions and for studying
shock waves as mollified limits. That is, smooth solutions to the compressible Eu-
ler equations with a Laplacian based dissipative pressure term in 1-D converge,
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under the zero viscosity limit, to shock wave solutions of the 2 x 2 (isentropic) Eu-
ler equations which all meet the correct entropy condition 143]], thereby
generating physically correct (Lax admissible) shock waves. Conversely, the van-
ishing viscosity method is a powerful tool to study shock waves as smooth solu-
tions at a mollified level, which is particularly important in the design of numerical
schemes for simulating physical shock waves [38]. All this is accomplished by
basing the vanishing viscosity method on the Euclidean Laplace operator in spatial
variables on the fluid variables as a mechanism for dissipation (so-called “artificial
viscosity”), which correctly captures the physics of compressible fluid flow in the
small viscosity limit, without turning to Navier-Stokes viscosity.

Relativistic fluids play an important role in Physics, with applications rang-
ing from Cosmology to the study of stellar structures and black holes 45]].
Shock waves form in relativistic fluids whenever the flow is sufficiently compres-
sive [L1L[35]]. The existence theory of Lax and Glimm for constructing shock waves
was extended to the relativistic Euler equations by Smoller and Temple [39], see
also [27]]. Using classical Laplacian based artificial viscosity, Chen and Schrecker
as well as LeFloch and Yamazaki [33]], succeeded to construct relativistic shock
waves by the vanishing viscosity method. However, the Euler equations with
Laplacian based dissipation violates Lorentz invariancell (and hence the speed of
light bound)—the principle at the foundation of Special Relativity. Since one can-
not expect to correctly model relativistic shock waves with viscous approximations
that violate the basic laws of Relativity, the question arises what a suitable formu-
lation of Lorentz invariant artificial viscosity—efficient for the study of relativistic
shock waves—could be, a question of particular relevance for the design of numer-
ical schemes.

In this paper we introduce a Lorentz invariant notion of artificial viscosity for the
relativistic Euler equations, (see (L3]) below), and establish its basic consistency for
the study of relativistic shock waves by proving decay of Fourier-Laplace modes
(dissipation) and the existence of shock profiles for Lax admissible shocks. In our
model dissipation is induced through the hyperbolic wave operator on the fluid
four velocity in place of the Euclidean Laplacian. This model and its analysis
is motivated by the pioneering work of Freistiihler and Temple on formulations of
Navier-Stokes type viscosity in Relativistic Fluid Dynamics 23], where
dissipation is based on the interplay of first and second order hyperbolic operators.
A sophisticated global-in-time existence theory for dissipative smooth solutions
for such hyperbolic-hyperbolic systems of equations, applicable to the equations
in [24]], has been developed by Sroczinski in [40Q, 411 [42], in the spirit of
Kawashima’s work [[14]].

The formulation of relativistic Navier-Stokes type equations and the question of
relativistic dissipation is subject of ongoing research and debate. This was initiated
by Landau [30]], followed by proposals of Eckart [16] and Israel-Stewart [29], as

IThe Laplace operator is Galilei invariant, the basic invariance of Classical Mechanics, which is
preserved by the classical Euler equations with classical artificial viscosity; but the Laplacian violates
Lorentz invariance.
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well as the theory of Extended Thermodynamics of Mueller-Ruggeri in [34]]. More
recently the topic was reinvigorated by Freistiihler and Temple 18], (see
also [36)), followed by independent proposals of Bemfica, Disconzi and
Noronha in [2, 3] and by Kovtun in [15]. The model of artificial viscosity intro-
duced here can be viewed as a simplifying toy-model for the Freistiihler-Temple
viscosity in 23]. Earlier proposals of relativistic artificial viscosity based on
the wave operator can be found in Thm. 3] and [[1]], (we comment on differ-
ences between these models in the end of this section).

To introduce our model of relativistic artificial viscosity, consider a fluid with
mass/energy-density p, pressure p(p) and the fluid 4-velocity u*. The relativistic
Euler equations governing compressible fluid flow without viscosity are

o9,T" =0, (1.1)
where T"" is the energy-momentum tensor of a perfect fluid,
" = (p+ p)ufv” + pn', (1.2)

n = diag(—1,1,1,1) is the Minkowski metric of Special Relativity, and the fluid
4-velocity is assumed to satisfy the the speed of light bound in the form of the
constraint u’u, = —10 1n this paper we propose and investigate what we call the
Euler equations with relativistic artificial viscosity, (or RAV Euler equations for
short),

0, TH = ¢ Ou*, (1.3)
where 0 = —07 + A is the D’ Alembert operator and A = 82, + 97, 4 92, the
Laplacian, both taken component-wise on u*, and £ > 0 is a constant representing
viscosity. We assume throughout the paper that p = p(p) is a barotropic equation
of state with g—’; > 0.

A major difference between (I.3) and the models for relativistic artificial vis-
cosity in [2I, Thm. 3] and [1]}, is that the coefficient matrix of the wave operator
in [21, Thm. 3] and [1]] both have full rank, while the equations in (I.3) when
written in matrix form have, due to the speed of light bound, a coefficient matrix
on the wave operator of non-full rankﬁ, (as can be seen from the linearized equa-
tions (Z.I) below). This paper is the first step of an investigation into the possibility
and potential advantages of studying shock wave solutions of the relativistic Euler
equations as viscous limits of (I.3). For this, we establish the basic consistency
of the RAV Euler equations for the study of shock waves by proving that (I.3)) is
Lorentz invariant (Theorem 2.3), dissipative in the sense that all Fourier Laplace
mode solutions decay (Theorem 2.1)), and that shock profiles exists if and only
if the shocks satisfy the Lax admissibility condition (Theorem [2.2). In Theorem
we also record the classical limit of (I3)). Interestingly, our analysis of shock

ZWe use natural units with the speed of light set to ¢ = 1. We use the Einstein summation conven-
tion of summing over repeated upper and lower indices from 0 to 3, e.g., 9, T"" = Zi:o 0, TH =
div(T)*. We raise and lower indices with the Minkowski metric 7., and its inverse n"", e.g.,
Uy = Nuot”.

3The existence theory in [40} requires full rank of coefficient matrices and does not apply
to (L3).
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profiles of (L3) reduces by the speed of light bound (u?u, = —1) to a stability
problem for a single scalar ODE, in place of a 2 x 2-system arising in Classical
Fluid Dynamics. This indicates that the more geometric and restrictive framework
of Relativity can be advantageous for the study of Fluid Dynamics, (a principle
already alluded to in [11]]), and we wonder whether this more geometric structure
of relativistic fluids can be of benefit for the study of shock waves, for instance, in
multi-dimensions.

2. STATEMENT OF RESULTS

Our first theorem establishes dissipativity of the Euler equations with relativistic
artificial viscosity (I3) in the sense that all Fourier-Laplace modes of the linearized
equations are decaying. To be precise, we derive in Section [l the linearization of
(3D at a steady state solution (pg, ufy) to be given by

0 V-iu=0
(el 2u @1
K Opuj + 0 0jp = ¢ Ouy,

where @ = (u',u?,u?) are the spatial components of the fluid 4-velocity, V =

(Ox, 0y, 0-) is the spatial gradient, 0 = /p'(po) = j—i| po > 01is the speed of

sound, k = p(po) + po, and we assumed ufy = (1,0,0,0) and py > 0 is constant.
A Fourier-Laplace (FL-) mode solution of (2.1)) is of the form

(g,) — PMHIET, 2.2)

where ¥ € R? is a fixed vector, and A € C and E € R3 are the FL-modes deter-
mined by the so-called dispersion relation of (2.I)). In our first result we establish
existence and decay of FL-mode solutions.

Theorem 2.1. Let p'(p) > 0. Then, for any E € R3 there exists some \ € C such
that the corresponding Fourier-Laplace mode @2.2)) solves @.1)), and if 5 # 0, then
X # 0. Moreover, any Fourier-Laplace mode solution @2.2) of @J) with A\ # 0
decays in the sense that Re(\) < of

In our second theorem we establish that shock profiles of the RAV Euler equa-
tions in one spatial dimension exist and select the correct Lax admissible shock
waves. Remarkably, the proof is simpler than can be expected from the theory
of hyperbolic conservation laws ahead of time, because the relativistic speed of
light bound reduces the system of ODE’s describing travelling wave solutions of
the RAV Euler equations to a scalar ODE. To be precise, substituting the traveling
wave ansatz p(t,z) = p(¢) and u(t,z) = w*(¢), for ¢ = =t u? = 0 = ?,
s € R, into the RAV Euler equations (I.3), and expressing the normalization con-
dition uu, = —1 (imposing the speed of light bound) in the form u" = /1 + u?2

“Note that decay of FL-modes for linearizations at constant fluid 4-velocities u/ with non-zero
spatial components cannot be inferred from Theorem 2.1] since FL-modes are not Lorentz invariant.
For general u{), as for general modes, our method seems inconclusive since the order of polynomials
involved becomes significantly larger, but gives indications that decay of FL.-modes should still hold.
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for u = u', we solve for the density as a function of u explicitly, and write the

RAV Euler equations (L3)) equivalently as

i = eV -1k, 23)
o) = i (TR - TG, 2.4)
where v(u) = \/117 is the classical fluid velocity, (, = (—s,1) and @ = ‘jl—zf.

Equation (2.4) gives the density as an explicit function of u, and thereby reduces
(L3) to the scalar ODE (2.3), which leads to a significant simplification in the
analysis of shock profiles of the RAV Euler equations.

Now, to state our result on shock profiles, we take s € R to be the shock speed
of two constant states (pr,,ur,) and (pr, ur), which satisfy the Rankine Hugoniot
(RH) conditions

[T/WKV = (Tiw - Tﬁ”)(u = 07 (2-5)
where (, = (—s,1), and Tf}jR denotes the energy momentum tensor (I.2)) eval-
uated at (py, /R>UL/R) respectively. We show in Section [3] that local solutions
of (2.3) with initial data in between uy, and up extend to global solutions u((),
¢ € (—o0,00), which converge asymptotically to uy, and upg, because uy, and up
are the only rest points of (2.3). Now, by convention uy, is the state on the left
hand side of the shock surface {x — st = 0}, and up, is the state on the right hand
side of the shock surface, and thus the physically relevant solutions of (2.3)) for the
problem of shock profiles have asymptotics

Jim ((0). () = (prof)  and  lim (p(O). 0 () = (o). (26)

(—o0
Theorem 2.2] below establishes that the asymptotics (2.6)) on solutions of (2.3)) are
equivalent to the Lax admissibility conditions for either 1- or 2-shocks, that is,
At(ug) <s1 < Ai(up) and  s1 < Ao(up), 2.7
or Xo(ug) < so < Ag(ur) and  Ai(up) < so. (2.8)

Here s; denotes the shock speed of the i-th shock curve, i = 1,2, and
v—0 v+ 0o
1+ wvo

are the characteristic speeds of the relativistic Euler equations (I.I)) in terms of the

A1(u) = =

and  Ao(u) =

(2.9)

speed of sound o = Z—’p). In summary, we prove in Section [3 the following result.

Theorem 2.2. Assume (pr,ur) and (pgr,ur) are constant states which satisfy the

RH conditions 2.3) with shock speed s. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) There exists a traveling wave solution p(t,z) = p(¢) and u(t,z) = u*(C),
¢ = =5 of the RAV Euler equations (L3) with asymptotics (2.6).

(ii) The first Lax condition @.1) holds with s = sy if ur, and upr are separated
by a 1-shock, and the second Lax condition @.8) holds with s = ss if ur, and
upr < 0 are separated by a 2-shock.
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Our third theorem establishes Lorentz invariance and the classical limit of the
RAV Euler equations.

Theorem 2.3. The Euler equations with relativistic artificial viscosity (L3) are (i)
Lorentz invariant, and (ii) converge (formally) under the classical limit (¢ — o)
to
0 V- (p¥)=¢e¥- AU
p (00 + U - VU) + Vp = Ay,

where p(t,T) is the mass-density of the fluid, p(t, ) its pressure, G(t, %) € R> its
velocity, A = 02, + 8§y + 02, the Laplacian and V the spatial gradient.

Since the proofs of Theorems 2.1]and 2.2]both use the Lorentz invariance of the
RAV Euler equations, we first give the proof of Theorem [2.3] the topic of Section
Bl The proofs of Theorems [2.1]and 2.2] are given in Sections 4] and [3] respectively.

As a final comment we explain how to extend the RAV Euler equations to Gen-
eral Relativity. For this, define the “viscosity tensor”

T =TH —eVHu,

where TH" is again the energy momentum tensor of a perfect fluid (I.2)) but with
N Teplaced by a general Lorentzian metric g, and V¥ = ¢'”V,, denotes the
covariant derivative (i.e., the Levi-Civita connection) of g,,,. The interaction of the
matter fields 72" with the spacetime geometry—and hence the gravitational field—is
governed by the Einstein equations coupled to the RAV Euler equations,

GH = 8rTH and vV, T = e Ogu, 2.11)

where G/, denotes the Einstein curvature tensor of g, and L, = ¢g"'V,V,
denotes the D’ Alembert operator associated to g,,,. Since the Einstein tensor is
symmetric (G, = G,,,), the fluids described by (2.11)) are irrotational (V,u, =
V,uy). Since the Einstein curvature tensor is constructed to be divergence-free,
the Einstein equations imply 72" to be divergence-free, and this implies the second
equation in (Z.I1) on the matter fields in 7", to which we refer as the “covariant
RAV Euler equations”.

3. LORENTZ INVARIANCE AND CLASSICAL LIMIT

In this section we prove Theorem Part (i) of Theorem the Lorentz in-
variance of (I.3)), follows directly from u* and 9, T*" both transforming as vectors,
and [J being invariant under Lorentz transformations. For completeness, we prove
this now in detail. Let A% denote a Lorentz transformation, mapping a coordinate
system z* to coordinates 7 by z# = ALZ® 4 a*, where a* € R* is the vector of
a constant spacetime translation, and A : R* — R% is a constant (4 x 4)-matrix
which preserves the Minkowski metric (7),,,) = (748) = diag(—1,1,1,1) under
tensor transformation,

AZAET];W = TNaB- 3.1
Now, the fluid density and pressure transform as scalars, e.g., p(z) = p(z(z)) =
p(Z), while the fluid 4-velocity transforms as a vector, u* = Aba®. 1t follows that
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the energy-momentum tensor (L2)) of a fluid transforms as TH" = AZAETO‘B , and
thus

8, T = (A™1)30, (ALAYTP) = ALTP (3.2)
transforms as a vector. On the other hand, since
O = 170,80, = 0" (AN T)5050, = 01050, =0 (33)

transforms as a scalar, Ju* = ALOa® transforms as a vector. Combining this with
(B2), we conclude that (I.3) transforms as

0= 9,7 — O = A4 (9577 — 00, (3.4)
which is the sought-after Lorentz invariance.

We now prove part (ii) of Theorem 2.3] the classical limit of (I.3). In order to
take ¢ — oo in a formal sense, we first reinsert the speed of light ¢ into (L3)), which
in coordinates z* = (ct, x,y, z) gives

0,TH = e Ou" 3.5
for
T = (p+ %)u“u” +pnt  and ut = (0) < ; > ,
c

withy(v) = (1— ?72/62)_%, Minkowski metric n = diag(—1,1,1, 1), D’ Alembert
operator O = 09,0, = — 507 + 0%, + 92,4 02, classical fluid velocity ¥, and
fluid 4-velocity u# satisfying utu, = —c2.
Contracting (3.3) with u,, yields the relativistic conservation of mass-energy
equation,
uOup + (p + %) oput' = € u,ut, (3.6)

where we used that u, d,u" = 0 as a result of the normalization u/u, = e
The relativistic conservation of 3-momentum equation is obtained by contraction

of (B:3) with II"Y = n*¥ + ¢~ 2utuY, (the projection orthogonal to u*), as
(p + c%) u’ o ut + 11" 0, p = eI u,,, (3.7
using that II,,u” = 0 and, (by u, 0,u” = 0), that II"” Oy, = Oyu*.

We now compute the limit ¢ — oo of (3.6) and (B.7). First, setting v* =
ut /~(¥), we find using the Leibnitz rule that

Out = ~(0)0v* 4+ O(c™7), (3.8)

since y(7) = O(1), 9,7(¢¥) = O(c?) and aguy(v) = O(c™*). Thus, since
U= —6%825 + A and v° = ¢, we obtain

0, fi =0
lim Out =4 O H , (3.9)
c—00 Avl forp=j€{1,2,3}.

To now compute the classical limit of (3.6), observe that

Opu’ =)WV -T+0(c™Y) and ud,p=~(D) (Op+7-Vp). (3.10)
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Substitution of (3.10) into (B.6) yields
%WGMH4VVM+(A+%>h@ﬁ?6+0@*»:suﬂh2

and taking the limit ¢ — oo we obtain the sought-after conservation of mass equa-
tion,
Op+U-Vp+pV-0=cv- AU, (3.11)

interpreting p as classical mass density. To compute the classical limit of (3.7)), we
note that

0 0 0
lim u®0d,u” = L o and lim II,, = .
c—00 7 U+ U - VU oo MY 0 ids /)’
where ids denotes the identity on R®. Substituting the above identities into (3.7)),
we obtain in the limit ¢ — oo the sought after conservation of momentum equation

pOU+ pt - VU + Vp = e AU. (3.12)
This completes the proof of Theorem 2.3] O

4. DISSIPATION - PROOF OF THEOREM [2.1]

We now prove existence of Fourier-Laplace (FL-) mode solutions (2.2)) of form

WeMHiET with A € C and £ € R3 to the linearized RAV-Euler equations (Z.1), and
prove decay in the sense that Re(\) < 0. For this we first derive the lineariza-
tion @) of (L3) at a steady state solution (po, ufy) on a formal level, assuming
sufficiently smooth solutions.

Lemma 4.1. Assume a constant density py > 0 and fluid 4-velocity ufy = (1,0,0,0).

Assume (p, @) is a smooth solution of (L3) of form p = po+ep and u" = ufj+eut,

where € > 0 is constant. Then, for € > 0 sufficiently small, omitting terms of order

O(€2), (p,ut) solves the following linearization of (L3),
0, V-i=0

RV (4.1)

K Opuj + 0 O;p = € Ouy,

where @ = (ut,u? u?), V = (9, 0,,0,), and € > 0 denotes viscosity.

Proof. To begin, setu” = (0,u', u? u?), which implies the normalization @° %, =
—1 to hold within order e2-errors,

Wy = uf(ug)y + €u’uy = —1 4 O(€2). (4.2)
By Taylor expansion in ¢, we find for the barotropic pressure law that

p(p) = p(po) + ea’p+ O(€?), 4.3)

where 02 = p’(pg). Thus, the energy momentum tensor T+ of (p, ), up to order
e2-errors, is given by

™ =T§" + e(m(ugu" +uful) + (o + Dubufp + Jzn“”p) + O(€?), (4.4)
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where T}"” denotes the energy momentum tensor of (pg, uf) and & = p(pg) + po.
Taking now the divergence of (.4) gives

0, TH = e(n(uff&,u”—i—uﬁ@uu“)—k(az+1)ugu6 Vp+a2n“”8,,p) +0(€?). (4.5)

Now, substituting (4.3)) for the left hand side in (L3)), dividing by ¢ and omitting
terms of order ¢, yields the linearization

w(uhdyu” + ufd,ut) + (o + Vubuldyp + o*n' 9, p = eCu. (4.6)

The sought-after linearized equations (Z.1)) follow by substitution of ug = (1,0,0,0)
and u” = (0,u', u?, u?) in @0). O

We now write (2.I)) equivalently as a matrix equation on FL-modes. For this,
substitute the FL-modes p = W0eMT%T and ) = WIeMHET into @I). It fol-
lows then that the linearized RAV-Euler equations (2.1)) are equivalent to the matrix
equation

T
M- =0, for M= . e ), @
i0°¢ (KA +eX +¢l€]°)]3

where 02 = p'(po), & = p(po) + po, po > 0 constant and I3 denotes the identity
matrix on R3. In our next lemma, we compute the dispersion relation det(A/) = 0
associated to (7)), which gives a necessary and sufficient condition for the exis-
tence of FL-mode solutions. For this we now make without loss of generality the
simplifying assumption that 5 = (£,0,0) for some £ € R, (this can always be
arranged for by Lorentz transformation as shown in the end of this section).

Lemma 4.2. Assume & = (£,0,0). A FL-mode 22) solves the linearized RAV-
Euler equations if and only if X and & satisfy the dispersion relation
(A3 + EA2 + X+ 7o) (N + RA + €2) =0, (4.8)

where i = % and € > 0.

Proof. Substituting E = (£,0,0) into (.7) reduces the matrix M to block diagonal
form M = diag(M;, M2) with

(A kg _ 2 2
Ml = <i02£ I{A—|—€)\2 +€£2> and M2 = (HA"‘E)\ +E§ )IQ (49)
Thus, since det(M) = det(M;)det(Ma), the dispersion relation det(M) = 0
reduces to the sought-after equation (4.8). O

We now keep ¢ € R fixed and view each factor in (.8)) as a polynomial is .
We next show that their non-zero roots all satisfy () < 0, which implies the
sought-after decay of FL.-modes. Note, the case A = 0 implies the trivial FL.-mode
(X, &) = 0 of a steady state, which we can ignore here.

Lemma 4.3. For any £ € R, there always exist some X\ € C which solves the
dispersion relation (.8), and if £ # 0, then X\ # 0. Moreover, any non-zero
solution \ of (@.8) satisfies R(\) < 0.
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Proof. Note first that, if £ = 0, then (£.8) implies either A = 0 (the trivial case of
a staddy state), or A = —k < 0. We now study the roots of the two polynomials in
(4.8)) separately for the non-trivial case £ # 0. For this, set A = a+ib, for a,b € R.
The first condition (£.8) gives rise to, i.e., (/\3 + RN+ 2N+ /%0252) =0,is
equivalent to
(a® — 3ab®) + &(a® — b*) + 2a+ oRE? = 0 (4.10)
(3a%b — b®) + 2kab + b2 = 0. (4.11)
Equation (@.11) holds if either b = 0 or b> = 2&a + 3a® + £2. Incase b = 0,
a = R(N) satisfies
a® 4 ka® 4+ Ea+ ok€? =0, (4.12)
which directly implies that a < 0, since all coefficients in (I12) are strictly
positive, keeping in mind that & > 0, €2 > 0and 0 < o < 1. In case that
b? = 2ka + 3a® + €2, a = Re()\) satisfies
1 ~2
a3+/%a2+1(/%2+£2)a+%(1—0) 0, 4.13)

which again implies that a < 0, since again all coefficients are strictly positive.
From the second condition in (@.8), i.e., A2 + &\ + &2 = 0, one can directly
compute

ko1
A= —— =+ —\/Rk%2 —4£2
A
which implies again ®(A) < 0. This completes the proof. (]

To complete the proof of Theorem[2.Ilwe now show that a general E’ = (&1,&2,8&3)
of an FL-mode in a frame #’ can always be reduced to E = (£,0,0) by a spatial
rotation without changing A. That is, choosing a 3 x 3 rotation matrix R such that
RTg = 5 = (£,0,0), the exponent of the FL-modes (2.2)) transforms under the
spatial rotation & = RZ as

M +i(E)T7 =M +i(€)TRE = M+ i(RTE)TZ = M +ifT & = M\ +ix.

Thus, ) is the same in both frames Z and Z”, so that Lemma [.3] readily implies
the sought after decay of the FL-modes (X, &) and (), £). Note finally that spatial
rotations are Lorentz transformations, which by Lorentz invariance of the RAV-
Euler equations (established in Theorem 2.3} and which trivially extends to the
linearized equations) map solutions of (£.I)) again to solutions. This completes the
proof of Theorem 2.11

5. SHOCK PROFILES - PROOF OF THEOREM [2.2]

To construct traveling wave solutions it suffices to assume one dimensional fluid
flow in the direction of the x!-axis, that is, we assume u2 = 0 = ? and set u = u?!,
which implies v = /1 4+ 42 by the normalization condition u®u, = —1. We

assume further that the speed of sound o = /p/(p) is bounded by the speed of
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light, 0 < o < 1. Let (pr,ur) and (pgr,ur) be two constant states which satisfy
the Rankine Hugoniot conditions (2.3). We make the traveling wave ansatz

plt,a) = p(Q) and  ult,x) = u(C), 5.1)
for ( = x_TSt and s € R fixed, and assume
li = d li = 5.2
i u(C) ug and - lim p(C) = pp, (5.2)
lim u(() = wur and lim p(¢) = pr. (5.3)
(——o0 (——o0

Now, substituting the traveling wave ansatz (5.I) into the RAV-Euler equa-
tions (I.3) yields a first order ODE. That is, a direct computation then shows that
0,TH = %TW(,, and Ou = 1;—232&”(0, where (, = (—s,1) and a dot denotes
differentiation with respect to (. The RAV-Euler equations are thus equivalent to

TG, = (1 - %) (), (5.4)
and integration in { gives

W'(Q) = 2 TG, + 0" (5.5)
for integration constants ## = (#°,0'). Imposing the limits (5.2) in (Z.3) de-
termines the integration constants to be 0# = 1—132 Tg”{,,, since in particular

lim «(¢) = 0 by the first condition in (5.2). Similarly, imposing (5.3)) together

(—+o0
with Clim 4(¢) = 0 in (3.3) implies, by the Rankine Hugoniot condition (Z.3),
——00
that s is the shock speed,
701 711
s=L 1 ] (5.6)
[TOO] [TIO]
We conclude that the RAV Euler equations (L3)) for the traveling waves (3.1) can
be written equivalently ad]

uM(C) = 1_132 (TW/ - Tgy)gu 5.7)
Remarkably, by the speed of light bound—which lies at the foundation of Spe-
cial Relativity—expressed through the normalization condition u’u, = —1, the

RAV Euler equation (5.7) reduces to the scalar first order ODE (2.3)) coupled to the
explicit expression (2.4) for the density as a function of u alone.

Lemma 5.1. Let ¢, = (—s, 1), define the classical velocity v(u) = ﬁ and
assume v(u) # s. Then (37 is equivalent to

) = (vl - 1% )6 (58)

i@ = a0, for ()= (T -T)C,. (5.9)

3In (3.7, one can replace TE” by TH, since T8¢, = TF" (, by the RH-condition (23).
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Proof. Substituting u’ = /1 + u? and its derivative u° = v(u)7 into the first
component of (3.7)), gives

o(uyi = 15 (T = T8 )G, (5.10)
Substitution of the second component of (3.7)) for @ in (3.10)) yields
o) (T = T )6 = (1% = 1% )G, 5.11)
which we write equivalently as
(v(u)Tl” - TO”>(V - (v(u)T}; - T,%”) G (5.12)

We now show that the expression on the left hand side of (3.12) is equal to p(s —
v(uw)). For this, using ¢, = (—s, 1), observe that

(le” _ TO”)CV = T — (1 + sv)T 4 sT%. (5.13)

Substituting 7! = (p+ p)u? +p, T = (p+p)uv/1 +u2and T® = (p+p)(1+
u?) — p, and separating terms multiplied by (p + p), we find that

(v =T")¢, = ~(s=vp+(p+p¥, (5.14)
where
U = vu? — (14 sv)uy/1+u2+s(14u?)
= v —uv1+u2+s
= —v+s, (5.15)
. . . . o o
as can be Ve.rlﬁed by dlr.ect computat%on using v = . Thus, substitution of
(5.13) back into (3.14) gives us as claimed
(le” - To”) ¢ = pls —v). (5.16)

Substituting into (3.12), and solving for p, gives us the sought-after expres-
sion (3.8). Now, since p is a function of u alone, the second component of (3.7)
turns directly into the sought-after scalar ODE (3.9). This completes the proof of
Lemmal[5.1] O

We first derive the Lax conditions (2.7) - (2.8) in the case that s = 0, and
then obtain the Lax condition for general s by Lorentz transformation. For this,
note frist that the Rankine Hugoniot condition for s = 0 imply [T%!] = 0 for
T = (p + p)u/1 + u2, from which we infer that u;, and ur have the same
sign and thus are both non-zero whenever a shock discontinuity is present; the
assumption v(u) # s of Lemma[5.1lis thereby met. Now, since (5.9) is a scalar
ODE in u, the analysis of shock profiles is reduced to a one dimensional fixed point
problem for (5.9). We now show that (3.9) has exactly two fixed points for u in
between uy, and ug, namely v = uy, and © = ug.

Lemma 5.2. For u in between uy, and ug, ®(u) = 0 if and only if either u = uy,
or u = ug.
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Proof. Assuming s = 0, we find that
®(u) = (Tl” . T}{) ¢, =T — Tk, (5.17)

where T = (p+ p)u?+p. From this we directly find that ®(u) = 0if 7" = T
or T = Til by the Rankine Hugoniot condition for s = 0. Now, a direct compu-
tation shows that the density function (3.8)) satisfies p(ur) = pr and p(ur) = pg.
This implies that ®(uz) = 0 and ®(ug) = 0.

We next prove that no more fixed points exists between uy, and up, by studying
critical points. For this, we first express ® in terms of the classical fluid 3-velocity

v = \/117 For this we substitute the equivalent expression u?> = 1321)2 into
T = (p + p)u? + p in (EI7, which gives us
V()

O(v) = —= 5.18

(0) = o, (5.18

for
V() = (p+p)o’+(p—Tx)(1 %)
= p(v) + TR — T, (5.19)
where we used in the last equality that p(v) = —TH! + 179! by (58). Since

0 < v? < 1 by the speed of light bound, it follows that the roots of ®(v) and ¥ (v)
are identical. We now show that ¥ (v) has only one critical point, and thus at most
two roots. A direct computation gives us

1
V' (v) =p/(v) +TH = F(zﬂ — )T, (5.20)

since p'(v) = o2p/(v) for 0% = d—i > 0, and since p'(v) = —%1. From (3.20) it
follows that the only critical points of W(v) are v = £o. On the other hand, since
the Rankine Hugoniot condition 79! = T9! for 7% = (p + p)uv/1 + u? imply
that uy, and up have the same sign, we conclude that W (v) has at most one critical
point in between vy, and vgr. In summary this shows that ®(v) has exactly two

fixed points, namely vy, and vg. This proves the lemma. O

Now, since (3.9) has only uy, and up as fixed points, it follows that any local
solution with initial data lying in between uy and up automatically extends to
a global solution u(¢) on (—oo,00) such that lim w(¢) = uz and lim u(¢) =

(——o0 (—o0
uR, in agreement with the parameter direction fixed in (3.2)) and (3.3). We conclude

that uy, is an unstable rest point, while u g is asymptotically stable, which implies
the inequality

D'(ug) < 0 < ®(uyp) (5.21)
where a prime denotes differentiation by w. From (3.2I) we now derive the Lax

admissibility conditions 2.7) - (2.8) and thereby complete the proof of Theorem
We begin by computing &’ () in (3.21).
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Lemma 5.3. Assume s = 0 and set 0 = / d—p then
V2 — o2
¥(u) = ——(p+p)u, (5.22)
when evaluated either at (u, p) = (ur, pr) or (u, p) = (ur, pr).

Proof. For s = 0, (5.8) reduces to p(u) = —TH + e )Tgl, from which we get
)= 2o Lo (5.23)
P o) R wira2 ‘

From (.9), we find for s = 0 that ®(u) = T'* — TA'. From T'! = (p + p)u® + p
and (3.23)) we obtain

dTll

d'(u) = == 2(p + p)u+ (u? +u?0® + 02)p'(u)
2y,.2 2
_ %<2T01 _ (o )g o T,%l), (5.24)
+u u
recalling that 7' = (p + p)uv/1 + u2 and 02 = d . Thus evaluation at up gives
14 u?)o? u? — (14 u?)o?
' (u — o u? — — (p+
( R) R U2\/1‘|‘—U . (p p) n
v? — o? v? — o?
= +p) ——| =((+pu , (5.25)
(p+p) - Nl (p+pJu — .

which is the sought-after expression (5.22) at v = wup, while (3.22) at u = up,
follows by (3.23), since 7! = TP! in light of the Rankine Hugoniot conditions.

This completes the proof of Lemma[5.3] O
Now, by (3.22)), we write (3.21)) equivalently as
2 2 2 2
Ve — 0 Vi — o
%(Wz +pr)ur < 0 < ng L(pr + pL)ur, (5.26)
R L

and since v> > 0 and (p + p) > 0, condition (5.26) is equivalent to
(v] —o%)ug < 0 < (Vi —o%)ur. (5.27)

Now, by the Rankine Hugoniot condition for s = 0, we have [T%!] = 0 for 7! =
(p+ p)uv/1 + u?, which, since (p+ p) > 0and V1 + u? > 0, implies that w7, and
up always have the same sign. Thus, considering first the case that uy,ur > 0,
(corresponding to 1-shocks), it follows that vy, + o7, > 0 and vg + or > 0, and
(27 is equivalent to

vp—0or < 0 < vy, —op, and 0 <wvp+o0R. (5.28)
Now, since 1 = vo > 0 by the speed of light bounds |v| < 1and 0 < o < 1,
dividing (5.28)) by 1 FF vo yields directly the Lax condition for 1-shocks,

A(ug) <0< Ai(ur) and 0 < X2 (up), (5.29)
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where the characteristic speeds (as computed in [39]) are

V—0 v+o
d XM= . 5.30
an 2 1+ vo ( )

Similarly, turning now to the case of 2-shocks by assuming uy,ur < 0, it follows
that vy, — o, < 0 and vg — og < 0. Thus (3.27)) is equivalent to

A =
! 1—wvo

vp+or < 0 < v +op and v, —oyp, <0, (5.31)
and dividing (3.31)) by 1 & vo gives the Lax condition for the 2-shocks,
Ao(ur) <0< Ag(ur) and A(ur) <0. (5.32)

The Lax conditions for general s # 0 now follows by a Lorentz boost:

Lemma 5.4. Under a Lorentz boost to a frame in which the I-shock moves with
velocity s1, the Lax condition (3.29) turns into

M(ugp) <s1 < A(up) and s1 < Aa(up). (5.33)

Similarly, under a Lorentz boost to a frame in which the 2-shock moves with veloc-
ity s9, the Lax condition (3.32)) turns into

)\Q(UR) < S92 < )\Q(UL) and Al(uL) < S9. (5.34)

Proof. Instead of Lorentz transforming (3.29) and (3.32) directly, we transform
equations (5.28) and (3.31). For this, by the velocity addition formula, observe
that the fluid 3-velocities v in the frame moving with the shock wave (in which the
shock speed is s = 0) is given by

v—s

V= — (5.35)
1—sv

where v is the fluid 3-velocity in the frame in which the shock wave moves with the
constant speed s. Note that, since the density and the pressure are Lorentz scalars,
the speed of sound transforms as a scalar as well. Thus, equation (5.28) transforms
as

VR — S v, — 8 VR — S

R7_1_0R<0<L7_1_0L and 0< 22

1—sivp 1—s177, 1—sivp
which can be written equivalently as (5.33)), denoting for simplicity v,/ as vy, .
In a similar fashion, replacing vy, in (8.31)) by (5.35), a direct computation leads
to the Lax condition (3.34)) for the 2-shock. O

Proof of Theorem 2.2k Under the assumption that (pz,uz,) and (pg, ur) are con-
stant states which satisfy the RH conditions (2.3)) with shock speed s, Theorem
asserts that the following statements are equivalent: (i) There exists a traveling
wave solution p(t, z) = p(¢) and ut(t,z) = u(¢), = £==, of the RAV Euler
equations (L3 with asymptotics (2.6)). (ii) The first Lax condition (2.7)) holds with
s = s1 if uz, and ug are separated by a 1-shock, and the second Lax condition (2.8])
holds with s = sg if u;, and ur < O are separated by a 2-shock.

That (i) implies (ii) follows directly from the above constructions and Lemma

B4 That is, by (i) it follows that u*(¢,z) = u*(¢) solves the ODE (5.9) with
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p(t,z) = p(u) given by (5.8), such that the right hand side of the ODE (5.9)) satis-
fies the inequality (5.21I). Lemma[5.4] then implies the sought-after Lax conditions

2.7) and @.8).

Vice versa, that (i) implies (i) follows since the Lax conditions (2.7) and (2.8
imply the inequality (3.2I). Thus, since by Lemma [5.2] vy, and up are the only
rest points of (3.9)), and since by (3.21)) up is stable and uy, is unstable, it follows
that any local solution with data in between u, and ur (which exist by the Picard
Lindeloff theorem) extends to a global solution with the sought-after asymptotics
(2.6). The sought after traveling wave solutions is then obtained by reversing the
steps between equations (5.4) to (5.9), and substituting ¢ = ==, This completes
the proof of Theorem 2.2] O
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