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CONVERGENCE RATE OF HYPERSONIC SIMILARITY FOR
STEADY POTENTIAL FLOWS OVER TWO-DIMENSIONAL
LIPSCHITZ WEDGE

JIE KUANG, WEI XIANG, AND YONGQIAN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. This paper is devoted to establishing the convergence rate of the hypersonic
similarity for the inviscid steady irrotational Euler flow over a two-dimensional Lipschitz
slender wedge in BV NL! space. The rate we established is the same as the one predicted
by Newtonian-Busemann law (see (3.29) in [2], Page 67] for more details) as the incoming
Mach number Mo, — oo for a fixed hypersonic similarity parameter K. The hypersonic
similarity, which is also called the Mach-number independence principle, is equivalent to
the following Van Dyke’s similarity theory: For a given hypersonic similarity parameter
K, when the Mach number of the flow is sufficiently large, the governing equations
after the scaling are approximated by a simpler equation, that is called the hypersonic
small-disturbance equation. To achieve the convergence rate, we approximate the curved
boundary by piecewisely straight lines and find a new Lipschitz continuous map P, such
that the trajectory can be obtained by piecing together the Riemann solutions near
the approximated boundary. Next, we derive the L' difference estimates between the
approximate solutions U}(LTJ (z,-) to the initial-boundary value problem for the scaled
equations and the trajectories Py (z,0)(Ug) by piecing together all the Riemann solvers.
Then, by the uniqueness and the compactness of Pj, and U}(LTJ, we can further establish
the L' estimates of order 72 between the solutions to the initial-boundary value problem
for the scaled equations and the solutions to the initial-boundary value problem for the
hypersonic small-disturbance equations, if the total variations of the initial data and
the tangential derivative of the boundary are sufficiently small. Based on it, we can
further establish a better convergence rate by considering the hypersonic flow past a
two-dimensional Lipschitz slender wing and show that for the length of the wing with
the effect scale order O(77 1), that is, the L' convergence rate between the two solutions is

of order O(T%) under the assumption that the initial perturbation has compact support.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

In this paper, as shown in Fig[I.T] we will continue our recent work [14] to establish the
convergence rate of the hypersonic similarity based on the problem of a uniformly hyper-
sonic flow over a two-dimensional Lipschitz slender wedge governed by two-dimensional
isentropic irrotational inviscid steady Euler equations:

B (pu) + 0, (pv) = 0, )

O0zv — Oyu = 0,
together with the Bernoulli’s law:
Loy o =1 1, plit—1
- L L= 1.2
2( +v%) + po 5Usc + o (1.2)
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where p, u and v stand for the density, the horizontal and vertical velocities, respectively.

My > 1

K = M40 is a fixed constant

Fia. 1.1. Hypersonic Potential Flows Past 2D Lipschitz Slender Wedge

The Mach number M is defined as

V2 + 02
M = “7”, (1.3)
c
where ¢ = \/ypY~1 is the local sonic speed.

The flow is called hypersonic for M > 5 (see Anderson [2]), which is different from
the supersonic flow ([I2]) and has many important applications in aerodynamics and
engineering (see [I4]). In this paper, we consider the case that the Mach number My, of
incoming flow is sufficiently large. One of the useful observations to the hypersonic flow
is the hypersonic similarity when the Mach number is sufficiently large: As shown in Fig.
[T] let & and My, be the wedge angle and Mach number of the incoming flow, respectively.
The similarity parameter is defined as (see (127.3) in Landau-Lifschitz [15, Page 482] for
more details),

K = Muf. (1.4)

Hypersonic similarity says that for any given fixed similarity parameter K, the flow
structures are similar if M, is sufficiently large. Mathematically, it means that after
scaling, the governed equations for the same similarity parameter K are approximated by
the same hypersonic small-disturbance equations, which was first developed by Tsien in
[21] for the steady irrotational flow. Due to the importance of this property from both the
theoretical and experimental view (see [2]), recently, we in [14] justified Tsien’s hypersonic
similarity theory rigorously for the two-dimensional potential flow in the BV space but
without a convergence rate. So in this paper, we will continue on this topic and find the
convergence rate with respect to 7.

Define

1—v

Ao = TMoo = TUoo ol (1.5)

Obviously, if K is fixed, then as is fixed too. So a~ is also called the hypersonic

similarity parameter (see Chapter 4 in [2]). Because the upper and lower half space

domains can be treated similarly, let us only consider the lower half space domain, i.e., in

the region that x > 0 and y < 7b(x) with b(z) < 0 in Fig[lLTl As done in [14], if uy is a
sufficiently large number, after defining the following scaling;:

T=F, y=77, U=1uUs(l+T0), U=1UsTT, p= pPocp (1.6)
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we obtain by substituting (L.6) into equations (L.I)) and (L.2), that
9z (p(1 + 721)) + 95(pv) = 0,
1 ol —1
i+ =@+ - L
2 (v = Dai,
Meanwhile, the corresponding fluid domain and its boundary are given by (see Fig[L.2])

Q={(z,9):2>0, §<b@)}

=0.

and
'={(z,9):z>0, y=0b(z)}, IT={z=0, y<0}.

The initial condition is

(7.7,) = (po, 5", %) (@), on T, (1.8)
which satisfies equation (L7)4. Along I', the boundary condition is
(1+7%@),0) - n=0, on T, (1.9)
(t'(z), 1)

where n = n(z,b(z)) = is the unit inner normal vector of T'.

Vit (¥(2))

O g = arctan b/ () z

Y]

(Po, 1o, Vo) Q

T

Fia. 1.2. Hypersonic Similarity for 2D Steady Potential Flows

Mathematically, it follows from (7)) that, for a fixed parameter a,, the hypersonic
similarity means the structure of solutions of (L7))-(T.9) should be similar and thus can
be investigated by the hypersonic small-disturbance equations, derived via neglecting the
terms involving 72,

gt =0, (1.10)

with initial data
(ﬁaﬂ’ﬁ) = (ﬁo,ﬂo,ﬁo)(ﬂ), on I, (111)
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which satisfies the equation (L.10),, and boundary condition that
v="0(z), on T. (1.12)

The hypersonic similarity is also called the Mach-number independence principle, which
is equivalent to the Van Dyke’s similarity theory(see [13]).

Based on [14], the study of the two-dimensional steady irrotational hypersonic flow can
be much simplified by studying of the simpler equations (I.I0). Then, one followed-up
question is whether we can find the convergence rate or not? It is useful to provide more
accurate information in applications.

In this paper, we will answer this question by finding the convergence rate to the Van
Dyke’s similarity theory rigorously in BV N L' space. The rate we established is the same
as the one predicted by Newtonian-Busemann law (see (3.29) in [2, Page 67] for more
details). First, it follows from the fact that the flow moves from the left to the right, i.e.,
1+ 7%u > 0 and from (7)) that,

a(ﬁ,5;72):%<_1+\/1—72(@2+2((51711);21)>>. (1.13)

Then, substituting (LI3)) into the first two equations of (7)), we get

0z (p(1 + 72a)) + 05(pv) =0, in Q,
(A( ) + 05(pv) (1.14)
(9527 - agﬂ = O, in Q.
Similarly, it follows from (L.I0) that
85:ﬁ + 8@([3@) - 07 in Qa
~ 1 5 ﬁfyfl -1 ) (115)
a;z-’U + ag (5’0 + m = U, mn Q,

where (p,v) satisfies the initial condition (LII]) and the boundary condition (LI2]).
To unify the notations in (ILI4) and (LIH), we rewrite (5, @,7) as (p(7, a7, (7)), with
([LI5) corresponding to the case that 7 = 0. Let U™ = (5(7),5(7))T and
T T
QU™ %) = <,5(T) (1 +T21_L(T)),Z_}(T)) . FUT %) = (p(T)@(”,—a(T)) . (1.16)
Then, (I.I4) and (LI5) can be rewritten as
0:GUM %) + 9 F(UT,72) =0, in Q, (1.17)
with the initial condition
UT =Uy(y), on I, (1.18)

for Uy = (po, EO)T and the boundary condition
<(1 + 7212(7)),17(7)) ‘n=0, on T\ (1.19)

We finally remark that when 7 =0, U = U©®) = (5,%)" and
I e
GWU)=G(U,0) =U, F({U)=F(U,0) = <pv, 37 + m) . (1.20)
Thus equation (LI5) can be rewritten as the following hyperbolic conservation laws.

0:U + 0;,F(U) =0, in (1.21)
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with the initial data
U=Uy(y), on I, (1.22)
and the boundary condition (LI2]).

A special case for the solutions of the initial-boundary value problems (LI7)-(LI9), and
(C21)-([22) and (LI2) are that b = 0 and (po,u(()T),vo)(ﬂ) = (1,0,0), and (po, uo, vo)(y) =

(17 0, 0). In this case, the solutions are given by the same constant states

T

UM =U =U = (1,0) i =u=0, V(7)) e, (1.23)

where Q := {(z,y) : © > 0,y < 0}. In this case, we call U as the background solution.
Based on the background solution, we can introduce basic assumptions on the initial
data Up(y) and boundary function b(z) throughout the whole paper.

(H1) Uy — U € (BV N LY)(Z; R?) with infzez po(7) > 0;

(H2) b(z) € Lip(Ry;R) and ¥ (z) € (BV N L')(R;;R) with the properties that
b(0) =0, ¥(0)<0, and b(z) <0, for z >0, (1.24)
where b'(Z) represents the derivatives on the differential points of the boundary. Here, Lip
denotes the set of Lipschitz continuous functions.

Finally, before stating the main result of this paper, we introduce the definition of the
entropy solutions of problem (LI7)-(T19).

Definition 1.1 (Entropy solutions). A weak solution U™ € (BV N LY)((—o0,b(x)); R?)
of the initial-boundary value problem (LIT)-(II9) is called an entropy solution, if for any
convex entropy pair (€, Q), that is, VO(G, 7?) = VE(G, 7 )VF(U(G), %) and VZE(G, 72) >
0, the following entropy inequality holds: For any ¢ € C§°(R?) with ¢ > 0,

/ / (£(6. 7020 + (G, 7)950 ) dady + / D (G r)6(0, 9)dy
) - (1.25)

+ /(E(G,TQ), Q(G,1%)) -nds > 0,
r

where Go = G(Ug, 7%) and n is the unit inner normal vector on boundary T.
Then, the first main result for the wedge is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume (H1)-(H2) hold. For a given fized hypersonic similarity param-
eter aoo, let UM = (5 5N)T and U = U = (5,5)7 be the global entropy solutions
to the initial-boundary value problem (LIT)-(TI9) and the initial-boundary value problem
([C21)-[@22) and (LI2), respectively which are obtained by wave front tracking scheme.
There exist small parameters €* > 0 and 7 > 0 depending only on U and a such that
for any T € (0,7*) and if

TVAU(-); T} + [V (0)| + T.VAY () Ry} <ee, (1.26)
for e € (0,€), then it holds for & > 0 that

IUT(@,) = U, ) £t ((—oopay) < CTE72, (1.27)
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where constant CF > 0 depends on T.VAUy(-);Z}, |V'(0)], T.VAY(-);R4}, U, and aco,
but is independent on T and x. Then, for ( (™), @™ _(T)) being the solution to problem

([C7)-([TC9), and (ﬁ,ﬂ v) bez’ng the solution to pmblem (CI0)-(TI12), there holds that
*— 2
N (oo < C2TTY (1.28)

where constant C5 > 0 depends on T.V.{Uo(-),I}, 1b'(0)|, T.VAY(-); Ry}, U and ao, but
1s independent on T and T.

H —pu —ﬂ,T)() v)

Some remarks are given below.

Remark 1.1. The order of 72 in the Theorem[I 1 for finite length of the wedge is consistent
with the one predicted by Newtonian-Busemann law, who expected the error term is of order
72 (see (3.29) in [2, Page 67] for more details)

Remark 1.2. When 7 = 0, the convex entropy pair (£(G,7%), Q(G,72%)) can be taken of
the form

-1
E(U,0) = p; + % QU 0) = vE(U.,0). (1.29)
So the entropy solution (p,v) of the initial-boundary value problem (L21))-(L22) and (LI2)
satisfies the entropy inequality
0z£(U,0) + 05;9(U,0) <0, (1.30)
in the distribution sense.

Remark 1.3. Once the solution of problem (LIT)-(LI9) and solution of problem (L2I))-
@C22) and (LIZ) are obtained, it is easy to obtain solution (57, a7, o)) of problem

(L7)-(CA) and solution (p,u,v) of problem ([LI0)-(LI2) by solmng u(T) and u directly
from equation (ILI3)) and the third equation of (LI0), respectively.

As an application of Theorem [[LT], we can further establish a better convergence rate
by considering the hypersonic flow past over a two-dimensional Lipschitz wing (see Fig.
[L3] below). In the (z,y)-coordinates, let by (z) and b_(Z) be the functions of the upper
and lower boundaries of the wing with

bi(z) >0, b_(z) <0, and by (0) =by(ly) =0, T €[0,Ly], (1.31)

for some constant £, > 0, and the corresponding boundaries for the wing are defined by

Ly ={(z9):9=bs(@),7€[0,bu]}, T-={(2,9):5=>0-(2),7 €[0,4u]}.
Then, for given functions by (Z), we can defined the domain which is formed by the wing
and the fluids domain in following:

W={(z,7) : b_(Z) <y <by(z), T€[0,0y]}, Q= Ry xR)\W.
The initial condition is

(P a7 o) = (po,ug” w0)(3),  on R, (1.32)

where pg, ﬂ(()T) and 7 satisfy the equation (L), on R.
On I'y, the boundary conditions are

((1 + Tzﬁ(T))7@(T)) Nty = 07 on I\:|:7 (133)

(b (), —1)

where ny = n(@ bj:(j)) = 1+ (b/i(j))2

are the unit inner normal vectors of I'y.
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Yy
My > 1
F+ Qw
N
O gw T
I_

Fi1a. 1.3. Hypersonic Similarity for Potential Flows Past 2D Slender Wing

Therefore, we can formulate the mathematical problem for the hypersonic flow moving
over two-dimensional wing as the initial-boundary value problem (L32]) and (I.33)) to the
following equations:

0:G(UM 72) + 9, F(U™M 72) = 0, in Q,

N I AN L . (1.34)
’U,+§(’U +Tu)+m:07 1n Qun

where U™ = (57, 5() T and G(U),72), F(U™),72) are defined by (LI6).

For 7 = 0, the corresponding initial and boundary conditions are

(p,u,v) = (po,uo,00)(y), on R, (1.35)
and
v="0,(), on Iy, (1.36)
for po, g and vy satisfying (LI10), on R.
The corresponding government equations for 7 = 0 are given by
(%CU + 8@F(U) = O, in Qw,
1, pt-1 , (1.37)

= — =0, Qu,
T T e "

for U = (p,v)", and F(U) is defined by (L20).

To unified the notations, let’s denote the solutions to the initial-boundary value problem
(L34) and (L32)-(T33) by (,61(; ),ﬂq(UT ),2778,7 )), and the solutions to the initial-boundary value
problem (L37) and (L38)-(L36) by (pw, tw, Uw)-

Set
Uy =05, oo, Ve = (pwy 9) '
and
Uuwo(§) = (o, 0) " (7), for §eR.

Then, U and U,, are the solutions to the problem (L34]), (L33)) as well as the problem
(L37), (I36) with the same initial data Uy, (7).
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When
Uwo(y) = (1,0)T, and by(Z) =0,

then the solutions to the initial-boundary value problem ([34]) and (L32)-(L33) as well
as the initial-boundary value problem ([37) and (L35)-(L36]) in this case are also the

constant states, i.e.,
UD =Up=U, = (1,00, @) =a,=0, V() €0

where Q,, = (Ry x R)\ {(#,7) : § = 0,7 € [0,4,]}.
Before given the second main result of the paper, we list some basic assumptions on the
initial data Uy, 0(y) and boundary functions b4 (Z) in the following.

(1.38)

(H/\l/) The initial data Uy, (y) satisfies Uy () — U, € (BV N LY)(R;R?), Uy o(y) — U
has compact support, and infgegr po(y) > 0;

(HAE) The functions by (Z) defined by (L31)) satisfy by (z) € Lip([0, £w]; R) and ¥/ (Z) €
(BV N LY)(]0,4,]); R) with the properties that

+ 0. (0) >0, b_(T)<0<bi(z), for Te[0,0y], (1.39)

where Lip denotes the set of Lipschitz continuous functions.
Then, the second main result of the paper is stated as follows:

—~—

Theorem 1.2. Assume assumptions (H1)-(H2) hold. For a given fized hypersonic simi-
(1) =(r) ()

larity parameter a, let (pw’, Uy’ , Ve’ ) be the solution to the initial-boundary value prob-
lem [L34) and [L32)-I33), and let (pw, Uy, Uy) be the solution to the initial-boundary
value problem (L3T) and (L38)-(I36l) which can be obtained by the wave front tracking
scheme. Then, there exist small parameters €* > 0 and 7** > 0 depending only on U,,
and ao, such that for any T € (0,7**), if

TV AU o) R} + B (0)] + TV (10,601} < e (1.40)
for e € (0,¢5*), then it holds that

. 3
sup H(p’g—) _p_UH ,aq(;) _ﬂwa T_}g) _z_}w)(a_:)')HLl(Rl) §C37—2- (141)
y<z<O(T~1)
Here, the constant C5 > 0 depends only on T.V.AU, o(-); R}, [0.(0)], T.VAV(-); R4}, Uy,
and as, but is independent on T and .

To show Theorem [IL1] we will further develop the approaches given in [4] 5] [0l 25] for
the Cauchy problem, to the initial-boundary value problem with a curved boundary. As
far as we know, there is no result on the comparison of two entropy solutions involving
boundary. One of the main difficulty is that the solutions of Riemann problem are more
complicated near the curved boundary after scaling. It leads to the standard Riemann
semigroup does not exist in general.

To overcome this difficulty, we first approximate boundary y = b(Z) by piecewise straight
lines § = by, (Z), then follow the ideas in [I1] to establish a new Lipschitz continuous map
Pr, by piecing together the Riemann solutions near boundary y = bp(z) for a short
time with piecewise constant initial data Ug. Next, we compare the Riemann solvers
between approximate solutions U f(LTB and Uy, case by case, especially near the boundary,
where one of the boundary conditions is the Neumann type while the other one is the
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Dirichlet type. Based on it, we can establish the local L' difference estimate between the
,TB(:E, -)) for s > 0
sufficiently small. Then, we can further establish the global L! difference estimate between
U, f(L,TB (z,-) and Py (z,0)(Uy(-)) by establishing the following error formula for the map Py,

with approximate boundary g = by (Z):

approximate solutions U,ETIZ (Z + s,-) and the trajectory Pp(T + s, CE)(UF(L

[Pn (2, 0)(W(0)) = W (@) 1 (oo, (2

lim in

)
s—0+ S

z Pr(s+s,5)(W(s)) —W(s+s
< L/ . fH h( )( ( )) ( )HLl((,OO7bh(g+s))) dg
0

with W (0) = Ug(-) and W(z) = U (z,-). It will be given in Lemma Finally, with

sV
the uniqueness and compactness of map Pj, and approximate solutions U, ,STIZ and Uy, we
can establish estimate (L27) by letting v — +o00 and h — 0. Furthermore, by (LI0),
and (I3]), we can show estimate (L28]), which justifies the Van Dyke’s similarity theory
rigorously with convergence rate in order 72, that is consistent with the one predicted by
Newtonian-Busemann law (see (3.29) in [2, Page 67] for more details).

With the help of Theorem [[.1 to prove Theorem [[.2] we only need to consider the
convergence rate between solutions Ul and U, for the Cauchy problems (I.34); and
(L37),, respectively, with the same initial data U, . Notice that by Theorem 7.1 in [16],
the total variation of solution U, of the Cauchy problem (L37), with the initial data
Uw,0 will decay along the flow direction x. Then, we employ the semigroup formula with
uniformly Lipschitz constant L* > 0 that independent of 7 to compare the trajectory
P (x — €y) (UL (Lw,-)) and the approximate solution UY(z,-) to the Cauchy problem of
system ([37), with = > ¢,. Finally, letting v — +o00, using decay property of U, for

x > {,, and applying Theorem [[.T] on the L' difference estimate between Ug) (z,-) and

P (x — Ly)(Uw(z,-)) for 0 < x < £y, we can complete the proof of Theorem

Recently, the authors in [I7, [I8], 19, 20] systematically studied the hypersonic limit,
which is a different problem from ours since there is no hypersonic similarity structure.
The reason is that the wedge angle (or cone angle) 6 in [I7, I8, 19, 20] is fixed such
that the similarity parameter K tends to the infinity as My, — oco. There are also many
literatures on the BV solutions for the steady supersonic compressible Euler flows with
free boundaries of small data such that steady supersonic flow past a Lipschitz wedge
or moving over a Lipschitz bending wall (see [6] [7, 10, 23] 24] for more details) which
involving the stabilities of the shock wave and rarefaction wave.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we present the properties
of the elementary wave curves for the system (L.I7) and the system (L2I]). In section 3,
we are devoted to studying and comparing the Riemann problems for the two systems
by taking the boundary into account. Based on them, in section 4, we construct the
approximate solutions to the initial-boundary value problem (LI8)-(L.20) by the modified
wave front tracking scheme and establish some properties. We will give the existence
of the Lipschitz continuous map P} with properties corresponding to the approximate
boundary for the initial-boundary value problem (L21))-(L22) and (LI2]). In section 5,

7)

the L! difference estimates between the approximate solutions U }(l ., and the trajectory of

Pr(U§) are derived. Then by the properties of U, ,ETB and Py, obtained in section 4, we can
complete the proof of estimate (IL27]). Therefore, we can conclude the proofs of Theorem
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[.T] and Theorem one by one in section 5. Finally, in the appendix, we establish some
results on the interaction of weak waves and the boundary, which are used in section 4.

In the rest contents of the paper, we will denote (z,7) and (p,u,v), (5(7)721(7)7@(7)) as
(z,y) and (p,u,v), (p7,u”,v("), respectively for the simplicity of the notations.

2. ELEMENTARY WAVE CURVES FOR THE SYSTEM ((LI7]) AND THE sYSTEM ([L.21])
In this section, as preliminaries, we will present some basic structures of the elementary

wave curves for both systems (L.I7]) and (L2]]), which will be used in the following sections.

2.1. Wave curves for equation ([I7) with 7 # 0. First, for u(p,v,7?), we have the
following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. For fized T > 0, then there holds for u(™) that

au(T) (p(T))’Y*2 8u(7—) ,U(T)
p(7) a2 (1 + 72ulm) ov(™) 1+ 72u(™)

Proof. First, taking derivative with respect to p(™ and v(") on the third equation in (),
we have

au(T) 8u(7_) 2( (7—))'\/_1
2, (1) p _ 2, ( o (m) —
2% ap7) + 9p™ + oy 0, 277°u 9y + 28/)(7) + 2v 0.

It gives (2.1]). O

By Lemma 2.T], the characteristic polynomial for the system (ILI4]) is

) 8u(7_) au(T)

<ac2>o(1 + r2u(M)? 72(0(7))2))\2 —2a% (14 72D\ + a2 (02 — ()2 =0, (2.2)
which admits two roots (or the eigenvalues)

AU 72)

a2, (1 4+ 72u)o(™) 4 (=1)7 ) \/ago(l + 72u())? + 72 (a2, (v(1))? — (c()?) (2:3)
ago(l + TZU(T))Q _ 7-2(6(7'))2 )

with corresponding right eigenvectors

2 5N (UM 72 T
7~qj(U(T)’Tz): <%o,0 AU, 77) — o, C(T)) ’ (2.4)

c(T)

for j = 1,2, where ¢(7) = (,0(7))%1.
Remark 2.1. When U = U defined in (L23), by (LI3), u(™) = 0. Therefore, we have
—1V+/a2 — 72
)\j(U(T),T2)‘ G AVA Sk for j=1,2. (2.5)

- 2 2 :
Un=u as, — T

Lemma 2.2. For given as, there exist small constants eg > 0 and 19 > 0 depending only
on U and as, such that if UT) € O, (U) and 7 € (0,70), then

Voo U 72) 7,UT 72 >0,  for j=1,2. (2.6)
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Proof. We only prove the case j = 1, because the argument for the case j = 2 is similar.
Taking derivative on (Z2) with respect to p(™ and noticing that

(a2 (1 + 2uM)? - 72(0(7))2))\1(U(7),7’2) —a? (14 7))

— e Ja2 (14 P2 4 7202, (D)2 - ()2),

we have
aAl(U(T) ,72)
8/)(7')

(7= D+ 72u™) + 72 ((y + (1 + P (U, 72) = 200 A (U, 72)

2(1 + 2u™M) /a2, (1 + 72u™)2 + 72(a2, (v(M)2 — (c(M)2) plm)
In the same way, we also have

e

ON (UM 72)
ov(7)

a2, ((1 + 2N\ (U 72) — 'U(T)> <1 +72(u™ + U(T)Al(U(T),TQ))>
_ 2¢(M) (1 + 7'2u(T))\/ago(1 T 72uM)2 £ 72(a2 (v))2 — (c()2)

Then, combing the above estimates and by complicated calculations, it follows that

(v + 1)aZ, (1 A2 (U™, 72)) ((1 2N (U0, 72) — Um)
VUm)q(U(T),TQ) . /,Nal(U("'),TQ) - _

20/aZ (14 7202 + 72(a, (002 — (7)) |

and at the background state U(") = U,

VoMU, OO, = D
Thus, we can choose Ty = 3a, so that for 7 € (0,7), it holds
ViU, %) - ’f‘l(U(T),TQ)‘U(T):Q > @ 0
Hence we can further choose ¢y > 0 depending only on U and a.., such that for € € (0, ¢),
VoA (UM, 72) - # (U, 72) > 0if UD € O, (U). O
By Lemma 2.2] we can define

1
(UM, 72) = , for j=1,2. 2.7
i 7 Vim (UM, 72) - (UM, 72) o &)
Then, we can re-normalized the 7*5»7), (j = 1,2) by setting

r (U0, 72) = U, 2FED U0, for j=1,2,
so that

Voo (U 72) r (U 72 =1, for j=1,2.

Remark 2.2. When U) = U, from the proof of the Lemma[Z3, we can get

e (UM 72)

2(a?, — 12)
_ (1) .2 00
U("')ZQ eQ(U y T )

—_ . 2-8
vo=u  (y+1)ad (28)

It follows from Lemma [2.2] that system (LI7) is strictly hyperbolic with two genuinely
nonlinear characteristic fields. Then, following the arguments in [8, 22], we have
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Lemma 2.3. Let ax be the hypersonic similarity parameter defined by (LE). Then,
there exist small constants 71 € (0,79), €1 € (0,€0) and &y > 0 depending only on U

and aoo, such that for any constant state Ug) € O (U), the kth (k = 1,2) physical

admissible wave curve through U]gT) can be parameterized by oy as ay — Pk (ay; Ung),Tz)

with @y, € C?((—80,00) x Oc, (U) x (0,79)) and for k =1,2

5 0 (ag; UL T
ap=0 - UI(' )’ ( aakL ) - Tk(Ué )’7—2)' (29)

(ks Ug),TQ)

ap=0
Moreover, when ap < 0, @k(ak;Ug),T2) 1s called the shock wave and is denoted by
SIET)(UéT)) N O (U); when ay > 0, @k(ak;UéT),Tz) is called the rarefaction wave and
is denoted by R?(Ug)) NOg (U) fork=1,2.

2.2. Wave curves for equations (L.2I]). The eigenvalues for system ([L2I]) are

ANU) =v+ (—1Y =, for j=1,2, (2.10)
Qoo
and the corresponding right eigenvectors are
2 . T )
T](U) = m((—l)]awp, C) s for J = 172, (211)

—1
where ¢ = pVT. By direct computation, we obtain that there exists a small parameter
€0 > 0 such that for U € Og,(U) (i.e., ¢ > 0), it holds

1
Vo (U) - 75(U) = w 150 forj—1,2. (2.12)
It means that each characteristic fields for system (L2I]) are genuinely nonlinearly. Then,

following the ideas in [8, 22], we also have

Lemma 2.4. There exist small constants €1 € (0,éy) and 5 >0 depending only on U,
such that for any constant state Uy, € O, (U), the jth (j = 1,2) physical admissible wave
curve through Uy, can be parameterized by &; as &; — ©;(a;; Ur) with ®; € C?((—do, dp) x
O¢, (Q)) and
0P, ‘

Qjl,—0 = UL, %, . =r;j(Ur), for j=1,2. (2.13)
Moreover, when &; < 0, ®;(a;;Ur) is called the shock wave, and is denoted by S;(Ur) N
O (U); when &; > 0, ®(a;;Ur) is called the rarefaction wave, and is denoted by R;(Ur)N
O (U) forj=1,2.

Remark 2.3. For |ay| < min{dy,do} and U € Onin{er,e:3(U), the elementary wave curves
O (ag; U, 72) given in Lemma 23 and @ (ax; U) given in Lemma satisfy

Op(ag; U,0) = Op(a; U), k=1,2. (2.14)
The reason is that for k = 1,2, ri(U,0) = r(U),
Oy U, %), g = Crla;U)lg, o = U,
and
. 2 .
5‘I’k(gl;;kUvT ) o = (U, 0), 73%(;22’ v) - = (V).
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So, by the uniqueness of solutions of the ordinary differential equations, we have (2.14]).

3. COMPARISON OF SOLUTIONS OF RIEMANN PROBLEMS BETWEEN 7 # AND 7 = 0

In this section, we will compare the Riemann solutions between problem (LI7])-(TI9])
and problem ([L2T)-([T22]) and (II2) involving the boundary perturbation.

3.1. Comparison of solutions to Riemann problems away from the boundary.
We first consider the Riemann problem away from the boundary for system (LI7) and

system (21]), respectively, i.e.,
9,G(UM 72) + 9,F(UM) 72) =0,
Ur, > 7, 3.1
U|a:*i‘ = N ’ % ( )
Ur, y<y.
and
0.U+ 0,F(U) =0,
Ur, > 4, 3.2
U‘x:i = ) y gi ( )
U, y<y.
First, by [3] Theorem 5.3|, we have

Lemma 3.1. For a given hypersonic similarity parameter a~, defined in (L5), there exist
constants €} € (0,min{e,€1}) and 71 € (0,71) depending only on U and a~, such that
for any Ur, Ug € Oy (U) and 7 € (0,71), Riemann problem [B.I)) and Riemann problem

B2) admit unique admissible piecewise constant solutions UIET) and Uy for k = 0,1,2,
respectively. Both of them are separated by two elementary waves o = (a1, ) and B =

(81, B2) satisfying
U =, U =Ug, U = @y U7, k=1,2, (3.3)
and
Upo=UL, Uz=Ur, Up=Pi(Bk;Uk-1), k=12, (3.4)
where @,(;), O, (k=1,2) satisfy properties [29]) and [2I3]).
In the following, denote

®(ay, a2;Up, 72) = ®o(ag; @1(ar; U, 72),72),  ®(B1, B2 UL) = @2(B2; @1(B1;UL)). (3.5)

Then, we have

Proposition 3.1. Suppose U, = (pr,vr)" and Ur = (pr,vr)" are two constant states
with U, UL € Ou (U) for € > 0 given as in Lemmal31l If

Ur = ®(B1,B2;UL), Ugr=®p(ag;Ur, ), k=1 or2, (3.6)
then for T € (0,71) with 71 > 0 given as in Lemma [3]],
B = 0k + O(l)|ak|7'2, for j k=1 or2, (3.7)

where ;i is the Kronecker symbol and the bounds of O(1) depends only on U and a. If
Ur = ®(b1,82;UL), a=|Ur—ULl, (3.8)
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then for T € (0,71) with 71 > 0 given as in Lemma[3]],

Bj=0M)a, for j=1,2. (3.9)
Proof. To show (B.7)), we first need to solve the equation
O(B1, Ba; Ur) = Pp(on; Uz, 7°). (3.10)

Notice that for Uy, € O (U),

@ .
et <5 (81, Ba; UL)>
(b1, B2)
So we can apply the implicit function theorem to show that equation (3.I0) admits a
unique solution 3; = Bj(ozk,Tz; Up) € C?, j=1,2 for fixed k.
Obvious, B;(0,0;UL) = 3j(0,7%,U) = 0. On the other hand, notice that

2pL
= det Tl(UL),TQ(UL) = —
B1=B2=0 ( ) 7+ 1

£0.

q)k(OCMULaTQ)‘ = Oy (ou; Up).

So
Bj(ak, 0;UrL) = 0jr0u,.
Then, by Taylor expansion formula and together with the above estimates, we have
Bjlak, 7%UL) = Bj(a, 0;UL) + B;(0,7%Ur) — 5;(0,0;Ur) + O(1)[ay |72
= §jrar + O(1)|ag|7?,

which gives estimate (3.7).
For Uy, Uy, € (9611 (U), there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on U such that

CH(1B1] + 1B2]) < @ (Br, B2: Ur) = Ur| < C(I81] + |B2).
So if «v is given as in (3.8]), then we have estimate (3.9). O

Proposition 3.2. Suppose Up = (pr,vr)', Up = (pr.or)" and Ur = (pr,vgr)' are
three constant states with Ug, Ur, Ur € O, (U) for €, > 0 given as in Lemma 3. If

Ur = ®(B1,52:UL), Ur=®(a1,a9;Ur,72), (3.11)
then for T € (0,71) with 71 > 0 given as in Lemma[31, it holds that
B = + O()(lon| +|a2|) 7%, j=1,2, (3.12)
where O(1) depends only on U and an,. If
Ur = ®(B1,5;UL), Ug=®(a1,00;Up,72), a=|Ur—Ug|, (3.13)
then for T € (0,7]) with 71 > 0 given as in Lemma 3],
Bj = a; + O1)(|oa| + |a2])7* + OV,  j=1,2. (3.14)

Proof. First, let us consider the case that U, and Ug satisfy (811]). From (B.I1]), we have

(B, B2; UL) = ®(au, an; U, 72).

As the argument in the proof of Proposition 3.1, by applying the implicit function theorem,
there exits a C? solution 8; = Bj(au, a2, 7% UL) for j = 1,2. To estimate 3, set

Um = @1(a1; UL, ), Ur = ®o(ag; Uy, 72),
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and choose 8} and 3} for j = 1,2 such that

Um = ®(B1,85:UL), Ur= (67,5 Un).
Then, by Proposition [3.1] we have

B =dpan + Ol B = djpaz + O(W)len|r®, j=1,2. (3.15)
On the other hand, from the local interaction estimate as stated in [22, Theorem 19.2],
where A(8', 8") = [B5]|8]| + zj=1,2 A;(B,B") with
/(| RN / /
Aj(ﬁ/aﬁl/): |/8_]||IBJ|? B]<0 or /8] <0,
0, B; >0 and B > 0.

Combining (B.15) and [B.I6]), we have (3.12)).
Next, we assume (B.I3]) holds. To derive ([B.14]), we choose small parameters 31, 32 so

that Ugp = @(Bl, Ba; Ur). Then, as done in the argument in the proof of Proposition B.1],
it follows from equations ® (81, fo; Ur) = (7 (o, ag; Up) that
Br = ap + O(1)(Jar | + |ao|)7%, k=1,2. (3.17)

On the other hand, following the argument in the proof of estimate (8.9]) in Proposition
3.1, we obtain

/Bk - Bk - 0(1)047 k= 17 27
which implies (812]) by plugging (8I7) into it. O

3.2. Comparison of solutions of Riemann problems near the boundary. Let A, =
(zk,bx), (K = 1,2,3) be the corner points on the boundary with =1 < zo < z3 (see Fig.

[B.4]). Denote

bs — b
61 = arctan ( 3 2

€r3 — X2

by — by

), ngarctan< >, w =0y — 0,

where w represents the change of angles 01, 65 at the turning points As.
For k = 1,2, we define

W ={(z,y): o <o <xpy1, Yy < by + (v — x1) tan(6y) },

T2 — I

T ={(x,y) : xp <z <axpy1, y=>br+ (x —zx) tan(by)}.
Let n; be the outer unit normal vector to I'y, for k = 1,2, as
ny = (sinfg, —cosb), for k=1,2.
Let us consider the following two mixed Riemann problems.
0,GUM 72+ 9, F(UM 72) =0, in o,

U(’T’) — UI(IT), on {l‘ = 372} M 92, (318)
(14 72,007 -1 = 0, on Ty,

and
0.U+ 0,F(U) =0, m Qo
U=Ug, on {z =z} NQo, (3.19)

v = tan(fy), on Ty,
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A
Aq %7 3
Ur
B
U, ™
04 Qo
X1 T2 T3

Fia. 3.4. Mixed Riemann problems

where Ug) = (p(LT),v(LT))T and Ur, = (pr,vr) " are constant states.
We have the following lemma on the solvability of problem (8.I8]) and problem (3.19]).

Lemma 3.2. For a given hypersonic similarity parameter as, there exist small pa-
rameters €y € (0,min{er,€1}) and 7 € (0,71) depending only on U, as, such that if
(1+ T2u(LT)),v(LT)) ‘ny = 0 and v, = tan(y) for vl U, e Oy, (U), and |w| + [61] < e,
then for 7 € (0,74), the mized Riemann problem [BIR) (or BI9)) admits a unique solu-

tion U (or U ), which is connected to Ug) (or Ur,) by 1th waves oy (or 1, respectively).
Moreover, it holds that
o = KMw and b1 = Kew, (3.20)

where KC(T) > 0 and K. > 0 depend only on U, but not on 7.

Proof. We only consider problem (B.I8]) since problem (3.I9]) can be proved in the same
way. To show the existence of the mixed Riemann problem (BI8]), we denote

p(T) = (I)gl) (al; ULaTz)’ U(T) = (I)§2) (al; UL’TZ)' (321)
Obviously, u(™) satisfies
2((@" (e U7, 7)) -1)

— _o. (322

2
2u) + 200 + (90U 7)) +
Let
L(ar,w,0;,7% Ug)) = (1+ 72 sin(0; + w) — <I>§2) (au; Ug),Tz) cos(f; +w), (3.23)
then £(0,0,0,72;U) = 0. Moreover, by Lemma 1] we get
OL(ay,w, 01,72 U

ooy
_(_r et of)  00PensUn )Y
N a2 (1 4 72u() ooy 1+ 72u(") dan 1

08P (ai;Up, )
8041

cos(f1 + w).
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Then, by Remark 2.2, choosing a small constant 75 > 0 depending only on as, for
7 € (0,72), we have

OL{ay, w1, 7 Ug)) = —e (U, %) < __3
day a1=01=w=0,Ur,=U ’ U=y v+1

Therefore, by applying the implicit function theorem, we can get a unique C? function

)

a1 = ay(w,0;,7%,UL) near a; = 0; = w = 0 and Ug = U for 7 sufficiently small, such
that

E(al,w,01,72;Ug)) = 0.
Finally, since ((1 + Tzug)),v(;)) -n; = 0, a1(0,61,7%;,Ur) = 0. So estimate (3.20)

is from the Taylor expansion directly by taking KC(T) = % Moreover, notice that
2.77(7)
aﬁ(al’“”g;’T UL =1, hence
a1:€1:w=0,U]ET)=Q

L(ar,w,01,7%U (")

Ow
0oy B a1=01=w=0,U'"=U
ow a1=01=w=0,U'"=U OL (a1 ,w,01,72U)
o (r)
a1=01=w=0,U; '=U
1 +1
= = >73 , for 1€ (0,75).
e (U), 2 ‘
1( 9 ) U

Thus, choose €, € (0, min{ey, €1}) small, then KC(T) is bounded independently on 7. [

Now, we will compare the Riemann solvers near the boundary and away from the corner
points.

Proposition 3.3. Let Uy = (pp,vp) " and Ur = (pr,vr) " be the constant states satisfying
Uy = ®1(o1; UL, %), U, = (b1, B2; UL),
and
((1 + T2uL),vL) -n; =0, ((1 + T2ub),vb) -ngy = 0,

with Uy, UL, € Oy (U) and 01|+ |w| < €, where u, = ur(pr,vr,7) and uy = up(pp, vp, 7°)
are given by (LI3), and n; = (sin(y), — cos(0x)), (k = 1,2). Then, for 7 € (0,75) with
75 > 0 being given as in LemmalZ2, it holds that

B1 = ai +O01)|ai|r?, B2 = O(1)|ay|>. (3.24)
Moreover,
Br=01)1+w)7?, Br=01)w|r? (3.25)
where w = 0 — 01, and O(1) depends only on U and as but not on €, and .
Proof. By the assumptions, we know that 8 and s satisfy the following equation
O(B1, B2; Ur) = ®(a1;Ur, 7°).

Then, by the implicit function theorem and following the argument in the proof of
Proposition B, we know that the above equation admits a unique C? solution 3, =
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Br(ar, 72, UL) for Uy, € O, (U) and 7 € (0,73) for k = 1,2, which satisfies (3.24). More-
over, by Lemma [3.2] we further have (B.25)). O

Next, we will compare the Riemann solutions of problem (3.I8]) and problem (3.19) with
corner points.

Proposition 3.4. Let UéT) = (pl()T),vl()T))T, Uy = (py,v) " and Up = (pr,vr)" be the three
constant states satisfying

U™ = d(ar; Up,72), Uy = ®(B1;Us),
and
(U +2un)ve) m =0, ((L+ 7)), 07) my =0, vy = tan(6),

with Ub(T),Ub,UL € Oeg(g) and |01 + |w| < €5, where ur, = ur(pr,vr, ) and ul(f) =
up(pp, v, 72) are given by (LIB), and np = (sin(6;), —cos(6y)), (k = 1,2). Then, for
7 € (0,7) with 7{ > 0 being given in Lemma[32, it holds that

Br = a1 +O(1)(1 + |eu|)7> (3.26)
Moreover,
B =01)(lw| + 7%, (3.27)
where w = 0 — 01, and O(1) depends only U and a~ but not on €, and 7.
Proof. Denote
) =0 (01U, 7)oy = 0 (a0 Up, ), vy = @7 (B1:UL).
By assumptions, we have the relation

(1+ 7207 (@1(00: U1, 7)) ) - 0 (B15U1) = 0P (013U, 72). (3.28)

09 (81; U 2
Since M =77 > 0, it follows from the implicit function the-

01 p1=0,UrL=U v+
orem that equation (B3.:28) has a unique C? solution 31 = B (a1, 7%, Uy) for Uy, € Oy (U)
and 7 € (0,74). To estimate 1, notice that by ([B:28)) again, when oy = 0, 3; satisfies that

(1 + TQUL)cng)(Bl; Ur) =vg.
Then B1(0,72,Ur) = O(1)72. On the other hand, for 7 = 0, we have
o (81;U1) = 0P (a1; U1, 0).
So, B1(a1,0,Ur) = a1. With these two facts, we obtain from the Taylor expansion that
Br(ar, 7%,UL) = Bi(aq,0,UL) + B1(0,7%,UL) — B1(0,0,UL) + O(1)|ay |72
= a1 +O)(1 + |as )72

Finally, we can further deduce estimate ([3.27)) by applying Lemma O
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4. WAVE FRONT TRACKING SCHEME AND EXISTENCE OF WEAK SOLUTIONS

In this section, we will establish the global existence and L' stability of weak solutions

of problem (LI7)-(I9) and problem (L21)-(L22]) and (LI2)). First, let us introduce the
(h,v)-approximate solutions U}ETV) to the initial-boundary value problem (LI7)-(LI9) via
the wave-front tracking scheme.

Choose a mesh length h = Az > 0 in the a-direction and let Ay = (xp,br) =
(kh,b(kh)), (k > 0) be the points on the boundary y = b(x) and denote

bpi1 — b b1 —b
0, = arctan <%>, wp = arctan < ! . 0), wk =011 — 0k, k>1, (4.1)

where wy, represents the change of angle 6 at the corner points Ay for k > 0.
Since T.V.Ab'(-); Ry} < 400 by assumption (H2), there exists a b, such that lim,_, 1 - V' (x) =
bl So there exists k. € Ny such that [b, — b'(*)|| e ({@>k.n}) < h. Then, define

bp(x) = b + (z — xg) tan(f) for any x € [xg, zk11), K =0, ke — 1, (4.2)

and
bp(z) = by, + (v — 23, )by, for any z € [z, , +00). (4.3)
Obviously,
b = Vllreyy <h,  lim (b, =) =0, and T.V.{bh; Ry} <TVAY; Ry} (44)

The corresponding approximate domain for €2 is defined by
= Ups Yp=A{(z.y) s 21 Sz <appr, y < biule)),
k>0
with its boundary being defined as

Iy = U Thie Thp=A{(z,y):2p <2 <2pgr, y = bp(x)}.
k>0

1

: y = bp(z)
o I

i . -7
LT - - - '
T o

1 2 \
\ - 1

: —

! 1

= Tk-1 T = Tk

Fi1Gc. 4.5. Wave front tracking scheme

Choose a parameter v € N and for the given initial data Uy, we define an sequence of
piecewise constant functions U} such that

105 () = Uo()llrzy <277 and T.VAUG(-); T} <T.VA{Uo(-);Z}- (4.5)

Then, the (h,v)-approximate solution U. }(lTV) in Qp, is constructed in the following way:
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At the initial line = = 0, at each discontinuity point of U}, a Riemann problem is solved
with the solution consisting of shocks and rarefaction waves, according to Section 3. As
done in [3], rarefaction waves need to be partitioned into several small central rarefaction
fans with strength less than v~! (see [3| pp.129-pp.132] for the accurate Riemann solver,
which is denoted by (ARS) for simplicity, and the simplified Riemann solver, which is

denoted by (SRS) for simplicity). At the initial line, we always use the (ARS).
7)

WV
occur in €y, the reflection on non-corner points on I'y, (i.e., a 2th wave front hits the
boundary and then a 1st reflected wave front is formed, see Appendix A), or the boundary
corner (a weak wave will issue from the corner as constructed in Section 2.2). Then we can
solve the Riemann problem again according to Section 3. When a wave hits the boundary
on I'y, or when a weak wave generated at corner Ax(k > 0), as done in [I} 1], we always
choose the (ARS). At the interaction in €, to decide which Riemann solver is used, we
introduce a threshold parameter ¢ > 0 which is a function of v (see Remark 1] below).
If the strength of the two wave fronts «, [ satisfy that |«||5] > o, the (ARS) is used
otherwise we use the (SRS). We remark that the simplified Riemann solver, in which all

The piecewise constant approximate solution U ,(L can be prolonged until the interaction

the new waves are lumped into a single non-physical wave traveling with a fixed speed A
larger than all the characteristic speed, is introduced to control the number of the wave
fronts in €y,

We remark that in the above construction, we assume that no more than two wave
fronts interact and that only one wave hits the boundary at the non-corner point, and
that only one weak wave is generated by the corner point. It can be achieved by changing
the speed of the corresponding single fronts slightly by a quality less than 277,

Denote all the fronts in U,(LTB by j(U,(LTB) =SOURD UNP, j.e., shocks, rarefaction
fans and non-physical wave. For each wave front, an order is introduced to count how
many interactions were needed to produce such a front as follows.
(i) All weak wave fronts generated by the corner are order one.
(ii) A wave front a of order k, hits the boundary at the non-corner point (z,bp(Z)).
Then the order of the new wave from (z, b, (Z)) is set to be k.
(iii) The ioth wave front o of order ko, and igth wave front 3 of order kg, interact at
(Z,9). Assume « lies below 3. Then the orders of the new wave fronts are given as below:
(ili); If kq, kg < v, the outgoing wave fronts generated from (Z,7) are constructed

by the (ARS), and the order of the jth wave is given by

max{kq, kg} + 1, J #iq or ig,

min{ka,kﬁ}, 7 =1lq :iﬁ, (4 6)
Koy J=ia #ig, '
kg, j=ig # ia.

(iii)2 If max{kq,kg} = v, the outgoing wave fronts generated from (&, 7) are given
by the (SRS). The order of the outgoing non-physical wave front is v + 1.

(ili)3 If ko = v+ 1 (i.e., a is a non-physical wave front) and kg < v, then we use
the (SRS) to construct the outgoing wave fronts from (&, y). The order of the outgoing
non-physical wave front is v + 1, and the order of the outgoing physical wave front is kg.

Remark 4.1. The small constant v=' controls the mazimum strength of rarefaction fronts.
Moreover, the threshold parameter o is obviously a function of v1.
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Applying the arguments in [I}, [3, 11] and Lemma[A.T] we have the following proposition

for problem (LI7)-(L19).

Proposition 4.1. Under assumptions (H1)-(H2), for a given hypersonic similarity pa-
rameter as, there exist constants e > 0 and 75 > 0 depending only on U and as, such
that if T € (0,75) and

TVAU( ) I} + [V (0)] + TVAY () Ry } < 5, (4.7)

then the wave front tracking scheme generates a global (h,v)-approximate solution U,E’TB
satisfying

oub HUi(z,Tu)(') - QHLOO((foo,bh(x))) + T-V{Ui(L,TV) (,-); (=00, bn(2))} s
< Cy(TVAUO() T} + W(0)] + T.VAV ()i R4 }),

and

U@+ bu(@) = UR) "+ bn @D oy < Cola’ = 2", (4.9)

N

for any x’,2" > 0. Both the strength of each rarefaction front and the total strength of

nonphysical waves in U f(L,T) are small, i.e.,

v

max, la| < Cor™t and Z la] < 277, (4.10)
acR aeNP)

where constants Cp > 0 and Cy > 0 depend only on U and as.
Moreover, there exists a unique U € (L} 0 BVi,.)(Q) such that

loc

UF(LT)(% D - U(T)(x, ) =0, in L}OC(Q), as h—0, v— 4o0, (4.11)

N

where U™ is the entropy solution of the initial-boundary value problem (LIT)-(CI9) with
estimate ([L8) with replacing U}(:V) in @ES) by UM,

Remark 4.2. If Uy(y) — U is compactly supported, the study of initial-boundary value

problem (LIT)-LI9) can be simplified by studying Cauchy problem (LIT)-(LI8). Since

functions G(U,7%) and F(U,7?) in (LI6) are continuous with respect to parameter 72,

under the assumptions in Proposition [].1], we can follow the argument in [3, Chapters 8-9]
to show that for T € (0,75) with 7§ depending only on U and a, there exist a domain

D* C LY(R;R?), a L'-Lipschitz semigroup P,ET)(x) : Ry x D* — D*, and a Lipschitz
constant L* > 0 which depends only on U and as such that
(1) For every U € D* and 2/,2" > 0,
Do) =v. POE ")) = PP ),
and for any U’, U” € D*, there holds
IPO @) 0" = PO YU ey < L (I = U llpagey + o = 2")5

(2) UD)(z) = (") ()(Uyp) is the entropy solution of Cauchy problem (LI7)-(LIS);

(3) If U is a piecewise constant function, then for x > 0 sufficiently small, P (x)(U)
coincides with the solution to Cauchy problem (LI7)-(LI8]) by piecing together the Lax
solutions of Riemann problems determined by the jumps of U.
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Let
Up,=U, for y>by(z
Dh,z-cl{Uh(x,.); Up—U e (L' NBV)(R;R?)| w(=) } (4.12)

and V(Up)+KQ(U) < €
where cl denotes the closure in L'-topology, and V, Q are defined by
V(Un) = V1(Up) + Ky Va(Up) + KV (Up),

with constants K > 0, K, > 0, K. > 0 depending on K} in Lemma [A2] and K, in Lemma
3.2, and

Vi(Up) = Z{|ak| sy is the k — th physical wave in Uy}, for k=1,2,

V. .(Up) = Z {|wg| : wi is the changed angle at corner points Ay for k > 0},
k>[£]
and

QU = Z{\ai\]ﬁj] s both oy and Bj are physical approaching waves for i,j = 1,2}.

Due to [I, 1], and by Lemma and Lemma [A.2] we have the following proposition

for problem (L21)-(L22) and (LI2).

Proposition 4.2. Under assumptions (H1)-(H2), there exists a constant €; > 0 depend-
ing only on U such that if V' (0)] + T.VAb(-);R+} < €, then for any sufficiently small
h > 0, there exists a unique uniformly Lipschitz continuous map P (z, z():

Pr(z, () Dpay = Dhyw,  for all z, x> 0, (4.13)

whose trajectory Up(z,-) = Pu(x,x0)(Un(xh, ) € Ocser (U) are obtained as the limit v —

+o00 from (h,v)-approzimate solutions Uy, constructed via the wave front tracking scheme.
Moreover,

(i) for any x > 0 and Up(x,-) € Dhp, Ph(x, z)(Up(z,-)) = Up(x,-), and for all z > 2’ >
x> 0 and Up(z(, ) € Dpar

Pr(x, 20)(Un(2, ) = Pr(x,2") o Pr(a’, 20) (Un(xp, -)); (4.14)
(i) for any 2" > 2’ > x4 > 0, Up(2q,*) € Dpay, and Viy (20, °) € D gy,
th(xlv wé))(Uh(.’ﬂ{), ) — Ph/(xuv z0) (Vi (1"0, '))HLl((—oo,IAJh(m”)))
(4.15)
< L<|33/ - $I/| + [|Un (20, ) — Vh’(l"(), ‘)HLl((foo,Bh(%))) + Hb;z - b;z'||L1(R+)>,

where by, = max{bp, by }, and the positive constants C5 and L depend only on U;
(ili) for any zg, x € [z, 2p11) with @ > 2 and Up (20, ) € Dy g s P, 20)(Un (g, -)) is
obtained by piecing all the Riemann solutions (3.2)) and ([B.19) together, respectively.

Based on the Proposition 4.2, we can further deduce that

Proposition 4.3. Under assumptions (H1)-(H2), there exists a constant € € (0,€})
depending only on U such that if |b'(0)| + T.VAV(-);R+} < € for e € (0,€5), then there
exists a unique uniformly Lipschitz continuous map P(z,x() : Dmé +— Dy for x >z > 0,
which satisfies:
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(1) there exists a subsequence {Pp, (z,2()}{25 given in Proposition for hy with
hiy — 0 as k — oo, such that Py, (z,2)(U(z(,-)) converges to P(z,xp)(U(zf,-)) in
LY ((—00,b(x))) as k — +oo for any U(xy, ") € Dy

(2) U(x,-) = P(z,0)(Up(+)) is the unique entropy solution to the initial-boundary value
problem (L21))-(L.22) and (LI2]) by the modified wave front tracking scheme;

(3) P(z,z)(U(z,-)) =U(z,-) for U(z,-) € Dy, and for all z > 2’ > a, > 0

P(x,x0)(U(xy, ) = Plx,2') o P(z’,2)(U(xy, ), forall Ulxg,-) € Dy (4.16)

(4) if P and D, are the map and domain corresponding to boundary function b(z) with
b(0) = b(0), then for any =" > 2’ > 2f, > 0 and U(xg, ") € Dy,

[P ) (@ (. )) — P, ah) O, Wl ooy
- ~ (4.17)
< L<|$I - $I/| + HU(@"{), ) - U($6, ')HLI((fooj,(mé))) + ||bl - bl||L1(R+)>a

where b = max{b, l~)} and the constant L depends only on U.

Remark 4.3. When Uy — U is compactly supported, the study of the initial-boundary
value problem (L2I)-(L22)) and (LI2) is equivalent to the study of the Cauchy problem
([C21)-C22). So similarly as done in Remark[{.2, we can also construct an approximate
solution UY to Cauchy problem (L2I)-(L22) via the wave front tracking scheme with its
Jumps being denoted by J(UY) = SURUNP. Then, under the assumptions given in
Proposition we know that v-approximate solution UY satisfies

SUp U = Ul| oy + TVAU" (2, )3 R} < o0,
x>0

and

HUV(mI7.)_Uy(xl/’.)HLl(R) < Csla’ —2"|, for 2',2" >0.

Both the strength of each rarefaction front and the total strength of nonphysical waves
m UY are small, i.e.,
max |a| < Cyv! and Z la] < Cy277,
aER
aeNP
where constants Cs > 0 and Cy > 0 depend only on U and a,. Therefore, there exists a
Ue€ (L}, NBV)(Ry xR) such that

loc
U”(z,) = U(x,), in Li.(RyxR), as v— +oo,
where U is the entropy solution of problem (L2IN)-({L22)). Moreover, by Theorem 7.1 in
[16], we can further have that U(z,y) satisfies
T.VAU(z, );R} < Csz2,

where constant Cs > 0 depends only on U and G-

5. L' DIFFERENCE ESTIMATES BETWEEN SOLUTIONS TO PROBLEM ([LI7)-(LI9) AND TO

PROBLEM (LL.21)-(L.22) anD (L.I2)

In this section, we will establish the L! difference between the entropy solutions to

initial-boundary value problem (LI7)-(TI9]) and to problem (L2I)-(I22) and (II2]) for

the initial data Uy without (or with) compact support. To make it, we will first consider
the local L' difference estimate and then the global L' difference estimate between the
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le (x,y). Then, we pass the

trajectory of Pp(x,0)(U§ (y)) and the approximate solution U ,g
limit h — 0 and v — 4-o0.

5.1. Local L' differences estimate between the approximate solution U,STZ (z,9)

and the trajectory P (z,0)(U}(y)). Let us consider the approximate solution U,(LT) to

v

the initial-boundary value problem (LIT7)-(LI9). First, assume that there is only one
jump point at (s,ys) away from the boundary when x = ¢, that is, if

Up = U;(LTV) (S,yr—), Ur= U;E,T,Z(thL), (5.1)
then
; Ur, y>uyr,
Uiia(sw) = (52)
UL’ Yy <yr-

Lemma 5.1. Assume U}(:V) (s) is a piecewise constant function defined as in (5.2) with

UL,Ur € Onin{cyey,cse13(U) for 7 € (0,75). Let Pp, be the uniformly Lipschtiz continuous

map given by Proposition[{-3. Let A be a fived constant satisfying X > max{\;(UT) 72), \;(U)}

for all U™, U € Opincyes ey (U), T € (0,75) and j = 1,2.
Denote

Ur, ¥ >Y1+ Yoy

. (5.3)
Ur, Y < Yr + Yoy, S,

oo~
where |Yq, | < X for k =1,2. Then, for sufficiently small s > 0,
(1) if Uy, and Up are connected by a kth-shock wave ay € S(T), (k = 1,2), that is,
Ur = ®x(ay; U, 72) for ay < 0, and if [¢a, — Sklag, )| < 277,(k = 1,2), then

y1+5\s
[P+ 500D UG+ s )ldy < Culenl (4275, (B
Yr—As
where Sk(ozk, 72) is the speed of the kth-shock wave;

(2) if Uz, and Ug are connected by a kth-rarefaction front ay € R(T), (k =1,2), that is,
Ur = ®x(ay; Uy, %) for a > 0, and if |, — \e(Ur, 72)| < 277,(k = 1,2), then

y1+5\s
/ | Pule+ s Q) ~ U + 9)|dy < Cu(7 + v 427 e, (5:5)
Yr—As
where A\, (Ug, 72) is the speed of the kth-rarefaction front;

(3) if Uy, and Up are connected by a non-physical wave ayxp € NP that is, axp =
|Ur — Up| with speed A, then

yr+Ah
/ CPule + 5, 9UT)) — UL + 5)|dy < Caanps. (5.6)
yr—Ah

Here, constant C4 > 0 depends only on U and as, but not on 7, h, v.

Proof. (1) Without loss of the generality, we assume k = 1, because the case k = 2 can be
dealt with in the same way. From Proposition [4.2] we know that Py (s + s,¢)(U. f(LTB (s,v))
is the approximate solution at x = ¢ + s obtained by Riemann solver with Riemann data

U, and Upg, which can be derived by
®(B1, B2; UL) = ®1(ar; Ur, 7°). (5.7)
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Then, by Proposition B, equation (5.7) admits a unique solution £}, such that
01 =1+ 0(1)’041‘7'2, By = O(l)‘Oﬂ’TQ, (5.8)

where 81 < 0 for 7 and «; being sufficiently small.

s
Ur y:y[+5\8
B2
(gayl) UM
oy
B
Ur .
Y=y — As
=g r=¢+s

FIG. 5.6. Comparison of Riemann solvers for o € S(7)

As shown in Fig[5.6] let Uy be the middle state of the Riemann solution Pp(s +
s,y)(U,ETg(g,y)). By Lemma B} relation (34) holds. Let Sj(a1,72) and Si(B1) be the
speeds of the shock fronts aq and (31, respectively. From Lemma 3.1 we have

. 081 (aq, 2 1
Si(aq,7?) =\ (UL, ), (o, 77) = =VoM(Ur,7) - r1(UL, 7%) =1,
a1=0 8041 0 2
a1=
and
. oS 1
51(,31) = )\1(UL), 1(/81) = —VU)\l(UL) . ’l"l(UL) =1.
B1=0 851 2
B1=0
Thus, by the Taylor formula and (5.8]), we obtain
. . . S
1B — Silan, ) = i)+ 25O 5 4 o1
B1=0 01 B1=0
. dS1 (g, 72)
9 1o, 2
- e A SR 1
(Sitan |+ 200 o )at) 59

=M (UL) = M(Up,72) + %(ﬁl —a1) + 0 (1 — a1)? + O(1) |81
= O(l)(l + |a1|)7'2,

where we have used the fact that Ay (Up, 72)

= )\1(UL).

=0
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So, we have

yr+As ) ()
[ P+ s — U sy
Yyr—

min{y;+81(81)s,y1+9a; s} ) )
/ 1Pas + 5. 9)UT (6, ) = U + 5, )| dy
Y

« N Nz
1—AS

max{yr+S1(81)8,yr+7a; s} (5.10)
-/

P(s + 5, )(U) (s, ) = U (s + s, -)|dy

Vv sV

min{y;+81(81)8,yr+a, s}
yreh () ()
4 / | Pa(s + 5, (U, ) = U(s + 5, )ldy
max{yr+S1(61)s,y1+Ya; S}
= I+ 15+ 13
Obviously, I = 0. For the second term I¢, by Lemma B.I], we get either
I < |S(B1) = You | |[Um — Uils

< (\31(51) — Si(ar, )] + [Si(ar, %) — Z‘/al(>|51|8
< O(1)<(1 + |eu]) 72 + 2‘”) (1+01)7)|aus

< O(l)\al\(T2 +27")s,
or

1§ < |S(B1) = Yu ||Ur — ULl
<0(1) ((1 +laal) 7 + 2—V) s
< O()]ay|(T* +27Y)s.
For I'Y, by Lemma [3.I] again, we obtain
I§ < O(1)|Uy — Ugls < O(1)|ay|72s.

Therefore, estimate (5.3) holds by combing the estimates on I, I¢, and Ig, for T
sufficiently small.

(2) Without loss of the generality, we only consider the case k = 1 again. Similar to
(1) in (B7)-(.8), by Lemma Bl we can get §;,(j = 1,2) of Riemann solution P (s +
s,g)(U}(LTV) (s,y)), satisfying (5.8]) with 51 > 0.

Let Ups be the middle state of the Riemann solution Py (s + s, g)(U,STlZ (¢,y)) satisfying
B4) in Lemma B3Il Then

M(Un) = M(U) + (Vo - m)(Ur)pr +O0(1) 57 = M (Ur) + 1 + O(1)57,

and

M (Ur,7) = M (Ur,7%) + a1 + O(1)}.
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Thus,
M(Unr) = M (Ur,7%) = M(UL) = M (U, 72) + B1 —
+O0(1)(B1 — a1)? + 0(1) |1 *7? (5.11)
= O0(1) (1 + |au )7
and

M(Ug, ™) = M(UL) = M (UL, 7) = M(UL) + a1 + O(1)ai = O(1) (a1 +7°),  (5.12)

where we used the fact that )\1(UL,7'2)|T:0 =\ (Up).
As done in (5.10), we can rewrite fygi’jji: |Pr(s + S,C)(U,ST) (¢,7) — U,STZ (¢ +s,+)|dy into

N4

the summations of three terms. That is
e (") (")
/ P+ 5, 9)U () = Uy (s + 5,0 dy = I + I + I - (5.13)
yr—Ah
First, by (5.8]), we have
min{y1+yalsvy1+)‘1 (UL)S} (T) (7_)
I, = / ) Pr(s +5,9)(Uy ) (s,) = Uy (s +5,-)|dy = 0,
Ya—AS
and
yr+hs (7) (7)
I’”i/ {’Ph(g—{—s,g)(Uhy(g’-))—Uhy(g—i-S,-){dy
max{yr+va; $,y1+ 1 (Unr)s} 7 7
< O(W)NUy — Ugls
< 0(1)|B2] < O(1)]euy| 7>

Next, the second term I7, that is

IP(s + 5, UM, ) = UM< + 5, )| dy,

v

, max{yr+gaq $,y1+ 1 (Uns)s}
= |
min{yr+ga; s,yr+71(Ur)s}

will be considered by three cases.
Case 1: Yo, > M (Unr) (see Fig. B1). By Proposition 4] estimate (5.11]), and the

properties of rarefaction waves 31, we have

y1+ya18
o= [T [Puts+ s W) ~ Ul + 5.0l dy
yr+ 1 (Ur)s
<o = M(UL)|IUL — Unmls
< 0)(|MUr ™) = ML) +27) B1ls

<o) (P +vt+27) s
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S
Ur y:yf—j\s
B2
o1
U, p1
y=yr— s
r =g r=¢+s

FIG. 5.7. Comparison of Riemann solvers for a; € R(") and ga, > A1 (Un)

Case 2: M (UL) < Yoy < M (Upr) (see Fig. 6.8). By estimate (5.12]), Proposition E.T],
and the properties of rarefaction waves 31, we have

y [ ™) ™)
= [ Pas + 5, 9O ) ~ UDGs + 5.y
Yy

+X1(UL)s
yr+A1(Un)s Yr+iaq s ) )
- / +/ ‘Ph(§+5’g)(Uh,u(g’y)) _Uh,y(g_}—s’y){dy
Yr+yaq s yr+A1(Ur)s

< Yoy — MUL)|Un — ULls + oy — M (Un)||Ur — UL|s
< [M(Ug, 7) = M(Up)||B1]s + M (Ugr, 7) = M(Un)llaas + O(1)277 (|81 + |aa]) s

< O(l)(7'2 +vt 4 27 |a]s.

Case 3: Yo, < M(Ur) (see Fig. B9)). By Proposition A1l estimate (G.IT]), and the
properties of rarefaction waves 8 again, we have

y1+>\1(UM)S (T) (T)
I = / 1Puls + 5, U6, ) = U s + 5, |dy
Y

1+Yay S v
< MM = | (U = ULl + U = Us)) s
< O(l)(Pq(UM) — M (Ur, ™) + zfv) (loa + |B1])s
< 0(1)(7'2 + 27”) la|s.

Combing all these three cases altogether, we have I, < O(1)(72 + v~ + 277)|ay|s.
Hence, with the estimates on I7,, I7, and I, we can get estimate (5.3]).
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Ur y:yl+;\3
B2
aq
b1
UL
y=yr— M
r =g r=¢—+s

Fic. 5.8. Comparison of Riemann solvers for aq € R and M(UL) <
yal < >\1(UM)

= —1—5\3
U Yy=yI
B2
(91/1) UM

b1
Ur “ )
Y=yr— As

r=g r=¢+s

FIG. 5.9. Comparison of Riemann solvers for a; € R(") and g, < A\ (Ur)

(3) The front in U,STZ (¢ + s,y) is a non-physical wave ayp. In this case, as shown in

Fig. .10 the solution of Riemann problem P (s + s,¢)(U. IET) (s,y)) satisfies

ayp = |Ug —UL|, and Ug=®(b1,p2UL).
So, by Proposition Bl we can further obtain

Bj =01)anp, j=1,2. (5.14)
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Denoted the middle state of Pp(s + s,g)(U}(lTV) (s,y)) as Upsr. Then, by Proposition
and (B.14)), we get
s ™) ")
[ PG s U6 ) ~ U+ . dy
Y

1—As

< O()(JUg = Up| + U — Uy )

< O(1) (Jau| + fjw)s
k=1

< O(1)]aq]s.
s
Ur QNP
(S v1) Uws ”
A1
UL y=yr — s
r =g r=q¢+s

Fia. 5.10. Comparison of the Riemann solvers for ayp € NP
It completes the proof of this proposition. O

As a corollary, we consider the case that U }(lTV) has more than one discontinuities.

Corollary 5.1. Let U(Ty)(g,y) be a piecewise constant function defined in (BI) with
UL, Un,Up,Ur € Omin{cleg,cgq}(g) for 7 € (0,75). Let Py, be the uniformly Lip-
schtiz continuous map given by Proposition [{.3 Let X\ be a fized constant satisfying
A > max{\; (U™, 72), X;(U)} for allUT, U € Opingcres, cnery (U), 7 € (0,75) and j = 1,2.

Denotes
UR, Yy >yr + 5\85

Ur, YT+ Uans < Y < Y1+ As,

UV (s +5,9) = (5.15)

Uv,  yr+9as <y <Yr+ Yo s,

Ur, Y <Y1+ Ya s,
where |q, | < A, (k =1,2). Then, for sufficiently small s > 0, if Ur, Upr are connected
by 1th-shock wave oy € SfT) (or 1th-rarefaction front oy € RY)), and Ups, Ugr are con-
nected by 2th-shock wave ag € SéT) (or 2th-rarefaction front as € Rg)), and Ug, Ug
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are connected by non-physical wave front app € NPT for [, — Si(ay, 72)| < 277 (or
|ya1 - )‘1(UM’72)| < 2_1/)’ and |ya2 - 82(042,7'2” <27 (OT |ya2 - >‘2(URa7_2)| < 2_1/)’
then

yrhs (7) (7)
/ Pals + 5,9 U6) — U (s + )| dy
yr—ds (5.16)

< C’5<(7’2 +r 7 4+ 2_”) (|a1| + |a2|) + oz/\/p)s,

where Sy (a1, 72) (or \(Uns,72)) and Sa(an, 72) (or M\o(Ug, 72)) are the speeds of the 1th-
shock wave (or 1th-rarefaction front) and the 2th-shock wave (or 2th-rarefaction front),
and the X is the speed of the non-physical wave. Here, the constants C1 > 0, C3 > 0 are
given by Proposition [{.1] and [{.3, respectively, and constant Cs > 0 depends only on U
and as, but not on T, h,v.

Now, we turn to the comparison between the Riemann solutions with the boundary. We
first consider the location near the approximate boundary I'p, but away from the corner

™) of the initial-boundary value problem (LI7)-(LI9)

1%
has only one front y,, with strength a;, coming from corner point Ay = (zy,by) with

wi = Ok — Oy for k > 0. Let (¢,yp) be a point on the front y,, away from Aj. Set

point. Assume the approximate U, ,(L

Up = (pr.v)" = U Nsyp—), Us = (pp.op)T = U5 us+), (5.17)
with
(1 + TQUL,UL) -ng =0, (1 + TZUB,UB) ‘ng1 =0, (5.18)
where ny = (sin(0y), — cos(x)), (k > 0) and u; = u;(p;,v;,7%),(j = L, B), are given by
relation (LI3).
Define

Ug,  yB <y <bn(s),
7),B
Ui () = { 5y (519)

Then, we have

Lemma 5.2. Let U}ETV)’B(g,y) be a piecewise constant function defined in (BI9) with

Upr,Up € Omin{clgg,c?,q}(g) satisfying (BI8) for 7 € (0,75). Let Py, be a uniformly
;ipschtiz continuous map obtained by Proposition [{.2. Let \ be a fixed constant with
A > max{\; (UM, 72), \;(U)} for allUT, U € Oingcyes cuery(U), T € (0,75) and j = 1,2.

Denotes

(5.20)

U(T)’B(g—{—s’y): UBa ?/B+Z)a15<y<bh(§+5),
o UL7 y<yp-+ yoqsa

where |Ja, | < \. Then, for sufficiently small s > 0,
(1b) if wg = Ox41 — Ok < 0, that is, Uz, and Up are connected by 1-shock wave ay € SY
with Ug = (131(041; UL,T2) for ary < 0 and \y'al — 81(041,7'2)’ < 27, then

)

votAs (r).B (r).B >
/ ‘lph(g—i_87§)(Z’Jh7y7 (§7')) - Z’J}hy7 (§+S,)‘dy < 05’“)]6’(7- +27V)7 (521)
Y

B—As

where S; (o, 72) is the speed of the 1th-shock wave,



32 JIE KUANG, WEI XIANG, AND YONGQIAN ZHANG

(2b) if wg = Oky1 — O > 0, that is, Uy, and Up are connected by lth-rarefaction front
ay € R\ with Up = &, (a; Uy, 72) for a1 > 0 and |, — M (Us, 72)| < 277, then

yp+hs (), (), >, 1
/ |Pr(s +5,9)(U, 0" (<) = U7 (s + s)|dy < Cslwg| (72 + v +27%)s, (5.22)
Yy

B—As v v
where \1(Ug, 72) is the speed of the 1th-rarefaction front. Here, constant C5 > 0 depends
only on U and a,, but not on 7, h,v.

Proof. For (1b), according to the construction of P, with the help of the Proposition B.1]
the solution Py (s + s, g)(U,STg’B(g)) can be solved from the equation

®(B1, B2; Up) = @1(ar; Up, 72),

which admits a unique C2 solutions 31, B2 with respect to aq, 72, satisfying estimates (3.7)).
Then, we can follow the argument if the proof of Lemma [5.1] to have

yB+As
/ o Pater 5, QU )) = U (4 5, dy < O] (7 +27),
YB—AS
where constant O(1) depends only on U and an,. Moreover, by (B.I8]), it follows from
Lemma that |a1] = O(1)|wg| for a constant O(1) depending only on U and as. So
combing them together, we can get (B.2I]) for case of shock front.
In the same way, we can also show the estimate (5.22]) for (2b). O

Next, let us consider the comparison of two approximate solutions U,STB to problem

(CLI7)-(CI19) and Uy, to problem (L2I)-(L22) and (LI2)), respectively, with the jump at

the corner point Ay = (z, bx) for k£ > 0. Denote

Up = (prvn)" = U (ansbi=), U = (05 05T = U (@wbe), (5,23
and
Up = (,OB,UB)T = Uhvy(xk,bk), (5.24)
where
(1+7%up,vp) -0 =0, (1+ TQUg),vg)) ‘ng1 =0, vp=tanb,q, (5.25)
ur, = ur(pr,vr, 72) and ug) = ug) (pg), Ug),TQ) are given by ((LI3), and n; = (sin 0, — cos 6;)
for j =k, k+1.
Define
p . UB’ Yy = bk’
Uy (w0, y) = (5.26)
’ U,  y<b.
Then, we have
(r).B

Lemma 5.3. Let approximate solution U, " (z1,y) be a piecewise constant function de-
fined by (5.20) satisfying (5.28) with UL,UB € Omin{clsg,()gq}(g) for T € (0,75). Let Py,
be a uniformly Lipschitz continuous map given by Proposition[{.3, and A be a fixed constant
satisfying X > max{\; (U, 72),\;(U)} for all UM, U € Omin{cie,05e:3(U), 7 € (0,77)
and j =1,2. Denote

Ug), bk + Yoy 8 < Y < by + tan(fx11)s,

. (5.27)
Ur, Yy < b + Yoy S,

U8 et 5.3) = {
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where |a,| < X. Then, for sufficiently small s > 0,
(lc) if wy = Og+1 — Ok < 0, that is, Ur and Ug) are connected by 1th-shock wave
oy € SY), with U](3T) = ®y(a1;Up,72) for a; < 0 and [ga, — Sl(a1,72)| < 27%, then

bk+tan(9k+1)s
/ | Pr(w + s, xk)(U,ET)’B(xk, y)) — U;ETV)’B(% +5,y)|dy
b

vV

ka\s (5.28)
< 06<(1 + wi]) 7 + (Jwi| + 7'2)2_”>s,
where S;(aq,72) is the speed of the 1-shock wave;

(2¢) if wg = Ogr1 — O > 0, that is, Uy, and U g) are connected by 1th-rarefaction front
ag € RgT) with Ug) = ®1(aq;Up, 72) for ag > 0 and |¢a, — )\1(Ug),7'2)| < 27%, then

brp+tan(0x11)s (7). B (+),B
/ A Pu(wn + 5, ) U (@0,9)) — UTDE (@ + 5,)|dy
br—As (5.29)

< Co((1+ lwrl) 7 + (lwnl + ) 07! +27))s,
where )\1(Ug),7'2) is the speed of the 1-rarefaction front. Here, constant Cg > 0 depends

only on U and as, but does not on 7, h, v.

Proof. From the construction, Py (s + s,¢)(U, ,STV)’B(xk)) near boundary I'y, ;; satisfies

1+ 22 (8 U1) = P (ag; UL, 72). (5.30)
According to Proposition B4 equation (5.30) admits a unique solution £; (a1, 72) near
a1 =7 =0and U, = U with
51 = a1 + 0(1)(1 + |a1|)7'2.

By Lemma B2 we have a; = Cwy, with C' > 0 depending only on U and aeo. So, a1 < 0
(or a; > 0) which is a shock front (or rarefaction front) if wy < 0 (or wy > 0), and it also
implies that 81 < 0 (or 51 > 0) for 7 > 0 sufficiently small.

Ay,
Ak Uy QAk-H
BN 31
U\ a1
A
Tp—1 Tk Tk+1

FiGg. 5.11. Case w;, <0

e Case (1¢): wg < 0. As shown above, we know that both «y and 1 are shock fronts
(see Fig. B.11)). Denoted by S1(/51) the speed of the 1-shock 1. Then, we rewrite the left
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hand of (5.28) as

br+tan(0x11)s (r).B ().B
L a5 @ ) = U o+ b
N

| Po(i + 5,2) (U2 (@ y)) — UL (@ + 5,9)|dy

sV

/min {bk +Yoq s,bk+31 (B1 )5}
bi—As

max{bk+yals,bk+$1(51)8} - -
+ | P + 5,20 (U (@) — UL (2 + 5,)|dy
min {bk+3'/a1 8,bk+S1 (51)5}

b +tan(0x11)s (1), B (+),B

+ / [ Palen+ s, O (@) — U G + s, 9)|dy
max{bk+yals,bk+81(51)s}

Obviously, Bg = 0. For BY', we have

Bg, < |U1(9T) — Ugls = |®1(a1; Up, 7%) — ®(B1; UL) |s.

Let Fp(ai,72) = ®1(a1; U, 7%) — ®(B1; UL). Notice that Fg(ai,0) = Fp(0,0) = 0 and
F5(0,72) = O(1)72. Then

fB(Oél,Tz) = 0(1)(1 + ‘041’)7'2 = 0(1)(1 + ‘wk)’TQ.
Therefore,
BE < O1)(1 + |wg)T?s.
Finally, let us consider Bgl. Via the argument as done in the proof of Lemma [5.1]
Si1(B1) — Si(ar,7) = O(1) (1 + |aa|) 7 = O(1) (1 + |wy]) 72 (5.31)

If 4o, > S1(B1), by (5:31) and the estimates on 81 and ay, we get

bk+ya18 T T
Bs, = / . P+ 5,20) (U (@ 9) = ULTYP (@ + 5.9)|dy
br+S1(81)s

< oy — S1(B)||UB — ULs
< (‘51(51) — Si(en, )| + 27”) |®(B1;UL) — ULls
< O()((1+|wi)r +0(1)2™) ) 3]s

< O()(funlr + 27 (jw] + 7)) .
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If g, < S1(B1), by (5:31) and the estimate on aq, we have
br+S1(B1)
BY, = /b | Pr(ar + 5,20 (UL (@, y) — USYE (2 + 5,9)|dy
k+ya15

< oy — S1(B)I|UY — Urs
< <‘81(,81 31 Oél, |—}—2 >|‘1>(041;UL,7'2)—UL|5
< 0(1)(|wk|7'2 + 2_”|wk|)s.

So we obtain Bg < O(l)(|wk|7'2 + 277 (|wg| + 7'2))5. Hence, we can obtain estimate

(B28) by choosing a constant Cg > 0 depending only on U and as. This completes the

proof for this case.
e Case (2¢): wg > 0. In this case, it follows from Lemma and Proposition 3.4] that

a; > 0,61 > 0 (see Figs. below). So both are rarefaction fronts. Then
br+tan(0x41)s
T),B T),B
[ Pt s o)) ) - U o+ )l dy
brp—As

7)

min {bk+ya137bk+>‘l(UL)s} r
- [Par+ 5,2 (U @r) = UL (o + 5.9)|dy

k*j\s
max {bk+yals,bk+A1(UB)s} (7). B (1),B
+ ‘Ph(xk + s, xk)(Uh’y’ (zk,y)) — U,W’ (xg + s, y)!dy
min {karyals,kar)q(UL)s}
Similarly as the proof done for case (1c), we can show that

B, + By, < O01)|@1(B1;UL) — @1(ar; U, 72)| = 1+ w72
Finally, for BRl’ we have
AM(UB) = MU 72) = A (D1(B1:UL)) — M (@1 (a1; Uy, 72),72)
=M (UL) = M(Ur, 7))+ 0(1)(B1 — 1) (5.32)
= O(1)(1 + |wi|)7?

and

MU 72 = M (UL) = M(®1(ar; U, 72),72) = M (Uz) = O(1) (Jwr| +72). (5.33)
If 9o, < A1 (UpL), then

be+X

B, = ) |Pr(zp + s, @ WU B (4, y)) — U B (2 + 5 )|d

R1 - h\ Tk » L)V ks Y hy k »Y)|ay
kTYay S

< P‘l(UB) - yquUB - Ug)‘s
< (‘Al(UB — MUY )| +27 >\@1(51;UL)—@1(041;UL,7'2)‘8

< O(l)((l + |wr )72 + 2*”)(1 + Jwg|)T2s
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ey y %Ak—i-l

Up
(T 51

Ur

aq

Lk—1 Lk Lk+1
Fi1G. 5.12. Case wi > 0 and 9o, < M (UL)

A
Ak;fl A % k+1

Ug
B1

673
UL

Th—1 Tk Tk+1
F1a. 5.13. Case wi > 0 and A\ (UL) < ¥oy < A1 (Up)
If M(UL) < Yoy < M(Us), then

B br+A1(UB) "P ( n U(T)’B _ U(’T’)7B d
R1 W\ Tk 87'%'16)( h,v (wlmy)) h,v (I'k—i-s,y)‘ Yy
bk+)\1(UL)s

bk-f—yals br+A1 (UB)S (T) B (T) B
_ / + / [P + 5, 2) (U2 () — U ( + 5,)|dy
br+A1(Ur)s b +Joq s

< Jior = MUL|UB = Uls + |\ (Up) = i [|Us — UL |5
= [y — M(UL)||®1(815:UL) = Uss + |\ (UB) = Gy | |21 (815 UL) — ®1(c1; U, 7%) |5
<OW)(IMUE.7) = U181+ MU, ) = M(Up)|a |7 s
+277(|B1] + Jaa|7?) s
< (0()(Jaul + 72) (Jour] + O(M)(1 + a1 )72) + O(1)(1 + e ) |7*) s
+2_”(|041|+0 (1 + |aa])7?)s
(

OM) (1 + wi)7* + (v + 27") (|lwi| + 7)) 5,
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where we have used (£I0) for the rarefaction front in Proposition [41]

%Ak—i-l

a1

Ap_q

A

Tl—1 Tk Tr4+1

Fi1G. 5.14. Case wi > 0 and o, > M (Up)

If yal > )\1(UB), then

kar:l]alS T T
By, = / |Pr(r + 5, 20)(UL) (@nyy) — UV (o + 5,9)|dy
br+A1(Ur)s

< |9y — A(UL)||UB — Utls
= oy — MU, 73 + M (UG, 72) = M (UL)||@1(81, UL) — U|s
<oM)(IMUG,72) = MU +27) |61

< (O(1)(Jwg| +72) +27) (Jwg| + OQ) (1 + |wi|)7?)s.

Here, we also use estimate (£I0) for the rarefaction front in Proposition 411 We thus
obtain

B, < OM)((1+ |w))7* + (71 +27") (Jwi| + 7%))s.

Therefore, we can choose a constant Cg > 0 depending only on U and as so that
estimate (5.:29) holds. This completes the proof of case (2c). O

We are now ready to establish the following L' difference estimate between the Riemann
(7)
solvers Py, (s + s, z)(U,

14

(s,y)) and the approximate solution U}ETV) (¢ + s,y) for any ¢ > 0.

Proposition 5.1. Let Uh’TB (z,y) be the approximate solution to the initial-boundary value

problem (LIT7)-(LI9) with approzimate boundary y = bp(zx). Assume the initial data

Ug (y) satisfies the properties in Proposition [{.1], and there is no wave interaction on the

line x = ¢ and no wave reflection at (s,bp(s)) for some ¢ > 0. Let Py, be the uniformly
Lipschitz continuous map given by Proposition [{.2 Then,
th(g +s, x)(U}(LTV) (ga )) - U]S:B(g + s, ')HLl((foo,bh(ngs)))

(5.34)

<0(1) ((T.V.{UO(-);I} + [V (0)] + T VAV (); R, } + 1) (FP+v 427+ 2”)3,

where constant O(1) depends only on U and a.
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Proof. Suppose the jumps of the U}ET) (c,-) are denoted as y3 > yo > - - -yy with y; <

v

br(s). Let S (or R()) be the set of indices a € {1,2,- - -, N} such that U,ET)(Q?/OA-)

14

14

Similarly, denote by AP(™) the set of indices o € {1,2,- -, N} such that U,ET) (S, Ya+) and

and U, ,ET) (s,ya—) are connected by a shock wave (or rarefaction front) with strength a.

v

U ,(LT) (¢,ya—) are connected by a non-physical front with strength app.

sV

Since U f(fg (x,-) has no wave interactions on the interval (¢, s+ s) and no wave reflection
at (x,bp(x)) for x € (5,5 + s), if ¢ satisfies ¢ > [;]h, then (¢, b,(<)) is not a corner point.
Hence, by Lemma [B.1], Corollary 5.1l and Lemma [5.2] for sufficiently small s > 0, we have

H,Ph(C + s, g)(U]STIB (C, )) - U}(zq,—lz (C + s, .)HLl((foo,bh(ngs)))

Yatn (7.) (7_)
= Z / ‘Ph(§+87§)(Uh,V(§7~))—Uh,y(§+5,.>|dy
a€SMURMUNP() Y Ya™T

brlst) ) ()
+ / IPals + 5, U, ) — UTs + 5, )| dy
Yy

1—1N

gO(l)(72+y_1+2_”)( Z |a|)s+0(1)( Z QNP)S+O(1)(T2+V_1+2_V)(Z|Wk|)8

aESTUR(M aENPE) k>0

<o(1) ((T.V.{U,S;’(c, 93 (=00, b(6)} + D' (O)] + VAV (SR }) (72 + 071 +27%) + 2)

<O (TVATCRT) +1F(O) + TVAV R ) (02 7 4 27) 427 ),

where k = [;], n = %minlgjgN,l {bh(g) — Y1, Yj —yj+1}, and constant O(1) depends only
on U and ax.
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If ¢ = [3]h, ¢ = a2} for k = [;]. So, by Lemma 5.1} Corollary 5.1 and Lemma [5.3]

th(‘rk +s, xk)(Uing('rk’ )) - U’ETIB(’T]“ + s, ')HLl((*oo,bh(szrs)))

Ya+n
= X[ P ks o) O ) - U+ 5,0y
aeSMURMUNP(T) VYT

bp (zr+s) ) )
+/ ’Ph('rk+sﬂg)(Uh,y($k")) _Uh,y(‘rk—"sﬂ')‘dy
bi—n

30(1>(T2+y*1+27”)( 3 |a|)s+0(1)( 3 owp)s

aeSTURM) aeNP)
+o<1>((l+ (St )7+ (el +Tz)<V1+QU)>S
<o(1) ((T.v.{U,5T3<<, s (=00, b))} + D' (O)] + VAV (SR }) (72 + 071 +27%) + 2”)8

+0(1) (1 + (Z |Wk|)) (T2 + vt +27)s

k>0

<0(1) ((T.V.{UO(-);I} FV(0)] + T.VAV () Ry} + 1) (P24 427) 4 QV) s,

where n = %minlgjgN,l {yj — yj+1}, and constant O(1) depends only on U and a.
It thus yields estimate (5.34]). O

5.2. Global L' difference estimates between the approximate solution U}(fy) (z,9)

and the trajectory Pp(x,0)(U§(y)). First, we will present several lemmas for the later
applications.

Lemma 5.4. Let W (x) : [0, X| — Dy, , be a Lipschitz continuous map with a finite number
of wave fronts for some X > 0. Assume that the boundary y = by(x) is a straight line and
any fronts of W do not interact with each other or hit the boundary when [t,z] C [0, X].
Then, for the map Py which is defined by Proposition [4.1],

[Pw(X, 2) (W (@) = Pu(X )V D] 11 (oo (x))

[Pu(s + R V) = W6 + Mllya oy, (5.35)
S

h )

T
S L/ limh_>0+
t

where Dy, , is given by Proposition [4.1], and constant L > 0 depends only on U.
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Proof. Consider a partition {#;}%_, of the interval [t,z]: t = T¢ < &1 < -+ < T = 7, and
let A = maxlgjgk{fcj - i’j—l}- Then,
[PACE @)W (@) = PaCEOMWE |11 o,

k

<Y Pu(X &) (W (#5-1)) = Pa(XED) W @ED) 1 sy (x))
j=1

M»

H,Ph X x])Ph(x]7xJ 1)(W('i'j—1)) - Ph(X7 'i'])(W('% ))HLl((—oo,bh(X)))
1

<.
Il

k
S LY ||Puldy, &-1)(W(E;-1)) - W@ L1 ((oon (i)
j=1

[P (@, 25-21) (W (Z5-1)) = WED 11— 21

<L — po (@j-1 — @)
]Z::l Tj-1 = T
Taking A — 0 in the above inequality, we can get estimate (G35). O

Next, let us consider more general case for boundary function by and W.

Lemma 5.5. Let W(z) : [0, X] — Dy, , be a Lipschitz continuous map for some X > 0
with finite number of wave fronts. Let boundary function by(x) be defined by (.2l)-(43).
Let Pp(x,x) : Ri X Dh% — Dy, be a uniformly Lipschitz continuous map given by
Proposition [{.2 Then,

[Pa(a, 0) (W (0)) = W (@)l 1 (oo

[Pa(s + 5 9 = WEs + )1 oumermy | (5.36)
S

T
S L/ 1ims*>0+
0

)

S

where domain Dy, , is given by Proposition [{.1, and constant L > 0 depends only on U.

Proof. Define

A= {x| at the "time” x, there are at least two wave fronts in W interacted or a wave

front hitting the boundary y = bh(az)}.

Obviously, the set A is finite. Let a € A for &k = 1,2, -1, satisfying a; < as < --- < q;.
For any € > 0, define

- . - € - € - € . + € - . X
HL2—-1 = A — 57, T2y = A T 57, L2041 = A.
) 2l7 2l7 +
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Then, we have
(| Pr(X,0)(W(0)) — W(X)HLl((foo,bh(X»)

2041

<3 Pu(X ) (W (Ek-1)) = Pa(X ) (W @) 1 oo ()
k=1

l
= Z th(X, jZk)(W(jZk)) - Ph(X, j216-1-1)(VV(SEQk—I—l))HLl((,oo,bh(X)))
k=0

l
+ Z th(X’ ij—l)(W(ij—l)) - Ph(X’ ij)(W(jzk))HLl((foo,bh(X)))
k=1

=J1 + Jo.

For J;, we further have
l

J1 < Z | Pr(X, Z2k11) © Pr(Zoks1: To) (W (Z2k)) — Pr(X, -%QkJrl)(W(i?kJrl))HLl((_OOJ)h(Xn)
k=0

!
< LZ | Pr(Zok41, Zor) (W (Zor)) — W(fzkﬂ)HLl((
k=0

—00,bp (Z2k+1)))

!
=L Z | Pr(Z2ks1, Tor) (W (E2k)) — Pr(Ers, 9~C2k+1)(W(5€2k+1))HL1((
k=0

—00,bp (T2k+1)))”

Since the fronts in W (z) do not interact with each other, or hit the boundary, or issue
from the corner points of the boundary, and since the boundary y = by (z) is straight in
[Zok, Tok+1], we can apply Lemma [5.T] to get that

Lo pamen [P+ 5 0) (W (1)) — W (u +
I < LZ/ 2k+1 H h(:u S :U’)( (M)) - (:U’ S)HLl((,OQbh(ﬂJrs))) dp.

k=0 " T2k

For the second term Js, we have

I
Jo = Z | Pr(X, Z2r) © Pr(Fak, Zor—1) (W (F2x-1)) — Pu(X, i“zk)(W(f%))HLl((,%bh(X)))
k=0

I
< LZ | Pr &k, Zok—1) (W (Z2k-1)) — W(iQk)HLI((
k=0

—00,bp (Z2k)))

I
< LZ | Pr &k, Zor—1) (W (Z2-1)) — W(iQk—l)HLl((
k=0

—00,bp, (Z2r))

l
+ L Z HW(ij—l) - W(ij)HLl((foo,bh(f%)))
k=0

= Jo1 + Joo.
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For J21,

I
Jo = L; | Pr(Z2k, Top—1) (W (Z2k—1)) — Ph(j%—l,jZk—l)(W(jZk—l))HLl((,OO’bh@%)D

l
<O() (o — Fop-1)

k=

=]

l
Joz < O(1) Y (Ea — Eap—1) < O(1)e.
k=0

Thus, we obtain that Jo < O(1)é. Finally, by combing the estimates on J; and Jo, and
by letting € — 0, we complete the proof of this lemma. O

By Lemma [5.5] we can get the global L' error estimate between the approximate solu-
tions U, f(fg and the trajectory of Pj, as follows.

Proposition 5.2. Let Py, be the uniformly Lipschitz continuous map. Let U,ET) (z,y) be

sV
the approzimate solution of initial-boundary value problem (LIT)-(LI9) with initial data
Ug (y) to the approzimate boundary y = by(x). Then

|| P (2, 0) (UG () — U/E,Tg(x’ ')HLl((foo,bh(:v)))
(5.37)
<0(1) ((T.V.{UO(-);I} + ' (0)] + T VAV (); R} + 1) (FPP4+vt+27Y) + 2_”>x,
where the constant O(1) depends only on U and ax.
Proof. By Proposition (.J] and Lemma [5.5] we have

[ Pa(,0)(UF () = Uy (x, Moot

r Pals 5, U ) = U + 8, |
<L / hmHmH b h, it (ootnern) de

S

< L/O”” O(1) ((T.V.{Uo(-);l} Y (0)| + TVAY () Ry} + 1) (240l 42 4 2_”>dg

<0(1) ((T.V.{Uo(-);I} + |V (0)| + T.VAY (); Ry} + 1) (FPP+vt+27) + 2”>x.

0

5.3. Proof of Theorem [I.1l Now, we are ready to prove Theorem [ Tlin this subsection.
We devide the proof into two steps.

Step 1. As shown in Proposition LIH43] for any given v € N4 and h > 0, we can
construct a global approximate solutions U ,ET) to problem ((LI7)-(LI9) and Uy, to problem

vV

(C21)-([T22) and (LI9), with initial data U} and approximate boundary y = bj(x). Let
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Py, be the uniformly Lipschitz continuous map generated by wave front tracking scheme to

problem (LI7)-(TI9). Let U™ and U be the entropy solutions to problem (LI7)-(LI%)
and problem (LZI)-(L22) and (LI9) with initial data Uy and boundary y = b(x). Then,
by the triangle inequality, we have

U () = U@, )| 1 (oo

< [0, ) = UD @)

vV

@) = Pa@ U (D 11 (—sopiony
+{[Pul, 0)(UF (1)) = Pala, 0)Uo ()| 11 (oo piay))

+{[Pulz, 0)(Uo () = P(@,0) (Vo ()| 11 (—o0pa)))-
Notice that, by Proposition [4.1] and Proposition [4.3], we have
U(T)( )= U (z,)), in LL(Q), as h—0, v— +oo,

(—o00,b(2)))

(5.38)

and
Pr(x,0)(Us(-)) = P(z,0)(Up(+)), in Ll((—oo,b(w))) =U(z,-) as h—0.

For the third term on the right hand of (538]), by Proposition [£.2] and estimates (4.4])-
#35), we can choose €* < min{ep, §} and 7" € (0,77) sufficiently small depending only
on U and aw, such that if 7 € (0,7*) and T.VA{Uy(-);Z} + [/ (0)| + T.VAV(-);Z} < € for

€ (0,€"),

H,Ph(mao)(U(l)j(')) Pr(,0)(Uo (") HLl ((—00,b(x)))

< ([P, 0/(UF () = Pula, 0) (Vo) 1o )
+ || Pn (2, 0)(UF (-) — Ph(%O)(UO('))HLl ((min{bp (@),b(z)} max{b(z)b(x)})
< LIUE () = Uo()ll 1z + || P, 0)(UF () UHLoo (—c0bn(z th ')HLoo(R”

+ th(x’o)(UO(')) - QHLoo((foo,bh(x)))th(') - b(')HLoo(R+)

— 0, as v — 400, h—0.
For the second term on the right hand side of (5.38]), by Proposition (5.2 we obtain

HU,ETB( *) = Pn(x,0)(Ug (-) HLI ((—o00,b(x)))
< [JT37) @, ) = Pal@ O TS )| 11 o o)
+ HU,EQ( ) = P, 0) UG O] 11 (min o () ) mi o () b))

<0(1) <(T.V.{U0(-);I} + [V (0)| + T VAV (); R, } + 1) (FPP+vt+27) + 2”>m

(102 = Ul ooy + 1PV UE ) = Ul o oo 18C) = 0O ey

~ 0(1) (T.V.{UO(-);I} FY(0)] + TVAV () Ry} + 1)3572

as v — +oo, h — 0.
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Take CF = O(1) (T.V.{Uo(-);I}+|b’(0)|+T.V.{b’(-);R+}+1) and choose €* > 0, 7% > 0
small, so that if Uy and b(x) satisfy (L.26]) for € € (0,€¢*) and 7 € (0,7*), then we can get
estimate (L27) by combining the above estimates together.

For estimate (28], we need only to control Hu(T) (x,-) — u(x, ')HLl((—oo,b(a:)))' By the
third equation in (L.I0), formula (LI3)), Proposition Il Proposition [4.3] and estimate
(L27), we can deduce that

(g, ) = .
[ (@) = (@, ] ooy

1 TN U
:iﬁﬁ4+¢“”%w”“‘<w4ma:0+7+ﬁfﬁg

L*((—o0,b(2)))

(™2 (T)yv=1_1
B 2(( . " 4 (Pw_)l)ago ) R |
B vty 2 (y—1)a2
1+ \/1 — 72 <(U(T))2 + %) (7 )aoo L1((—o00,b(z)))

<Cy

(7 = 20" = 0) (@) 11 ooy
< C’ikcl.%'Tz,

by choosing 7* > 0 and €* > 0 sufficiently small, where C’f depends only on U and an.
Taking C5 = (Cf +1)Cy, we can get estimate (L28]). This completes the proof of Theorem
I O

5.4. Proof of Theorem We are now going to prove Theorem Let us first
consider solutions UY” to the initial-boundary value problem (L34), and (IL33) with

initial data Ug) (0,y) = Uw,o(y), and solutions U, to the initial-boundary value problem

([C37), and (L36]) with initial data Uy, (0,y) = Uy o(y).
Because the perturbation U, o(y) — U,, is compactly supported, one only needs to
consider the problems governed by equations (L.34]); and (.37)),, respectively, with the

same initial data U, . To this end, let Ug)’y and U}, be the approximate solutions
to problems ([34]); and (L37), with the same initial data Uy, respectively, where the
properties as stated in Remarks [4.2H4.3] hold.

Let RET) be the standard Riemann semigroup generated by Cauchy problem for system
(I34)),, that is, problem

Equations ([L34),, in Q,N{zx >z}
U = Ul(T)7 on  Q,N{x =z},
has a unique solution U7 (z) = P (x — &)(Ul(ﬂ) for & > 4y,

Denote by O(1) the universal positive constant depending only on U, and an, through-
out this subsection. We claim that

1P () (UL ) = ULE+5,)lr < OW)s(TVAUL(E, )i RH +v71) +277), (5.39)

for s > 0 sufficiently small and & > /,,.
Suppose that U} (z,y) has only one jump at the point (&, yr). Let

UL = Ug(é-,y[—), UR = UZ(éayI_}—) (540)
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We define

Us(&,y) = (5.41)

Ur, Yy > I,
UL7 Yy <yr,

and define

UY(E+s,y) = Ur, Y > Y1+ Yoy, (5.42)
v ’ UL7 y<yr+ yaksa .

where aj, € SUR is the physical wave of the U}, ({+s,y) with speed g,, satisfying |yq,| < A
for k =1,2.

Then, by Remark [4.2] we know that P (& + s)(Uy(&,y)) is the approximate solution
at = £ 4+ s obtained by the Riemann solver with Riemann data Uy, and Ug, satisfying

O(B1, B2; UL, 7°) = Pplan; Up). (5.43)

Then, following the proof of Proposition B.Il we know that the solutions to equation

(E43) satisty
Bj = djrar + O()]ag|r®,  j, k=1or2, (5.44)

where 0, is the Kronecker symbol.
If Uy, and Ug are connected by non-physical wave ayp € NP with strength ayp =
|Ur, — Ug|, then we have

Bj = O(l)aNp, for j = 1,2. (5.45)

Then, following the proof of Lemma [B.I] and by estimates (5.44)-(5.45]), for s > 0
sufficiently small, we obtain

1P ()W (€ ) = Unl€ + 5, Ml 1y —ssn i)

< 0(1)((7'2 + v Y|ak| +anp)s.

(5.46)

Then by an induction argument, if U} (£ + s,y) contains more than one waves, by the
same way as done in the proof of Proposition 3.2 we get

JE— . 2 ) =
ﬁj—aj+0<1)(kzljz|ak|)7 +0M)ayp,  for j=1.2. (5.47)

Thus, by (5.47), we can derive

1P () U2 )) = Ub€+ 5, 110y —hsgr o)
(5.48)
< O(l)<(7'2 + v ) (Jar| + [az2l) + aNp>s.

Now, let us consider the more general case. Suppose that the jumps of UY (¢, ) locate
at —0o < yny < -+ < yz < y1 < +00 . Denoted by J(UY) = SURUNP the set of indices
a€{1,2,---, N} such that U} (§,ya+) and UY (&, yo—) are connected by a shock wave (or
rarefaction front) with strength «, or are connected by a non-physical front with strength
anyp. Take s > 0 sufficiently small so that there is no wave interaction on (£,§ + s) for
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UY. Then, by estimates (5.46]) and (5.48]), we obtain

1P ()€, ) = Us(€ + 5.l sy

= > PP EOWHED U+ 5 gnyosn
acJ(UY)

g0(1)(72+y71)( %:R]a\)s—i—O(l)( EA;P@NP)S

<O)s(TVAUL(E, SR + v~ +277),

where 7 = %minlstN—l {yj - yj+1}-
Therefore, via the semigroup formula for P,ET) as stated in [3, Theorem 2.9] and with
the estimate (5.39]), we can establish that for x > ¢,,,

1P (2 — L) (U (b, ) — UL, M w)

T 7)£T) U ) — Uv -
< L*/ lim inf ” (8)( w(g )) w(s +§ )”Ll(R)
¢ s—0+ S

dg (5.49)
< O(l)L*/ (T.V.{U;(g, VR 4+ + 2—”) dé.
Lo
From Remark and estimate (5.49), we derive that

1P (& = £) (U (b)) = Uno ()| 1
<P (@ — ) (U (b, ) = P (@ = ) (U (Cuory )| 1 ()
+ P (@ — L) (U (s ) = U (@, My + 10u(@, ) = Us(@, Miiw  (5.50)

< LU (Cw, ) = U (s, )l 1 ) + [U(, ) = U, )l L1 ()

+O0(1)L* / <T.V.{U{;(§, VR +v7h) + 2*“) de.
lw
Taking v — +o0 in (B.50), it follows from Remark [£.3] that

HP*T) (2 = lw) (Uw(lw, ) — Un(z, ')HLl(R) < 0(1)7'2 /; T.VA{Uy(&,"); R}

<om [ etae (5.51)
gw

1

<O(1)z272.
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On the other hand, under the assumptions in Theorem and in (L40), we can apply
Theorem [LT] for € > 0 and 7 > 0 sufficiently small, to get that

U (@, ) = P (@ — ) (U (2, )l 21 )
< 1P (& — £,) P (€0) (U (0,)) = P (& — ) (U (b, ) | 2 )
(5.52)
< L*|P(0,) (U (0,7)) = U (bws )l o1 gy

< O(1)ly, T2
Therefore, for € > 0 and 7 > 0 sufficiently small, it holds
10 (@) = U, )l < U (@) = P (@ = ) U, ) 12 s

+ P (@ = ) (U (b)) = U, Mlprmy  (5:53)

< O(1)lyr® +O0(1)z272.
Thus, by estimate (5.53)), we can further obtain for £, < z < O(r~!) that

sup (U (@) = U@, sy < OW)u” + O(1)7727% < O(1)r2.
Ly<z<O(T~1)
Then, by estimates (0.54]), and equations (L.34]), and (L37),, we can establish estimate
(L4T) by choosing constant C5 > 0 independent on 7 and ¢,,. This completes the proof
of Theorem O

(5.54)

APPENDIX A. REFLECTION OF WEAK WAVES ON THE BOUNDARY

In the appendix, we will state some results on the reflection of weak waves on the
boundary. In the following, we will use the notations given in Section 3.2. Let us first

T Z2

Fi1c. 1.15. Reflection of weak waves on the boundary for system (LI7])

consider the reflection of weak wave for system (LI7) on the boundary.

Lemma A.1. Let Ug)’f = ( g)’f,vg)’f)j—, Ung) = ( (LT),vg))T € Oy (U) be two constant
states near I'1 satisfying

Ugr)’_ = (132((12; UI(IT)J'Z); <(1 + Tzug)’_)avg%_) ‘g = O’ (Al)
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for 7 € (0,75), where u%)’ = ug) (pg) g)’_,TQ) through the relation (LI3)), where
n; = (sinfy, —cosby). Then, for constant state Ug)’Jr = (pg)’+,vg)’+)T € Oy (U) and
7 € (0,74) with

U =@ (B0l ), (4 ), 0 ) =0, (A2)
and ug)’+ = ug)’+(pg)’+,vg)’+,72) through relation (LI3), it holds that
B = Ky s, (A.3)
where KéT) is a C?-function of (a, 72, Ué )) satisfying
5

Bri=az=0, U—U = 1. (A4)

Proof. By (A.I) and (A.2)), we know that 31 can be solved as a C*-function of as, Ul 72

from the following equation

EB(OQ’BD (T)’ ) <1+7—2 o™ > gQ)(ﬁl;Ugr)?Tz)
(14 6P e U ) =0

Then, by the Taylor formula, we have estimate (A.3]). To estimate K éT), notice that

()
Kb e (m)_
B1=az=0, U; '=U

Doy L0z, B3 U 72)
05, L (02, 13 U, 72)

51=a2=0,U£T)=Q

(1+ 728a2ug)’_)<1>§2) (By; Ug),TQ) -1+ Tng)’Jr)@aQCI)gQ)(ag; Ug),7'2)
(14 T2ug)7_)351®§2) (B1; Ug),TQ) -1+ r2aﬁlug)’+)q>§2)(a2

() o
7UL y T ) ﬁlzagzo,Ugr):Q

=1.

This completes the proof of the lemma. O
Next, in the similar way as done in the proof of Lemma [A 1], we can establish a lemma
on the reflection of weak wave for system (L.2I]) on the boundary.

Lemma A.2. Let U = (pgz,vp)", UL = (pr,vr)' € Oy (U) be two constant states
satisfying that
UB? 2@1(542;UL), 1)]_; :tan(é?l).
Then, for the constant state Uj; € O, (U) with
UE = ‘131(,31; Ub), UE = tan(@l),

it holds that
p1 = Kpa, (A.5)
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nj

T Z2

F1G. 1.16. Reflection of weak wave on the boundary for the system (L21])

where Ky, is a C?-function of (ag,Ur) satisfying
Ky gy—an=0, U,=U = 1. (A.6)
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