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STABILITY OF HYDRAULIC SHOCK PROFILES

ZHAO YANG AND KEVIN ZUMBRUN

ABSTRACT. We establish nonlinear H2N L' — H? stability with sharp rates of decay in L?, p > 2,
of general hydraulic shock profiles, with or without subshocks, of the inviscid Saint-Venant equa-
tions of shallow water flow, under the assumption of Evans-Lopatinsky stability of the associated
eigenvalue problem. We verify this assumption numerically for all profiles, giving in particular the
first nonlinear stability results for shock profiles with subshocks of a hyperbolic relaxation system.

Keywords: shallow water equations; relaxation shock; subshock; Evans-Lopatinsky determinant;
hyperbolic balance laws.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, by a combination of rigorous analysis and numerical verification, we establish
nonlinear stability of nondegenerate hydraulic shock profiles of the inviscid Saint-Venant equations
for inclined shallow water flow, across their entire domain of existence, in particular including large-
amplitude profiles containing subshock discontinuities. Specifically, assuming spectral stability in
the sense of Majda-Erpenbeck [Mal, [Er1l [Ex2, [HuZ, [Z1], we prove linear and nonlinear H>NL' — H?
phase asymptotic orbital stability, with sharp rates of decay in LP, p > 2. We then verify the spectral
stability condition numerically, by exhaustive Evans-Lopatinsky /Evans function computations.

The inviscid Saint-Venant equations

Z?th + Z?xq = O,
(1.1) ¢ | lalg
%a+ 0 (z*%) =h g

here given in nondimensional form, model inclined shallow water flow, where h is fluid height;
q = hu is total flow, with w fluid velocity; and F > 0 is the Froude number, a nondimensional
parameter depending on reference height /velocity and inclination. Among other applications, they
are commonly used in the hydraulic engineering literature to describe flow in a dam spillway,
channel, or etc.; see, e.g., [BM, lJe, Brll, Br2l Dl [JNRYZ| for further discussion.

Equations (L)) form a hyperbolic system of balance laws [Lal, [Bre, [Dal, with the first equation
representing conservation of fluid and the second balance between change of momentum and the
opposing forces of gravity (h) and turbulent bottom friction (—h~2|q|q). More specifically, they
compose a 2 x 2 relazation system [W], [L1l Bre, Da], with associated formal equilibrium equation

(1.2) Ol + Dpqu(h) = 0,

where ¢, (h) := h3/2 is the value of ¢ for which gravity and bottom forces cancel. That is, near-
equilibrium behavior is formally modeled by a scalar conservation law, or generalized (inviscid)
Burgers equation. On the other hand, short-time, or transient, behavior is formally modeled by
the first-order part of (L)), with zero-order forcing term h — h=2¢% (¢ > 0) set to zero; for later
reference, we note that this coincides with the equations of isentropic ~v-law gas dynamics with
v = 2 [Bre, Dal [Sm].

As discussed, e.g., in [W] [L1l, JK], the formal approximation (2] is valid for general 2 x 2
relaxation systems in the vicinity of an equilibrium point (h,q) = (ho,q«(ho)) provided there
holds the subcharacteristic condition that the characteristic speed ¢, (hg) of (L2) lies between the
characteristic speeds of (I.I]). This is also the condition for hydrodynamic stability, or stability
under perturbation of a constant equilibrium flow (h,q)(x,t) = (ho, ¢«(ho)): for the Saint-Venant
equations, the classical Froude number condition of Jeffreys [Je],

(1.3) F<2.

In this regime, one may expect persistent asymptotically-constant traveling wave solutions

(14) (ha)wt) = (HQ)x —ct), _lim (H,Q)(z) = (Hr,Qu), lim (H,Q)(2) = (Hr,Qr).

li
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analogous to shock waves of (L.2)), known as relazation shocks, or relaxation profiles; in the context
of (L), we shall call these hydraulic shock profiles. In the complementary regime F > 2, one
expects, rather, complex behavior and pattern formation [JK| [JNRYZ, BJNRZ].

Indeed, we have the following description of existence (Section 2). Here and elsewhere, let
[h] = h(zT) — h(z™) of a quantity h across a discontinuity located at x.

Proposition 1.1. Let (Hp, Hg,c) be a triple for which there exists an entropy-admissible shock
solution in the sense of Lax [La] with speed ¢ of ([L2)) connecting left state Hy, to right state Hp,

e., H, > Hg > 0 and c[H| = [g.(H)]. Then, there exists a corresponding hydraulic shock profile
(C4) with Qr = q*(HL) and Qr = q«(Hpr) precisely if 0 < F < 2. The profile is smooth for
Hp > Hp > H——=—F+—— 1+2F+\/W’ and nondegenerate in the sense that c is not a characteristic speed

of (I at any point along the profile. For 0 < Hr < Hp, 1+2FiF\;W’
and piecewise smooth, with a single discontinuity consisting of an entropy-admissible shock of (L.I]).

At the critical value Hrp = Hyp, 1+2Fi—F\jl+T’ Hpg is characteristic, and there exists a degenerate

the profile is nondegenerate

profile that is continuous but not smooth, with discontinuous derivative at Hg. For F > 2, there
exist smooth “reverse shock” profiles connecting the endstates in the opposite direction Hr — Hp,,
precisely when Hr < Hp < HR% VIHAE 1y the degenerate case Hy = HR% VlHF, Hy
is characteristic and there exists an uncountable family of degenerate entropy-admissible piecewise
smooth homoclinic profiles connecting Hg to itself, but no smooth profiles. In all cases, these are
the only entropy-admissible piecewise smooth, asymptotically-constant traveling waves of (1), and
¢, > 0.

This corresponds to the picture for general relaxation systems [W\ [L1l [YoZl, IMZ1], wherein
smooth relaxation profiles are known to exist for small-amplitude equilibrium shocks near equilib-
rium points that are stable as constant solutions, but larger-amplitude profiles contain discontinu-
ities, or “subshocks”, if they exist at all. Meanwhile, profiles initiating from an unstable equilibrium
typically connect endstates in a reverse direction corresponding to a non-entropy admissible shock
of (L2) [YoZ] (and in any case cannot be stable as solutions of the associated relaxation system
IMZ1, MZ2]). Accordingly, we focus hereafter on the case 0 < F' < 2 for which hydraulic shock
profiles exist in the proper direction, and examine the stability of such profiles as solutions of (I.T]).

1.1. Main results. We first recall that system (I.1)) is of classical Kawashima class, meaning that
it is of symmetrizable hyperbolic type, with a symmetrizer that simultaneously symmetrizes the
linearized zero-order relaxation (or “balance”) term; see Observation [£Il By the analytical results
of [MZ1, MZ3|, therefore, we obtain immediately spectral, linearized, and nonlinear stability and
asymptotic orbital stability with sharp rates of smooth hydraulic shock profiles of sufficiently small
amplitude, for any fixed endstate Hy. Moreover, by [MZ2], we obtain the same linearized and
nonlinear stability results for smooth profiles of arbitrary amplitude, provided they are spectrally
stable in the sense of a standard Evans function condition, and nondegenerate in the sense that
hyperbolic characteristics do not coincide along the profile with the speed of the wave. Hence, the
smooth nondegenerate case may be treated by existing analysis, reducing to a standard numerical
Evans function study of intermediate-amplitude waves, as carried out for example in [BHRZ, [BHZ,
BLeZ, BLZ, HLyZ1].

We focus here on the complementary large-amplitude case of nondegenerate shock proﬁles con-

2
taining subshocks, or 0 < Hr < Hp, 1+2F2+F\/W The degenerate case Hr = H, 1+2F%rF\/HT

do not treat. For perturbations satisfying appropriate compatibility conditions at the shock, in

particular for perturbations supported away from the shock, short-time H*® existence follows by the

analysis of Majda [Mal Me|, as noted in [JLW]. However, so far as we know, there were no results

up to now on large-time behavior or existence under perturbation of relaxation profiles containing
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subshocks. Our main result is the following theorem establishing global existence and nonlinear
phase-asymptotic orbital stability in this case, with sharp rates of decay, assuming spectral stability
in the sense of an Evans-Lopatinsky condition analogous to that of the smooth profile case.

Theorem 1.2. For 0 < F < 2 and 0 < Hp < HL%, let W = (H,Q) be a hydraulic

shock profile (L4), and v be an initial perturbation supported away from the subshock discontinuity
of W of norm e sufficiently small in H* N L', s > 2. Moreover, assume that W is spectrally
stable in the sense of the Evans-Lopatinsky condition defined in Section [f] Then, for initial data
Wo := Wo + vo, there exists a global solution of (ILI)), with a single shock located at ct — n(t), and
H? to either side of the shock, satisfying for t >0, 2 < p < oo, and some limiting phase Ny :

W (e\t) = W(- = et +n(t))|ms < Ce(1+6)""*,
(W () = W (- —ct +n(t)|r < Ce(1+1t)~H/2AZP),
(1.5) i) < Ce(1+1)72),
In(t)] < Ce,
In(t) — noo| < Ce(1+ )74 + Clug| 11 (1j>4/0)
for any v >0, and some C' = C(v) > 0. In particular, n(t) = Noo as t — +00.

Estimates (L)) (i)-(iv) may be recognized as exactly the same as those given for smooth profiles in
[MZ2 Thm. 1.2], but with 7 now an exact shock location forced by the presence of a discontinuity
rather than an approximate location designed to optimize errors as in the smooth case. Estimate
([CH)(v), upgrading asymptotic orbital stability to phase-asymptotic orbital stability, is new even
in the smooth case. We complement these results by systematic numerical studies verifying the
Evans-Lopatinsky condition for nondegenerate hydraulic shock profiles containing subshocks, and
the Evans condition for nondegenerate smooth profiles, across their full domain of existence. To-
gether with our analytical results, this yields both linearized and nonlinear phase-asymptotic orbital
stability of (all) nondegenerate hydraulic shock profiles of (LLI), that is, asymptotic convergence
under perturbation to a nearby translate of the original wave. Note, due to translation invariance,
that this is the strongest possible notion of stability for a traveling wave [Sal [Hel [L2] [ZH].

Remark 1.3. As noted in [MZ2] for the smooth case, the rates (5] are sharp, In particular, as noted
in [MZ1, MZ2], under the very weak localization vg € L' N H*® assumed on the initial perturbation,
it is not possible to give a rate for the convergence 7n(t) — 7, even at the linearized level. For,
by translating the initial perturbation farther and farther toward infinity, an operation that does
not change its norm, we may by finite propagation speed of the underlying hyperbolic model, delay
indefinitely the interaction of the perturbation with the component subshock of the traveling wave.
However, conservation of mass principles [L1) [L2], applied to the linearized problem, imply that,
to linear order in perturbation norm e the asymptotic shock location depends only on the “total
perturbation mass” fj;o ho(y) dy, hence is independent of translation. These two facts together
are inconsistent with convergence at a fixed rate depending only on € = |vg|p1qps-

1.2. Discussion and open problems. Large-amplitude hydraulic shock profiles are physically
interesting from the point of view of dam break or river bore phenomena. Our results bear on
the question whether the Saint-Venant equations (LI) typically used in hydraulic engineering can
model such phenomena. An interesting question for further investigation is whether the modeling
of additional physical effects such as viscosity or capillarity become important at large amplitudes,
radically changing behavior, or whether the solutions studied here indeed accurately capture be-
havior even in the discontinuous regime. We mention also the recent introduction in [RG1l, RG2]
of vorticity to model (L)), yielding effectively a 3 x 3 relaxation model with scalar equilibrium
4



system. In the unstable, pattern formation regime analogous to F' > 2 for (LIJ), this augmented
model is seen to give much closer correspondence in wave form for periodic roll wave patterns to
that seen in experiment in [Brll Br2]. A very interesting open problem would be to study existence
and stability of hydraulic shocks for this more complicated model, in particular comparing results
to Saint-Venant profiles and experiment,

On the mathematical side, our main contribution here is the treatment for the first time of non-
linear stability of relaxation profiles containing subshocks, a topic that so far as we know has up to
now not been addressed. (Though see [DR1, [DR2] for related, contemporary, studies of stability of
discontinuous solutions of scalar balance laws.) Indeed, at the outset it is perhaps not clear what
is the proper framework in which this problem should be approached, as smooth and discontinuous
shocks have been treated in the literature by quite different and at first sight incompatible tech-
niques. However, a useful bridge between these two (continuous and discontinuous) domains comes
from the study of smooth boundary layer solutions of initial boundary value problems in [YZl, NZ]
and the treatment of piecewise smooth detonation waves in [JLW], in particular the suggestive use
of the “good unknown” to separate interior and boundary problems in a convenient way.

Combining these two approaches allows us to formulate the linearized problem by an inverse
Laplace transform representation similar to that appearing for smooth profiles in |[ZH| MZ1l [YZ,
NZ], and thereby to obtain detailed pointwise Green function bounds by analogous (stationary
phase, or Riemann saddlepoint) techniques. This allows us as in the smooth profile case to set
up a nonlinear iteration based on contraction mapping, for which the nonlinear source loses one
derivative. The nonlinear argument is then closed by an energy-based “nonlinear damping” estimate
on the half-line modifying the corresponding large-amplitude estimate of [MZ2]) on the whole line,
which controls higher Sobolev norms in terms of L? and an exponentially decaying multiple of the
initial high norm, thus closing the iteration.

A key new ingredient in the half-line argument is the observation that the hyperbolic Friedrichs
symmetrizer flg used in the symmetric hyperbolic part of the energy estimates may be chosen so
that the boundary conditions become maximally dissipative, a special feature of the one-dimensional
case. A second new ingredient is the use of “Strichartz-type” bounds (Lemma [8.8]) to control new
trace terms arising in phase bounds for the nonsmooth case; the resulting “vertical estimate”
([I07) controlling time integrals at fixed spatial location seems of interest in its own right. A
further novelty in the analysis is the introduction of a new “approximate characteristic” argument
by which we can roughly decompose tail from center contributions of the initial perturbation, to
obtain convergence of the phase 7(t) as t — 4+o00. The latter result is new even in the smooth case.

The treatment for discontinuous waves of decay in low norms LP, 1 < p < 2 is an interesting
open problem that we expect could be carried out by a suitable modification of the argument
for the smooth case in [MZ2]. A very interesting novelty in either smooth or nonsmooth case,
would be to prove decay in L' at nonuniform rate f[—a, b2—at/2e |vg(z)|dx determined by the
tail of the initial data, where a4+ denote limiting equilibrium characteristic speeds as © — Zoo
for the linearized equations about the wave. This should be possible using an L! version of the
approximate characteristic estimate (I0.10]) developed here. Such a result would at the same time
give an alternative, shorter proof of convergence 7(t) — 1o of the phase, based on conservation of
mass of the unforced first coordinate u, similar to the classical argument of [L2] for shock profiles
of viscous conservation laws.

We note that all of our nonlinear arguments extend to nondegenerate piecewise smooth relaxation
shocks of general n x n systems with scalar equlibrium systems, in particular to the 3 x 3 Richard-
Gavrilyuks (RG) model of [RGIl [RG2]. Thus, the stability problem in that case reduces to an
examination of the existence and spectral stability problems. For n x n relaxation systems with
r X r equilibrium systems, » > 1, Lax shocks of the equilibrium system admit » — 1 > 0 outgoing
characteristic modes, leading to new, algebraically-decaying contributions from G source terms in
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FIGURE 1. Time-evolution study using CLAWPACK [C1],[C2], illustrating stability
under perturbation of a discontinuous hydraulic shock. In (a) we show a perturbed
profile with C*° “bump-type” perturbation supported on an interval away from the
subshock. In (b) and (c) we show the solution at intermediate times 7' = 0.5 and 1.0
of the waveform in (a) after evolution under (ILT]); stability and smoothness away
from the subshock are clearly visible. In (d) we show the solution at time T' = 2.5,
exhibiting convergence to a shift of the original waveform (slightly compressed in the
horizontal direction due to scaling of the figure). In (e) we show a perturbed profile
with perturbation supported at the subshock. In (f) and (g) we show the solution
at times 7' = 0.1 and 0.5 of the waveform in (e) after evolution under (L.I)); stability
is again clear, but one can see also an additional shock discontinuity emerging from
the subshock and propagating downstream, caused by incompatibility of the data
with Rankine-Hugoniot conditions at time 0. In (h), we show the solution at time
T = 2.0, exhibiting convergence to a shift of the original waveform.

the nonlinear Rankine-Hugoniot equations for which our our current LP-based nonlinear iteration
scheme appears not to close. However, this should be treatable under further localization conditions
on the initial perturbation by a more detailed pointwise analysis as in [HoZl [RaZl, [HRZ].

Though we do not show it here, in the present case for which the equilibrium behavior corresponds
to a scalar shock, given the H® bounds established in Theorem [[.2, the weighted norm method of
Sattinger [Sa] can be applied in straightforward fashion to yield exponential decay of |v(t)|re,
assuming spatial exponential decay on the initial perturbation. This yields time-exponential con-
vergence of the phase to a limiting value, giving the stronger results of time-exponential phase-
asymptotic orbital stability. Similarly, assuming algebraic decay at rate |vo(x)| < C(1 + |z])™",
1 < r < 3/2 of the initial data, a pointwise analysis as in [Hol [HoZl [RaZl, HRZ] should give time-
algebraic convergence to a limiting phase at rate |v|p < C(1+ )77, reflecting the rate at which
“mass”, or integral of the conserved quantity u, is convected from initial data to the shock center:
more precisely, the rate at which residual mass f[—a, t—at]e vo(z) dx converges to zero, where at
are the characteristic velocities of the limiting equilibrium systems at @ — £oo. This rate if not
the precise characteristic description is obtained in the present analysis for » < 5/4; see Remark
for further discussion. For r > 5/4, we get the nonsharp rate (1 4 t)~'/4* for any v > 0.

An interesting new issue in the nonsmooth case is compatibility at time ¢ = 0 of Rankine-
Hugoniot conditions and initial perturbation. In Figure [l we display the results of numerical
time-evolution of a perturbed subshock-type profile , first with initial perturbation supported away
from the subshock (panels (a)-(d)) and second with piecewise smooth initial perturbation supported
at the subshock (panels (e)-(h)) and incompatible with the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions at time
t = 0. In both cases, stability is clear; however, in the second experiment one can see clearly an
additional shock discontinuity originating from the subshock, generated by initial incompatibility.

6



An interesting open problem would be to analyze the second case by the introduction/tracking
of this additional shock wave in the nonlinear Ansatz, “relieving” incompatibility at ¢ = 0. More
generally, it would be interesting to treat lower regularity perturbations than piecewise H?, for
example in piecewise Lipshitz class by a paradifferential damping estimate following [Me]. To
treat perturbations admitting shocks would also be interesting, but appears to require new ideas.
Likewise, in the setting of more general balance laws not admitting a damping estimate, it is
not clear how to proceed even for the case of arbitrarily smooth compatible initial perturbations.
As noted in [JLW], for example, the time-asymptotic stability of piecewise smooth Zeldovich-von
Neumann—Doering (ZND) detonations is an important open problem.

Finally, it would be very interesting to attack by techniques like those used here the open
problem cited in [JNRYZ| of nonlinear time-asymptotic stability of discontinuous periodic “roll
wave” solutions of (II]) or its 3 x 3 analog (RG) in the hydrodynamically unstable regime F' > 2.
It would appear that a Bloch wave analog of the linear analysis here would apply also for periodic
waves, similar to that of [JZN| [JNRZ|] in the viscous periodic case; for the requisite Bloch wave
framework for discontinuous waves, see [JN RYZJE A difficulty is the apparent lack of a nonlinear
damping estimate given instability of constant states. However, as suggested by L. M. Rodrigues
[R], one may hope that an “averaged” energy estimate using “gauge functions”, or specially chosen
weights generalizing the Goodman- and Kawashima-type estimates here, as used to obtain damping
estimates in the viscous case in [RZ] might yield a nonlinear damping estimate here as well.

Note: Our numerical conclusions have subsequently been verified analytically by generalized
Sturm—Liouville considerations in [SYZ], yielding a complete analytical proof of stability.

Acknowledgement. We thank L. Miguel Rodrigues, Pascal Noble, and Mat Johnson for numer-
ous enlightening discussions on the Saint-Venant equations and shallow water flow. In particular,
discussions in the course of our collaboration [JNRYZ] on the parallel case of discontinuous periodic
waves, and especially ideas of Rodrigues [R] toward the associated nonlinear stability problem, were
crucial in our approach to the simpler case of discontinuous shock profiles treated here. Thanks
also to Alexei Mailybaev and Dan Marchesin [MM] for discussions on singular detonation waves in
relaxation models for combustion that were the immediate impetus for our study of hydraulic shock
profiles. Thanks to University Information Technology Services (UITS) division from Indiana Uni-
versity for providing the Karst supercomputer environment in which most of our computations were
carried out. This research was supported in part by Lilly Endowment, Inc., through its support for
the Indiana University Pervasive Technology Institute, and the Indiana METACyt Initiative. The
Indiana METACyt Initiative at IU was also supported in part by Lilly Endowment, Inc.

2. HYDRAULIC SHOCK PROFILES OF SAINT-VENANT EQUATIONS

We begin by categorizing the family of hydraulic shock profiles, or piecewise smooth traveling
wave solutions of (II]) with discontinuities consisting of entropy-admissible shocks. For closely
related analysis, see the study of periodic “Dressler” waves in [JNRYZ, §2]; as discussed in Remark
2.3l this corresponds to the degenerate case Hy = Hy, F' > 2 in our study here. As the first-
order derivative part of (ILI]) comprises the familiar equations of isentropic gas dynamics, entropy-
admissble discontinuities are in this case Lax 1- or 2-shocks satisfying the Rankine-Hugoniot jump
conditions and Lax characteristic conditions [Lal, [Sm].

Consider the Saint-Venant equations (LTI)

2 h2

q ‘q,q
h zqd = Y, 7 I = .
Oth +0,q=0, 0iq+ 0 <h+2 2) h 02

1 Though, note the degeneracy at A = 0 of spectral curves of roll wave solutions of (1)) described in [JNRYZ)]
Rmks. 2.1 and 5.1], making this case more complicated.
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We seek a traveling wave solution (h,q) = (H, Q)(x — ct) with ¢ constant and (H (&), Q(&)) smooth
with

(2.1) lim (H,Q)(&) = (Hr,Qr),  lim (H,Q)(§) = (Hr,Qr),

E——o0 E—+o0

with Lax 1- or 2-shocks at each discontinuity. In smooth regions, we have therefore

@ 7Yy QlQ
(22) _CH/+(Q),:07 _CQ,+ <F+W =H — H2 )
and at sub-shock discontinuities £;, we have the Rankine-Hugoniot jump conditions
Q2 H2
(23 ~dH) Q=0 Q)+ | D+ 5| =0

where [f] denotes the jump f (£]+) —f (5]_) of a quantity f at discontiuity §;.
Our first observation is the standard one, true for general n x n relaxation systems of block

structure wy; + F(w), = <r(gu)>’ that (Hr,Qr) and (Hg,Qr) must necessarily be equilibria, with

the triple (Hp, Hg, c¢) satisfying the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions
(2.4) c[H] = [g:(H)] := [H*/?]

of the reduced equilibrium system (I.2]), i.e., a (not necessarily entropy-admissible) shock of (I.2]).
Integrating the first equation of (2.2]), and combining with the first equation of ([2.3]) gives

(2.5) Q@ — cH = constant =: —q.

Meanwhile, taking (H',Q') — 0 in ([22)(ii), we find that H; and Hr must be equilibria of the
relaxation system (LI]), satisfying Qr.r = ¢.(Hr.r) = Hj-j/ }2%: in particular, note therefore that
Qr,Qr > 0 in the physical regime H > 0 that we consider. Substituting Q1 r = ¢«(Hp r) into
(23) then gives [Z4). As g.(h) = h3/? is convex, there are at most two such equilibrium solutions of
[2.3)) for a given value of gg, hence, for each possible left state (Hr, Q) of (2.I]), and choice of speed
¢, there is at most one possible right state (Hg,Qr) # (Hr,Qr). Moreover, for such a nontrivial
right state to exist, since then ¢ = [g.(h)]/[h] is given by the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions for (L.2]),
c must necessarily be positive; from now on, therefore, we take ¢ > 0.
Next, substituting (2.5]) in the second equation of (2.2]), we obtain the scalar ODE

2
—q H
(2.6) (720 + ﬁ> H' =H — |—q+ cH| (—qo + cH)/H?
and, substituting in the second equation of (2.3]), the scalar jump condition
2 2
a4 H
2. =4+ —| =0.
27) [H * ZFJ 0

Since —qp + ¢H = @ is monotone in H, and (as noted just above) is positive at equilibria (Hp, Qr)
and (Hg,QRr), we have that @ is positive on [Hy, Hg| and so we may drop the absolute values in
([26)) in this regime, and in the larger regime @ > 0, replacing (2.6 by
(G ) e
2
As the righthand side is cubic, with zeros at equilibria Hy, and Hpg, it factors as (H — Hg)(H —
Hp)(H — H3), where Hs is a third root that— since as observed above, there can be at most two—
is not an equilibrium of (LI). It follows that Q3 = —qo + cH3 must be negative, or else we would

have a contradiction; thus, Hs < min{Hy, Hr}; this gives in passing gg > 0.
8




Writing (LI) in abstract form as w; + F(w), = (0,7(w))?, so that [22) becomes (dF(w) —
cld)W' = (0,7(W))T, we see that ([2.2)) is singular precisely when the eigenvalues o of (dF — cId)

take value 0, where (see, e.g., [Sm]) ay = Q/H £+ \/H/F? — ¢, hence by (2.3
(2.8) oy =—qo/H+VH/F

along a shock profile. As gg > 0, this happens precisely at the “sonic point” where ay = 0, i.e.,
the shock speed agrees with a characteristic speed of the hyperbolic relaxation system, or, solving:
—q3/H? + H/F? = 0. Comparing with (Z.8]), we see that the scalar ODE becomes singular at the
same value of H. Following [JNRYZ], we denote this point as

(2.9) H, := (qoF)*3.

Evidently along the profile, the signs of a are constant for H to the right and left of H;. Taking
H — +00, we see that

(2.10) a_ <0< ay for H> Hg and a_,ay <0 for H < Hy.

Recalling the Lax characteristic conditions [La, [Sm], we find that the only possible entropy-
admissible shock connections are Lax 2-shocks from points H; > H, to points Hr < Hj, i.c.,
shocks for which o (Hp) < 0 < ay(H) and a_(Hg),ay(Hg) < 0. In particular, any such
discontinuities are decreasing in H, with, moreover, Hp < Hy < H.

We find it convenient to introduce a fifth point H,, defined as satisfying the scalar jump condition
7)) (and thus, along the profile, by (2.3)), the full jump conditions (2.3])) when paired with value
Hpg. Combining all information, we have

2 2
L __ R __
L—W—O, HR_W_()?
(2.11) L 2 Hfg 2o
—cHr = —cHp = — 0 * 40 , TR
QL —cHp = Qr — cHr = —qo, o 2 HR+2F2
Setting v := g—; > 1 and solving for ¢, gy, H, yields
Hp
v —14+V8F2t 124 20 + 1
2 1 2 v H
(212) c= %\/HR g = Vi -\ JHR, H = 2w+ 1) R
—v—1—V8F2L A+ 12+ 20+ 1
Hpr
2(r+1)
from which we keep the nontrivial physically relevant (positive) solution
—-v—1 S8F2p4 242 1
(2.13) Hooo TV LAVEER A
2(r+1)
Substituting ¢, go in (2.6]) now yields
F?(H - Hp)(H - Hg) (H — H.
(H — Hs)(H?>+ HH, + H2)
where
v? Fur?\3
2.15 Hy:=——H H, = Hpg.
(2.15) SN IS e <u+1> R
Since v > 1, we have Hs < Hr < Hj, recovering our earlier observation on the ordering of roots
H;.

Our analysis of hydraulic shock profiles is based on the following case structure.
9



Lemma 2.1. With the notation above:

i. Hy > Hp is equivalent to Fv?> —v —1>0, or Hy, > HR% VZIHF. It is always satisfied
when F > 2.

ii. Hy < Hy, is equivalent to F < v®>+v, or Hy, > HR% VIHIE 1t always satisfied when
F <2, asis H, < Hy,.

Proof. The quadratic conditions in v follow immediately from (2.I5), whence the boundaries in
terms of Hy and Hp follow by the quadratic formula. Likewise, applying (2.13]), we find that
H, < Hp, is equivalent to 2F? < v? + V_lz + 2v + % + 2, which is always satisfied for F' < 2, by the
inequality z 4+ 1/z > 2 for z > 0. (2.13)

O

Lemma 2.2. With the notation above, Hy lies between Hg and H,, and there is an admissible Lax
2-shock between the larger of H,, Hr and the smaller.

Proof. The function G(H) := ¢3/H + H?/2F? appearing in the scalar jump condition [§] = 0 is
convex, with ¢/(H) = —q¢3/H? + H/F? equal to the prefactor in the lefthand side of (2.6), with
d(Hs) = 0 uniquely specifying Hs. By convexity, ¢(H.) = ¢(Hpg) implies by Rolle’s theorem
that ¢/(H,) and ¢/(Hg) have opposite signs, with ¢ > 0 at the larger of the two points, and ¢
vanishes somewhere between, hence Hy € (H,, Hg). Recalling (2.I0]), we see that there is then an
(entropy-admissible) Lax 2-shock connecting the larger of H,, Hg to the smaller. O

Proof of Proposition[I.1l. As noted in the discussion above, in all cases necessarily ¢ > 0 for any
shock profile, and Q > 0 for H > Hp. Since smooth solutions of (2.I4]) cannot cross equilibrium
Hpg, and entropy admissible shocks can only decrease H, we have that connecting profiles must
satisfy H > Hpg, and thus @ > 0, for any choice of parameters.

(Case FF < 2.) When 0 < F < 2, Hj, > HR% VIH4F then Hr < Hy < H,, and so, by
the factorization ([2I4), H' < 0 on (Hs, Hy), and thus on (H,, Hy). It follows that there exist
discontinuous traveling wave solutions as depicted in Figure [(a), consisting of a smooth piece
emanating from the equilibrium of (Z6) at H; and continuing down to H,, followed by a Lax
2-shock from H, to Hgr. However, there does not exist a smooth profile, as the solution emanating
from Hj cannot cross the singular point H; to reach Hpg; indeed, one may see by the factorization
(2I4) that H > 0 on (Hpg, Hy).

In the limiting case when Hy, = H R%Q— VAHE for which Hy = H, = Hp, there exist piecewise
smooth traveling wave solutions as depicted in Figure 2(b), with discontinuous derivative at the
endpoint Hp = H,.

In the small amplitude region Hr < H; < H R% ngF, for which H, < Hg < Hpg, the
corresponding smooth traveling wave profile does not pass the singular point, and so there exist
smooth traveling wave solutions as depicted in Figure 2(c). However, there exist no solutions
containing subshocks, as these would necessarily jump below Hs; < Hp, and so the solution could
never return past Hs, since H < 0 on (H,, Hs) blocks approach by smooth solution, and since
any admissible discontinuities can only decrease the value of H. See Figure 3 (b) for domain of
existence for traveling waves.

(Case F > 2.) The case F' > 2 goes similarly. When H, > Hj, we have, examining the
factorization (2.14]) and using F > 2, that H' > 0 on (Hpg, H), and so there exists a smooth
“reverse” connection from Hp to Hy,. As Hr < Hy < H,, we have in this case that also H, > Hy,
and, since also H' < 0 on (Hp, Hy), there is no way to reach H, starting from either Hgr or Hy,, and
so there can be no discontinuous profile connecting equilibria Hy, and Hg in either direction. In the
degenerate case Hy, = Hy, we find that the factor (H — Hy) in the singular prefactor —¢2/H?+ H/F?
on the lefthand side of (2.14]) exactly cancels with the factor (H — Hp,) on the righthand side, and

10



H 1 (@) He<H¢ (b) Hg=H (©) H>He

L — H 1 L
H, 0.56 1
HR 0.2 Hs’ HR ,H, 0.68 HR 0.8

1
:
8 6 4 2 0 2 8 6 4 2 0 2 5 0 5
X

FIGURE 2. Hydraulic shock profiles with F' = 1.5, Hy, = 1 and (a) Hr = 0.2; (b)
Hp = ﬁﬁ; (c) Hr = 0.8.

so (2I4]) reduces to the nonsingular scalar ODE

F?(H — Hp) (H — Hj)
2.1 o =
(2.16) (H*>+HH,+ H?) '

from which we find that H' > 0 for all H > Hp, with no special significance to the point Hy. Noting
that H, > Hy; = Hj, we see that there exists an entropy-admissible piecewise smooth homoclinic
profile consisting of a smooth part initiating from Hp and increasing to H,, followed by a Lax
2-shock from H, back to Hg, and finally a constant piece H = Hgr. As Hp, is not an equilibrium
of the reduced ODE (2.I0]), it cannot be an asymptotic limit and there is no profile connecting to
it. Since Hp is a repellor, it can only be a limit at +oo if the profile is constant there, and so
any connecting profile must be a discontinuous solution starting with a smooth piece from Hp at
—oo and ending with a constant piece H = Hg near +o0o. However, there exists an uncountable
family of multiple-discontinuity homoclinic profiles, in which intermediate shocks (Haj;, Haj1 with
H, > Hy; > Hy > Hsj1 > Hp are arbitrarily placed in between, with smooth pieces connecting
Hyjiq to Hajyo, where Hoj 1 < Hg < Hajio. In the remaining case Hrp < Hy < H, < Hp, we
have H' > 0 on (Hs, Hy) and H' < 0 on (Hp, Hy), hence there is no smooth solution leaving either
Hpg or Hy, and the only admissible shock is from H, to Hgr. Thus, there is no admissible piecewise
smooth profile joining the two equilibria Hy, Hg in either sense. O

Remark 2.3. The scenario (2.16]) treated in the degenerate case Hy; = H, F' > 2 may be recognized
as the same one considered in [JNRYZ, §2] with regard to existence of periodic entropy-admissible
piecewise smooth relaxation profiles; indeed, existence of periodic and quasiperiodic profiles follows
by essentially the same construction used here to show existence of homoclinic ones.

Observation 2.4 (Rescaling). By scale-invariance of the Saint-Venant equations [BL, [JNRYZ], we
may perform the rescaling
Hp 1
H(x)=HLH(x/Hr), Hp = o, Hy =1
to obtain a solution H for which the left limiting water height is 1. From now on, we omit the
underline in H, and simply take H; = 1. After rescaling, the domain of existence of hydraulic
shock profiles with a sub-shock discontinuity is

2F2
14+ 2F ++1+4F

Observation 2.5 (Positivity). We have shown that H and @ are positive along hydraulic shock
profiles W, hence also in their vicinity. It follows that for purposes of investigating stability their
stability, we can drop the absolute value in (ILT))(ii) and write the source term simply as h — ¢%/h?,
as we shall do from now on. We see, further, that u,c > 0 for steady flow down an incline.

11
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3. MAJDA’S TYPE COORDINATE CHANGE AND PERTURBATION EQUATIONS

We next recall the general framework introduced by Majda [Mal, [Me] for the study of stability
of shock waves, converting the original free-boundary problem to a standard initial boundary-value
problem on a fixed domain. Consider a general system of balance laws

(3.1) wi + F(w), — R(w) =0, w e R",

admitting a traveling wave solution W (z — ct) = W (&) that is smooth and solves B.I) on & = 0
and at £ = 0 has a discontinuity satisfying the Rankine-Hugoniot condition:

(3.2) — W]+ [F(W)] =0

where [f(£)] = f(0F) — f(07).
Let w(x,t;s) be a family of perturbed solutions to (3.I]) with shock at z = ((t; s) and
w(z,t;0) = W(x —ct), ((t0) = ct.
Perform the Majda’s type coordinate change [Ma] ¢ = t, £ = &(x,t;5) = x — ((t;s) and set
u(é, &) = w(z, t; 5)
so that in u the shock front is fixed at & = 0. In u(¢,#; s), balance laws ([@3.0]) become
(3.3) uz + &ug + F(u)g — R(u) =0,

and the Rankine-Hugoniot condition (B.2]) becomes
(34 & ful + F) =0,
Now substituting

(3.5) E(z,tys) =x —ct+n(t), u(S,f;s) =W(E) +v(&.1)

in the interior equation ([B.3]) and putting linear order terms on the left and quadratic order terms
on the right, we obtain that perturbations n, v satisfy

(3.6) v+ W+ (dF(W) = ¢ 1d)v) — dR(W)v = —nve — Ni(v,0)¢ + Na(v,0)

where N;(v,v) = O(|v|?). Likewise, substituting (3.5) in the Rankine-Hugoniot condition (3.4) and
putting linear order terms on the left and quadratic order terms on the right, we obtain, on the
boundary £ = 0, that perturbations 7, v satisfy

(3.7) W1+ [(dF(W) — c1d) v] = —nglv] — [N1(v,v)].

Observation 3.1. Specialized to the Saint-Venant equations (ILII), Ni(v,v), No(v,v) are

0
Ni(v,v) = 1 (g*—m‘)i + _Q}J??ﬂ%
, vt fo (1= s) ( +8U12)(Q+31,2) ( +Sgl) dsv |’
- (HAsv1)? H+svp

0

_ 6(Q4sv2)? 4(Q+sva)
Na(v,v) = vt fol(l —5) ( (Hisvi)' (Hsvi)? ) dsv

4(Q+sv2) -2
(H+sv1)3  (H+sv1)?2
12




4. THE EVANS-LOPATINSKY DETERMINANT

Continuing, we derive now a generalized spectral stability condition following [Kil [Mal, [Me,
Erll [Er2, JLW] [Z1l [Z2] in the form of an appropriate “stability function”, or Evans-Lopatinsky
determinant. Combining (3.6]), (3.7) along with initial conditions gives:

vy + ngW/ + (Av)e — Bv = — npug — Ni(v,0)¢ + Na(v,v) := Is(ng, v, ve),
nfW1 + [Av] = = nglv] = [N1(v,v)] := Bs(n;,v),
v(0, &) =vo(§),

n(0) =no,

(4.1)

or in “good unknown” @ := v + nW [JLW| [Z1], [Z2, INRYZ]:
Ty + (A), — o =Is,
i [W] — n[R(W)] + [A?] =Bs,
9(0,€) =vo(&) +mW,
n(0) =no,

(4.2)

where A :=dF (W) —cld and E := dR(W).

Observation 4.1. Specialized to the Saint-Venant equation (I.Il) with hydraulic shock profile, A
and E are

- 1 0 0
(43) A:< H CQZ 2Q >, E:<2Q2 2Q >
o H O C Tl -7

From (4.3]), we see in passing that the Saint-Venant equations are simultaneously symmetrizable in
the sense that there exists a positive definite matrix

2173 22 3
AO:<2Q(FH+FQ+H) —H3—2Q2)

ZH
—Hg —2Q? 2HQ
such that A°A and A°FE are symmetric, and A°F is negative semidefinite.
Setting 0 = ¥ — nOW, and = n — 1o, then yields

0; + (A0), — Bo =1,

;W] = n[R(W)] + [Av] =B,
5(07 6) :UO(g)v

7(0) =0.

(4.4)

Hereafter we use t, x in place of £, &.

System ([4.4]) is essentially the same set of equations studied in [JLW), [Z1l [Z2] in the context
of detonation waves of the ZND model. As noted in [JLW], short time existence and continuous
dependence in H®, s > 2, is provided by the (much simpler, one-d version of the multi-d) analysis
of Majda and Métivier [Mal [Me] for general conservation laws; see Section [l for further details. In
particular, we have for H? initial data, that a solution exists, is continuous in H® with respect to
time, and grows in H® at no more than exponential rate Ce™, so long as |v| H2(R) remains bounded;
that is, the solution is of “exponential type”. It follows from [D] that the Laplace transform
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o(z, A) = 0+°° e~ 9(z, s)ds with respect to t of a bounded solution © € H® is well-defined in H?,
and that the original solution o is recoverable by the inverse Laplace transform formula

5 1 a+1i00
o(x,t) == TP.V./ Moz, \)dA,

T

(45) L rerie
7(t) == %P.V./' eMA(N)dA.

We now solve (l.4]) using the Laplace transform. Carrying out the Laplace transform on (.4))(i)-
(ii) and denoting Laplace transform of v, 7, Is, Bg as 0, 1, Ig, Bg, yields
Uy =ATHE = N — Ao+ A7 g(\) + A7 vy := AN)o + A7 Hg(\) + A7 g,

(4.6) Bs(\) =AW — R(W)] + [Av).

Definition 4.2. Dropping the inhomogeneous source terms in (40l), the associated eigenvalue
equation is defined as
AU + (AD), =E7,

(4.7) HAW — R(W)] + [A] =0.

To solve (4.0), by the conjugation lemma of [MeZ], we need to calculate eigenvalues of matrices
lim, 400 A(N) = AT (Ex — A).
At x = —oo, the two eigenvalues are

Fv(v+1) <72F + Fv+ Fv?2 —2F\ + \/F2(1/2 +v— 2)2 + 4\ (v 4+ 1) (—=F2 + 202 + 2v) + 4\2v2 (v + 1)2>

71,-(A) =
’ 2(—F2 4 2u3 2
“.8) ( + vt + 203 +12)

Fv(v+1) (72F + Fv+ Fv?2 —2F)\ — \/Fz(u2 +v— 2)2 +4 v (v + 1) (—F2 + 202 + 2v) + 4\202 (v + 1)2>
v2,-(A) =

2(—F2 +v* + 203 +12)

At x = 400, the two eigenvalues are

Fv(v+1) <Fl/ + Fv? —2Fv® —2F )2 + \/F21/2(721/2 + v+ 1)2 + 4 v (v + 1) (—F202 + 2v + 2) + 422 (v + 1)2)

T1,4+(A) =

(4.9) 2(—F2vt 4+ v2+20+1)

Fv(v+1) (Fu + Fv? —2Fv® —2F )2 — \/F2v2(721/2 + v+ 1)2 + 4 v (v 4+ 1) (—F2v2 4 2v + 2) + 4X2 (v + 1)2

N——

A) =
724+ () 2(—F204 1 02 4 20 + 1)

It is easy to verify that in the domain (Z.I7]) there holds
Ry1,-(A) >0, Ry —(A) <0, forall RA>0, F <2, v>1,

(4.10) oy
Ry (N) > 0, Ryor(\) >0, forall RA> 0, v > %.

Definition 4.3. We define the domain of consistent splitting A as

(4.11) A={A: Ry —(A) >0, Ryp—(N) <0, Ry, +(A) >0, Rya+(A) > 0}.

By (410), we see {\ : R\ > 0} C A. (See Figure Bl (a) for an example of domain of consistent
splitting).

By the conjugation lemma of [MeZ], there exist locally analytic coordinate changes T (A, x)
(T, = Id) on x = 0, converging exponentially to Id as  — 400, such that © = Ty zy, A7 (Ig()\) +
vg) = T'+g reduce resolvent equation [£.6(i) to constant coefficients:

(4.12) 2e = AN By — M)z +g=A:(\)z+g.
14
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FIGURE 3. (a) Domain of consistent splitting (region to the right of the blue and
black curves for F' = 1.5, Hr = 0.2); (b) Domain of smooth hydraulic shock profiles

and domain of discontinuous hydraulic shock profiles (separating by curve Ho =
2F?
1+2F+\/1+4F)'

Letting P; 2 4+ () be the eigenprojections of A4 (\) associated with eigenvalues 7 2 4 (A), the solution
of (Z8)(i) on x =2 0 can be written as

T_(\ ) (ewWPL_(A)T_—l(A, 07)5(),07)

n /m = NE=v py (VT ) A7 (1Y) (voly) + Is(\,y)) dy
(4.13) 9(\,z) =

- /_Oo - NPy (T 9) A () (voly) + Is (A, p) dy>, z <0,

—+00
_ / A NED AT (0g(y) + Ts(A,y)) dy, v=0

Here again P, _(\) is the projection onto the unstable subspace of A_(\) and P, _(\) is the
projection onto the stable subspace of A_()\). Setting = 0% in [@I3) yields

+o0o
(A 07) = / A WAL (up(y) + Is(My)) dy,
0+

(4.14)  T=Y(A,07)5(\,07) =P, _(\)T=*(\,07)o(A,07)

_ / roo e =Py (NTZH ) AT () (voly) + Is(N,y)) dy,

which implies
(4.15)

+00
(A 07) = / A WAL (0n(y) + Ts(N 1)) dy.
0

+
—00

Py (NTZH(A,07)5(A,07) = — / e =Py (TN ) AN (y) (vo(y) + Is(N,y)) dy.

Now set P;_(\)T~-1(\,07)d(\,07) = az;,_()\) with the scale of z;_(\) chosen such that

=/

(4.16) T_(0,z)e"= Oz (0) =W (z).
15



A(07)3(A,07)
=A07)T_(A,07) (P, (A)+P2,_(A))T—1(A 07)5(A,07)

@17y —AODT-(0T)az—(N) + AOT)T- (A 07) P (VT (A, 07)9(A, 07)
=A07)T-(X,07)az;,—(N)

— A0T)T_ (A, 07) / 2O R, (NTL (A )AL () (v0(y) + Ts(\v) dy.

Plugging (4.I7) along with (£14))(i) into the matching condition (£.0)(ii) implies
Bs(\) =il — R(T)] + A, 5(\,0%) — A(07)5(A,0)
ANV — R()] — aA(07)T-(7,07)1, (M)

(4.18) — Ay /+OO e_A+()‘)yA4__1 (vo(y) + Is(\, y)) dy
FAOIT 0 [ e OIn (T 0)A7 ) (snly) + 5O ) d.

Definition 4.4. Setting M()\) := {[)\W — R(W)] ‘ A(07)T- )z, } on the domain of con-

sistent splitting, we define the Evans-Lopatinsky determmant functlon A A)
(4.19) A(N) :=det(M(N)).

By construction, the Evans-Lopatinsky function is analytic on the set of consistent splitting, in
particular on {A : RX > 0} \ {0}. Moreover, by separation of eigenvalues of A_ at A = 0, the
associated eigenvectors and projections may be extended analytically to a neighborhood of A = 0,
allowing us to extend A analytically to a neighborhood of {\ : A > 0}. (For origins of this
standard argument, see, e.g., [PW| [GZ, [ZH].)

Definition 4.5. Following [Erll, JLW, [Z1] [Z2, [GZ], we say that a profile W is Evans-Lopatinsky
stable if A(X) has no zeros on {RA > 0} save for a single, multiplicity-one root at A = 0.

Remark 4.6. Evidently, Evans-Lopatinsky stability is a generalized spectral stability condition
correponding with the usual notion of spectral stability on the set of consistent splitting, namely,
absence of eigenvalues, but also including information on the embedded eigenvalue A = 0 lying on
the boundary of the domain of consistent splitting.

5. INTEGRAL KERNELS AND REPRESENTATION FORMULA

With the defined Evans-Lopatinsky determinant matrix M ()), equation (LI8]) rewrites as

G =B+ AL [ MOV () + ) dy

o+
—00 .

— A(07)T-(A\,07) / e 2= MNPy (TN ) AN (Y) (voly) + Is(N,y)) dy.
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When M is invertible (A # 0), solving for «, 7 yields solutions for equation (4.4)):
(5.2)

T_(\ ) <e%<mzl,_(x)( 0 —1 )M‘l()\)(BS()\)

“+o0
I A+ /‘+ 67A+(>\)yA_T_1 (Uo(y) + ]S()\, y)) dy
0

— A(07)T-(2,07) / =P, (VT (A 9)ATH () (0(y) + Is(\, ) dy)

(A @) = x ) .
4 [ e )T ) A ) (o) + EsO) dy
0
_ / er2-NE=0 Py (TN, y) A~ (y) (voly) + fg(/\,y)) dy), x <0,
o0 .
_ / 6A+(>\)(w—y)A;1 (Uo(y) + IS(Avy)) dy, z >0,

—+oo
A = (1 O)Ml(x><Bs<A>+A+ /0 e~ AW AT (vo(y) + Is(\,y)) dy
— A(07)T_(X\,07) /0 - e =P, (TN ) A (Y) (vo(y) + Is(N, ) dy) :

Following the standard analysis in [ZH|[MZI], we define the interior source resolvent kernel func-
tions Gy, G1,), and G as follows.

Definition 5.1. Setting Bs(\) = 0 in (5.2) and gathering terms in different x, y locations, the
interior source ?-resolvent kernel Gy (z;y) is defined as

(5.3)
Gi(z3y) =
( _ 6A+(>\)(1‘—y)A_’—_17 0<z <y,

0, 0<z,y<uw,

T-(A\x)e =Nz () (0 —1 )M\ AeA+Avatl <0,y >0,

—T_(A\2)e Ve P (TN ) A7 () + T (A, @)= M2y _(A)x

(0 —1)M T NAO )TN0 )e > ¥Py (T (N y) A (y), r<y<O0,

T_ (A, ) Ve Py (TN 9) A () + T (A, 2)e” =Mz (M) x

(0 —1) MY A7 )T (A, 07)e ™ ¥Py - (NT=1 (A, y) A~ (1), y<o<0,
and the interior source 7j-resolvent kernel Gy is defined as

(1 0)M (N AeArNvalt, y >0,

(54)  Gia(y) :z{ (1 0) M (A)AO)T_(A07)e P, (NT- (A y) A" (y), y <0,

Let

(5.5) Ga(z3y) = Ga(zy) — W (2)Gia(y),
17



and split G into two parts G = Gi + G2, where G%\, G?\ are defined as
( 6A+(A)(r—y)AJ—rl’ 0<z<y,
- T—()‘v $)6V177()\)(x_y)Pl,—()‘)T—_l()‘v y)A_l(y)7 r<y< 07

Gi(z3y) = R X )
T_(\ )= NVevp, (NT-Y A y)A  (y), y<z<O0,
0, otherwise,
T_(A, z)e= W zl_()\)( 0 —1)M (M)A e Mgt
(5.6) —T_(0,z)e"~ 0)(1 0)M WAL AN 2 <0,y >0,

T_(\, z)er- e z17_(7)\)( 0 -1 )M_l(/\)A(O_)T_()\,O_)x
GX(3y) =1 e 2-YPy _(NT-L(\,y)A"(y)
— T (0,2)e =72 _(0) (1 0)M T NAO)T-(A,07)x

e VP, (NT-H O ) A (y), <0,y <0,
L0, z > 0.
These can be written alternatively as
(5.7)
_]_-gﬁzAll’ 0<x<y,
—FUTTIL (AT y), @<y <0,
Cl(ziy) = Y AsWAT(Y), z<y
FI7 M u(m)A (), y <z <0,
0, otherwise,
— (R L0 (0 1)+ W@ (1 0)) M= ALFY70 AT z<0,y>0,
G =0 (F7 I, 07) (0 1)+ W@ (1 0)) M MAO)F ™ MhumA e, @ <0,y<0,
0, x>0,

where Fy'" is the solution operator from y to z of eigenvalue equation (7)) and I, s (IIy,,) is
the projection onto the stable (unstable) flow as ©z — —oo.

In addition to these interior source kernels analogous to those of the smooth profile case [ZH][MZ1],
we define the boundary source v-, 7j-resolvent kernel functions Ky, K; ) as follows.

Definition 5.2. Setting Is(),y) = 0, vo(y) = 0in (B.2]) and gathering terms in different z locations,
the boundary source o-resolvent kernel K (x) is defined as

- 0, x>0,
K =
A(@) T_(A\a)e™ =Nz () (0 -1 )M (), =<0,

and the boundary source 7)-resolvent kernel K  is defined as

(5.8)

(5.9) Kiy=(1 0)M 1),
and we set
(5.10) Ky(z) := Kx(z) = W (2) Ky 5.

Lemma 5.3. Gy and K are analytic near X = 0.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that ( 1 1 ) M~!(}) is analytic at 0.

1 (Aw1 _()\ 0~ ))2
() qatro ora 9y) (AH)
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(511) (1 1)M7'(\) =



Since 0 is a simple root of det(M (X)), 0 will not be a pole of ( 1 1 ) M~1(}) if

(11) < (AW'(0))s —(AW'(07)); )
(5.12) (H - %) 0
= ( (AW (07))2 — ROV (0))2 + ROT(0%)) —(AW(07))1 )
vanishes. But, it does vanish because W is a traveling wave solution to (L.TJ). O

Definition 5.4. The corresponding interior /boundary source Green kernels are defined as
(5.13)

5 1 a+1i00 5 1 a+1i00
G(iﬂatS Z/) 3:%13-‘/-/ ' GMGA(ﬂféy)dAa Gl(tw) 3:%13-‘/-/ ' e)‘tGl,A(y)d/\,
1 a+1i00 v Lo 1 a+1i00 N2
G(x,t;y) ::EP'V' G Ga(z;y)d\, G *(x,t;y) ::%P.V. G G\ (x5 y)dA,
5 1 a+1i00 N 1 a+1i00 \
K(z,t) ::TP.V. eV K (x)dA, Ki(t) :==—P.V. e Ky \dA,
ux; a—ico 2mi a—100

a+i00
K(z,t) =——PV. / My (2)d),

where a is a sufficiently large number.

Proposition 5.5. The interior/boundary source Green kernels satisfy

(5.14)  K(ot) =W (@)Ki(t) = K(z,1), Gla,t;y) =W (@)C1(t:y) = Gla, t;y).
With these definitions, equations (B.2]) can be rewritten in the concise form

o) =Ra(@)BsO) + [ (i) (ww(w) + IsOvw)

(5.15) -
V) =K1 ABs(\) + / Gua(y) (voly) + Ts(Ay)) dy.

Formally exchanging the order of integration in the inverse Laplace tranform formula (4.35]), we get
finally, a formal description of the solution to (44]) as
(5.16)

o(x,t) :/0 IN((x,t — s)Bg(s)ds + /_OO é(m,t;y)vo(y)dy +/0 /_OO é(az,t —s;y)Is(s,y)dyds,

i) = /0 Kt — ) Bs(s)ds + / " Gt y)voly)dy + /0 / T Gt — siy)Is(s,y)dyds.

Translating from good unknowns back to original coordinates and validating rigorously the formal
exchange of integration, we consolidate our results in the following integral representation.

Proposition 5.6. For v uniformly bounded in H?, the solution of ([&I) may be written as
(5.17

)
v(x,t) :/0 K(x,t— s)BS(s)ds—i—/_ G(m,t;y)vo(y)dy+/0 /_ G(z,t — s;y)Is(s,y)dyds,

n(t) =no + /0 "Ka(t — 5)Bs(s)ds + / " Gt y)voly)dy + /0 / T Gult - s:)Is(s,y)dyds,
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where K, G, K1, and Gy defined in (513)) are distributions of order at most two, i.e., expressible
as the sum of at most second-order derivatives of measurable functionsE

Proof. Using 0 — W/ﬁ = v and Proposition B5] (5.I7) follows formally by subtracting W' times
(EI6) (i) from (GI6)(i). Thus, the issue is to show that, interpreted in the sense of distributions,
the order of integration may be exchanged in the double-integral terms of (435l expanded as

5 1 a+i00
o(z,t) = ﬂP.V./ eMo(x, N)dA
Q a—100
a+100 s . 1 a+1i00 \ +oo
(5.18) = %PV/ e KA(a;)BS()\)d)\—F%P.V./ e Ga(z,y)vo(y)dy dA
a+100 X +oo .
+ %PV/ e Ga(z,y)Ls(y, \)dy dA,
and
1 a+1i00 v
n(x,t) = %P.V./ (@, A)dA
1 a-+100 v . 1 a+i00 v +00
(5.19) = %P.V./ e KLABS(A)d)\—i—%P.V./ e G (y)vo(y)dy dA

a+ioco +o00 .
+ —PV/ e”/ Gia(y)1s(y, \)dy dA,

211 —ico

the single-integral terms being treatable by the standard property that the inverse transform of a
product is the convolution of inverse transforms of its factors.

The double-integral terms may be treated similarly as in [ZH|, MZ1l, IMZ2] by a standard device
used in semigroup theory to validate the inverse Laplace transform representation of the solution
operator [Pa, §1.7, pp. 28-29], adapted to the context of integral kernels. Namely, applying the
resolvent kernel identity G = (LG + 6,)/A deriving from the defining property (A — L)Gy = d,
of the interior resolvent kernel Gy, we may factor

Gy = L*G\/N? + Lo, /2? + 6,/ .
By the crude high-frequency bound
(5.20) (d/dx)* G (x,y) < Ce eVl
for K > 0 and RA > «, « suﬂiciently large, carried out in Section 6. we have therefore that
term 1 -P.V. faﬂoo M [Fo G)\(x y)Is(y, \)dy dX in (5I8) may be expanded as L? applied to the

mtegral =PV, [ aﬂoo )‘t +°° Gx(z,y)v0(y) /A2dy d) plus two explicitly evaluable terms.

Observmg for §R)\ =a ﬁxed that the integrand eMG(-,y)vo(y)/A? is absolutely integrable in
(y,A), we have by Fubini’s theorem that we may switch the order of integration to obtain in-
stead L? applied to the limit 5 f+°° PV. faﬂoo MG (z,y)vo(y) /A2dA dy, which, since limits and
derivatives of distributions freely exchange, is equal to

1 +o0 a+100 _
— P.V. M L2G\(x,y)vo (y)/ N2dA dy.

2m1 —00o a—100

We find in passing that the result is a distribution of at most order 2, since it is expressible as the
second-order derivative operator L? applied to a measurable function.

2In fact as we show in the following section, they are precisely of order one.
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Likewise, we find by standard inverse Laplace transform computations that the order of integra-
tion may be exchanged in ﬁP.V faﬂoo At +°° 8y/A2dy dX and 5 PV faﬂoo At +°° dy /A dy dA,
validating the exchange in order for the entlre G—term in (5.18). The first term is at most order 2
since expressible as the first-order operator applied to an order-1 distribution (the delta-function),
while the second is order 1. Thus, the entire term is at most of order 2.

The Gy term in (5.I9]) goes similarly, using the defining relation (A — L)G;y = 0. Thus, the
order of integration may be exchanged also for double-integral terms of (5.19]) may be expanded as
L? applied to the integral (5.17)(ii), justifying (5I7)(ii); at the same time this shows that Gy is a
distribution of at most order 2. (Alternatively, observing that the terms in the representation of 7
are expressible as functions of U(O t), we may conclude (5.I6])(ii) directly from (E.16)(i).)

Similarly, using the property Ky = LKy /A, and the uniform bound |K,|zs < C for R\ sufficiently
large obtained in Section [6.1] we find that

B 1 a+1i00 B 1 a+ioco _
K(x,t) = %P.V./ MKy (z)d\ = L2TP.V./ MK () /N2dA

—ico T a—100
factors as L? applied to an H® function defined by the absolutely convergent integral of
MK (x) /AN = O(1/|A]%),
so is a distribution of order at most 2. Finally, using the large-|\| bound K y = V4 /A + O(1/|\]?)

obtained in (625]), Section 61}, we find that K (t) := 5= P.V. [" aﬂoo eM K zd\ decomposes into the
sum of an explicitly evaluable, constant term

a+1i00

Vil PV, / MATraN =V,
211 a—ioo

and an absolutely convergent integral szV o a+l°° eMO(JA|72)d), hence is a C° function with

respect to t. O

Remark 5.7. Noting (Section [6.1]) that the crude high-frequency estimate (5.20]) holds for ®A > —b
and [A| > R for b > 0 sufficiently small and R > 0 sufficiently large, we find by the same analysis
used to justify exchange of integration order in the proof of Proposition that the contour
PV. [ aﬂoo in (5.13)), Definition [5.4] (interpreted in distributional sense) may be deformed to

a+iR b+iR —b+iM
(5.21) lim / / / / / )
M—oo \ J_ —iR a+iR —b+iR

for b > 0 sufficiently small and R > 0 sufficiently large. This simplifies somewhat the corresponding
analysis of [MZ1] based on more detailed bounds.

6. RESOLVENT ESTIMATES

We now derive bounds on the various resolvent kernels, on the crucial large- and small-|\| regimes,
corresponding via the usual frequency/temporal duality for the Laplace transform to small- and
large-t behavior of the associated time-evolutionary Green kernels. These are obtained with no a
priori assumption of spectral stability, that is, we establish in the course of our analysis rigorous
high- and low-frequency Evans-Lopatinsky stability. Intermediate frequencies 1/C < |A| < C for
C > 0 yield by construction immediately uniform exponential estimates

(6.1) |G, y)| < Ce™Mv >0,

and etc., provided the Evans-Lopatinsky condition is satisfied, hence their analysis is trivial in this
sense. On the other hand, the verification of the Evans-Lopatinsky condition appears to be quite

complicated in this regime, and we find it necessary to carry this out numerically (see Section [IT]).
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6.1. High Frequency analysis. We now study behavior of system (A7])(i) in the high frequency
regime. Denote w = © and write (L71)(i) as

(6.2) wy = —AAT w + ATHE — Ap)w

and perform two diagonalizations U := RR~'w similar to procedures in High Frequency analysis
in [JNRYZ], we reach a 2 by 2 system in which U satisfies
(6.3)

U = <A< Nl(x()) M(x()) > N < Mn(a:()) MQQ(;)) > + %N(A,@) U= (A(A,:ﬂ) + %N(A,x)) U

where

A =R < m MO > RY M=RYA'E-A'A4,)R-R 'R,
2

0
My M M
(6.4) g = HWVHR ) R=1Id+ < TG s )
: ’ 2 ’ 21 )
FHr+ Hz2(v/Hr+1) TR 0
R —FH FH
~\ H¥? _FHVH{ - \/ILTF) H3/2+FH\/—+F\(/1L13) ,

and [N(\,z)| < C(F, Hg) uniformly in [A| > 1,2 2 0.

Lemma 6.1. Let U(z) = ( Ui(z) Us(x) )T be stable flow (as x — —oo) of (63)) and define
&) = Up/U;. Let U(z) = ( Ui(z) Us(x) )T be unstable flow (as v — —oo) of (63) and define
gy = Uy /Uy. For R\ > —ij (77 > 0, 7 sufficiently small) and |\ sufficiently large, we then have
P 2(z,N) = O(1/|A|) uniformly in x < 0.

Proof. We find after a brief calculation that

(6.5) (I) (Agg — All)q)l + — (Nag + Nog®P1 — N11 P — N12(I)%) .

;) =
For x < 0, let Fy denotes the flow of equation ® = (Ag(X) — Aj1(N))®. For R\ > —7j,
R(A22(A) — A1 (V) = (p2 — pa1) RA + Moz — My

2FH*2(\/Hp +1)°

N+ Moy — M
(6:6) SH3Hp + H* — F2H? + 203 Hy, 2 !
My — M
g% < —c<0,
Define bounded operator 7, on Banach space B = C®((—o0, 0], (C)E by
67 (B0 = [ A (Na) + Neaw)8(0) — N (0)8(0) — Nialo) 8 () .

Claim one: For L > 0, the operator 7, is a contraction map on {® : ||®||oc < L,® € B} provided
2
that [A\| > max{ 1+L ,40(1+L }. This follows from inequalities

T 2 2
’(7&@)(%)’ S/ e—c(x_y)0+26|'§/|+CL dy _ 0(1 |—|/;|L) < L,
C
(6.8) - N
= T e 2C(1+ L)]|® — 9P| 1 .
(10 = T)(o)| < [ et 2RI =Sy < Zyjo— b,

3Here C*((—00,0], C) is the space of bounded continuous function on (—oc,0] associated with the sup norm.
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Claim two: For [A| > %, 7 is a contraction map for L := j“—g\j' < % This is because

C(1+L)? (22 AC(1+ L 8C
QD) OF _py, 202D 3¢y
cL Cc4|_§\ c c

Claim two then follows from Claim one.
The unique solution to (6.5]) guaranteed by the contraction mapping theorem will be in the ball
of radius L = 04‘—%, which is of O(1/|A]). On the other hand

1
(6.9) Py = (A1 — Ag2) P2 + X (N1 + Nij@g — Nog®s — Noy @3) .

Let Fy now denote the flow of equation ® = (A11(\) — Aga(N))®. For RA > —n, R(A;(\) —
Aoz(N)) > ¢ > 0, we define bounded operator 7, on Banach space C*((—o0,0], C)

010) (@)= [ F5 (Naal) + Nu(0)8(0) — Naa()Blo) — Nas (0)9°(0) .

Again inequalities

0 2CL + CL? 1+ L)
(R < [ ewn S22, CUEDE o,
6 ' )Y N
' - 0 20(1 + L)||® — || 1 -
(@~ b)) < [ et A dy < 1~ &
yield claims one and two, completing the lemma. O

Lemma 6.2. Writing R in ([64) as R = ( R Ry ) and setting < él > = ( R Ry )_1, for
2
RA > —7 (7 > 0, 77 sufficiently small), || sufficiently large, the solution operator ]-";\/_m of system

©2) on x>0 is

FY et A N QAN D)) (Ry 4+ O(1/|AY)
(6.12) e

e+ M2 4 SN N2t W) @0 (Ry Ly O(1/|N])), 0<z <.

Moreover, the stable and unstable flow operators of system (([€2)) on x < 0 are
(6.13)

f)\y—)xl—l)\ s(y) :ef;()\Ml(Z)+M11(Z)"F%Nll()\,Z)+%N12()\,Z))dz (Rl(x)Ll(y) + O(l/’)\’)) , T < y < 07
F M (y) el (eI MmN O SN ) (B (2) Ly () + O/ ),y < 2 <0,

where py 2, M as in (64) are independent of A, [N (X, z)| < C(F, Hgr) uniformly in || > 1,2 20,
and the bound O(1/|\]) is independent of x, y.

Proof. By lemma [6.1] the stable flow of (6.3)) may be written as U = ( U, o0, )T with & =
O(1/|A]). The equation for U; then reads U] = (A11 + %Nll + §N12<I>1) U;. Integrating from 0 to
x yields solution

(6.14) Ui\, z) = efox(A“O"y)"'%NU(A’y)"'%Nm()"y)q)l()"y))dyUl(0).

Hence the full solution to (6.3) is

Ur\ _ ([ Ui ) (A + i N o)+ L Na () @1 (M) ) dy 1
(6.15) < >_< >_eo( X N2 ()81 O)) (0 ) U100
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Transforming back to w coordinates by w = RR™'U and using estimate ®;(\,z) = O(1/|A|),
R™' = 1Id + O(1/|)\|), we obtain

(6.16) w(\, z) = oo (M1 )+ 5 N1 (y)+5 N2 (W) 21 (Ay) ) dy (Ri(z) + O(1/|\]).

The projection onto the stable manifold II) s(y) is approximately Rq(y)L1(y)+ O(1/|\|); following
the flow from y to = thus yields (6I3])(i). The unstable flow operator (6.I3))(ii) can be derived
similarly. O

6.2. Pointwise estimates on resolvent kernels.

6.2.1. Large A ~ small time.

Proposition 6.3. For R\ > —7j (77 > 0, 7 sufficiently small) and |\| sufficiently large, G%, G3,
and Ky can be written as

G =
— A M 4 SN s SN2 s N2 W) E9) (Ry Ly |+ O(1/]A]) A7
(6.17) | — e(mzst Moz it 3 No2 s )+ 3N NP2 V) @=) (Ry Ly + O(1/|A]) AT, O<z<y,
— o Jy (D) + M (2)+ X N1t (A 2)+ 5 N2 (0,2) 1 (A,2) ) dz (Ri(z)L1(y) + O(1/|A)) A~ (y), = <y<0,
ey iz (VM2 ()4 AN ) E SN A2 D) (R (1) Lo (y) + O(L/N)) AN (y),  y <z <0,

_ <ef[f(,\m(z)+Mn(z)+1Nll(A,z)Jr1N12(>\,z)<1>1(x,z))dz (R1 ()L1(07) + O(l/|)\|)) V+

W’(z)O(l/MI)) Ar (e(M”Mn’”%N“’*(MN”’*”‘I“’*“))y (Ra L+ O/ AY)

+ e~ (m2 4 FMo 3 Noo )+ 3 N1+ V224 W)Y (R Ly, + 0(1/|,\|))>A;1, <0,y >0,
_ <ef;(,\M(z)+Mn(z)+§N11(>\,z)+§NIQ(A,z)qn(A,z))dz (Rl(a:)Ll(()’) + 0(1/|/\|)) vV

W’<x>0<1/|x|>> A(07)x

ey (s (M (AN (TN A0 A (R (07) La(y) + O(1/|ND) A7 w), £ <0,y <0,

(6.19)

A=

0, z >0,
{ — oSS () +Mur (2)+ 5 N1 (A2)+ 5 N12 (A 2) 81 (A,2) ) dz (Ru(2)Lo(07) + O(1/|A) V FW @00/, @ <0,

where py2, R, L, My, My as in [©4), V as in [6.22) are explicitly calculable and independent
of A, ®12(\,z) as in Lemma [6 are O(1/|)|) terms uniformly in x, y. Moreover, they can be
decomposed as

(6.20) Gy =H,+(G\—H}), G3=H;+(G3-H), Ky=Hg)+ (K\—Hg))
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where H)l\’2, Hp \ are their corresponding lowest order terms defined by

_ e(Au1,++M11,+)(x—y)Rl’+Ll’+A;1
) eM2 M2 )@=V R, 1, AT, 0<z<y,
AT - ef;()‘“l(Z)+M11(Z))dzR1(x)Ll(y)A_l(y), r<y<0,
ely Q@M@ R () Ly () AT (y),  y <@ <0,
— eJo QMU )d= R ()L, (07)V AL
(6'21) - X <e_(’\“17++M117+)yR1,+L1,+ + 6_(’\“27++M22’+)9R2,+L2,+) A;l, z <0,y >0,
) S el OmE@Mue)E R (2L (07 )V A0
x ely Cr2@ M@z 0=y 1 (1) A1 (y), x <0,y <0,

0, x >0,
Hy = .
" — elo AmEHEMuE@)E R, ()1, (07)V, = <0,
and G3* — HY?, K — Hy are O(1/|]) terms.

Proof. As consequences of Lemma and using either (5.6) or (5.7), the G} part (6.I7) then
follows. As for the Gi part, explicit calculation shows that in the high frequency regime

(1 0)M7)=0(1/]A)

_1 B FH.(Hr+vHgr+1) _ FH.(vVHp+1)
(622) ( 0 1 ) M ()\) = < (H*3/2+\/H_RH*3/2+FHR)2 (H*3/2+\/H_RH*3/2+FHR)2 + O(l/’)\’)
=V +O(1/|\).

Equation (6.I8]) then follows. To estimate the error terms, we find for x < y <0

Iy (A (2) 4+ M1 (2)+5 Nt (A2)+5 Ni2(A,2)@1(M\,2) )dz ef;()\ul(z)—l—Mll(z))dz

e

_ ief;wl(znm(z»dzi (fy (N1 (4, 2) +N12(A’Z)@1(A’Z))dz>

— n! AT
(6.23) . o
_ (O eV (z —y) (Cz — y))"?
< ec(m y)(
; n‘|>\|" ; n|>\| (n — A"
> oclz—y)/2 (C(z —y))"~ 1 1 c(x cle—y) | Clz—
< = BY \ = O(1/|\]).
2D DT T N /A

Thus G} — H} is an O(1/|A|) term on y < z < 0. The other parts can be similarly estimated. O

Desingularizing 7j-resolvent kernels G », K1 by multiplying by a factor A, we have the following
estimates on AG x, AKj y in the high frequency regime.
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Proposition 6.4. For R\ > —7i (7 > 0, 77 sufficiently small) and |\ sufficiently large, NG} y,
MK\ can be written as
(6.24)

MGy =

e (M st O AN 0B O (V4 O(1/ X)) A (Ba oL+ O(1/|A]) A7
7 (et Mozt i N )3 ANt (0%t O (1, 1 O(1/ ) A (R Lo+ O/ IND) 47, 0 <,
6‘1‘57 (}\Mg(Z)+M22(Z)+%N22(}\,Z)-"-%Ngl(}\,Z)‘Pz()\,z))dz (Vh + 0(1/|A|)) X

A(07) (R2(07)La(y) + O(1/IA])) A (y), y <0,

(6.25) AK1 ) = Vi + O(1/]A])

where p112, R, L, My1, My as in (@4) V}, as in [628) are explicitly calculable and independent
of A, ®12(\,z) as in Lemma [61 are O(1/|)]) terms uniformly in x, y. Moreover, NGy x can be
decomposed as

(6.26) AG1y = Hix+ (Gia — Hyp),
where Hy  is its corresponding lowest order term defined by
e~ MUYy AL Ry Ly AT

(6.27) Hy ) = 6_(/\“2’++M22’+)yVhA+R2,+L2,+A11a 0<z<uy,

efy(r()‘MZ(Z)JFMZZ(Z))dZVhA(O_)Rg(O‘)Lg(y)A_l(y), y<xz<0,
and AGy x — Hy » is an O(1/|\|) term.

Proof. By definition of K » (5.9) and equations (IT.16]) (ITI7), equation (6.25]) follows from the
calculation

(6.28)
AK1p=(1 0)AM'())
A (1 o) ( — = (R1(07))2 + O(/A) =5 (Ba(07))1 + O(1/|A)) )

AN — (AW - R(W)), (AW — R(W)),

—(H. — Hp) (FHp + B3+ /Hp)) x
( —HY*(JHg +1) + F(H, — Hg + H.Hg + Ho/Hg)) —FH, (VHz +1) ) +O(1/A)
=Vh + O(1/|\]).

By definition of G  (5.4)) and using Lemma [6.2, in the high frequency regime,
(6.29)
Gia=

( 1 0 ) M_l()\)A+ (e—(AH1,++M11,++§N11,+(>\)+%N12,+(>\)‘1’1,+(>\))y (R17+L17+ + 0(1/’)\’))

+ o~ (A2, +Maz 4 +5 Nao (M) +5 Nat + (M) P2,4(V))y (Ro4 Lo+ + O(1/|A]) >A—T-17 y >0,

( 1 0 )M—l()\)A(O—)ef;()\uz(z)—l—Mzz(z)-l—%sz()\,Z)—l—%Nzl()\,z)@z()\,z))dz

(R2(07)La(y) + O(1/IA)) A™H (), v <0,
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By equation (6.28)), the AG; ) part ([6.24]) then follows. Following similar calculation as in (6.23]),
we find that AGy x — Hj ) is an O(1/|)|) term. O

Proposition 6.5. For R\ > —7 (7 > 0, 7 sufficiently small) and |\| sufficiently large, the y
derivative of G\ can be decomposed as

(6.30) 0,G1 ) = HY) + (9,G1\ — HY)),
where HY) is its corresponding lowest order term defined by
— pp e T MY, A Ry Ly AT
(6.31) HY, ={ — po e M2 tM2v, A Ry Ly (AT 0 <z <y,
— paly)els MR (07 Ry (07) Lo(y) A~ (), y < <0,
and 0,G1x — HY) is a O(1/|\|) term.

Proof. By taking y derivative of G using (6.29]), we see when the y-derivative falls on the ex-
ponential terms, the exponent —Ap; 4 then gives another factor of A that cancel the % factor in
(1 0)M*(\) ©22), giving HY) term. When the y-derivative falls on other terms, it results in
terms of order O(ﬁ) O

6.2.2. Small X\ ~ large time. Expanding (4.8])([@9]) near A\ = 0 yields

Y,-(A) =]+l A+ 0N, 72-(A) =—c5 A+ N +O0N) = _(N) + O(N?),

(6.32) ~
Y24 () = 4+ A+ O0N), 11(N) =ci A= A2+ O0N) =11 (A) + O(N?),

where c’i&i are positive constant explicitly calculable as functions of F'; Hgr. Since A4 (\) (A-(N))
has distinct eigenvalues 712 4 (71,2,—) near A = 0, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 6.6. The resolvent kernels G (x;y), G3(z;y), and Ky(x) can be extended holomor-
phically to B(0,r) for sufficiently small r. Moreover Gi(az;y) can be decomposed as

(6.33) Gy = S} + R},
where
_ e%,+(>\)(~’v—y)pL+(O)AJ—rl7 0<z<vy,
(6.34) S\(m;y) == e-WNe—p, ()4,  y<z<0,
0, otherwise,

and R}\ s a faster-decaying residual

(6.35)
R)(x;y) =
D Py (AT 4 (1 ED Py (0) - nr VEIR (1) A7 < <y,
_ e’Yl,f(A)(x—y)T_()\,x)PL_()\)T__l()\,y)A‘l(y)7 Tz <y<O0,
—2=WNEvp, (0)AZ! 4 2= NEIT (N 2) Py - (NTZH O y) A7 (), y <wz <O,
0, otherwise.
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Further, Gi(m; y) 1s a faster decaying term which can be estimated as

1G3| = (0(6_’“’”"9"“"3') , x<0,y>0,

(6.36) -
81 =Jote-m o

x <0,y <0,
and K(x) is a faster decaying term which can be estimated as

(6.37) 1Ky | = ‘O(e‘mx‘) , z<0.

Proposition 6.7. The desingularized resolvent kernels AG1(y), AK1 x can be extended holomor-
phically to B(0,7) for sufficiently small r. Moreover, defining

(6.38) Vi=lmA( 1 0)MI(),
there holds

(6.39) AK1 ) = Vi + O(|A]),
and AG1\(y) can be decomposed as

(6.40) AG1x = S1a + R,

where

(6.41) Sia(y) : { e AP (04T, 0 <y,
. D) =

e 2=V A07) Py - (0)AZY, y <0,
and Ry ) is a faster-decaying residual.

Proof. By the definition of G} ) (54)

(6 42) a ( 1 0 ) 7\4—1()\) A+ <e_“fl,+()\)y P1’+()\) + e—“/2,+(>\)y P2’+()\)) 4;1’ y > 0’
. 1A=
( Lo ) M_l()‘)A(O_)j—()‘a 0—)6—’72,7?JP27_()\)’1__1()\7 y)A_l(y)7 y < 0.

We see in the neighborhood of the origin ( 10 ) M~Y()) is desingularized by the extra \ factor
in AG1 . The proposition then follows. O

Proposition 6.8. The y-derivative of G1\ can be decomposed as
(6.43) 0yG1\ = SY 1\ + SY5 )\ + RY),
where
R { - c%,+e—':“’+Wyle+P1,+<0>A;1, 0<y,
—ch_e =Y A(0T) P - (0)AZY, y <0,
(6.44) — (1 0) M (NAyz e Py (N)ATY y >0,

S = - B
BN 0)M‘l(A)A(O_)T_(A,O‘)e—w,yP2,_(A)T_1(A’ay;A w

y <0,

and RY) is a faster-decaying residual that is of order O(|A SY1|). The term SY3 \ has a simple

pole at the origin and in y it is of order O(e=%1Yl).
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Proof. Taking y-derivative of (6.42]) yields

8,G1) =
—(1 0)M (M)A, <’Yl,+€_ﬁﬂ'+(/\)ypl,+()\) + 727+€_ﬁ/2'+()‘)yp2,+()\)) A7l y >0,
(6.45) — (1 0)M Y NAO)T-(N, 07 )ya,—e > YR (NI (N, y) A (y)
+(1 0 )M‘l()\)A(O_)T_(A,O_)e_W»yPg,_()\)T:l()\’g;A_l(y), y <0.

By (6:32]), we see the terms contain factor i 4 (X)), 72— () will be desingularized, giving the SYj
and RY) term. The remaining terms are defined to be SY5 . O

Proposition 6.9. The term G\ < (1) > can be decomposed as

(6.46) G, ( (1) > = SVi)+ SV + RVy,
where
e_:Yl,+()‘)y‘/lA+ (8)\P17+)(0)A_T_1 < (1) ) ) 0< Y,
SVL)\ = 5 0
e—wz,f(/\)yVlA(o—)(aAPQ,_)(O)Ail 1 > ;Y <0,
(6.47) ( 10 )M—l()\)A+e—’yz,+()\)yp27+()\)A_T_l < (1) > , y >0,
SVaxi=¢ (1 0 )M (NAO7)T-(A,07)
x e 127YPy _(N) (T:lo‘ay)A_l(y) - Azl) ( 2 > <0

and RV, is a faster-decaying residual that is of order O(|A SVi ). The term SVi \ has a simple
pole at the origin and in y it is of order O(e_("y‘).

Proof. By expansion
Piy(N) = P1y(0) + (OaPr1 ) (OX+ O(AP),  Po—(A) = Po,—(0) + (9P, (0)A + O(|A]?),

and the special structure on Pj (0)A}" and P, _(0)AZ' from Observation [Z.5], the proposition
follows by a similar argument as for Proposition [G.8] O

7. POINTWISE ESTIMATES ON (GREEN KERNELS

With the above preparations, we are now ready to carry out our main linear estimates, obtaining
detailed pointwise bounds on the Green kernels of the time-evolution problem.

Theorem 7.1. The interior source v-Green kernel function G defined in (5.13]) may be decomposed
as

(7.1) G=H'4H?>+S'+R,
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where, assuming Evans-Lopatinsky stability,

H'(z,t;y) :=
¢ _ e—fzt+(—ﬁm,++M11,+)(x—y)R17+L17+A115(t + p1+(x —y))
e M (T2t M2 )@= Ry | Ly L ATYS(t+ o 4 (z — 1)), 0<z <y,
(7.2) e
o, (—77H1(z)+M11(2))dZR1($) Li(y)A Yy )5( -|-/ 1(z )dz) r<y<0
y
e—ﬁt+fy”’(—fmz(z)+Mzz(Z))dzR (z)La(y) A~ (y)d (¢ +/ pa(z y<z<0,
{ y
(7.3)
H(x,t;y) =

_ e—ﬁt-‘rfoz(—ﬁm(z)-‘rMu(z))dle (x)Ll (O_)VA+ (6 (t — 1,4y + / ul(Z)dZ) Ry Ly ¢
0

x e~ (M )y |5 (t — [2,4+Y +/ Nl(z)dz) R2)+L27+e_(—nuz,++M22,+)y) A:Ll7 z<0,y>0,
0

_ e—ﬁ“ﬂf(—ﬁm(Z)+M11(Z))d2+fy°(—ﬁuz(Z)+M22(Z))dle(I)Ll (07)VA(07)R2(07) La(y)

T 0
x A7 (y)é (t—i—/ w1 (z)dz —i—/ m(z)dz) : x <0,y <0,
0 Y

01 +(t+c1 +(z )2

et PL(0)A7!, 0<z<y,

Xt>1—F——
1/401 +7rt
(7.4) Sz, tyy) = / 3, (t—c} _(a=v))? (x )2
13, P,_(0)A"Y, y<z<0,

Xt>1—F——— , _
A /402 7rt

L 0 otherwise,

(ttef 4 (w—y))? 1

(rel p m)? G B
(7.5) S; (x,t; y) = Xi>1,0<a<y© M 0 <Z> + Xiz1,y<a<o® e 0 <Z> ’

_ (et @oy))? 1 _(t—eh _(@—y)? 11,
R(z, t;y) “Xi>1,0<a<y© M o <Z> + Xiz1,y<aco® Mt O <Z + %6 |x|>

—¢'|z| Gt WS04 ey _w)? —7(|z—y|+t)
+ Xt21,1<0_e 0 Xo<y© Mt * Xy<o0€ K +O0(e™ )

Vi

(7.6)

(t+0% +($*y))2 1 (t—c% 7(x—y))2 1 1
. _ _ _ S e, T —0
Ry(x, t? y) _Xt2170<z<ye Mt O — + Xt>1 y<:v<()e Mt O —= _|_ Ze ‘CL“

tz t2
(77) o (tfc%’+y)2 (t+c%’7y)2 B
T Xi>1,0<0 ;‘3_ “lo < T A xy<0e‘T> + O~ Me=yl+t)),
1 0
(7.8) SH(z, t;y) L )= 0,



and moreover

R(z,t;y) < (1) )

_ (t+c%’+(ac7y))2 1 _ (tfcl’,(icfy))z 1
(7-9) =Xi>1,0<o<y € Mt 0 t_% +Xt21,y<z<oe Mt Ol =

3
t2

1 oy (t—c1 yv)? (t+ck _y)? .
_ _ e 4 w)” 3 7 oyt
+ Xi1,2<0 7€ lzl ) Xo<y € M 4 X, o€ Mt +O(e 7(le—yl )),

where M is some sufficiently big constant and 7 is a sufficiently small positive constant.

The interior source kernel estimates of Theorem [T. 1l may be recognized as essentially those of the
smooth profile case [MZIl IMZ2]. Namely, as displayed in Figure [, the principal high-frequency
component consists of time-decaying delta-functions moving along hyperbolic characteristics of
(LI) and refracting/reflecting from the shock, while the principal low-frequency component con-
sists of time-algebraically decaying Gaussian signals moving along characteristics of the reduced,
equilibrium system (L2]).

5 (a) Hterm (b) Sterm
\ 1f
0 ; : : 0
-1.5 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 -0.5 0 0.5
X X

FIGURE 4. Schematic of low- and high-frequency parts of the Green function G:
a) numerically-computed support of high-frequency hyperbolic (H) terms in the z-
t plane for fixed initial y, showing transport along hyperbolic characteristics and
refraction/reflection at the subshock. b) centers of Gaussians making up Low-
frequency scattering (S) terms, indicating approximate propagaion along charac-
teristics of equilibrium system (L.2)), with values frozen at end states W ..

The behavior of additional, boundary kernels in the discontinuous (subshock) case is similar.

Theorem 7.2. For x > 0, the boundary source v-Green kernel function K(x,t) defined in (5.13])
1s tdentically 0. For x < 0, it may be decomposed as

(7.10) K(z,t) = Hk + Rk,

where, assuming Fvans-Lopatinsky stability,

. 0

Ry (x,t) =0(e7MIe+8)) 2 < 0.

Theorem 7.3. The time derivative of the interior source n-Green kernel function Gy (t;y) defined
in (5.I3) may be decomposed as

(7.12) Gu = Hi+ 51+ Ry,
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where, assuming Evans-Lopatinsky stability,

(7.13)
e—ﬁt—(—ﬁul,Jr+M11,+)yVhA+R17+L17+A_T_15(t _ Nl,—i—y)
Hi(ty) =4 © e Mt M2 WYL AL Ry L Ly ATt — pa1y), 0<w,
) * 0
_ 0 _
ey (MDA A(07) Ry(07 ) La(y) A~ ()6 (¢ +/ pa(2)dz), y <0,
Y
( / cl +(t cl +y)
4c2 -1
Xt>1—F/—— 1+ VA_,_PL_;_(O)A_F R 0 <y,
1/4c1 +7rt
(7.14) Si(tyy) =
62 7(t+62 U)z
122 — —
Xiz1——— Ve 2t VA(0T) Py - (0)AZY, y <0,
,/402 7rt
_(—ef y)? 1 (teg _w)? 1
(7.15) Sultis) = Xezrase™ 0 (1) F eI 0 (3).

(t+eh v 1

(t—ct 4 )2 )2 )
(7.16) Ri(ty) = xt21,0<y6_#0 <—> F Xisr g0 MO (?) + O(e~ MW+,

~ | =

| =

_=c} 4 w)? 1 (tted _w)? .
(717)  Riy(t9) = Xin1.04,€ amt O (t—g> + Xis1 o€ MO ( > +O(e 77(|y\+t))’

(M3

t

[an}

(7.18) S1(t;y) < 1 > =0,

and moreover
0 (t—cl 4 0)? 1 (t+ed )2 1 _ ‘
(7.19) Bi(ty) (| ) = Xesi0y@ 0 O + X1 g€ MO (= | +O(e ),
B t2 t2

where M is some sufficiently big constant, 7 is a sufficiently small positive constant, and Vy, V;

defined in (6.28), (6.38) are constant vectors.

Theorem 7.4. The time derivative of boundary source n-Green kernel function Ki(t) defined in
BEI3)may be decomposed as

(7.20) Ky = Hg, + Rk,
where, assuming Evans-Lopatinsky stability,

(7.21) Hpg, (t) = V30(t) and Rk, = O(e_ﬁt).

and PLJ,_(O)A_T_l can be computed symbolically to be

) _242VHpr \/}J\I/R; 0 ) _2+2VHp 0
-1 _ 1—2Hp+VH -1_ Hpr—2+yH

B (0)AZ" = _91]{_R5;;§+6HRR$£2 o/’ P (0)AL7 = M VHr
R+4HR 4—5HRr+HR?

Observation 7.5 (Special structure on Py (0)A~" and P; 4 (0)A7" ). The matrices Py (0)A~*

In particular, the second columns vanish and equations (7.8]) (7.I8]) follow.
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Proof of Theorem 7.1 Case I. |z—y|/t sufficiently large Following [MZI], we note, for |[x—y|/t >
S, S sufficiently large, that G = 0. Taking a sufficiently large in (5.13]), we can use Proposition
to estimate G1’2(az, t;y). For example on z <y < 0,

1 a+i0o
1
t; =|—P.V.
6ot =| 5P |

eAtef;(Am(z)—l—Mu(z))dz (R1($)L1 (y)A_l(y) + 0(1/|)\|)) d)\'

—100

1 a-+100 z
<l Lpy [ o (WHMW»dle(m)Ll(y)A_l(W‘

—100

1 a+100
+ %P.V./ oMt f (Ap1(z)+M11(2)) dZ (1/|)\|)d)\‘

PV/OO (t+f 1 (z)dz dé.‘

(7.22) <e“(t+fyz w1 (2)d2)+ [ M (2)dz

+ et [ m(2)d2)+ [ M (2)d
/a2 62
:ea(t-‘rfyz ul(z)dz)-‘rf; M11(z)d26(t +/ ( )dz)
Yy
+e (t—i—f w1 (z) dz +f Mi1(2)d

i

In ”<” line, the integral can be explicitly computed because p1, M11, Ry, L1, and A are independent
of A. And, on the next line, using the triangle inequality for the integral yields the bound. Since
there are ¢, C' depending only on F', Hg such that

—C<p(H(z) <—c<0<c<pu(z) <C,

(t + f w(z dz) will be 0 provided that |m u < C or |m Y > € for some C sufficiently large.

As for the term in the last row of (7.22]), for |z —y|/t Sufﬁ(uently large, t + f u1(2)dz will be a
negative number. Thus by sending a to +oo this term also vanishes. The same result holds on
y<z<0and0 <z <y. Similarly, G?(x,t;y) also vanishes.

Case II. |z — y|/t bounded. First, observe that |z — y| < Ct yields for § > 0 that
e—Gt < 6—91(t+|:c—y|)

for some 61 > 0, a contribution absorbable in error term R. Thus, in this regime, it is enough to
show that terms are time-exponentially small in order to verify that they are absorbable in R.

By our construction of resolvent kernels, they are meromorphic on the set of consistent splitting,
with poles precisely at zeros of the Evans-Lopatinsky function A ([AI9]). Function A is nonvanishing
on {A: R\ > —a,|\| > r} by a combination of Proposition I[T.21and the assumed Evans-Lopatinsky
stablity, that is, M is invertible on {X : R\ > —a, |A\| > r}. As observed in Remark [5.7] we can
deform the contour of integration in (5.13) to (5.21I)). Since by Lemma[5.3] G is holomorphic in a
small neighborhood of the origin, we can further deform the contour to the left of the origin and

obtain
1 [otir 1 —f—ir —i+iR
G(z,t;y) = —/ MG AN+ — </ +/ > MG rdA
2mi —ﬁ—ir 2me \J_q-ir  J-qtir

—f—iR —ij+ico
+Pv— (/ +/ )e“GAd)\::IJrIIJrHI
2mi —f—ico —+iR

(7.23)

for 7 > 0, 7 sufficiently small. We will use superscript 1,2 to denote contributions from G§’2 to G.
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Intermediate frequency contribution 7. For A in the intermediate frequency regime [—i7j —
iR, —7 — ir] and [—7 + ir, —7 + ¢R], the resolvent kernel is bounded. Therefore term I is time-
exponentially small of order e~ and absorbable in R.

High frequency contribution II/. In this regime, we can again use Proposition The
term III' can be written as

11 e ML | A
111" =—PV. Hld\— — AHLN

T _f—ico 2mi J_qiR
7.94 1 —nN—iR —1+i00
(7:24) + 5PV (/ +/ ) M(GY — HY)d\
™ —f—ico —f+iR

=III} + II1T} + 111},

The term I11} can be explicitly computed to be

III; _ e—f]t-i-fyz(_ﬁﬂl(z)"'Mll(z))dle ({1}‘)_[/1 (y)A—l(y)%PV / eig(t'f‘fyz Nl(z)dz) dé.

(7.25) L »

B e_nt_l,_fy (=71 (z)-‘erl(Z))dle (a:)L1 (y)A_l(y)(S(t + / Ml(z)dz) ’
Y

which gives contribution H' on < y < 0. As for the term IT II}, it can be bounded by

R
L] = | IOy ()1 )4 ) [ S0 gg

(7.26) <M S (=N (2)+ M (2))dz

<eltHy—)

in which the last inequality follow by —7ju1(2) + M11(2) > ¢ > 7 > 0 for 7 sufficiently small and
all z < 0. Hence III} is absorbable in R. By Proposition 63, G} — H} expands as 1/ times a
bounded function h(z,y) plus an error term of order O( | )\|2) on the contour of integral I11}. Thus,

~ 0o R - [e'e) 1
(721) LTI <e Th(z,y) PV / + / ALdA 4 e / ral s
R —00 R +£

which again is absorbable in R. Similar analysis can be carried out on y < x < 0 and for Gi.

Low frequency contribution I.

(Case t < 1). Estimates in the short-time regime ¢ < 1 are trivial. Since then eMG, is uniformly
bounded on the compact set [—i] — ir, —i] + ir], we have |I| < e~ is absorbable in R.
Case t > 1). Next, consider I', I? on the critical regime ¢t > 1 and y < z < 0.

( : ; g y
I': Decompose Gi = S/l\ + Ri and write I' as
1 —i+ir 1 —n+tr
(7.28) I = o eMSLdA + 5 MRYAN = IL + T}
T J —f—ir T ) —f—ir
We then analyze Ié, I}l% separately.
Ié: Deform the integral to write Ié as

N —ir N +ir n+ir
(7.29) Ik = 5 < / / > MSydN == TL, + Ik + I,
n n

—n—ir « =T * +Z7”



where the saddle point 7, (x,y,t) is defined as
A e
(7.30) me(z,y,t) = 4 P oy
te, if — = e,
p
with
1
rTYTas 5 _(z—y)
7.31 = 2 pi= 2T .
(7.31) “ 21 P i
,x — 1y are comparable, that is we have

< ¢, ¢ sufficiently small, ——

A key observation is: When %
23 _e 2657_6
(7.32) -y <(-—7—)z-y) <5—<{0+—F—)z-y) <2Az-y)
€2, Co— Cy
Observation 7.6. Assuming the comparability condition (Z32) and y < z < 0, e~?1¥l is time-
exponentially decaying
’ —?—/t
Proof. By the comparability condition, y < x — ﬁ < —ﬁ, we have e IVl < ¢ 2 O
1 52 : 1. When % < ¢, Iy, can be explicitly computed to be
) (t cQ,(z )
Igo=—c¢ (e / o d£P2—( JAZ
27 _r
) _(tmcg _(2—y))?
— e cgy,(w*y) (0)A:1
4c3 _m(z —y)
1 (t cz,(w v)? .
LT e / / ~h-EVE gep, _(0)AZ!
27 B
1 o3 _(t—cj _(z=y))°
(7.33) Gy R 2T
=———¢ 4c%v*t P27_(O)A:1
4657_71'15
e N G e D ] _<t 02 (2-y))?
+ . y e 4‘:%,77: + e 5,— (z—y) Pz’_(O)AZI
4037_7# 46% _m(z —vy)

1
e

(t cg,(w y) .
S ([ )R, a0
2T ’

. ql
=S+ Lsop; + Liopiis
where S' gives contribution S! in (Z.I)) and I 52 Ri» I§2 i are shown in Appendix [Blto be absorbable

in R.
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S;: By direct calculation,

(7.34)
1 el (t—cl  (z—y))? e _(t—cd _(z—y)?
T Y A e i S G L 1] P ™ S
Y . - 4c3 it 20%,—t Tt
ii. When % > g, the term IéQ can be bounded by
1L, | <el=ch i)+t (o) / "B e g
T

(7.35) <ea(t—c%77(:v—y)-i—ec%’f(:c—y))

~

ée%(t—c%’i(m—y))e < e—e’t

)
Hence it is absorbable in R. Similarly when % < —¢, Ig, is also time-exponentially small.

Iél and Iég :i. When ‘%‘ < g, the term Iél and Iéwg can be estimated as

(7.36) 1Ly, Thy] S e~ Br*Gw) / " etk )erd - oug |

-n

Since 7, is the critical point of quadratic function (t — ci_(az — y)) &+ c%_(a: —1)€2, we then have
(7.37) ], 1] S em-r" e (- emi)ard oo il

Choosing 7 sufficiently small with respect to 7% and using comparability of —t— and = — v, I él, 1 ég
e,

is then time-exponentially decaying.
. When ;

“[51’7 ‘[;%'3‘

<o (e-y)

> ¢, we have

+
/ EE(t_C%,(m_y))§+cg,($_y)§2d£‘
—n

(7.38)
<3 () (e—(t—C%,f(x—y))fz+63,f(x—y)fz2 i e—(t—C%,f(x—y))6+63,7(x—y)62) (c+7)

_ (e—ﬁt—l-(c%ﬁﬁ+c§y7ﬁ2_c%’77«2)(m—y) + e—st—l—(céﬁ:—:—i—cgyis?_cgyiﬂ)(x—y)) (6 + ,’7})

Again choosing 7, € sufficiently small with respect to r yields that Ig, Is3 are time-exponentially

small.
I}: Using Py (\) = P, _(0) + O(|]\]), T-(\,z) = Id + O(e~?'I#), T=1(\,y) = Id + O(e~?'¥1),
Yo.—(A) = A2, (A) + O(|A]?), and A~ (y) = A=! + O(e=%), R} can be estimated as

s (VA= + @2 VDT (A 2) Py (AT (A, ) A ()

Ri — _ l-NE-y) p _(
= — - NE P, (0)AT 4 2 VE) (14 0(IN (2 — y)])) (Id + O(e—"’lxl))
)

% (Po._(0) + O(A])) <Id + O(e—"’ly\)) (A:1 + O(e—ey))
==V (0(X (@ — y))) + O ")) Po-(0)A7

+ 72~ N@=y) (O(|>\|)A21 + P, (0)0(e " ha! + P2,_(0)0(e—9\yl))
=1 + 4.

(7.39)
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Deform the contour as before to write [}z as

n*—zr o AR 1 1 1
(740) R 2 / e R)\d)\ = IRl + IR2 + IR3‘
i —n—ir «—1T Ns T
1}32: On the contour [n, — ir,n, + ir], we notice that
3 . .
(7.41) O(IA) = O(n]) + O(I),  O(N(z —y)) =D Omul'lIE1* |z — y]).
i=0
i. When ‘%‘ <eg, I}%Q can be estimated as
(7.42)
(t=cd - ) ., 3
Ihl e 3G / ) (!m! + €]+ Y P — gl + €0l 4 e—"’y'> i3
-r i=0
(1- c2 @-v)°
xr— — 2C CC Z
e -G / Ce o (!m!HSHZ!m! 1612 — y\) d¢
_(t b _-)’
+ ;e 3,—(@=y) O(e—el‘x‘ +e—9"y|)
3 _(z—y)

7l 1
=Ipo; + IRoi;-

The I},,;; term in the last line of (Z.42)) is absorbable in R because c%% and z — y are comparable

(t-cb_@-w)?
S0 ﬁe 15— (e=w) O(e=?I#1) is absorbable in R (Z.6) and by Observation the term
c5 _(z—y
(t=cb_@—w)’
_—27 ’
- 1( )e 2= O(e=?¥l) is time-exponentially small hence also absorbable. The term
c5 _(z—y

111%21' is shown in Appendix [Blto be absorbable in R.
ii. When % > ¢, following part ii above in the estimation of [ é2, we find that 1}122 is also time-

exponentially decaying. Using (7.39) and imitating the way of estimating I}, and I1,, we find that
1}121 and 1}123 are also time-exponentially decaying.

In the regime ¢t > 1 and = < y < 0, by Proposition 6.6, G} = Ri. Because Ry;,_(\) > ¢ > 0 in
a small neighborhood of the origin, Gi($; y) is then uniformly bounded in x < y < 0, and so the
term I' in (7.23)) is time-exponentially decaying.

Following the way of estimating [}z and using estimates (6.36]), I2 can be estimated in a similar
way and absorbed in R.

R < (1) : In I'ﬂ, the terms I, 111 l} ’62, and x;<1/ are time-exponentially small, hence absorbable
in (.9). By Observation [l any terms in R that has a labeling “S” will become 0 when right

0 > The only term remaining to be analyzed is I. By (T.39), #1 < (1) > =0,

multiplied by < 1

the other term #o < (1) > is absorbable in (Z9]) by Observation

4Refer to Appendix [&l equation (A2)(iii) for decomposition of R.
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Finally estimation of R, can be done by estimating y-derivatives of terms in (A.2])(iii) separately.
That is for

I1I: The y-derivative of the resolvent kernel is bounded on the intermediate frequency
regime, hence 11, is time-exponentially small;

117 ; 62 Direct computation shows they are time-exponentially small;

o xi<1l: MG A,y uniformly bounded, so time-exponentially small;
) Iéq, s3Xa> 8152: When the y-derivative hits the exponential term, this will bring down only

(7.43)

(7.44)

(7.45)

(7.46)

the order-one exponential rate, with no improvement due to differentiation. But, this term is
already uniformly bounded for low frequencies. So, these terms again are time-exponentially
small by following the estimates in the undifferentiated case;
Xa<ISop:t See Appendix Bl

s<
Xé<513923ii3 See Appendix [B}

Ik: gt Again we demonstrate how to estimate aaly on the critical regime y < x < 0. By direct
computation,

a% (—eT- W Py (0)AT! 4 2= WEIT (A, 2) P (VT (A ) A7 (9))
=9, - (N)e2=NEV Py (0)AZ! — 4y 2= NE=DT_ (A )Py (TN, y) A~ (y)
0
+ 2= MNET (), PNz, (T=Y O ) A7 ()

=73+ #a,

and

=F2,- (N2 NVE Py _(0)AZ — (G2, () + O(A[%)) 2= VED (14 O(IN (& — y))))
x (Id + O(e_m“"")) (Po,_(0) + O(]A])) (m + O(e—ﬁ’\yl)) (A:1 + O(e—e\yl))

= (O(AP)e Wm0 45, ()TN (0(N (@ — y)| + O(™1)) ) P, (0) A"
+ A ()T~ NE=y) (O(W)Azl + Py_(0)0(e~WhA~! + P27_(O)O(e_9|y‘))

- (0(|A|3)e“72»7< )@=v) 1 O(|A))e2- V@) (O(|A3(z — )| + O(e? lrl))) Py (0)A?
+O(|A)eT2- Ny ( (M)A + P, (0)0(e " Mh AT 4+ Py (0)0(6—9\@/')) :

We then see

3] = 17 V10 (1A 4+ Ao = | + N1+ ]x]e=).

The estimation is then similar to that of I} and we gain another % from the extra |A|.

Because
#4 = 2NV py_(0)0(e "W).

The estimation is again similar to that of I}% in particular by Observation [Z.6] this term is
time-exponentially small.

0

Proof of Theorem [7.2 Following a similar analysis as for High frequency contribution III in the
estimation of G above and noting the bound (6.37) at low frequencies, we find that the boundary
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source v-resolvent kernel K is exponentially decaying in |z|, hence the boundary source v-Green
kernel K decomposes into only an Hg part and an R part as written in (Z.10). O

Proof of Theorems [7.3 and [7). Taking time derivatives of Ky, G in (BI3), we get an extra A

which removes the singularity of M ~! at A = 0. The decompositions for K 1t (C20), G1; (12]) then

follow by shifting the contour to {A : R\ = —7} and using Propositions [6.4] and [6.71 O
8. LINEAR STABILITY

From the pointwise estimates of Theorem [7.I] we obtain the following linear LY — LP stability
estimates, from which we will ultimately derive nonlinear stability and asymptotic orbital stability.

8.1. Linear orbital stability estimates.
Lemma 8.1. The time derivative of equation (51T () is

W(t) =K1(0)Bs(t) + / Kt — 8)Bs(s)ds + / " Gulty)oly)dy
(8.1) 0 o

00 t 00
+/ G1(0;9)1s(t;y)dy +/ / Gui(t — s:y)Is(s, y)dyds.
—00 0 J—o0
Proof. Directly by taking time derivative of (B.IT)(ii). O

Taking Bs = 0, Is = 0 in (5I7)) and taking the time derivative of the n- equation yields the
linearized integral equations:

(8.2) v(x,t) / G(z,t;y)vo(y)dy, (1) / G (t; y)vo(y)dy

Linear asymptotic orbital stability follows immediately from Theorem [T.Il Splitting G (Z.1)) into
singular part H := H' + H? and regular part G := S!' + R, K (ZI0) into singular part Hx and
regular part Rg, and G4 ([I2)) into singular part H; and regular part Gy = S1 + Ry, we then
have the following lemmas.

Lemma 8.2. Assuming Evans-Lopatinsky stability, for the splitting G = G + H, there hold:

+oo 1 B
(8.3) G tiy)fy)dy| < CQ+1)7207Y|fl e + Ce™ ™| f 1o,
—00 Lp
(8.4) '/m G(- ,t;y) < 0 > dyl < O+ 2@ V)| f| 0 + Ce ™| f| 10
f() o ’
+oo _ i B
(8.5) ‘/ W ()dy| < CA4+t)" 2@V Flne + Ce ™| f| 10,
Lp
and
“+00 B
(8.6) \ [ T HC | < oo,
— 00 Lp

for allt >0, some C,ij >0, for any 1 <r <p and f € L (resp. LP), where 1/r+1/¢g=1+1/p.
Lemma 8.3. Assuming Evans-Lopatinsky stability, for the splitting K = Hx + Ry, there hold:
< Cle™ ™ gl oo

t
/ Hic(- 1t — s)g(s)ds
0 Lp
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and

(8.8) < Cle gl 11 0.0,

Lp

/ Ri(-,t—s)g(s)ds
0

for all t >0, some C,q >0, for any 1 < p and g € LP (resp. L').

Lemma 8.4. Assuming Evans-Lopatinsky stability, for the splitting G1; = G1; + Hy, there hold:

(8.9) | auts y)f(y)dy' < O+ )% fl1a,
(8.10) [t (4 )| <carn i,
(8.11) ' | Gt y)f(y)dy' < C(1+ 67573 ||,
and

(8.12) [ y)f(y)dy' < Ce | f e,

for allt >0, some C,i7 >0, for any 1 < q and f € L1 (resp. L*>).
Lemma 8.5. For Ky, there holds

/ Ky (t — s)g(s)ds
0

for allt >0, some C,77 >0, and g € L*(0,1).

t
(8.13) = Vig(t)+0( /0 e 1= g(s)|ds) < C sup |g(s)|+e "% |g| 1o (0.0),

t/2<s<t

Proof of Lemmas[8.2H8. D These follow by direct calculation from our more detailed pointwise
Green function bounds, exactly as in the proof of [MZI, Lemma 7.1]. d

8.2. Linear phase estimates.

Lemma 8.6. Assuming Evans-Lopatinsky stability, for Ky, there hold:
(8.14) Ki(t) = K1(0) + V, +O(1 — e ™),

(8.15) /0 Ki(t—s)g(s)ds

for all t >0, some C,77 >0, and any g € L'.

< C|g|L1(0,t)7

Proof. (814) follows by direct computation using Theorem [T.4}

Ki(t) = K1(0) + /0 t Ku(s)ds = K1(0) + V, + /O t O(e 1=9))ds.

Likewise, (8I5)) follows immediately from (814, using |K1(0) + Vj, + O(1 —e )| < C. O
Lemma 8.7. Assuming Evans-Lopatinsky stability, for G1, there hold:
(8.16) |G1(t;y)| < C,  where C is independent of t,y,
o0 1 _
(8.17) ‘/ 0,G1(t;2)f (2)dz| < O(L+ )| flLa + e ™[ flz + e~ (),
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and

(8.18) < CO+4) 2 | flpa+ e M F(O)] o,

[ awa( 0, )

for allt >0, some C,i7 >0, for any 1 < q and f € LIN L*>.
Proof. By equations (6.29) and (6.22), in the high frequency regime Gy = O( | /\‘) hence there will

be no d-function contribution to G1(t;y). Integrating the term Gy in the high frequency regime
will contribute to G1(t;y) a time and space exponentially decaying term, which is harmless. In the
low frequency regime, by shifting the integral contour to the left of the origin and applying the
Residue theorem, we get a residue term that is independent of time and decaying in space plus a
time exponentially small term. Therefore (816 follows.

By Proposition 6.5 integrating the term HY), in the high frequency regime will contribute to
0yG1(t;y) a term containing a o-function like H;(t;y) in Theorem [33l Integrating such a term
in space with f(y) gives a contribution that can be controlled by e~ ™|f| . Integrating the
term (0,G1, — HY)) in the high frequency regime will contribute to 9,G1(t;y) a time and space
exponentially decaying term, which is harmless. By Proposition [6.8] integrating the term SY; ) in
the low frequency regime will contribute to G1(t;y) a scattering term like Si(¢;y) in Theorem [7.3l
Integrating such scattering term with f(z) can be bound similarly as in (8.9). Integrating the term
SY5 ) in the low frequency regime will result in a residue term that is decaying exponentially in
space and independent of time. Hence, integrating this term with f(z) gives a contribution that
can be controlled by |e=?Ff ()| ,1.

By equation (6.29)), in the high frequency regime, G » = O( | )\|) hence there will be no J-function

contribution to G1(t;y) < f?z)

(BIT) by applying Proposition O

8.3. Auxiliary estimates.

>. The low frequency contribution can be estimated similarly as

Lemma 8.8. Assuming Evans-Lopatinsky stability, for the splitting G = G + H, there hold:

t —+o00
(8.19) A Gl 5;9) f(y)dy
/ (I1+s) -3

//)G mf&ﬂ>@m

<c/ (14 8) 50| £ (-, 5)|pads,

/ /+Oo ; my) f(y, T)dy dr

(8.22) /0 (1+5)"2

ds < C|f|prinpee,

ds

(8.20)

t 1
(8.21) / 1+ s) 2 dsgC/(1+3)_2+v]f(',s)]des,
0

t 1
wgcéa+@vmw@,

/OS G(z,s —1;0%) f(7)dr

(8.23) /()(1—#3)_% dsgC/O (1+s)_%]f(s)\ds,

and
t s +oo

(8.24) /(1+s)—1/2/ H(z,s —73y)f(y,7)dy dr
0 0 —00

forallt >0 and x 2 0, any v > 0, and some C = C(v) > 0.
11

/OSK(a:,s—T)f(T)dT

t 1
ds < c/ (14 s)72[f(-, 8)|Locds,
0




Proof. For estimate (8I9), we estimate separately the contributions of terms G and H in the
splitting G = G+H. For G, changing order of integration, and using the fact that fg |G(,s;y)|ds <
C, we obtain

[

—+00

t —+o00
ém@wmmﬂwgél G, 5:9)|1f (9) | dy ds

—00

“+o00 t _
=/ WW/KW@M®@§QMM
0

—0o0

In turn, bound fg |G(z,5;y)| ds < C may be verified as in [TZ], by integrating a Gaussian moving
with nonzero speed, hence passing transversally to the vertical line y = constant. Namely, denoting
by 6(z,s) the moving Gaussian 0(z,s) = (s)~/2e~(=709)*/bs with 2 = # — y, and © = J7. 0 its
bounded (error function) antiderivative, we have

O, = —aO, +b/40,, = —af + b/40.,

from which we may bound
t t t ¢
/ |G(x,5;y)|ds < C/ e~ Mzl+9) g 4 C/ Xs>10(2,5)ds < C + C’/ Xs>10(z, s)ds
0 0 0 0

t 1 [t bt
/ Xs>10(2, s)ds = ——/ Xs>1095(2, s)ds + —/ Xs>10:(2, s)ds.
0 a Jo da Jo

The term fg Xs>105(2, s)ds = O(z,t) — O(z,1) is uniformly bounded. The term fg Xs>10:(2, s)ds
may be reduced by a similar argument to a constant times 0,(z,t)—0,(z,1) = 6(z,t)—0(z,1) plus a
multiple of fg Xs>1022(z, s)ds; the latter can be bounded as | fg Xs>1022(z, 8)ds| < ff(l—i—s)_?’/zds <
Cy. The H part can be directly obtained from taking p = oo in estimate (8.6]) and then integrating
in time. This completes the proof of (819]).

Estimates (8.20]) and (82I]) are more delicate, based on the estimate

b _las—1?
S e bs ds
1

for a # 0 and some C' = C(v) independent of t. To prove (825]), by symmetricity, it suffices to

show
o0 ¢ (asfz)2 2 %
(8.26) / / s Ve ds| dz < C.
0 1
=5 "0.|(z,s) + st

(8.25) <C,

L2

Based on the bound on the integrand function

_(asb—z)Q < _(as;z>2 2|as — z|
° € ° bgl-5+v

00 t 1
—1—v
L <(C, and /0 /1 Xajs—as|<vanS ds

Estimate (827))[i] follows readily for z & [a, at] by rewriting

t t t
/s‘“\@zl(z,s)dsg/ ]92\(z,s)ds:‘/ Hz(z,s)ds‘,
1 1 1
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S + st

(8:26)) follows from

—v
X2\asfz\<\/§b’

2
dz> <C.

—v
X2\asfz\<\/§b

D=

(8.27) /1 5710, (2, 5) ds




then using 6, = —af, + b/46., to obtain

! o0, b 1 1 b b
z\# = - - Uzz = - 1) — = s - Uzz
/1 0.(z,s)ds /1 < . + 4a9 > ds a@(z ) a@(z t) —I—/1 4a0 (z,5)ds

where we see |0(-,t)|72,]0(-,1)|r2 < C and
<i (7(/[

3 (—as)? —as)?
/s 2" 2bs ds

For z € [a,at], setting 0.(z,s) := (s)_1/2e_(z_“s) /bes 1 < ¢ to be a Gaussian with larger support
moving at the same speed as 0, we may estimate |s~v0,0| < C9.017%|, for v < (¢ — 1)/2.
Calculation shows

_3 (—as)?
S 2e  2bs

22(8)ds| < C

t 14
dSSC/ s_idsgC.
1

L2

2
bev ((0+2).)
2(1 + 2002 ~

[ 10252051 s = '( [ e

hence, integrating the principal contribution —1/ads(6172?) results in terms bounded by

%(91-‘,—21})22 .

0,612 = —a(017). + =

—a(0), + F(z,5).

Observing that

C(Gc(z, )2 4 (14 |2))" V2 4 9c(z,t)1+2“> € L2(2).

As for integrating the F' term, calculation shows

zfas)Q( v
R = (1+2v) ((z — as)? — bes) 3 _ (z—as)?

2bcs5/2—|—u = O S 2 2bes )

Therefore, by the triangle inequality, also

F(z,s) =

z/a t
( / - / )P <c
1 z/a 12
Estimate (827)[ii] follows by direct computation
00 t . 2 00 00 . 2
—1-v —1-v
/0 /l X2\27a3\<\/§b8 dS dZ </ X2\z as\<\fb ds dz

C/ <1+32_82)(1+)“> F=c

where s19 = (8az + b% £ V/16azb2 + b1)/(8a?) are the two roots of equation 2|z — as| = /sb and
the last inequality follows from

— 59(2) \ 2 -9
<—(11—(|—)32(z)2)(1+)”> ~ 27 for 2> 1.

By the decomposition of G, = S; + R, and bounds on S;, R, from Theorem [I], we obtain
(8.28)

t t—T
/(1+s)_1/2](_¥y(a;,s—7';y)\dsS(1+T)_1/2+”/() (147 +0)"|G, (@, 05y)| do

— i ,

ao—lz| (ac—|2])

<C(1+ T)_1/2+v/ (1+7+0) "o le ool do < C(1+ 1)~V / o1 Ve do.
1 1
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Switching orders of integration and applying (8.28]), Holder’s inequality, and (825 yields
t s +oo
Jasse| [ 6w - rswdydr
0 0 J—oo
t s +oo
< [aro e [ [ i - mpll5wldy drds
0 0 J—oo
t +o00 t _
=[] @l [ a7 G, s iyl ds) dyar
t +oo t—1 (aai‘z‘)z
SC/ 1+ 7')_1/2+“/ |f(z — z,7)| / o Ve e dodzdr
0 —00 1

t
gc/ (14 7)~Y2H f( 7| 2 dr
0

verifying (821). By equation (7.8]) and estimate (7.9]), estimate (820) follows similarly.
Using fg |G(x,t;y)] < C, we have, switching the order of integration,

/Ot(l +5)7 12

= t V2 £ (r ti:z:s—T'i sdr
= [0+ 0250 [ |65 =08 dsa

ds

/OS G(z,s —T; Oi)f(T) dr

ds < /Ot/08(1+s)_1/2|G(x,s—7’;0i)f(7')‘ drds

gc/o (1+T)_1/2|f(7')|/0_ Gz, 0;0%)| dad7’§0/0 (14 1) V2| ()| dr

verifying ([822]). The proof of (823]) goes similarly by applying Lemma B3l Likewise, applying
[R8) with p = oo, we have

t s +oo
/ (1+s)_1/2/
0 0

which, switching the order of integration, yields bound

t S t t
/(1+s)—1/2/ e £, 7)o des:/ /(1+s)—1/2e—"<8—f>|f(-,7)|m ds dr
0 0 0 T

t s
H(x,s—; y)f(y,T)dy‘ drds < C/ (1+s)_1/2/ e F (-, 7) | poe dr ds,
0 0

—0o0

t t t
2/ (1+7)_1/2|f('a7')|L°°/ 6_"(S_T)dsd7§0/ (1+7)72|f (7)o,
0 T 0
verifying (824]). O

Remark 8.9. The above “Strichartz-type” bounds make crucial use of transverse propatation and
pointwise bounds. By contrast, a straightforward estimation by Holder’s inequality

t +oo
I
yields bound C'(1+t)'/2|f| .1, poorer by factor (14¢)*/2 than (8I9). Similarly for the cases (820)-
[B21)), straightforward estimates by Holder’s inequality yield bounds poorer by factor (1 + t)l/ d-v,

t t
G(%S;y)f(y)dy' dsé/o |G, 8:9) Lo | f] L1 dsé(/o (1+5)"/2ds)|f|

9. SHORT-TIME EXISTENCE AND NONLINEAR DAMPING ESTIMATE

We next establish nonlinear existence and damping estimates, obtained by Kreiss symmetrizer
and Kawashima type energy estimates, respectively. As noted in [JLW], short time existence theory
may be concluded by the analysis of shock stability carried out by Kreiss symmetrizer techniques in
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[Mal, [Me]. Denote by R, the punctured real line (—oco, a) U (a,400), and R the symmetric version
Ry. We obtain by the results of [Me] immediately the following short time existence theoryE

VIt4F’ let W = (H,Q) be a hydraulic

shock (L4), and vy be a perturbation supported away from the subshock discontinuity of W and
lying in HS(R)), s > 2. Moreover, assume that W is spectrally stable in the sense of the Evans-
Lopatinsky condition defined in Section [{} Then, for initial data Wy := W + vy, there exists a
unique solution of (LIl) defined for 0 < t < T, for some T > 0, with a single shock located at
ct —n(t), and H® to either side of the shock, such that for v(z,t) == W (z + ct — n(t),t) — W (z),

(9.1) (v,m) € C° ([0, T]; H*(R)) x C*((0, ).

Moreover, the mazimal time of existence T defined as the supremum of T > 0 for which the solution
1s defined is either 400 or satisfies lim [v|wie = 400. Finally, if vy — vo, with vj € H™1/2,

Proposition 9.1. For 0 < F <2 and 0 < Hr < HL1+2F+

t—Ty
r > s, then the corresponding solutions (v",n") converge to (v,n) in C° ([ T); H*(R )) xCsTL([0,1]).

Proof. Noting that the assumption that the perturbation is supported away from the subshock
implies compatibility to all orders, we have that the first two assertions follow from Theorems 4.15
and 4.16 of [Me], provided that the subshock satisfies the (shock) Lopatinsky condition of Majda
[Ma]. But (see Remark[IT.3]), Lopatinsky stability of the component subshock is implied in the high-
frequency limit by the Evans-Lopatinsky condition for the full shock profile. The third assertion,
though not explicitly stated in [Me, Thm. 4.1.5], is established in the course of its proof. O

Remark 9.2. In fact, the subshock can be seen directly to satisfy Majda’s Lopatinsky condition,
independent of Evans-Lopatinsky stability of the associated relaxation shock profile, by the fact
[Ma] that shock waves of isentropic gas dynamics are stable, since the shock Lopatinsky condition
depends only on the first-order part of (L.

Our main effort will be devoted to proving the following nonlinear damping estimate generalizing
the one proved for smooth relaxation profiles in [MZ2] Prop. 1.4].

Proposition 9.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition [91], suppose that, for 0 < S T,
\v(-,s)\Hs(R) and |n| are bounded by a sufficiently small constant ¢ > 0. Then, for all 0 <T

and some 6 > 0,
t
9.2) m;@sca%m;+cée*W”W@+mﬁva

Remark 9.4. In the course of the proof, we show using the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions at the
subshock that 19| is controlled by a bounded linear sum of trace terms |v(0%)? at & = 0. By
one-dimensional Sobolev embedding, these in turn are controlled by a lower-order term C|v %{1
absorbable in the estimates (0.24]) from which (@.2]) is obtained, hence ([@.2)) could be improved to

t
<t

(9.3) W2, (8) < Ceug?. +c/ 0072, (1),

slightly improving the estimate of the smooth case [MZ2].

Remark 9.5. For clarity, we carry out the proof of Proposition [0.3]for shock profiles of (I.]); however,
the argument applies more generally to profiles of general relaxation systems of the class considered
in [MZ2], provided they contain a single subshock. (This allows the freedom to initialize the sym-
metrizer A arbitrarily at the endstates of the subshock, as we use crucially to arrange maximal

5 Note that we correct a minor typo in [Mel Thm. 4.1.5], which requires data vg only in H® rather than Het2,
(This is not necessary for our later analysis, but only sharpens our initial regularity assumptions.)
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dissipativity with respect to A° of the associated Rankine-Hugoniot conditions.) A very interesting
open problem would be to develop corresponding damping estimates in multi-dimensions, perhaps
by Kreiss symmetrizer techniques [Kr]; see Remark [9.12] for related discussion.

9.1. Preliminaries. Under the assumptions of Proposition [0.3] the equations (ILT]) and profiles W
satisfy the structural assumptions made for general relaxation systems in [MZ2] along the smooth
portions of W, i.e., everywhere except at the subshock at x = 0. Thus, we have the following
results of [MZ2], denoting by RM := %(M + M*) the symmetric part of a matrix M.

Lemma 9.6. Under the assumptions of Proposition [3.3, for some 0 > 0, and all k > 0,
(9.4) ((d/dx)*(W —Wi)| < CW,| < Ce 1l as 2 — +o0.
(Stable manifold theorem, plus hyperbolicity of rest points W of ([2.14)).)

Lemma 9.7 ([MZ2,[H]). Let D be diagonal, with real entries appearing with prescribed multiplicity
in order of increasing size, and let E be arbitrary. Then, there exists a smooth skew-symmetric
matriz-valued function K(D, E) such that

R(E—KD)=%RdiagE,
where diag E denotes the diagonal part of E.

Lemma 9.8 ([MZ2]). Under the assumptions of Proposition[d.3, there exist diagonalizing matrices
Ly, Ry, (LAR)y diagonal, (LR)y = I, such that

R diag(LER)+ < 0.

Lemma 9.9 ([MZ2]). There is a correspondence between symmetric positive definite symmetrizers
AV, AYA symmetric, and diagonalizing transformations L, R, LAR diagonal, given by A° = L*L, or
1
equivalently L = O*(A°)2, where O is an orthonormal matriz diagonalizing the symmetric matriz
1

(AO)%A(AO)_E. Moreover, the matriz O (or equivalently L) may be chosen with the same degree
of smoothness as A°, on any simply connected domain.

Following [MZ2], we recall also the relations
1 1
(9.5) (W, SWa) o) = =5 (Ws SeWap) + 5W - SWb,
and
1 1 1 1 )
(96) O (Wa, KW (a0 = (Wa, KWi)(ap) + 5 (W, KeW(a ) + 5 (W, KW oy + 5 We - KW,

here adapted to the case of a domain with boundary, where S is symmetric and K skew-symmetric,
and (-,-) (4 denotes L? inner product on (a,b). When the domain (a,b) is clear (as below, where
all energy estimates will be carried out on (—o0,0) and (0, 00)), we omit the subscript (a, b).

9.1.1. Boundary dissipativity. A new aspect in the present, discontinuous, case is boundary dissi-
pativity at the subshock. For a general symmetrizable initial boundary-value problem on (—o0, 0]

V,+AV, =F, z € (—o00,0),

(9.7) BV=G, x=0,

with symmetrizer A? symmetric positive definite and A’A symmetric, that is noncharacteristic in
the sense that det(A) # 0 at the boundary « = 07, is Lopatinsky stable in the sense of Kreiss [Kr] if B
is full rank on the stable subspace of A. It is mazimally dissipative with respect to the symmetrizer
AV if AOA is positive definite on ker B, which yields readily the following key consequence.

46



Lemma 9.10. Suppose that Q1) has mazimally dissipative boundary conditions with respect to
symmetrizer A°. Then, for some 6,C > 0,

(9.8) —V(07)-A’AV(07) < —0|V(07) > + C|G|?.
Proof. Decompose V(07) = vpe, + v, where vpe, € ker B and v, € (ker B)*. Then,
~V(07) - AAV(07) = —~vger - APAvper — 20per - APAv; — v - APAw .

By maximal dissipativity, —vge, - A°Avpe, < —01|vper|?. Using Young’s inequality, the middle
cross term is bounded by |2ve, - ACAv | < 01|vger|?/2 + C1|vL |2, The last term is bounded by
lv; - AYAv, | < Colvy|?. Summing these estimates, we obtain

(99) —V(07) - AY0T)A(0T)V(07) < —%%F +(C1 + Co)lor

From the fact that B is full rank on (ker B)* and the boundary condition,
Oolv, | < [Buy| = [BYV(07)| = [G].

Therefore, —|vger|? = —(|vger* + [v1[?) + oL * = =|V(07)]? + |vL|> < —|V(07)|? + |G|?/63. Sub-
stituting in ([@.9]), we obtain

C1+Cy+6,/2
03

which yields (@.8)). O

V(07) - A%0T)AOIV(0) < ~ LV + 6P,

The Lopatinsky condition is necessary and sufficient for maximal L? estimates [Kr]. For max-
imally dissipative boundary conditions, maximal L? estimates may be obtained by taking the L2
inner product of v against the symmetrized equation A%y + A°Av, = A°f and applying (@5,
(©.8]). Thus, maximally dissipative boundary conditions are always Lopatinsky stable. The follow-
ing result shows that the converse is true as well, for some choice of symmetrizer A°.

Lemma 9.11. For any symmetrizable initial boundary-value problem (1) that is Lopatinsky stable,
there exists a symmetrizer AY with respect to which Q1) is mazimally dissipative.

Proof. Equivalently, M = b7 A°Ab is positive definite, where b € R )" ig a matrix whose
columns span ker b. Let A = S~'block-diag{A~, AT}S,

A =diag{\,..., N, AT =diag{h\1, ..., Ak

with Ay < ...0 < 0 < Ayp < --- < N\, and set A% = STdiag{a,...,a,1,...,1}S, a > 0.
Then, A°A is symmetric and M = —Ma + M, with M; = ETSTElSE, My = ETSTEQSE, where
E; := block-diag{—A~,0} and Ej := block-diag{0, A} are symmetric positive semidefinite. Thus,
we may achieve M > 0 for a sufficiently small if and only if M is positive definite, or bnker EsS = 0
equivalently, b is full rank on the stable subspace ker F5S of A. O

Remark 9.12. Lemma[@.17]is special to one spatial dimension. A generalization to multi-dimensions
is given by the (pseudodifferential) frequency-dependent symmetrizers of Kreiss [Krl, BS].

9.2. Energy estimates. We are now ready to carry out the main energy estimates, adapting the
argument of [MZ2]. Define the nonlinear perturbation v(z,t) := W (z + ct — n(t),t) — W(z) as in
the statement of Proposition [0.3] where ¢t — n(t) denotes subshock location; for definiteness, fix
without loss of generality 1(0) = 0. As computed in [MZ2| Eq. (3.1) p. 87] the interior equation

#I)(i) for v may be put in the alternate quasilinear form

(9.10) vy 4+ Avy — Ev = My (0)W 4 4+ Ma(v) — 7(t)(Wa + va),
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where A := dF (W (z + ct —n(t),t)) — cId, E := dR(W (z 4 ct — n(t),t)) and
Mi(0) = Ale) = iat) = O, M) = ooy )

Following [MZ2], let A := A%(W(x 4 ct — n(t),t) denote a symmetrizer of A as guaranteed
by Lemma with values A°(W(0F + ¢t — n(t),t)) to be specified later, and factor A°A =
(AO)%ONZN)Ot(AO)%, or, equivalently, A = (AO)_%OBONt(AO)%, where O is orthogonal, O' = O,
and C? as a function of (u,v) (see Lemma @) and D = diag{ds, @2}, where @; denote the eigen-

values of A, indexed in increasing order. Define the weighting matrix a(z) := diag{a1, as}, where
a; > 0 are defined by ODE

(9.11) (aj)z = —Cysgna;|W |aj, a;(0) =1,
C, > 0 a sufficiently large constant to be determined later, and set

(9.12) A0 = (A92000(A%z.

Let K; := K(2D,2a0~t(/~10)%E~'(AO)_%O + N), where K(-) is as in Lemma 0.7, and N is an
arbitrary matrix with |[N|_,, < C(C.) and vanishing on diagonal blocks, to be determined later,
x,t

and set
(9.13) K, = (A"20K,0'(A%s.
Finally, define
._ [ AO 2% 2
(9.14) E(v) = (AgVaa; Vaa) + (Vaw, Kava) + M|v[,.

for M > 0. Since, for v € H?, |v,| , can be bounded by C (|v| , + |vzs|,,) for some C > 0, then
the functional defined in (@.14) is equivalent to |v[? if M is large enough.
H

Assume without loss of generality that vy € H? (since we may pass to the H? limit by Proposition
[@.1). Then, following to the letter the computations of [MZ2], we obtain using (@.5)-(@.6]) the key
estimate

i€ _ o . ] )
(9'15) E < -0+ C(|U|iz + |77(t)|2) + [Umc : AgAUmc] + n(t)[vmc : Agvmc] - ['Umt : Ko/Um]

for some C, 6 > 0, where the terms [vm-flgflvm], ﬁ(t)lvmg-flgvm] and — [vxt-f(avx] arising through

integration by parts at the boundary z = 0 of (vyz, A2 Avyze), 1(t)(A2Vee, Vaze), and (Vee, Kqvy)
through ([@.0) and ([©.6]) are the sole differences from the whole-line estimate of [MZ2].

Proof of Proposition [9.3. For clarity, we carry out the proof for the lowest level of regularity s = 2;
higher orders s > 2 go similarly. Starting with the H? estimate (@.I35)), it remains only to show
that the new trace terms [vy, - Agflvm], N(t) [ves - Agvm] and —[vgy - IN(avw] in the righthand side
may be absorbed in other terms, after which, multiplying by e’ and integrating in time from 0 to
t as in [MZ2], we obtain (0.2)), completing the proof. To this end, recall the nonlinear boundary
condition ([@I))(ii) at # = 0%, written in the alternative form

(9.16) W]+ [Av] = —[N1(v,v)] = O(|v(0F)[?),

where now Nj(v,v) := F(W) — F(W) — (A + cId)v.
To obtain boundary conditions for v,,, we may differentiate ([@.I6]) with respect to ¢, then con-
vert any t-derivatives of v into z-derivatives using the interior equations. Namely, we may first
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differentiate (@.I0) with respect to ¢, x and differentiate ([O.I6]) with respect to ¢ to get estimates
0 (0F) =O(Jvg (0F)] + [0(0F)[ + [m]) < CC,
Vi (0F) = = Ay (0F) + O(|ve (0F)] + [0(0F)] + [7:(0%)] + CJoae (07)]),
vrt(0%) =A22(0%) + O(|v2(0%)] + [0 (0)] + ] + C [z (07)]),
1 1 dN1(v,v
WIT (—mlod — [Ag] - [Av] - |22 )
[W]T W]
=0(Jvz (05)] + [v(0%)| + |mel) < C¢,
where ( is the small constant chosen in Proposition Then, by differentiating (9.16]) with respect
to t twice and applying estimates (Q.I7)), we get the second-order boundary conditions
(9.18) Nt [W] + [A%022] = g = O(|va(0%)] + [0(0F)] + ] + C[vz2(0F)]), & =0.

As noted in [Mal Me], a key point in dealing with the transmission problem (@.10) coupled with
boundary condition (@.I8)) is that one may eliminate the front variable 1, converting the boundary
condition (@.I8)) to a standard boundary condition

(9.19) M[A3v,,] = Mg, x=0,

where M is a row vector which spans the subspace [IW]*.

Another key point [Mal [Me] is that one may double the coordinates and convert the transmission
problem to a conventional half-line problem. That is, for x € (—00,0), defining

(9.17)

Tt =

V(z,t) = [ Uqé(_xxtz) ] .ox(t) = [ n(t)IBl —n(t)I?l } . Az t) = [ A(w,tg _A(_%t())

and similarly defining doubling matrices E, W, My, and My, in the doubling coordinates, the
interior equation (9.10) reduces to a equation on half-line:

(9.20) V, + AV, = EV + M; (V)W, + Ma(V) — x(#)(W, + V,), € (—00,0),
from which we deduce
(9.21) (Vuu)s + A(Vay)e = (EV + My (V)W 4+ Mo (V) — x(£) (W, + Vm)) —2A, Ve — ApuV,.

In the doubling coordinates, the second-order boundary conditions (0.19]) becomes
(9.22) BV o (t,07) = —M[A3v,,] =: G,

where B := ( M M )A3(t,07). We then see that the half line problem (@.2I)-(@.22) is of the
form (9.7)) with V,, in the place of V and the previous Kreiss theory [Kr| may be applied.

Corollary 9.13. Under the assumptions of Proposition [9.3, there ewists a choice of symmetrizer
A%2(07) = blockdiag{A°(07), A°(01)} such that the half-line problem (@21)-@22) is mazimally
dissipative with respect to AY.

Proof. As noted previously (see Remark[I1.3]), Majda’s shock Lopatinsky condition for the subshock
follows in the high-frequency limit from Evans-Lopatinsky stability of the relaxation profile. From
this, it follows in turn that the Lopatinsky condition is satisfied for the doubled half-line problem
@21)-@22). Applying Lemma [0.1T], we find that there exists a symmetrizer A? with respect to
which the half-line problem is maximally dissipative, i.e., A? is positive definite on the kernel of the
boundary condition. Recalling that A is block-diagonal, we find that the block-diagonal part of A”
must be a symmetrizer as well, and, moreover, is positive definite whenever the full matrix is, in
particular on the kernel of the boundary condition. Thus, we may take without loss of generality
A%(07) = blockdiag{A°(07), A°(07)}. Now extend the definition of A® from 0~ to —oc and define
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a by @II) and AS by [@I12). Because a(0F) = Id, A%(0~,¢) is equal to A°(0~, ). Therefore, the
half-line problem is maximally dissipative with respect to AJ. O
Remark 9.14. The step in the proof where we extend the value of A? from the boundary 0~ to
—oo is the point where we require the property that there is only a single subshock. If there were

subshocks at zg < 0, then we could not necessarily simultaneously prescribe dissipative values at
zg, 07 and also achieve smoothness on (g, 0).

Applying Lemma [0.10] we have
(g - A2 Avgy] = — Vo (07) - AL A(07) V0 (07)
(9.23) < = 0V (07)] + O ([Vo(07)2 + [V(07)* + [xel” + ¢V (07) )
0 _
S—3 (Iz2 (07 + vz (07) %) + O (Jog (0F)]* + [(0F)[> + [ne[?)

where in the last inequality we take ¢ < 6 to eliminate O(¢?[V,.(07)[?). The term O(|n:|?) is
evidently absorbable in ([@.I5]). And, by Sobolev embedding
[0 (0F) [ < [olfz2 < ClvsolFe + COIfZe,  [0(0F) < Jolfp < Cloalfe + OOl
hence O (v, (0%)? —|—~|v(0i)|2) is controlled by (&€ + C’(C_)|v|i2 ]
Because 7(t) [Vee - AQvzz] = O(C|v22(0%)]?), the trace term 7)(t)[vyy - A%v,,] can be eliminated by
taking ¢ < 6. .
By ([@.I7) and Young’s inequality, the term [v,; - K,v,] may be estimated as
[Vet - f{oﬂ)m] = _[Avm : f{oﬂ)m] +0 (|Um(0i)|2 + |U(0i)|2 + |77t|2 + <2|Um(0i)|2) .
By our estimates just above, the terms within the “Big-Oh” term O(...) are either controlled by
CE+ C’(|v|i2 + |n(t)|?) or eliminted by —6|V,,(07)|2. Moreover, applying Young’s inequality and
Sobolev embedding, we have
[Avmv : f(avx] < C~|Umv(0i)|2 + C(§)|Uw(0i)|2 < <~.|U$$(0i)|2 + C(f)avmm&? + C(CN, C_)|U|%2
Taking ¢ < 6 and { < (, the estimate (315 thus becomes
€ ) 0 7 i = =
(9 24) at <—-0&+ C(|U|i2 + |77(t)|2) + [vgg - AgcAvmm] + () [vee - Agﬂ)m] — [Vt - Kavg]
' £)2 2 S (2
< = 0'(& + 022 (05)1) + C (o], + In(®)]),

implying, and slightly improving, the estimate % <—-0E+C (|v|i2 + [7(t)|?) required to finish the
argument (the same one established in the smooth case [MZ2]). This completes the proof. O

10. NONLINEAR STABILITY

With the above preparations, nonlinear orbital asymptotic stability now follows essentially as in
IMZ2]. After, we obtain nonlinear stability /boundedness of the phase 1 by a bootstrap argument
using the “Strichartz-type” bounds of Section B.3] a new aspect of our analysis not present in the
smooth case. Finally, by a further, approximate characteristic estimate, we establish convergence
of the phase and full phase-asymptotic orbital stability. Let v(z,t) = W (z + ct — n(t),t) — W(x)
be the nonlinear perturbation defined in Section Bl For s > 2, define
(10.1) (W= s (Jos)l (04207 1)1+ 5)).

0<5<t,2<p<o0
Lemma 10.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [I.23, for all t > 0 for which a solution v exists
with ((t) uniformly bounded by some fixed, sufficiently small constant, there holds

(10.2) ¢(t) < Calfvol i, y0 +C(0)?).
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Proof. Following [MZ2], we show in turn that each of |v(-,s)|,, (1 + s)%(l_%) and |n(s)[(1 + s)% is
separately bounded by C(|vol,, ., + ¢(t)?), for some C > 0, all 0 < s < ¢, so long as ((t) remains
sufficiently small.

(lv|e bound.) Applying integral equation (5.I7)(i) of Proposition 5.6] we find that v may be
split into the sum of an interior term

vr(z, s)

~ [ sy [ [ Glas = rilsty. nidyds
= /_Z G(z, s;y)vo(y)dy + /OS /_Z Gy(z,s —T; z)<ntv(z,7') + Nl('U(Z,T))) dzdr

(10.3) + /Os /_Z H(x,s —T;z) (mvy(z,T) + Nl(U(Z,T))y>dZdT

+/08/_ZG(:E,S—T;:U) ( NQ(U?W)) >dyd7’

—i—/o [G(az,s —73) <77tfu(',7') + Nl(v(-,T))ﬂdT

=:vr1(z, s) + vra(x, s) +vrs(z, s) + vz, s) + vrs(z, s)

involving the Green kernel G and a boundary term
(10.4) vp(z,s) = / K(z,s — 7)Bg(7)dt
0

involving the boundary kernel K, where [-] as elsewhere denotes jump at y = 0. Noting by Lemma
that G satisfies exactly the same L? — LP estimates as the corresponding kernel in the smooth
case [MZ2], and that interior source terms Ig have the same form, we find by the same computations
as in [MZ2|, proof of Thm. 1.2] that |vr1 (-, $)+vr2(-, s)+vrs(-, s)+vra(s, s)]Lp(l—Fs)%(l_%) is bounded
by C(lvol ;> + ¢(t)?). The LP norm of the additional term vys(-, s) arising from integration by
parts may be estimated as

/Os [é(w, s—T;") (Utv(-, 7) + Ni(v(-, T)))}dT

LP(x)

<

/Os G(z,s —7;07) (mv(O‘,r) + Nl(’U(U_,T))>d7—

Lp(x)

+

/s Gz, s — 7;0%) (mv(otf) n Nl(v(otf)))df
0

LP(z)
Using the pointwise estimate on G(z,t;y) = S' + R Theorem [Z.1], we thus haved

/Os G(z,s —7;07) (mv(O‘,T) + N1(v(0‘,7))) dr

Lr(z)

/Os R(z,s —7;07) (mv(O‘, T) + Nl(U(O_,T)))dT

Lr(z)
g/ CO 45— ) FHEWA + 1) tdr
0

<OC)2(1+ 8) 2 log(1 + g) < CC?(1 + s)_”ﬁﬂ‘

ﬁNotably, there is no scattering term S when taking y = 0.
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Therefore, |vrs(-, )\Lp(1+s)2(1 ») is also bounded by C(|vo
the new boundary portion vg. Recalling from (4.1I)) that

Bs(ne,v) = —milo] = [N1(v,v)] = O((Ime| + [o(0%)])?),

we have by (u(. 7l £ (7)) (1 + )% < C(9) that [Bo(7)] < CC(2(1 + 7)1 By Lemma E3
we thus get [vg(s)|pr < |e”1(5~ BS|L1(05 + e~ (s BS|Lp(0’S) < CC¢(t)?(1+s)7!, giving the result.

+¢(t)?). It remains only to treat

LlﬁH2

(In| bound.) Similarly, by integral equation (81]) of Lemma [R1] we have that 7 may be split into
the sum of an interior term

n1(s)
:/_oo Gre(s;y)vo(y)dy + /_Oo G1(0;y)Is(s;y)dy + /08 /_Oo Gu(s — 139) sy, 7)dydr

:/Oo G1i(s;y)vo(y)dy + /oo G1y(0; 2) (ntv(z,s) + Nl(v(z,s))>dz
/ G1(0;y) < No(v (()y, 9)) ) dy + /08 /_O; Giy(s — 73 2) <77tv(z,7') +N1(v(z,7'))>dzd7'

/ / Cr(s =739 ( Nl ) > ayar

+/0 /_Oo Hy(s —T; z)<77tvy(z,7) +N1(v(z,r))y)dzd7+ [Gl(U;-)(m(s)v(-,s) —|—N1(v(-,s))>]

+ /0 {Glt(s —T3) <77tfu(',7') + Nl(’l)(',T)))}dT
=:071(8) + nr2(8) + 113(8) + N14(8) + 0r5(s) + 116(5) + Nr7(8) + N18(5)

and a boundary term
ﬁB(S) = Kl(O)BS / Klt S - T)Bs( )dT

For n71(s), N14(s), M15(s), and nrg(s) in the interior term 7;(t), both the estimates given in Lemma
B4 and the form of the interior source term [Ig are identical to those given for the smooth case in
[MZ2]. Thus, we have by the same computations as in [MZ2] proof of Thm. 1.2] that

(1+ )% ([ ()] + ira(s)] + [irs(9)] + lirs(5)])
is bounded by C(|vo|,, ., +¢(t)?). Applying Lemma BT with t = 0, ¢ = oo, we find

lir2(8)] + s ()] < me(s)l[o(s, ) pee + [u(s, )T < ()% (1 +5)7
The trace term 7;7(s) and 7;s(s) arising from integration by part may be treated by using the fact
that G is uniformly bounded in space and time (8.0 together with the pointwise estimate on
G1t = S1+ Ry in Theorem [T3]to obtain |776(s)] < C¢(#)?(1+s)~! and |i7(s)] < CC(#)?(1+ )7t
Combining, we get that (1 + s)%m(s) is bounded by C(|vol ;. ,,» +C(t )2).
Likewise, using the fact that K1 (0) is a constant row vector, the bound |Bg(7)| < C¢(#)?(1+7)7 1,
and Lemma B3] we find that [95(s)] < C¢(t)*(1+s)~!, giving the result. O

Proof of Theorem[L.2. (v and 7 bounds) (following [MZ2] proof of Thm. 1.2]). From Lemma [I0.1]
it follows by continuous induction that, provided |vg| < 1/4C2, there holds
(10.5) ¢(t) < 2Cafvol e

for all ¢ > 0 such that ¢ remains small. For, by Proposition [I.T] there exists a solution v(-,t) € H®
on the open time-interval for which |v|gs remains bounded and sufficiently small, and thus ( is
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well-defined and continuous. Now, let [0,7) be the maximal interval on which |v|,,, remains strictly
bounded by some fixed, sufficiently small constant § > 0. By Proposition [0.3] we have

t
2 2 -6t —03(t—7) (1,12 .12
o) w(t)2, < Clo(0)2, e +OAe2 (o, + i) (7)dr

< Co([v(0)2, +C(H) (1 + 1),

and so the solution continues so long as ((t) remains small, with bound (I0.J3]), at once yielding
existence and the claimed bounds on |[v|rrams, 2 < p < oo, and |7).

(Auziliary (vertical) v bound.) At this point, we have established asymptotic orbital stability,

with sharp decay rates for |v| and the derivative |7| of the phase. To obtain estimates on the phase
|n| and get full nonlinear stability, we first establish the vertical estimate:

t
(10.7) / (14 ) 2oz, )| ds <C, ¥ t>0, 0.
0

This follows by substituting for v(x, s) the reprentation v(x, s) = vi(z,s) +vp(z,s) given in (I0.3)-
(I04]) and applying the bounds of Lemma [R.8] together with the bounds

() + Mo, 9))

(108)  |noes) + M@ s)| | < Clole + iDloloe < CQ+8)7

Lo 1N2(0(8))p2 < Cfolze + [)lvf2 < C(1+ s) 7,

9, (m0Co5) + Ni(es))| | < Cllolaoe + [iDloy |z < C(1+5)7,

following from our previously established estimates on v, 7. Here, we have used Sobolev embedding
to bound v, | < [v]g2 < C(1 4 s)7V/4,

(n bound.) Continuing, by integral equation (5.I7)(ii) of Proposition [5.6] we have that n may be
split into the sum of an interior term

w® =m+ [ G+ [ [ - sists.dvis
=n + /_C: G1(t;y)vo(y)dy + /Ot /_C: Ghy(t — s;2) (ntv(z, s) + Ni(v(z, s)))dzds

(109) + /Ot /_Z Gi(t — s;y) < Ng(v(()y, $)) > dyds

+/0 [Gl(t—S;-)(mU(wS)+N1(U("3)))]ds

=:10 + nr1(t) + nr2(t) + nr3(t) + nra(t)

and a boundary term

(10.10) np(t) = /Ot K, (t — s)Bg(s)ds.
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By boundedness of |G1| (8I6]), we find that |nr1(t)| is bounded by Clvg|ri. By estimates (817
and (8.I8]), together with vertical estimate (I0.7]), boundedness of |nr2(t)| + |nr3(t)| follows from

¢ t
C/ (14t —8)72 (|| + o] a) ds + C/ ™M) o+ N1 ()] e ds
o 0

" "
SC’/ (I+t— s)_%(\v\Loo + |1))|v|peds + C/ e_ﬁ(t_s)‘U‘Loo (|v|ee + |7|) ds
0 0

(10.11)

SC/t(l b 8) ()21 + s) Frads + C/t e M=) (#)2(1 4 s) " ds

0 0

<C((t)?

and
// 2)|[n(s)v(z,s) + Ni(v(z, s) |dzds// 2)| [Na(v(z, s))| dzds

<C e~ UZe () (1 + )72 |u(z, 5)|dzds

(10.12) /0 /—00

e t
:C —€|z| —1/2 d d
/;e «w4u+$ [o(z, 5)|dsdz
<cc) / =0l dy < Cc(h).

Using the fact that G; is uniformly bounded in space and time (BI6l), together with vertical
estimate (I0.7), we find that

nra(t)] S/Ot ‘Gl(t_ 8;0_)<77tv(0 s) + Ny (v(0~ >‘ds
+ /Ot ‘Gl(t e 0+)<ntv(0+, s) + Ny (v(07, s))> ‘ ds

§C{/ w«ﬁisﬂﬂvwi,$\+!m0ﬂd8520<@)/ﬁU=+8Y4”Mwwﬁsﬂdsf§CC&)
0 0

Applying Lemma [8.6] and using vertical estimate (I0.7]), we find that |np(t)| is bounded by

t s)ds tvis v(0F. s 71(s S t s_l/2viss .
céuﬁmdschm,wum,ﬂ+wmmfaxwéu+> [0(0%, 5)|ds < CC(t)

Summing, we obtain the claimed bound (L5])(iv) on |n(t)|, completing the proof.

(n convergence.) Finally, we establish (LH])(v) and convergence of the phase 1, by showing
convergence as t — oo of each of the terms in the decomposition of 1 given in (10.9)—(I0.10).

N12s M13:
Term 77 may be decomposed as

w(z,8) + N1(v(z,s)) )dzds
1013) nr2(t / / ?7 + Ny >

341mewa@—wme@@+MMamwws

By estimate (I0.12]), the first integral is absolutely convergent and thus converges to a limit as

t — 4o00. We show now that the remaining part of n72(t) converges to zero, completing the

proof. The part corresponding to integrating high frequency term H against S; converges to zero
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by estimate (I0.II]). It remains to show convergence to 0 of parts corresponding to integrating
Gaussian scattering term S and faster-decaying R terms with nv(z,s) + Ni(v(z,s). These parts
are bounded by

t 0 (t—s+ck )2 . (ol 2
[([ e [Tttty ke,
0 —o0 0 (t — 3)(1 n S)
— t—s
(10.14) S/t e o CO:s)
. 0 _2237 (t—s)(1+s)

t—1 —_tos (tfsJﬁcl 7y)2 oo (t75761 y)2
+ / / 2‘:%77 G_T%S) +/ E—TE; C(t)|U(y, S)| dy dS,
0 —0 L (t—s)(1+s)

dyds

where

LT

2

= (()|v(y,s)] dyds</t_1 1 N 1 e_ﬁg(t)2mds
) —Jo

t—s

1t e aMm I T

)1 +s 2, " 2] s
02,—

converges to 0 at rate t=1.

To show convergence to 0 of the remaining part in (I0.14]), we establish an improved “approximate
characteristic” estimate (I0.I6]) on the variable v, giving different decay rates based on approximate
domains of influence of tail and center contributions of the initial perturbation vg. To this end,
motivated by (I0.14]), it is convenient to define

Iy={(y,s): —a_(t—9)/2<y<—as(t—19)/2; 0<s<t},
Vi ={y: —a_7/2 <y < —ay7/2},

where ay = —1/0%’+, a_ = 1/6%7_, with a_ > 0 > a;. With this definition, we have that backward
characteristics originating outside I'; stay outside the set, lying strictly in its complement I'{. From
this fact, we obtain using our previously established bounds on v, 1, and separating out principal,
approximate equilibrium characteristic parts of the Green kernels from remaining, faster-decaying
terms, the more detailed approrimate characteristic estimate:

(10.16) 09|22y < O+ )™ ol iy + CU+ )2 oo i

(10.15)

valid for any v > 0, as we shall show further below.
With the aid of the bound (I0.16)) and Holder’s inequality, the remaining part in (I0.I4]) may be
estimated as
2

t—1 —a_(t—s)/2 (t—s+ek _y) e (t—s—c} | y)?
/ / oz G / e WA O IO |
0 —00 —ay (t—s)/2 (t — S)(l + S)

t
SCC(t)/O (L+t—s) A+ 8) P, 8) |12 ds

t t
<CC()|volp (o) /0 (141t —s) Y41+ )3 ds + CC#)|vo| L1y /0 (141t —s) Y41+ s)"1Hvds

<OC(O) ol ) + OO ol s (L+1) 74T 50, as t = oo,

This completes the proof that 77y converges to a limit at a rate given by the slower of |vg] L1(v¢)

and (1 +t)~Y/4t where ¢ is the L' N H* norm of the initial perturbation vy. Convergence of 73
can be shown similarly, with the same rate.
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To prove (I0.I6]), note in decompositions (I0.3)—([I0.4) on v(z,t), by previous estimates, the
whole-space L? norms of terms v;3, vrs, and vg decay at faster rate. That is |vz3(-,s)|2 < O(1 +
)" ool pinms, [vrs(8)[2 < C(1+ )73/ ug|pings, and |vp(,,s)|2 < C(1+ 5)" vo|piaps
And, by Theorem [ the whole-space L? norms of parts contribute to vri, vre, and vrs from
integrating with H'2, R, and R, terms also decay at faster rate (1 + ¢)™3/*+V|ug| 10+ than the

rate (1 +t)~Y*vo|L1ngs of L? norms of parts from integrating with terms S*, S;, and R 2 .
Hence, these contributions may be absorbed in the second term on the righthand side of (I0.16]),
0

and so we may focus on the parts that are contributed from 5, S;, and R 1) This leaves us

with the task of estimating the scattering part of vyq, giving an integral of form
o

(10.17) / Sy, s; 2)vo(z) dz,
—0oQ

and the scattering parts of vyo and vys, giving integrals of form

/Os /_C: Sy(y,s —;2) (m(T)v(z, 7) + N1 (v(z, T))) dzdr,

/Os /_Z R(y,s —T;2) < NQ(’U?Z,T)) ) dz dr.

To estimate the L?(7f_,) norm of (I0.IT), notice that for (y,s) ¢ Ty and z € 7, S' gives a
time-exponentially decaying contribution |S'(y, s; 2)| < Ce™M¥=2723l /\ /5 hence we may bound

(10.18)

‘ |S1(-, 53 2)llvol (2) dz < O v 2.

Yt L2(vg_)

Meanwhile, the remaining contribution may be estimated as

[ Istsalolerds], < [ 18Cslielul@)dy < 0+ 9 gy,
Ve t-s Ve

Summing, we find that the L?(vf_,) norm of ({I0.17) is controlled by the righthand side of (I0.16)).
The estimate for (I0.I8))[i] goes similarly, noting for (y,s) ¢ I'; and contributions of source
ne(T)v(z,7)+ Ny (v(z, 7)) originating from (z,7) € T'y, the propagator S; (y,s—T; z) is exponentially
decaying in s — 7 and |y — z — a+ (s — 7)|, hence, using our prior bounds on (|v| + |9|)|v|(z,T), the
total of such contributions is bounded by C(1 + s)~'/2|vg|f1qgs. On the other hand, defining

x |U('7s)|L2('yc )
10.19 t) = su — :
(10.19) ) = S T o Mol + (Lt 8- ol

we obtain that |n:(T)v(z, 7) + N1 (v(z, T))‘LZ(VC ) may be bounded by
t—T1

CCO+T) () g2y < CCOCE (14T ool payg) + (14 7)ol s )
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Applying Young’s convolution inequality yields

/ S;(-, §—T;2) (nt(T)v(z, T) 4+ Ni(v(z, T)))dz dr
O e L2(3_,)
dr

S
S /
0 L2(¢)

S/o ]S;(', s—T;2)| ‘T]t(T)U(Z,T) + Nl(U(Z’T))‘m(V;T) dr

S;(-, §—T;2) (nt(T)v(z, T) 4+ Ni(v(z, T)))dz

c
ﬁ/th

S/O (1+s—7)"20¢(t)C(t) ((1 + T)_3/4\00’L1(»y§) + (1 + T)_HU\Uo’Llan) dr

<CCOE (4 8™ ool gy + (4 )72 ol g

from which we obtain, combining with our previous estimates,
0 8)lz2p ) < €1+ COX) (0 + )7 ool + (1 + )7 ol i)

Dividing ((1+ s)_1/4]v0\L1(%c) + (14 8) "2 g | 1) and taking the supremum over 0 < s < ¢,
we obtain R 3

C(t) < C(1+¢()¢(t)),
yielding ((t) < 2C for ((t), or equivalently, vo|y 1y, sufficiently small. By definition (I0.19), this
yields the desired bound (I0.16]).

nmn:
Integrating (7.12) gives G1(t;y) = G1(0;y) + fg(Hl + 51+ R1)(s;y)ds and thus

nn(t) = /OO <G1(0; y) + /Ot(Hl + 51+ R1)(s; y)d8> vo(y)dy.

—00

Applying Theorem [.3] for 1 < ¢; < to, we have the estimate

o0 to

inns (t2) — nn ()] = / / (Hy + 51+ Ry)(s:y)voly) ds dy
—o0 Jit1
to

< [T1[ sl i+ [~ [ 150+ R0l ds ol
where 1 1
/OO :2 Hy(s;y)ds| |vo(y)|dy < C ot e Mo (y)|dy < Ce™ M |ug|pr — 0, as t1, ty — +00,
—00 >e
and 1 o

[~ [+ mlas e < © </ o, ) J, 1ttt

oo} 1 s o0
SC/ / — e ads ]vo(y)\dy—i-C/ / 1S1(s; )| ds [vo(y)|dy
Tty Vs 7y /1

t —
<C e?"fc < ﬁ) |U0(y)|dy + C|U0|L1('y§1) <Ce tl/(2M)|U0|L1 + C|U0|L1(7§1)
Yy

where we have used the estimates er fe(x) < e~ for the error function and floo 0(y,s)ds < C, Yy
for a moving Gaussian kernel. Therefore ny1(t) approaches a limit at rate |vo|p1(ye).-
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N4 :
Again using G1(t;y) = G1(0;y) + fOt(Hl + S1 4+ R1)(s;y)ds, we have for 1 < t; < to,

nr4(t2) — nra(ty)

= [ et (msn )+ Mot ) s

K/tl /ttz 8 /: /0t2_8> (Hi + St + Ri)(T; ')dT<77t(5)U(',S) + Nl(v(-,s))) ds]

where the first part is controlled by fttf(l + 5)~12|u(0%F, 5)|ds and by vertical estimate (I0.7) it
converges to 0 as t1,t9 — +0o. As for convergence rates, replacing integrals in Lemma B8] by tail
integrals [, we find that the convergence rate of integral (I0.7) is (1 + )~ Y40 namely

(10.20) / (14 8) " 2Ju(a, s)| ds < C(L+ 6"V, v 50, 220,
t

It remains to show that the remaining part converges to 0. Straigntforward computation shows that
tiz__ss Hy(7;0%)dr = 0, with fgz_s Hy(7;0%)dr = H{(0;0%) identically equal to some constant vec-

tors. Thus, the integral of the term involving H; can also be controlled by ﬁf (145)~Y2v(0F, 5)|ds,
hence converges. The integral of the term involving S1 + R; can be controlled by

(/tl /f S /j /t2 S) |51(75 0% IdT‘m s) + N (v(0 ,s))‘ds

<C/t1/t sX >1—e MdT‘T]t s) + Ny(v (Oi,s))‘ds
/ —=¢ MdT‘m s) + Ny(v (Oi,s))‘ds
SC/Otl lerfc(\/(tl—s)/M)‘m(s)v(Oi,s)+N1(v(0i,s))‘ds+0 tt:(l—i-s)_lp\v(Oi,s)]ds

t1—1 ¢ —s to
g()/ - () (1+s)—1ds+0/ (14 )" 12[p(0%, $) | ds — 0, as ty, s — +oc.
0 t1—1

Combining, we find that 774 converges to a limit at rate (1 + t)~1/4+v.
nB:

Convergence of nyp(t) can be proven similarly by applying Theorem [7.4]l

This completes the proof of convergence 7(t) to a limit 7. Collecting estimates, we obtain a
total rate of convergence given by the slower of Ce(1+t)~/4tV and C|uy L1 (v, Verifying (L5)(v).

0

Remark 10.2. For algebraically-decaying initial perturbation |vg(z)| < C(1+ |x|)~", with vy € H?,
s > 2, our estimates give convergence of the phase 7 at rate

CL+t)tr for 1 <r <5/4,
|77(t) - oo| < —1/4+v
C(1+1) for r > 5/4,
for any v > 0. For subalgebraically-decaying perturbations, essentially the same argument gives
rate [n(t) — neo| < Ce(l +1¢)~ Vitv 4 C|U0|L1 (1—v)a—t,—(1-v)a4t]°) for v >0, C = C(v) >0
arbitrarily close to the expected rate Clvo|p1((—q_¢,—q, ) described in the introduction.

Remark 10.3. Our argument for phase-convergence, based on approximate characteristic estimate
(I0I6), though it may appear to be limited to the case of a scalar equilibrium system for which all
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equilibrium characteristics approach the shock, is in principle generalizable to arbitrary relaxation
systems of the type studied in [MZ2], and to the class of systems of viscous conservation laws studied
in [MZ4]. For, as noted in [MZ2l [MZ4], non-decaying contributions to the phase shift 7 consist
of products of Gaussian scattering-type terms multiplying constant projections, which projections
annihilate vectors in outgoing characteristic modes, “seeing” only incoming modes. Thus, to obtain
asymptotic phase-convergence, it is sufficient to prove an approximate characteristic estimate of
form (I0.16)) on incoming characteristic modes only, a task to which the present argument structure
is in principle still suited. To carry out such an estimate and obtain phase-convergence in the general
system case, assuming only L' boundedness of the initial perturbation with no algebraic rate of
decay, would be a significant advance in the theory.

Remark 10.4. One may deduce from (5.I7)(ii) that G1(0;y) = 0 for y # 0, by finite propagation
speed for the linearized problem Ig = 0, considering perturbations vanishing in a vicinity of y = 0.
Similarly, by conservation of mass principles, one may deduce that lim;_, ;o G1(t;y) = (o, 0)T for
some constant «; see Remark [[.3] However, we neither require nor derive these here.

11. NUMERICAL VERIFICATIONS
In this section we verify numerically the spectral stability assumptions made in the analysis.

11.1. Numerical calculation of the Evans-Lopatinsky determinant. For robustness of nu-
merical implementation, let

(11.1) wy, (A x) = e =N (X ) -NTo (A =T (A x)z_(N), x<0,
We find the w — solves
(11.2) w'=(ATHE - - A;) —71-) w.

In w; _, the Evans-Lopatinsky determinant (£.I9) becomes
(11.3) A(X) =det ( (AW — R(W)] A0 )wi,—(A,07) )

11.1.1. Change of independent variable. Profile H(x) solves (ZI4]). The fact that H' < 0 for z < 0
allows us to make the change of independent variable w(\, H) = w(\, z) for system (I1.2), yielding

(11.4) HW = (AN E - —Ay) —y-)w

The Evans-Lopatinsky determinant (I1.3]) becomes

(11.5) A(X) =det ( (AW — R(W)]  A(H,)w(\ H,) )

with [] = |, — :|g.. By this change of independent variable, we convert to a problem on the

finite interval [H,, 1] and introduce H = 1 as a singular point in ODE (I1.4]). We then may use the
hybrid method introduced in [JNRYZ] to calculate mode w(H), combining power series expansion
with numerical ODE solution.

To be specific, we expand w(H) as a power series of in the vicinity of H =1 to write

o0
(11.6) W\ H) = en(F, Hg, \)(H — 1)
n=0
Truncating and evaluating the series at some H_ € (H,,1) gives approximations

W_.

N
(11.7) W\ H_)~ Y en(F, Hr, \)(H —1)" :
n=0
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We then evolve ODE (I1.4)) from H_ to H, with initial condition w_ to get an approximation for
w(A, H,) which is then substituted in (IL.5]) to obtain an approximate value of the Evans-Lopatinsky
determinant.

11.2. Numerical calculation of the Evans function (smooth case). In this section, we study
the spectral stability of small amplitude traveling waves, as depicted in Figure 2l(c), using the Evans

function. In the small amplitude region Hg < Hy, < H R% VI+4F e first see conditions @E10)
become

Ry1,—-(A) >0, Ry —(N) <0, forall RA>0, F<2, v>1

(11.8) 1+IT4F
Ry (A) > 0, Ryop(A) <0, for all RA> 0, v < %

We then define the corresponding Evans function, following [MZ1, [GZ, [AGJ].

Definition 11.1. Let v; (A, x) (v2,+ (A, z)) be decaying mode as © — —oo (z — +00) of eigenvalue

equation (I1.9)
(11.9) o' = (ATHE - X - Ap))v
The Evans function D(\, zg) is defined as
(11.10) D(X,z0) :=det ( v1,—(X\,z0) v24+(N,20) ).
Again for numerical robustness and efficiency, we rescale the modes by
(11.11) wi (A x) = e =Ny (N z), wey (N x) = e 2+ N2y (A7)
to find that w; _, wo 4 solve
(11.12) w=(ANE-MN-4)-7-)w, w=(AYE-N-A4,)—y+)w

respectively. Performing the change of independent variable wy — (A, H) = wy — (A, z) and o 4 (X, H) =
wa 4+ (A, z), we find that @ _, we 4 satisfy

(11.13) HW = (AN E-MN-A) —m-)w, Hw =AY E-N-A)—y4)d

We then expand w; _(H), wa 4 (H) as power series
(11.14) -\, H) Zc (F, Hp, \)(H — 1)", g4 (\, H) Zc (F,Hp,\)(H — Hg)".

Accordingly, in H coordinates a rescaled Evans function is defined as
(11.15) D(X\, Hyy,) = det ( w1, —(A\, Hp) w24 (A Hy) )

for some H,, Hr < H,, < 1.

Note that |y2.4| > |y1,—|. Thus, it is numerically more robust if we evaluate D(J,-) at some
H,, closer to Hg. (In fact, we find this in practice essential in order to do computations for even
reasonably sized |A| of order one.) In the extreme case, we only evolve (ILI2)(i) toward Hg and
never evolve (ILI2)(ii) towards 1. That is, after evaluating the truncated series (IT.I4]) at some
H,, Hr < H, < H; < 1, we evolve (IT12))(i) from H; to H,.

(Note, the numerically calculated Evans function differs from the defined one by a nonzero
analytic function, but this is harmless as we are searching for roots.)
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11.3. High-frequency stability. Using the result of Lemma [6.2] we now prove high-frequency
stability of both smooth and discontinuous hydraulic shock waves.

Nonvanishing of Evans-Lopatinsky determinant (4.19)) at high frequency. Evaluating
(6106 at x = 0~ and substituting in the second column of (£19), yields

1

(11.16) A(O7)wr,~(1,07) =AOT)R1(07) + O/ IA) = =7

R1(07) + O(1/[A])

where R; is the first column of R.

Proposition 11.2. For any F, Hpg, there exists C(F, Hg), such that A(X) does not vanish for all
RN > —17, |\| > C(F, Hg).

Proof. Substituting (ILI6]) in the Evans-Lopatinsky determinant (4.19]), in the high frequency
regime, we have

(11.17)
_ A . Hgr — H, _FH*(\/H—R+1)
AN ==y o ( Qn—Qu HY*(VHg+1) — F(H. — Hp + H,Hy + H/T7)) > o

2
A(Hp — H,) (H*3/2 + VHRH,? + FHR)
=_ +0(1
FH, (VHg+1) o
which is nonvanishing. The constant C' should be sufficiently large such that 7, becomes contraction
mapping. ]

Remark 11.3. The principal, A-order, term in the righthand side of (II.I7) can be recognized as
the Lopatinsky condition of Majda [Ma] for short-time stability /well-posedness of the component
subshock, considered as a solution of the first-order part of (I.I]) with forcing terms set to zero; see
[Ex1l JLW] [Z2] for similar observations in the context of detonations. As the first-order system in
this case coincides with the equations of isentropic gas dynamics with y-law pressure (see Introduc-
tion), nonvanishing of this principal part is a special case of the theorem of [Mal [Se2] that shock
waves of isentropic gas dynamics are Lopatinsky stable for any monotone pressure function.

Nonvanishing of Evans function (ITI0) at high frequency.
The high frequency analysis of Section also applies to the smooth case, yielding the following
result.

Proposition 11.4. For any F, Hg, there exists C(F, Hg), such that D(X,0) does not vanish for
all RX > —17, |A\| > C(F, HR).

Proof. In the high frequency regime, following Lemma [6.2] we find that the decaying modes v _,
v2,+ in Definition [[1.1l are up to a scalar multiple equal to
vi— (A ) =els (A ODHING O+ INLOWNB D) (R, () + O(1/|A]))
11.18 o ’
- s O ) el (22000 s 90 20 (B (1) 4 (/A

Evaluating the Evans function IT.I0 at xg = 0 yields

(11.19) D(X) =det ( R1(0) R(0) )+ O(1/]A])
which is nonvanishing. The constant C' should be sufficiently large such that 7 becomes contraction
mapping. ]

Remark 11.5. High frequency stability restricts the study of spectral stability to investigation of
the bounded domain {\ : RA > —7,|\| < C(F, Hg)}, a numerically feasible problem.
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FIGURE 5. Images of contours under Evans Lopatinsky determinant A(X) for (a)
F =15 Hp = 02, Q; := Q(0.1,5,0.000001) (b) F = 1.5, Hp = 0.2, Qy :=
(4,15,0.000001); and images of contours under Evans function D(\) for (¢) F =
1.5, Hp = 0.8, Q1 := Q(0.1,5,0) (b) F = 1.5, Hp = 0.8, Q2 := Q(4,10,0). Winding

numbers are all zeros.

11.4. Verification of mid- and low-frequency stability. The hybrid schemes described in
Sections [I1.1] are implemented in Matlab and show great efficiency (see Table [I, Table 2 in
Appendix for computation time). To determine stability, we fix 0 < 7 < R and a < 1 and
examine the presence of spectrum within the set

Q(r,R,a) :=={\—a:RX>0,r < |\ <R}
At the end, we compute numerically the winding numbers of contours A(9€Q(r, R, a)) and D(9(r, R, a)),

i.e. we discretize 0Q(r, R,a) as Ao, A1, -, An, Ant1 = Ag and calculate the winding number by
1< 1 &
n(@) = 5o 3 2 (A0 M) ). <n<ﬂ> = 55 24 (D0, D(>\z’+1))>

where Z(z1, z2) denotes the angle change from z; to z3. Since A(X) (D())) is analytic in A, it is
clear that n counts its number of zeros of A(X\) (D(\)) within the set Q.

We have verified that all discontinuous hydraulic profiles are mid- and low-frequency stable. Here
“all” is limited to discretized existence domain F' € [0.05 : 0.05 : 1.95], Hp € [0.01 : 0.01 : Ho(F') —
0.01] (1559 points in total) and mid- and low-stability is checked for Q := Q(0.1, C(F, Hg),0.000001)
where C(F, Hg) defined in Proposition can be estimated by Lemma [6.I] Note that, excep-
tionally, there are 191 points in the low F' regime requiring C(F, Hr) > 2000 and one parameter
(F = 0.85, Hg = 0.25) even requiring a C(F, Hg) as large as 1.1664 x 10°. It turns out for these
values that for that large A, in the power series evaluation step, the hybrid scheme cannot move
enough distance away from the singular point H = 1, causing problems in the later ODE-evolution
step. Numerics are then not robust for these pair of F, Hg. We have restricted C(F, Hg) = 2000
for roughly half of these low-F' points, and C(F, Hg) = 100 — 1,000 for the rest.

See Figure Bla)-(b) for typical images of contours 9Q(r, R,a) under function A(\).

We have also verified that all small amplitude smooth hydraulic shock waves are mid- and low-
frequency stable. Here “all” is limited to discretized existence domain F' € [0.05 : 0.05 : 1.95],
Hp €10.99 : —0.01 : Ho(F) 4 0.01] (2227 points in total) and mid- and low-stability is checked for
Q2 :=9Q(0.1,C(F,Hg),0) where C(F, Hg) defined in Proposition [[T.4] can be estimated by Lemma
Note that, exceptionally, there are 18 points in the F' &~ 1 regime requiring C'(F, Hr) > 2000.
For the same reasoning, numerics is then not robust for these pairs of F, Hr. We have restricted
C(F, Hg) = 2000 for these points.

See Figure Bl(c)-(d) for typical images of contours 02 under function D ().

11.5. Time evolution of perturbed hydraulic shock profiles. We have carried out also a

time-evolution study using CLAWPACK [C1] [C2], illustrating stability under perturbations of large

amplitude discontinuous hydraulic shocks and small amplitude smooth hydraulic shocks. In both

cases, all evolutions clearly indicate stability. In Figure[Il we display the results under two different
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(a) T=0.0 (b) T=4.0 (c) T=8.0 (d) T=12.0
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FIGURE 6. Time-evolution study using CLAWPACK [C1] [C2], illustrating stabil-
ity under perturbation of a smooth hydraulic shock. In (a) we show a perturbed
profile with C*° “bump-type” perturbation. In (b) and (c) we show the solution
at intermediate times 7' = 4.0 and 8.0 of the waveform in (a) after evolution under
(IT)); stability and smoothness away from the subshock are clearly visible. In (d) we
show the solution at time T" = 12.0, exhibiting convergence to a shift of the original
waveform (slightly compressed in the horizontal direction due to scaling of the fig-
ure).

perturbations of a discontinuous profile. In Figure [0, we display the results for a perturbed smooth
profile. Note that for the exceptional points for which we were not able to carry out a winding-
number study out to the full theoretical radius provided by high-frequency asymptotics, these
time-evolution studies bridge the gap between computed (100 — 2,000) and theoretical (> 2,000)
radius. For, nonstable eigenmodes A > 0 with |A| > 100 should be clearly visible on the timescale
0 <t <20 considered, dominating the solution by time ¢ = 20.

APPENDIX A. DECOMPOSITION MAP

The decomposition of Green kernel function G can be summarized as

G = Xja—yltes T+ IT+TIT), T =x<1l + xe11,  xes1] = X1 (I' + 17),
I'" =T+ Th =I5+ Tgo + Iy + Ipy + Ipo + Ips, 1P = Iy + Ty + I7s,

1,2 1,2 1,2
I = X%>alé'2 + X&<e (51 + Tyop; + IES’2R1’1’) A X%>aIR2 + X%SEIR27

IIT =111 + 111 = [IT} + I1I} + ITI} + IT12 4+ D113 + 1112, III2? .= %2

(A1)

in which we see
1,2 1,2 1 _ 1
H = X\zfy\/t<SIIIa ) S = X\zfy\/t<5,t>l,&/p§55 )

(A2) 12 1 o ) 1 1 2
R = Xjg—y|jt<s (1T + 111, 7 + xe<1] + xe>1 ({51,938 T X%>5152 +Xace (Iszm + Ismn) +1 .

APPENDIX B. INTEGRAL ESTIMATES

(t—ch _(z—1))2

Ilop: + Setting f(u) = L e v elds Iop: = f(5=) = f(z —y), in which by
t ,/4c§y77ru v Ca,—
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We then see that all terms are absorbable in R (Z.0]).

APPENDIX C. COMPUTATIONAL FRAMEWORK

C.1. Computational environment. In carrying out our numerical investigations, we have used
MacBook Pro 2017 with 16GB memory and Intel Core i7 processor with 2.8GHz processing speed
for coding and debugging. The main parallelized computation is done in the compute nodes of
IU Karst, a high-throughput computing cluster. It has 228 compute nodes. Each node is an IBM
NeXtScale nx360 M4 server equipped with two Intel Xeon E5-2650 v2 8-core processors and with
32 GB of RAM and 250 GB of local disk storage.

C.2. Computational time. The following computational times are times elapsed in a single pro-
cessor of IU Karst.

TABLE 1. Times to compute a single Evans-Lopatinsky determinant Ap g, (A) .

A I Hr 0.1,HC(0.1) —107° 0.1,0.002 1,HC(1) —107° 1,0.2 1.9,Hc(1.9) —107° 1.9,0.5
0.01 0.06s 0.06s 0.02s 0.03s | 0.02 s 0.02s
1 0.19s 0.21s 0.04s 0.04s | 0.04s 0.03s
100 4.59s 5.45s 0.78s 0.87s | 0.02s 0.03s
TABLE 2. Times to compute a single Evans determinant Dp g, () .
y ~EHr |01, He(0.1) +1072 ] 0.1,0.9 | 1, Ho(1) + 1072 | 1,0.9 | 1.9, He(1.9) + 1072 | 1.9,0.99
0.01 0.11s 0.09s 0.06s 0.06s | 0.06 s 0.05s
1 0.25s 0.43s 0.07s 0.05s | 0.12s 0.15s
100 3.05s 4.84s 0.32s 0.58s | 0.73s 2.36s
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