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LOW REGULARITY OF SELF-SIMILAR SOLUTIONS
OF TWO-DIMENSIONAL RIEMANN PROBLEMS WITH SHOCKS
FOR THE ISENTROPIC EULER SYSTEM

GUI-QIANG G. CHEN, MIKHAIL FELDMAN, AND WEI XIANG

ABSTRACT. We are concerned with the low regularity of self-similar solutions of two-dimensional
Riemann problems for the isentropic Euler system. We establish a general framework for the
analysis of the local regularity of such solutions for a class of two-dimensional Riemann problems
for the isentropic Euler system, which includes the regular shock reflection problem, the Prandtl
reflection problem, the Lighthill diffraction problem, and the four-shock Riemann problem. We
prove that it is not possible that both the density and the velocity are in H' in the subsonic
domain for the self-similar solutions of these problems in general. This indicates that the
self-similar solutions of the Riemann problems with shocks for the isentropic Euler system are
of much more complicated structure than those for the Euler system for potential flow; in
particular, the density and the velocity are not necessarily continuous in the subsonic domain.
The proof is based on a regularization of the isentropic Euler system to derive the transport
equation for the vorticity, a renormalization argument extended to the case of domains with
boundary, and DiPerna-Lions-type commutator estimates.

1. INTRODUCTION

We are concerned with the regularity of self-similar solutions of the Riemann problems with
shocks for the isentropic Euler system in a general setting, including several fundamental shock
problems such as the regular shock reflection problem, the Prandtl reflection problem, the
Lighthill diffraction problem, and the four-shock Riemann problem. In 1860, Riemann first
considered a special initial value problem with two constant states separated at the origin for
the one-dimensional isentropic Euler system in [43] — now known as the Riemann problem; this
Riemann problem has played a fundamental role in the mathematical theory of hyperbolic sys-
tems of conservation laws, since its solutions are building blocks and asymptotic attractors of
general global entropy solutions. Since then, a systematic theory of one-dimensional hyperbolic
systems of conservation laws has been established; see [5,6,(11,22,30,35,/41] and the reference
cited therein. However, multi-dimensional Riemann problems are much more complicated and
completely different from the one-dimensional case. Even for the two-dimensional Riemann
problem with four constant states given in the four quadrants for the Euler system, nineteen
genuinely different configurations have been identified; see [9,10%/12,|36},47./48]. Since then, rig-
orous global results for the 2-D four-quadrant Riemann problem for the Euler system were only
done by Li-Zheng in [38,39]. See also [20,44] for the 2-D Riemann problem for Chaplygin gases.

On the other hand, the regular shock reflection problem is a different type of multi-dimensional
Riemann problems — a lateral Riemann problem that involves the wedge boundaries. Shock
reflection-diffraction phenomena were first presented by Ernst Mach [42] in 1878, and experimen-
tal, computational, and asymptotic analysis has shown that various patterns of shock reflection
may occur, including regular and Mach reflection; see [15] and the references cited therein.
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More recently, the existence of global regular reflection solutions was established for the
Euler system for potential flow in [14,[15], and further properties of these solutions were proved
in [1,/17]. In particular, the solution has a high regularity in the subsonic domain Q (where
the solution is not a constant state); see Figs. in which density p and velocity v are
in C%(Q) N C>(Q) for some a € (0,1). More precisely, solution (p,v) is in a weighted Holder
space which implies that (p, v) is in the Sobolev space W1P(€2) for some p > 2. In addition, the
regularity of the curved reflected-diffracted shock was shown to be C™ in the interior and C*< up
to the endpoints, which is also expected to hold for the case of the isentropic Euler system. See
also [2./3,26] for the Prandtl reflection-diffraction configuration, [13] for the Lighthill diffraction
problem, and [12] for the four-shock Riemann problem.

In contrast, a remarkable phenomenon was first observed by Serre in [44] which showed by a
formal calculation that, in the case of the isentropic FEuler system, the regular shock reflection
solutions develop vortical singularity, specifically that the vorticity cannot be in L?(Q). This
implies that the velocity cannot be in W12(Q), i.e., H* (), which is lower than the regularity
of the velocity for the case of potential flow discussed above. This in particular allows that the
velocity can be discontinuous, which at least can not be excluded by the Sobolev embeddings.
Since the calculation is formal, it is important to find out whether the low regularity indeed
necessarily holds for the regular shock reflection solutions.

In this paper, under the natural assumptions on the regularity of the self-similar solutions in
the subsonic domain €2 near the shocks, we rigorously prove that it is not possible indeed that
both the density and the velocity are in H!(2). The argument is based on the vortical singularity
calculation in [44]. We first apply this calculation to the regularized solutions carefully for which
the calculation can be rigorously justified; however, the additional error terms appear due to
the regularization. Then we develop DiPerna-Lions-type commutator estimates to control the
error terms when the regularization parameter tends to zero. With this, we then prove the lower
regularity property of the self-similar solutions, by employing renormalization argument. These
self-similar solutions include the above-mentioned shock reflection problems: the regular shock
reflection problem, the Prandtl reflection problem, the Lighthill diffraction problem, and the
four-shock Riemann problem.

This indicates that the self-similar solutions of the Riemann problems with shocks for the
isentropic FEuler system have much more complicated structure than the corresponding solutions
for the Euler system for potential flow; in particular, the density and the velocity are not
necessarily continuous in €, at least their continuity can not be obtained directly by the Sobolev
embeddings. On the other hand, this argument allows the possibility that (p,v) € W1P() for
some or even all p € [1,2), in which case there are no shocks in .

This paper is organized as follows: In §2, we derive the isentropic Euler system in self-similar
coordinates and then present the notion of entropy solutions in the new coordinates. In §3, we
first formulate a general framework for analyzing the low regularity of entropy solutions of the
Riemann problems in Definition and then establish our main theorem of this paper, Theorem
for the entropy solutions. Then, in §4, we employ the main theorem, Theorem for the
general framework established in §3 to several fundamental transonic shock problems including
the regular shock reflection problem, the Prandtl reflection problem, the Lighthill diffraction
problem, and the Riemann problem with four-shock interactions in §4.1-84.4, respectively. The
general framework and the main theorem, as well as ideas and approaches, developed in this
paper should be useful for solving other similar low regularity problems for solutions of nonlinear
partial differential equations.

2. THE ISENTROPIC EULER SYSTEM AND ENTROPY SOLUTIONS WITH SHOCKS

In this section, we first derive the isentropic Euler system in self-similar coordinates and then
present the notion of entropy solutions, as well as the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions and the
corresponding entropy condition across a shock (as a free boundary), in self-similar coordinates.
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2.1. The Isentropic Euler System. Asin [22,44] (see also [15]), the isentropic Euler equations
consist of the conservation laws of mass and momentum:

{&p—l—div(pu) =0, (2.1)

O(pu) +div(pu®@u) + Vp =0,
where p is the density, u = (uj,uz) is the velocity, and p is the pressure. The constitutive
relation between pressure p and density p is through the -law relation: p = % after scaling,
and the adiabatic exponent v > 1 is a given constant.
If an initial-boundary value problem is invariant under the self-similar scaling:
e
(u,p, :0) = (uapa p)(;% (22)

we introduce self-similar variables §& = (§1,&2) = ¥ € R? and the pseudo-velocity v = u — &.
Then we obtain the isentropic Euler system for self-similar flow (p,v) = (p, v)(§) in the form:

div(pv) +2p =0, (2.3)
div(pv®v) +3pv + Vp = 0. (2.4)

If (p,v) € O, then we can combine the equations above to rewrite as
(v-V)v+v+ Vh(p) =0, (2.5)

where h(p) = '2:%11 is the enthalpy. Note that the speed of sound is ¢ = prfl = /(v —=1)h(p).

2.2. Entropy Solutions and the Rankine-Hugoniot Conditions. We consider solutions
with shocks, which satisfy (2.3)—(2.4) in the following weak sense:

Definition 2.1. Let A C R? be a domain. Then (p,v) € L=(A) is an entropy solution of system
(12.3)—(2.4)) if the following conditions hold:
(i) (p,v) is a weak solution: For any test functions ¢ € C°(A) and ( € C(A; R?),

[ v ¥~ 2p)d¢ =0 (2.6)

/ (pv®v:D§—3pv-C+pdivC) d¢ =0, (2.7)
A

2
where we have used the notation A : B = Z a;ijbi; for 2 x 2 matrices A and B.

ij=1
(ii) (p,Vv) satisfies the entropy condition: For any non-negative test function 1 € C°(A),
1
/A ((GPIVE + peo) +p(0))v - Voo = 2(plv ] + pe(p) +p(p)¥) d€ = 0, (2.8)

2 p

where the internal energy e(p) is defined by p(p) = p°e(p), i.e., e(p) = 7(;7:11) for the
—

polytropic case with p(p) -

Suppose that S is a smooth curve in domain A. An entropy solution of 72.4 , which is C!
near and up to S on both sides of S, satisfies the following Rankine-Hugoniot (R-H) conditions
on S:

[pv-v]=0, [(pv-v)v+pr]=0 on S, (2.9)
where v is a unit normal to S, and [-] denotes the difference of the concerned quantity across
S. Denote by (pT, v) the values of solution (p, v) on the + sides of S. Assume that p™ > 0 on
S and some of (p,v) are discontinuous across S.

If ptvt v =0o0n S, then p~v~ -v =0 on S by the first equality in (2.9), and [p] = 0 from
the second equality in which implies that [p] = 0. This discontinuity is called a vortex
sheet. In this case, [v-7] # 0 on S, unless the solution is continuous across S, where 7 is a unit
tangent vector to S.
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If ptvT v #0o0n S, then p~v~ v # 0 on S by the first equality in (2.9). This discontinuity
is called a shock. In this case, pv - v is continuous across S from the first equality in , and
[v-7] =0 and [p| = —pv-v[v-v] from the second equality in (2.9). This implies that [v-v] # 0,
unless the solution is continuous across S, so that [p] # 0 from the first equality in . Also,
it follows from p* > 0 on S that (v -v)(v~-v) > 0on S.

Thus, we have shown that the following properties hold, in addition to , in the case
pt>0o0nS:

Shock: vtv) (v v)>0, [v-1]=0, [v-U]#0, [p]#0; (2.10)
Vortex sheet: vtov=v .v=0, [v-7]#0, [p]=0. (2.11)

Furthermore, the entropy condition ([2.8]) is required across shock S separating the smooth states
(p*,v*) defined in domains A* with p* > 0. Then it follows from the direct calculation through
(2.8)—(2.10) and the choice of orientation of the unit normal v on S to point from A~ to AT
that, on S,

Ifv -v>0, then v -v>v -v>0 p  <pt, v -v>c, vi.v<ct, (2.12)

where the last two inequalities are shown e.g., in [44, Theorem 2.2] (the argument is given there
for steady solutions; the proof applies to the self-similar case because the self-similar Rankine-
Hugoniot conditions are the same), since p(p) is increasing and convex, implied by p(p) = %
with v > 1.
We also give a definition of entropy solutions of system f in A with the slip boundary
conditions:
v-r=0 on OA, (2.13)

where v is the outer normal to A. The motivation is the following: Suppose that (p,v) € C*

and OA € Lip satisfy (2.3)—(2.4) in A and (2.13). Then it follows that (2.6) and
/(pv®v:DC—3pv-C+pdiv()d§—/ pC-vdl=0 (2.14)
A oA

are satisfied for any test function ¢ € C°(R?*; R?). Note that here the test function is not
required to vanish on JA. Based on that, we define the notion of entropy solutions of the

boundary value problem ([2.3)—(2.4]) and (2.13) as follows:

Definition 2.2. Let A C R? be a domain with a Lipschitz boundary OA. Let (p,v) € L¥(A),
and let p € BVipe(A NN-(OA)) for some r > 0. Then (p,v) is an entropy solution of system

(2.3)—(2.4) with slip boundary condition (2.13) if (2.6), (2.14), and (2.8)) are satisfied for any
test functions ¢ € C(R?), ¢ € CX(R?; R?), and ¢ € C(A) with 1 > 0, respectively.

3. Low REGULARITY OF SELF-SIMILAR SOLUTIONS OF THE RIEMANN PROBLEMS WITH
SHOCKS FOR THE ISENTROPIC EULER SYSTEM

In this section, we first formulate a general framework for analyzing the low regularity of en-
tropy solutions (i.e., self-similar solutions of admissible structure) of the Riemann problems in
Definition motivated by the solutions of the physically fundamental Riemann problems de-
scribed in §4 below. Then we establish our main theorem, Theorem [3.2] for the entropy solutions
(p,v) in the general framework, which will be applied to understanding the low regularity of the
solutions of the Riemann problems including the regular shock reflection problem, the Prandtl
reflection problem, the Lighthill diffraction problem, and the Riemann problem with four shock
interactions. These are achieved by carefully analyzing the vorticity function w := 01v9 — Jov
for the pseudo-velocity v = (v, v2).

More precisely, as shown in Fig. [3.I] we consider a Riemann problem in a self-similar wedge
domain A in R? with the wedge-vertex being the origin, which also includes the case of the whole
space. That is, in polar coordinates,

cither A=R? or A={(r,0) : - <6 <6} (3.1)
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FiGURE 3.1. The Riemann Problem in a General Setting

For a Riemann problem in a domain A whose boundary contains a wedge-boundary, the ini-
tial data are the given constant velocity and density in each sub-sector of A such that the
Rankine-Hugoniot conditions hold on the lines separating them. Motivated by the expected
configurations of self-similar solutions of the Riemann problems in §4] we consider solutions in
self-similar coordinates of the following form, in terms of the density and pseudo-velocity (p, v)

with N.(T') := {& : dist{&,T} <r}:

Definition 3.1. We say that the vector function (p,v) on A is an entropy solution of a Riemann
problem of admissible structure if (p,v) € L®(A), with p € BVioc(ANN,(OA)) for some r > 0,

is an entropy solution of system ([2.3)—(2.4) with the slip boundary condition (2.13)) in the sense
of Definition 2.2, which satisfies the following properties:

(i) There exists an open, bounded, connected set Q C A, an integer M > 1, and open connected
sets Ny, i =1,--- | M, pairwise disjoint, such that
K\ Q == Uf\ilf’ia

and (p,Vv) is a constant state in each A;, i.e., (p,v)(€) = (pi,w; — &) in A;, where p; > 0
is a constant and u; 1s a constant vector.

(ii) If, fori # j, sets A; and Aj have common boundary within A; that is, if ON;NOA;NA # 0,
then the corresponding constant states are not equal to each other: (p;,vi) # (pj, Vj)-

(iii) 09 is Lipschitz. Denote

I =90NnaA, T =9QnA,
so that 99 = TV U T [t is possible that Tt = O (in particular, this is true when
oA =10).
(iv) If OA # 0, then T = uf\g@, where N1 > 1 and each TS is a relatively open segment
of straight line. Segments {Fth}ZN:ll are disjoint and, if TS and F‘;Xt have a common
endpoint, then the interior angle (for Q) is within (0,27) at that point. Since A is a wedge

domain with the wedge-vertex at the origin, only one pair among segments {Fth} may have
a common endpoint that is Py = (0, 0).

(v) rint — valeint, where Ny > 1 and each I‘%nt is a relatively open segment of curve, and
segments {F%nt}ivjl are disjoint. Each Fint is C2 in its relative interior and C up to the
endpoints. Moreover, Py ¢ T'nt.

(vi) v € C(N,(I™)NQ) for some o > 0.

(vii) I’ilnt is a shock and v-v < —C~! on Filnt, and v-v <0 on I‘%nt fori=2--- No, where
v is taken from the Q—side and v denotes the outer unit normal with respect to €.

(viii) There exists a point P in the relative interior of Filnt such that the curvature of Filnt 18
non-zero at P, and (v - T)(P) # 0, where T(P) is a unit tangent vector to T at P.

Then we have the following main theorem.
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Theorem 3.2 (Main Theorem). Let (p,v) be a solution of a Riemann problem of admissible
structure in the sense of Definition . Assume that (p,v) satisfy

(i) (p,v) € CH(N,(T) N Q) \ 9,I") N COLNL(T) N Q) for some o > 0, where JpT™ME
denotes the set of endpoints of the curve segments T'™ fori=1,--- Na.
(ii) |v] < Cp and Cy' < p < Cy in Q for some Cy > 1.
(iit) The flow is subsonic on TP from the Q-side: |v| < ¢ on T'™, where ¢ = p%l is the speed
of sound.
Then it is not possible that (p,v) € H'(Q).

Proof. We divide the proof into six steps.
1. We prove the theorem by establishing that, under the assumption:
(p,v) € H'(Q), (3.2)

the calculations of vortical singularity can rigorously be justified, which leads to the contradic-
tion.

Under assumption (3.2)), vorticity w = V x v satisfies w € L?(Q) and
X =2 e 1), (3.3)
p

where we have used (3.2)) and assumption ({i). In addition, using (3.2) and assumptions (i)-(ii),
we see that

The left-hand sides of equations (2.3)) and (2.5) are in L?*(Q)) and the equations hold a.e. in €.
(3.4)
2. We first formally derive the equations and identities that vorticity w satisfies, and then

prove them rigorously.
Taking the curl of (2.5)), we formally obtain the equation:

v-Vw+ (14+divv)w =0. (3.5)
Combining with the first equation of ({2.3]), we formally have
w w
v-V(—)=—. 3.6
(&)= 39

If f € CY(R), multiplying the last equation by f’ (%) and then combining with the first
equation of , we formally derive
div(pf(C)v) = pg(2), (3.7)
p p
where
9(s) = sf'(s) — 2f(s). (3.8)
Now we are going to show that equation holds under the present assumptions in the
weak sense defined as follows: Using notation , equation can be written as
div (pf (X)v) = pg(X) (3.9)
for any f € C'(R) with g defined by . From the weak form of the conservation law

of mass, which holds for all ¢ specified in Definition and the regularity assumption in ([3.2)),
we obtain that pv - v = 0 holds H'—a.e. on I'*** in the sense of traces. Then, using assumption

(i), we recover condition (2.13) on 9A N IQ:
v.-rv=0 H'a.e. on T, (3.10)
We next show that, under the present assumptions, (3.9) holds weakly in €2 in the sense that

/Q(pf(X)v-VC-i-pg(X)C)dE—/ PFX)v-v(di=0 for all ¢ € C™(R?)  (3.11)

P
i
for any f € C1(R') with || /[ o g1y < .
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Notice that the boundary integral in is taken along a part of 9€). Formally, the boundary
integral along the remaining part Tt of 9§ is expected to vanish by . Equation
shows that

pf(X)v-r=20 on '™ in the weak sense.

Furthermore, the integrand in the boundary integral in (3.11]) is well-defined by assumption (i)
and Definition |3.1|[v]).

3. To prove , we introduce smooth approximations of (p,v). Since we work in the
bounded domain  and need the boundary condition v - v = 0 on T'®** and other properties
to hold for the approximating functions for the argument below, we first construct a specific
sequence of smooth approximations of (p,v).

We first extend v by the reflection across the straight boundary segments Fth, i=1,---, Ny,
so that the normal component is extended by the odd reflection and condition is used to
conclude that the extended function remains in H', and the tangential component is extended
by the even reflection.

Denote by qut the unit inner normal vector to Fth with respect to A, i =1,---, Ny, respec-
tively, and by 7% the unit tangential vectors to T'¢Xt.
Foreach r >0 and i=1,---, Ny, we first define an extension of v from ./\/}(Fth) N Q across

¢t by reflection. However, there is the following issue: Denote

W= {¢- sut g e TP s e (—r,0), £+ st € Q},
the image of N, (I'$') N Q under the reflection across I$X'. We note that, if Py = (0,0) is a
common endpoint of Fth and I‘?Xt, and the interior angle 0p, of A at Py is larger than =, i.e.,
0p, € (m,2m), then W] N Wi # () for any r > 0. Moreover, if 0p, € (%ﬂ', 27), then W NQ # 0
for any r > 0. Of course, in general, the extension of v by reflection across I'$** into W does
not match with v in W/ NQ or with extension of v by reflection across F?Xt in W/ NW7, so the

region needs to be restricted.
In the case above, for each r > 0, we have

(W) \ Br(Po) =0, (W NW)\ Br.(Po) =0  for some L = L(6p,) >0. (3.12)
In fact, this is true with L = cosecp, if 0p, € (m,27) and L = 0 if p, € (0,7]. Also, there
exists r1 > 0 such that, for i =1,--- | Ny,
I N Bipi1y,(Po) =0 if Py is not an endpoint of TF*". (3.13)
Now, for each r € (0,71], define

Vi == Wi\ Brr(Po),
which is an open connected set. We extend v to V;" by

) = (v P €+ P+ (v TP+ T (3.14)

for all £ € T$! and s € (0,7) such that & + sv$' € Q\ B,(Po). From the definitions of W/
and V", since segment F?Xt lies on the line passing through Py, the expression above defines
v on the whole region V. Also, it follows that, for all & € T'$*' and s € (0,7) such that

£+ suf’(t € Q\ Br.(Po),

(v v (€ = swP) = (v - v (€ + s,

(v TP (€ — 5w = (v T (€ + ),

v(E —sv

(3.15)

ext
)

ext

;<" is extended by the odd reflection, and v - 75*" is extended by the even reflection

that is, v-v
across T¢Xt.
Similarly, for each i = 1,--- ,N; and r € (0,71], we extend p to V;” by the even reflection

across T¢*: For all £ € TS and s € (0,r) such that £ + sv* € Q\ Br,.(Py),
p(& — sv) = p(&+ sv), (3.16)
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where we recall that Fth is a relatively open line segment.

Using and assumption , and noting that v-v = 0 to make the odd extension of v - v
across I'$', we find that the extended (p,v) satisfies (p,v) € HX(QUV/))NL®(QUV") and
p>Citon QUV™.

Combining the extensions for ¢ = 1,--- , N1, and using 7, we obtain that, for each
r € (0,71], (p,v) is extended to the domain:

0 = (Qu UM, T, (3.17)
and the extension satisfies (p,v) € H'(Q2) N L=(Q%) and p > Cy ' on Q<.
Moreover, by (3.4) and the explicit structure (3.14)—(3.16)) of the extension, it follows that
property (3.4) holds for the extended (p,v) in Q& for any r € (0, ry]:
The left-hand sides of Eqs. (2.3) and (2.5)) are
in L?(Q), and the equations hold a.e. in Q.
Indeed, if &€ € T and s € (0,7), and if (p,v) is differentiable at & + sv, then clearly (p,v) is
differentiable at & — sv, and ([2.3)) and (2.5) hold at & — sv, which can be seen by the explicit

calculation or using the standard symmetries of the isentropic Euler system ([2.3)—(2.4)).
Thus, we have shown the following results in this step:

Lemma 3.3. Under assumptions f ofTheorern and (3.2)), there exists r1 > 0 depending
only on Q such that, for any r € (0,r1], there exists an extension of (p,v) into QX still denoted
as (p,v), such that

(a) (p,v) € HY Q) N L®(QS) with p > Oyt in QS
(b) For any € € T and s € (0,7) such that & + sv € Q\ Br,(Py) for L from ([3.12), the
following odd/even reflection properties hold:
(v-v)(§ —sv) =—(v-v)(§+sv),
(v-7)(§ —sv) = (v -7)(€+ sv), (3.19)
p(€ — 5v) = pl€ + v).

(3.18)

(c) Property (3.18) holds.
4. We now show that equation (3.9 is satisfied in the weak sense:

Lemma 3.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem and (3.2), equation (3.9)) holds weakly in
the sense (3.11) for each f € C'(R) with || f'||co1w) < 0o and g defined by (3.8)

This can be proved as follows: We reduce 71 to obtain, in addition to (3.13)), that, for j =
17 Ty N27

™A By, (Po) =0 and 7 <o, (3.20)
where we have used that Py ¢ '™ by Definition , o is from assumption of Theorem
and L is from (3.12). Fix f € C*(R) with || f'[|co1g) < C, and let g be defined by (3.8).

4.1. We first prove (3.11)) in the case when the smooth function ( satisfies that there exists
r € (0,71) such that

C=0  in N,(T'™)U By, (Po). (3.21)
Thus, we need to consider (p,v) only in the region:
0 = 0\ (N (57 U B (P0). (322)

Note that Q" € Q. Let
§ = dist (90, Q7).
Then 6 € (0,7]. We now mollify (v,w) and p in Q", by using the extension of (p,v) into Q&

constructed in Lemma and the corresponding extension of w = 01vy — dyv1. In order to
achieve that the mollified v satisfies the boundary condition (3.10]), we use n € C°(R?) with
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Jgzn(€) d€ = 1 of form n(&) = g(|¢]) for some g € C(R), for example, the standard mollifier.
1
Then we define 7.(€) = 8—277(5) for e > 0, and denote F. := F * 1. for various functions F,
specifically
Ve=VkTe, We=wHn:, pe=p*0: (i(p))e =i(p)*ne for € € (0, g)

Now, since (p,v) € H'(Q2) N L®(QY) with p > C~! by Lemma [3.3|@a) (b)), and Q" € Q*,

we obtain that, for each e € (0, g),

per Ve, (i(p))e € HY (@) VLX), [[(pevo)llioe(ar) < (0 ¥)llioe sy,

(pe, ve) = (p, v) in HY(Q"), w.—w in L*(Q") as € — 0. (3.23)
Moreover, from (3.14)—(3.15) and n(€) = g(|€|), we have
ve-v=0 on UM T N 90" for all € € (0,0). (3.24)
Now, from , we see that, in 7,
div(peve) + 2pc + 1) =0, (3.25)
(ve - V)ve +ve + V(i(p)e + P =0, (3.26)

where
Tél) = (diV (,OV))E —div (pz-:Vz-:)7 rg) = ((V : V)V)E - (Vz-: : V)Vs-

The functions on the left-hand side of (3.25)—(3.26]) are smooth. Taking the curl of (3.26)), we
obtain

Ve - Vwe + (1 4 div ve)w: + curl rg) =0 in Q7. (3.27)
Denote
x© .= %
Pe
Using (3.23)) and the lower bound of p in Q%* by Lemma @, we obtain that, for ¢ € (0, g),
X© e L2, X® 5 X in L2(Q7) ase — 0. (3.28)

We apply the definition of X(¢) in the first equality, along with equations ([3.25) and (3.27) in

the second equality, to compute:
PeVe vVXE = v, V., — Ve - v.x©
= p-X© 4+ —curle®,
From this and , we have
div(p- f(X)ve) = F(XD)pve - VXE 4 f(X)div(peve)
= p(XO (X)) —2£(X9)) + R, (3.29)

where

Re = f(XO)(rM - curlr®) — f(X©)rD), (3.30)
Recalling definition (3.8]) of ¢(-), we rewrite (3.29)) as
div(pgf(X(E))va) = pg(XE)) + R, in Q.

Let ¢ € C°(R?) satisfy (3.21]). Multiply the last equation by ¢, integrate over €2, and integrate
by parts via using (3.21f) and ((3.24) to obtain

| (pef (X D¢+ (peg(X) + R)C) d = 0 (3.31)

where we have used (3.21])—(3.22) to restrict the domain to Q.
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4.2. To send € — 0 in (3.31]), we note the following facts: Since f € C'(R) with || f']|co.g) <

oo, then, by (3.8), g € C(R) with Lip(g) < oo on R. It follows from and that, for
all € € (0,3),
1F XN L2y + 17 (X poe(@ry + 19X 20 < €, (3.32)
and
(F(XE), g(XE) > (F(X),g(X))  n L) ase 0. (3.33)
Next, we show that
Re =0  in LY(Q") ase—0. (3.34)

From (3.30) and (3.32)) and the fact that 2" is a bounded domain, in order to prove (3.34), it
suffices to show that

rt) =0 in L2(Q7) ase — 0, (3.35)
curlr® — 0 in LY(Q") ase — 0. (3.36)

To show (3.3H)), we first note that Q" € Q& and pv € H'(Q*) N L>®(Q") by Lemma @,
so that
(div (pv))e —div(pv) = 0  in L}(Q") ase — 0.
Thus, it remains to show that
div (peve) — div(pv) — 0 in L2(Q") as e — 0. (3.37)
We first show that
div (peve) —div(pve) = 0 in L2(") as e — 0.
Indeed,
div (peve) — div (pve) = V(pe — p) - Ve + (pe — p)(divve — divv) + (p: — p)divv.

In the argument below, we use ([3.23). We see that V(p. —p)-v: — 0in L*(Q") as e — 0, because
Vp: — Vpin L2(27) and v, is uniformly bounded in L>(Q"). Also, (p- — p)(divv. —divv) — 0
in L?(92"), because p— p is uniformly bounded in L°°(Q") and divv. — divv in L*(Q"). Finally,
(pe — p)divv — 0 in L?(Q"), because p — p. is uniformly bounded in L% (") and converge to
zero a.e. in §),., and divv € L2(Q"), so that

/ (pe — p)*(divv)*dé — 0 ase — 0,
Qr

by the dominated convergence theorem. The convergence:
div (pve) —div(pv) — 0 in L2(Q7") ase —0
can be shown similarly. This completes the proof of , which leads to (3.35).
Now we show . Note that
curlr® = e, (v - Vug)e — (V)e - V(v2)e) — g, (v - V1) — (v)e - V(v1)e).

Then follows from Lemma in Appendix [A] with p = ¢ = 2, b = v;, and u = 9;v, for
the corresponding j,k = 1,2, and ¢ = 3 — k.

Combining the results above, is now proved. Then, sending € — 0 in and using
7, we obtain

[ (o) 9¢+ pa(x)c) dg =0,
which is equivalent to , by using .
4.3. Next, we prove in the case when the smooth function ( satisfies:
(=0 in Q\ N, (I for some r € (0,7). (3.38)

Then, by (3.20) and assumption (i) of Theorem equation (3.9) and the boundary conditions
(3.10) hold classically on supp(¢) N (for the equation, the argument is given from (3.5) to
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(3.7)). Then, multiplying (3.9) by (, integrating over 2, and integrating by parts in the first
term with the use of (3.10]), we obtain (3.11)) for ¢ satisfying (3.38]).

4.4. Combining the two previous cases, we obtain (3.11)) for all smooth ( satisfying
(=0 in QN B, (Py) for some r > 0. (3.39)

This in particular implies the following: if Py ¢ 0f2, then holds for all smooth (, since
we can modify ¢ outside §2 in this case so that the modified function ( satisfies for some
r > 0, and this modification clearly does not affect for C.

Thus, the remaining proof is for the case that Py € 0€2. Note that this means that Py is a
common endpoint of some of Fth and F‘;Xt.

4.5. Now we consider the case that Py is a common endpoint of some of I’th and F?Xt, and
fix ( € C°(R?). Let ¢ € C*(R?) be such that

0<% <1 onR? ¥ =0 on By, wzlonRQ\Bg.
Let ¢"(€) = ¢(%) for 7 > 0. In particular,

Y"=0 in By, Y" =1 in R?\ By, |Dy"| < g, supp(Dy") C Ba;. (3.40)
T

Here and below, the universal constant C' is independent of r, which may be different at different
occurrence. Then, for any small » > 0, function (3" satisfies (3.39)), so (3.11]) holds with the
test function (¢" instead of . Thus, we have

/Q (pf(X)(v - VC) + pg(X)C)yr dé + /Q pF(X)(v - Vo7 )C dé

N2
-y /Fint pf(X)(v-v)(y"dl =0. (3.41)
i=1""4

We estimate the second integral in (3.41)), by using (3.3]), (3.40), the boundedness of v by
assumption ({ii), and that f’(X) is bounded on R:

C 2
'/ pf(X)(v-vw)cde] <C[ arixpaesc( [ a+ixpag) 50w
Q Q Q
Notice that ¢" = 1 in R? \ By, and [¢/"| < 1 in Ba,, (p,v) are bounded and X € L?(f2), and
|(f(X),9(X))|] < C(1+4|X]) from the assumptions of f(X) and (3.8)). Then, denoting by L, the
difference between the first term in (3.11]) and the first term in (3.41)), we have

QBQT mBQ’V‘

|Ly| =

/Q (OO + pa(X)O) (1~ ) e

gc/ (1+|X[)dE >0 asr— 0.
QNBa,-
For the boundary integral, we obtain that, for each i € {1,---, Na},

Lo PO i ai s [ pfOmcal asr 0,

Indeed, Py ¢ @ by Definition , so that 4" = 1 on T if 7 < %dist(Po, rint),
Combining the convergence facts shown above and sending r — 0 in (3.41]), we conclude
(13.11]).

5. We now show that vorticity w (and thus X) is smooth and not identically zero on Filnt.
Recall that T denotes a relatively open curve segment and T is a shock by Definition .

Lemma 3.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem vorticity w on I‘ilnt from the Q-side is

continuous and not identically zero on T, and is bounded on TN,
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This can be proved as follows: First, it follows directly from the regularity of Filnt in Definition
and assumption (i) of Theorem that w on T'™ from the Q-side is continuous on TP

and bounded on Filnt. Then, in the rest of the proof, its suffices to show that w is not identically
Z€ro on Filnt.

Since equations f and the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions are invariant under the
coordinate rotation and translation, at any fixed point P € Filnt, we can choose the coordinates
€ such that the & direction is tangent to T'™ at P. Then I'I" is the graph of a function f;
locally, i.e., I‘ilnt = {& : & = fs(&1)} locally near P. Thus, fs is in C2 in a neighborhood of P by
Definition , and we can obtain that f. = 0 at point P by choosing the appropriate coor-

dinate system. Note that (f., —1) is a normal of Filnt, so that the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions

(2.9) become

(pv1 — proy) fo = (pva — p1vy ) = 0,

(pvf +p — pi(vy)? = p1) fo = (pv1v2 — proy vy ) =0, (3.42)

(pv1v2 — prog vy ) fE = (pv3 +p = pr(vy)* —p1) =0,
where v© = (v ,v, ) and v = (vi,v2). Taking the tangential derivative 0, := 0¢, + f.0g, of
the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions along I‘ilnt and using the condition that f. = 0 at P, we
obtain that, at point P,

(pv1 = proy ) [ = (pv2)e, =0,

(pi +p = pr(vr)? = p1) fS = (pr1va)e, — prvy =0,

(pvd)e, + 2pg, = 0.

By equations ([2.3)(2.4)) and the definition: w = (v1)g, — (v2)g,, it follows from a straightfor-
ward but long calculation that
2, .2 2 _ .2
c” + v; ct — vy V102
(v)g = =1 — ——57V1pe + — =5 V2P, — g W,
‘ plvP T v T v

2 2 2 2 2

e TR e TR e
C2 — ?)2 C2 — 7)2 7)2
ades =7 R e T e T

R R § - eI
(v2)¢, + VP2 V1P¢; V2 Vo pgy + ‘V|2w

Therefore, by a long computation, we obtain that (p¢,, pe,,w) satisfy the linear system at P:

ay by 1 Pe, dif!
as by c2 pe, | = | dafl ], (3.43)
as b3 C3 w 0
where
(ala b17 Cl) = ((62 - 21}% - U%)U% (62 - U%)vla ,O'US),
(az,b2,c2) = (2(c* — v} )v1va, —(c® — v3)(v5 — v}), 2pv103),
(a3, b, c3) = (3viv3 + vic® + vy — v3c%, =2(c* — v3)viva, —2pv3),
and

dy = —|v]*(por = proy),  da = —|V[*(pof +p = pi(v7)? = p1).
Notice that
aq bl C1
ag by ca| = pua(c® —v3)?v|* £ 0,
as b3 C3
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where we have used the fact that v = v-v # 0 at P by the entropy condition and the ellipticity
assumption that |v| < ¢ on T} in Theorem 3.2. Therefore, from ([3.43)),

d, |22 ba| L@ b1
a3 b3 as bz| ,
w = fs-

poa(c? — v3)?|v|*

Since fI =0 at P, it follows from ([3.42)) that

pva — prvy =0, v =uvy, pva +p — pl(”uQ_)2 —p1=0 at P. (3.44)
Then
v — p1)v3 + (p —
w— 1((P p1)v3 + (p ]91)) fé’- (3.45)
pU2

Notice that v-v < —C~! on Filnt by Definition , where v on Filnt is taken from the
)—side, and v is the outer normal with respect to €2. By , this implies that v-v < 0 on
Fmt for v taken from the A\ -side. Using the entropy condition on T we obtain that
p > pp and p > Py on rint . Moreover, vl(P) = (v-7)(P) # 0 for point P € T'" gpecified in
Definition E . Therefore, w # 0 at P. Then the vorticity is not identically zero on [int,

6. Using Lemma we can formally choose f(s) = s* with g(s) = 0 by (3.8)), and use ( =1
to obtain that, by 1'

O:—/ }—|pv vdl > 0.

1—‘shock p

The strict inequality above follows from Definition and Lemma This (formally)
shows that assumption leads to a contradiction. A minor technical point is that function
f(s) = 5% does not satisfy the assumption of Lemma £l cormy < o0

To make this rigorously, we approximate f(s) = s? by the functions that satisfy the assump-

tions of Lemma and verify the limit process of this approximation. More specifically, for any
M > 1, define fy; € C1(R) by fa(0) = 0 and f},(t) = 2min{|¢|, M }sign(¢). Then

Fualt) = t2 if [t] < M,
MW M2 4 2M(t] — M) it [t > M.

It follows that || f}]|co1(r) < 0o and the function defined by (3.8) is

w0 if [t < M,
M= o2 — Mpt)) it |t > M.

Now ([3.11]) holds with fas, gas, and any ¢ € C*°(R?). Choosing ¢ = 1, then we have
[ oaxyae= [ onix) (v (3.47)
Q Tint

We send M — oo. Clearly, gy (X) — 0 pointwise in Q. Also, from ({3.46]), we obtain
lgar ()] < 2t2 for all M > 1 and t € R.
Thus, using that X € L?(Q) and p € L>(Q), we have

(3.46)

/ng(X)d£—>0 as M — oo,
Q

by the dominated convergence theorem. Also, since X € L™ (Fint) by assumptions 7, then
it follows from the explicit form of fj; that

pfu(X)(veovydli= | plXPP(vev)dl forall M > || X||, . pint-
rint rint ( )
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Thus, sending M — oo in (3.47)), we obtain
/. p|X|? (v-v)dl =0.
rint

Since p € [C’O_l, Co] by assumption and v-v <0 on F%nt, for i = 2,---, No, from Definition

, we obtain
/. p|X|? (v-v)dl >0.
Fllnt

This is a contradiction since p € [Cy L Col, v-v<—-Clon Filnt by Definition , and w
(and thus X) is continuous and not identically zero on T by Lemma
This completes the proof of Theorem [3.2] O

4. APPLICATIONS TO TRANSONIC SHOCK PROBLEMS

In this section, we employ the general framework of Definition [3.1]and the main theorem, The-
orem established in §3 to analyze the low regularity of entropy solutions of several transonic
shock problems including the regular shock reflection problem, the Prandtl reflection problem,
the Lighthill diffraction problem, and the Riemann problem with four-shock interactions.

First of all, in verifying the conditions of Definition condition is often difficult to be
verified directly. The following lemma is useful for that; in fact, it is used in all the applications
we describe below.

Lemma 4.1. Let (p,v) be a solution of a Riemann problem which satisfies conditions —

of Definition and assumption of Theorem . Assume that

(a) Fint =00 NOA; for some j € {1,---, M}, where Aj are defined in Definition .

(b) Fllnt 18 not a segment of straight line. In particular, denoting by Py and P» the endpoints of
Tt there exists a point P* € T\ {P1} such that 7(Py) # +71(P*), where 7(-) is a unit
tangent vector to Filnt at a point.

(c) (v-7)(P1) #0.

Then condition of Deﬁnition 1$ satisfied.

Proof. By re-indexing sets A;, we can assume that Filnt = 0QNIA;. Then (p1,v1) is the uniform
state in Ay, where p; is constant and vy = (ugl),uél)) — &€ with a constant state (ugl),ug)). This
state is called state (1).

We show the existence of a point P in the relative interior of T such that the curvature of
T §s non-zero at P and (v - 7)(P) # 0. Denote by S the line tangential to T at P.

Denote by @ the intersection point of line S and line L through center O; = (ugl),ugl)) of
state (1) perpendicular to S. Note that, for any point P, vi = O1 — P so that (vi-75)(Q) =0
and (vi-7g)(P) # 0 for all P € S\ @, where we recall that vy is the pseudo-velocity of the
uniform state in A; which also defines v on the whole R2.

Denote by Q the point on S such that Filnt coincides with S between points P, and Q, but not
on any larger interval extended through Q Note that it is possible that Q = P;, but Q #* P*
since the tangential line to Filnt at P* is not parallel to L by our condition (]ED

If Q # Q, then (v - 7)(Q) = (vi - 7)(Q) # 0, where v is the velocity on '™ from the Q-side
and we have used . Also, from the definition of Q, in any neighborhood of Q, there exists
a point P € T with nonzero curvature. Thus, it follows from the C?-regularity of i in its
relative interior (by condition of Definition and the continuity of v in  near and up
to Tt (by assumption (i) of Theorem that there exists a point P € (I'")0 with non-zero
curvature and (v - 7)(P) # 0.

Therefore, the remaining possibility is that Q = Q. Note that (vi-75)(Q) = 0. Moreover,
using condition , the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions, and the regularity of Filnt and of (p,Vv)
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given in condition of Definition and assumption ({if) of Theorem we see that (v
75)(P1) = (v-7g)(P1) # 0. This implies that Q # P;. Also, since 0 # P* as we discussed
above, then @ # P* for the present case. Thus, for the present case () = Q, it follows that @ is
an interior point of I‘ilnt, and the part of I‘ilnt between P; and @ lies on the straight line S. In
particular, line S is tangential to I‘ilnt at (). We now shift and rotate the coordinates to have the
origin at @ and the coordinates & and & to be along S and L, respectively. Then O; = (0, 71)
for some 91 € R (in fact, 973 # 0 by condition of Definition but this will not be used
below). To fix notation, let the &;—axis along S be oriented so that P, = ({p,,0) with {p, < 0.
Since S = {& = 0} is tangential to Filnt at @ = (0,0), then curve Filnt N B,(Q) is a graph for
some r > 0: There exists f € C?(R) such that

MM NB(Q) = {(&, (&) : &€ (ab)}  forsomea<0,b>0,and f =0 on (a,0),
) =

where the last assertion holds because I''"* lies on S between Py and Q. Thus, £/(0) = f”(0) = 0
so that |f/(&1)] < O(e)& for all & € (—e,¢), where O(e) — 0 as ¢ — 0+ For any P =

(&1, f(&1)) € Filnt N B-(Q), we have

o P e oy L)
vi(P) = 01— P = (=&, 92 — f(&1)), (P) e
Then
(vi-7T)(P) = —a+ (0 - JE)&) . 8t O) #£0 for & € (0,¢) if € is small.

T+ (D)2 1+ ()2

Thus, v -7 = vy -7 # 0 at any P = (&1, f(&1)) with & € (0,¢). Since Q = Q, i.e., for every
e > 0, there exists a point & € (0, 5) such that "™ has non-zero curvature at P = (51, f(&)),
it follows that there exists a point P at which the tangential velocity and the curvature of I‘mt
are nonzero, in the present case. ThlS completes the proof. D

4.1. Lower Regularity of the Regular Shock Reflection Solutions for the Isentropic
Euler System. The first Riemann problem we address is the regular shock reflection problem
for the isentropic Euler system . When a plane incident shock Sy := thock hits a two-
dimensional wedge, a shock reflection-diffraction configuration takes shape. The incident shock
Sy separates two constant states: state (0) with velocity ul®) = (0,0) and density py ahead of
the shock, and state (1) with velocity u() = (ugl),O) and density p; behind the shock, where
p1 > po, and ugl) > 0 is determined by (pg, p1,7) through the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions on
So. The incident shock Sy moves in the direction of the z;—axis and hits the wedge vertex at
the initial time. The slip boundary condition u-v = 0 is prescribed on the wedge boundary,
where u is the velocity of gas. Since state (1) does not satisfy the boundary condition, the
shock reflection-diffraction configuration occurs at later time, which is self-similar. Depending
on the flow parameters and the wedge angle, there may be various patterns of shock reflection-
diffraction configurations, including Regular Reflection and Mach Reflection.

The regular reflection problem is a lateral Riemann problem in the region

A:Ri\{x 21 >0,0 < 9 <$1tanc9w},
where R2 = R? N {z; > 0}. We seek functions (p,u)(x,t) satisfying system (2.1)) in A with the

boundary condition u-v = 0 on A and the initial data:

(p,)(x,0) = (po, u®) if xe An{z <0},
’ ’ (p1,uM) if xe An{xz; > 0}.

This initial-boundary value problem is invariant under scaling (2.2)), so we seek self-similar
solutions (p,v) = (p, v)(&), where the self-similar variables & and the pseudo-velocity v =u— &
are introduced in §2.1]
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Fsym

FIGURE 4.1. Supersonic regular reflection FIGURE 4.2. Subsonic regular reflection

First, consider the problem with an assumption on the symmetry with respect to the xi—
axis. Then we can consider only the upper half-plane {z2 > 0} and prescribe the slip boundary
condition u- v = 0 on the symmetry line {z2 = 0}, so that there is only one reflection point P,
to be considered (see Figs [1.1{4.2).

The regular shock reflection-diffraction configuration is characterized by the fact that the
reflection occurs at point Py of the intersection of the incident shock with the wedge boundary.
Figs. show the structure of regular shock reflection-diffraction configurations in self-
similar coordinates.

A necessary condition for the existence of a regular reflection-diffraction configuration is the
existence of the constant state (2) and the reflected shock line such that state (2) satisfies both
the slip boundary condition on the wedge and the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions — on
the shock with state (1) across the reflected shock line written at Py. These conditions lead to
a system of algebraic equations for the constant velocity and density of state (2). Moreover, the
entropy condition becomes an inequality in terms of the parameters of states (1) and (2).

It is well-known (see e.g. [15, Chapter 18] for the full Euler system case; the argument for the
isentropic Euler system case is similar) that, given the parameters of states (0) and (1), there
exists a detachment angle 9§V € (0, %) such that the system of algebraic equations for parameters
of state (2) has two solutions for each wedge angle 6y, € (#%, Z) such that the entropy condition
is satisfied for the resulting two-shock configuration. These two solutions become equal
when 6, = 63. Thus, two types of two-shock configurations occur at Py for each 6y, € (63, Z).
For such 6y, state (2) with the smaller density is called a weak state (2). It is expected that the
weak state (2) is physical, while the strong state (2) is not stable as the wedge angle tends to
(as shown in [14] for the potential flow case). In the case of the potential flow model, the global
existence of regular shock reflection solutions for all 8y, € (6%, %) with (p,u) at Py determined
by the weak states (2) has been established in [14.|15]. For the full or isentropic Euler system,
the existence of regular reflection solutions is an outstanding open problem. From now on, state
(2) always refers to the weak state (2), which is unique for each 6,, € (64, 7).

Furthermore, it follows from the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions f on the straight

shock Sy := 'L, . between states (1) and (2), the slip boundary condition on the wedge for
state (2), vi(§) = (ugl), 0) — &, and vo(&) = ug — & that

The shock line Sy between states (1) and (2) is not vertical for all Oy, € (6%, %). (4.1)
Moreover, from the entropy condition on S7, we have
P2 > p1. (4.2)
Depending on the wedge angle, state (2) can be either supersorllic or subsonic at Fy, i.e.,
o

either |vo(Py)| > ca or the opposite inequality holds, where co = p,2 is the (constant) speed of
sound of state (2). Moreover, for 6, near 3 (resp. for 6y, near %), state (2) is supersonic (resp.
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subsonic) at Py. The type of state (2) at Py for a given wedge angle 6, determines the type of
reflection, supersonic or subsonic, as shown in Fig. [{.1] and Fig. [£.2] respectively.

Definition 4.2. (p,v) € L*(A), with p € BVige(A N N.(OA)) for some r > 0, is called an
entropy solution of the reqular shock reflection problem if (p,v) is an entropy solution of system

(12.3)—(2.4) with slip boundary condition (2.13)) in the sense of Definition which satisfies the

asymptotic conditions:
Jim (0, v) = (P, V)llo,a\Br(0) = 0,

where

- (po,vo)  for & > &7,
(p,v) =

(p1,v1)  for & <&,
and €Y > 0 is the location of the incident shock Sy on the self-similar plane.

Next, we define the points and lines in Figs. The incident shock Sy is line {&; = ¢7}

with &) = Zlu§ > 0. The center, Oy = u® = (u; (2) ( )), of the sonic circle B, (O2) of state (2)
lies on the wedge boundary between the reﬂectlon pomt Py and the wedge vertex Pj for both
the supersonic and subsonic cases.

Then, for the supersonic case, i.e., when |Dps(Py)| = |PyO2| > c2 so that Py ¢ Be,(02), we
denote by Py the upper point of intersection of 0B.,(O2) with the wedge boundary such that
O2 € P3Py. Also, the sonic circle 0B, (O2) of state (2) intersects line S, and one of the points of
intersection, Py € A, is such that segment PyP; is outside B.,(O2). Denote the arc of 9B, (02)
by Tsonic = P1Ps. The curved part of the reflected-diffracted shock is I'ghoek = P1 P2, where
P> € {& = 0}. Then we denote the line segments I'sym := Py P3 and I'yedge := P3Ps. The lines
and curves I'snock, I'sonic, I'sym, and I'yedge do not have common points, except their endpoints
Py, -+, Py. Thus, Ispock Ul sonic UL'sym Ul wedge 1s a closed curve without self-intersection. Denote
by € the bounded domain restricted by this curve.

For the subsonic/sonic case, i.e., when |Dga(FPy)| = |PyO2| < ca so that Py € Be,(02), the
curved reflected-diffracted shock is I'gpock = Po P, which does not have common interior points
with the line segments I'syr, = PoP3 and I'yeqge = PoP3. Then Igpoex U T'sym U Dyedge is a closed
curve without self-intersection, and {2 is the bounded domain restricted by this curve.

Furthermore, in some parts of the argument below, it is convenient to extend problem ([2.3])—
and , given in A by even reflection about the £;—axis, i.e., defining

(pext ext)( §I;€2) ( eXt,VeXt)(ﬁl,EQ) for any &£ = (51762) € A.

Then (p®*, ve*') is defined in region A®*' obtained from A by adding the reflected region A,

e, AU = AU{(£,0) @ & <0} UA™. In a similar way, region  and curves Igpoac C 09
and PyP, can be extended into the corresponding region Q°** and curves I'SE € 9Q%* and
Py Py P§**.

Now we give the definition of a global regular shock reflection solution. The intuition for the
definition is the following: The regular shock reflection solution is an entropy solution of the
regular shock reﬂectlon problem in the sense of Definition [4.2| which has the structure shown
in Figs. |4 2, where (p,v) coincides with those of states (O), (1), and (2) in their respective
regions. As we discussed above, the necessary condition is the existence of state (2), which

means that the wedge angle satisfies 6, € (0, Z). Moreover, it is expected that the solution

w2
is relatively regular in Q. However, we show below that it is not possible that (p,v) € H ().
On the other hand, from the physical/computational experiments and the theoretical results
in the case of potential flow, it is expected that Iy is @ smooth curve and (p,v) is smooth
near and up to I'ghock U Dsonic in 2. Moreover, the regularity discussed is expected for the
shock reflection-diffraction configuration extended to {{; < 0} by the even reflection about the
&1—axis (since this is the original shock reflection-diffraction configuration). In particular, the

extended shock curve Fgﬁgd{ is smooth, which shows that I'g,ocx must be orthogonal to I'sy at
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P,. Then, noting that the pseudo-velocity of state (1) is vi(§) = (ugl), 0) — & with ugl) > 0 and
{Ps} = Tsnock N Tsym C {& < 0}, it follows that vector vi on Igpock near P2 points into Q. It
is then expected that this holds on the whole shock I'gpock, unless the jumps of the velocity and
the density across the reflected-diffracted shock are degenerate at some points (which are not
expected). Then it follows from for Ighoek that v on Igpoex from the Q-side also points
into Q. On the sonic arc (for the supersonic reflection), the jump of the velocity is not expected,
and velocity vy of state (2) on I'yopnic points into Q (as vy points along the radial direction of the
sonic circle of state (2) towards its center O2 € P3Py). Therefore, it is expected that

v-v < _Cil on I'shoek U Dsonic (43)

for some C > 0, where v on the curves is taken from the (2-side and v is the outer normal with
respect to €.
Based on the remarks above, we define the notion of regular shock reflection solutions:

Definition 4.3. Fir the wedge angle 0, € (63, 5), and let domain A = A(0y) as defined above.
An entropy solution (p,v) of the regular shock reflection problem in the sense of Definition
is called a regular shock reflection solution if (p,v) satisfies the following additional properties:

If state (2) for Oy is supersonic at Py, i.e., |vo(Py)| > ca, the solution has the supersonic
reflection structure as on Fig. [1.1] If state (2) for by is subsonic or sonic at Py, i.e., [vao(Pp)| <

c2, the solution has the subsonic reflection structure as on Fig. [£.2] More specifically,

(i) The extended reflected-diffracted shock curve PoyPyP§** is C' up to its endpoints.
(i) (p,v) is continuous in QN N;(Dsnock U Lsonic) for the supersonic or sonic reflections, and
in QNN (Tsnock) for the subsonic reflection, for some v > 0.
(iii) The solution coincides with states (0), (1), and (2) in their respective regions: for the
supersonic reflection case,

(po,vo)  for & > &) and & > & tan b,
(p,v) =< (p1,v1) for & < & and above curve PyP, Py,
(p2,v2) in PPy Py,

where €9 > 0 is the location of the incident shock Sy on the self-similar plane; and for the
subsonic or sonic reflection case,

(po, vo) Jor &> &) and & > & tan by,
(p,v) =

(p1,v1) for & < &) and above curve PyP;,

and _Jim_ (p,v)(€) = (p2,v2)(PD).

(iv) holds for some C > 0, where v on the curves is taken from the Q-side and v is the
outer normal with respect to 2.

(v) The flow is pseudo-subsonic in Q on and near Ushock, €xcept the except the sonic point Py
for the supersonic or sonic reflections, i.e., |[v| < ¢ on Lghoek \{P1} for supersonic and sonic
reflections, and on Igocr for strictly subsonic reflections, where v on Ignock S computed
from the Q—side.

Remark 4.4. The curve, Ugpock, cannot be a straight segment. Indeed, if the shock is a straight
segment, then it lies on a vertical line passing through Ps, since the tangent line to Igpock at
Py is wvertical by condition of Definition . On the other hand, the tangent to I'gnocr at
Py for the supersonic reflection and at Py for the subsonic reflection is tangent to the straight
shock Sy between state (1) and (2), where, for the subsonic case, this follows from the property:

lim  (p,v)(&) = (p2,v2)(Fy) in Definition by using the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions
£eN), E—-Py

(12.9)—(2.10) on the shock. As we have shown above, the straight shock between states (1) and (2)

1s not vertical. This shows that I'spock cannot lie in a straight line.



LOW REGULARITY OF THE RIEMANN SOLUTIONS FOR THE ISENTROPIC EULER SYSTEM 19

Remark 4.5. For the supersonic reflections, it follows from conditions (ii)—(iii) of Definition
and the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions that (p,Vv) are continuous across the sonic arc PPy =

Dsonic:

lim (p,v)(&) = (p2, va(P)) for any P € T'sonic- (4.4)
£eqQ, E—P
Theorem 4.6. Let (p,v) be a regular shock reflection solution in the sense of Definition [4.3]
Assume that (p,v) satisfy the following:
(i) The reflected-diffracted shock TUgpock = P1 Py is C? in its relative interior, and C' up to
endpoints Py, where Py is replaced by Py if the subsonic shock reflection occurs at Py;
(i) (p,v) € C' (Vo (Tshoek U Tsonic) N Q) \ {P1}) NCOH (NG (Cshock U sonic) Q) for some o > 0,
where Py is replaced by Py if the subsonic shock reflection occurs at Py;
(i) |v| < Co and Cy' < p < Cy in Q for some Co > 1.
Then it is not possible that (p,v) € H*(Q).

The proof of Theorem will be given for the more general non-symmetric case below
(Theorem |4.10)), based on the observation in Remark

Next, for the non-symmetric regular shock reflection problem, based on the argument near
the reflection point Py for the symmetric case above, there are four configurations depending on
whether the solution at Py and P; is subsonic or supersonic. As two examples of them, Fig.
and Fig. exhibit the structures of two supersonic regular reflections and two subsonic regular
reflections, respectively. In light of Definition [4.3] we define the regular reflection solution for
the non-symmetric case. Let the wedge angle 6, = 0% 4 62 with 0, € (6, 5), where 0 is the

angle between 'l and the ¢;-axis for i = 1,2. Let
A=RI\{€: & >0, & tandy < & < & tandy, ).
Let £ > 0 be the location of the incident shock Sy on the self-similar plane.

Ay

FSll()(fk

FIGURE 4.3. Non-symmetric su- Ficure 4.4. Non-symmetric sub-
personic regular reflection sonic regular reflection

We call (p,v) € L*(A), with p € BVjoe(A N N;.(OA)) for some r > 0, is an entropy solution
of the non-symmetric regular shock reflection problem if (p,v) is an entropy solution of system

(2.3)—(2.4) with the slip boundary condition ([2.13) in the sense of Definition which satisfies
the asymptotic conditions:

Jim (0, v) = (2.9)llo,x\Ba(0) = 0



20 GUI-QIANG G. CHEN, MIKHAIL FELDMAN, AND WEI XIANG

where
(5.9) = (po,vo)  for & > &7,
’ (p1,v1)  for & <&
Then we can define the non-symmetric regular shock reflection solution.

Definition 4.7. For given angles 0%, with 0i € (01,7) for i = 1,2, an entropy solution (p, V)

w2
1s called a non-symmetric reqular shock reﬂectwn solution of the non-symmetric reqular shock

reflection problem if (p,v) satisfies the following additional properties:

(i) If state (2) at Py and state (3) at Py are both supersonic, i.e., |[va(FPy)| > c2 and |va(P1)| >
c3, the solution has the supersonic reflection structure as in Fig. [£.3] at both points Py and
Py. If state (2) at Py and state (3) at P are both subsonic or sonic, i.e., |[va(FPp)| < c2 and
|va(P1)| < c3, the solution has the subsonic reflection structure as in Fig. 4.4,

(ii) The reflected-diffracted shock curve PyPy is C' up to its endpoints.
(iii) (p,v) is continuous in QNN (Csnoac UT2 . UTS ) for the supersonic reflections, and in
QNN (Tsnock) for the subsonic reflection, for some r > 0.

(iv) The solution coincides with states (0), (1), (2), and (3) in their respective regions:
((po,vo)  for &> &Y, & > & tan6l,
(po,vo)  for & > &), & < —&itan6y,
(p,v) =< (p1,v1) for & < &), and the left to curve PyPy,
(p2,v2) in Ao if state (2) at Py is supersonic,

(ps,vs3) in As if state (3) at Py is supersonic,
where €9 > 0 is the location of the incident shock Sy on the self-similar plane, and

lim = F f state (2) at Py is subsons '
e (p,v)(&) = (p2,v2) () if state (2) at Py is subsonic or sonic,

geﬂl n (p,v)(&) = (p3,v3)(P1) if state (3) at Py is subsonic or sonic.

. ) holds for some C' > 0, where Usonic is replaced by Fsomc U Fgomc,
taken from the Q-side, and v is the outer mormal with respect to €.
(vi) The flow is pseudo-subsonic in 0 on and near Tshock, except for the sonic points Py and

Ps if they exist, point Py if state (2) is sonic at Py, and point Py if state (3) is sonic at P;.

v on the curves is

Remark 4.8. Similarly as stated in Remark 1.4, curve Ispock cannot be a straight segment,
which will be addressed in more detail in Step 3 of the proof of Theorem [£.10] below. Moreover,
if 0L = 02, the symmetric regular shock reflection problem is a special case of the non-symmetric
reqular shockz reflection problem, by defining (p®*, v®*) (&1, —&2)) = (p™Y, v (&1, &) for any
& = (&,&) € A. Therefore, we only prove the low reqularity of the non-symmetric reqular
reflection solution below, since the low reqularity for the symmetric case follows directly.

Remark 4.9. For the supersonic reflections, it follows from conditions (ii)—(iv) of Definition
and the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions that (p,Vv) are continuous across the sonic arcs I'2 . U
r

sonic

sonic*

lim (p7 V)(é) = (p27vi)(P) fOT any Pe Fsomc Zf |V1(PO)| > € for i = 273
£eQ, =P

Theorem 4.10. Let (p,v) be a non-symmetric reqular shock reflection solution in the sense of
Definition [.7 Assume that (p,v) satisfy the following:
(i) The reflected-diffracted shock Dgnoek = PaP3 is C2 in its relative interior, and C' up to
endpoints Py and P3, where Py (or Ps3) is replaced by Py (or Py) if the subsonic shock
reflection occurs at Py (or Py);
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(i) (p,v) € C* (No(Tshock U Taonic UTZ 1ie) N\ { P2, Ps})NCOHNG (Dshock UT L pic UT'Z )N
Q) for some o > 0, where Py (or P3) is replaced by Py (or Py) if the subsonic shock reflection
occurs at Py (or Py);

(iii) |v| < Co and Oyt < p < Coy in Q for some Co > 1.

Then it is not possible that (p,v) € H*(Q).

Proof. Tt suffices to check that the assumptions of Theorem [3.2] are satisfied. We divide the
proof into four steps.

1. Since the cases with one supersonic reflection and one subsonic reflection can be treated
similarly, we focus only on the non-symmetric supersonic reflection solution (see Fig. |4.3]) and
the non-symmetric subsonic reflection solution (see Fig. 4.4)) in the proof below.

2. We first show that the non-symmetric regular reflection solutions satisfy conditions f
of Definition and assumptions f of Theorem

The properties described in Definition with M = 5 for the non-symmetric supersonic
reflection solutions and with M = 3 for the non-symmetric subsonic reflection solutions by
Definition '., and with A; being the region of possible state (0), (1), (2), or (3). Moreover,
condition ({ii) of Definition also holds for the regular shock reflection solutions because states
(0), (1), (2), and (3) are four different constant states, specifically pg < p1 < p2 and pg < p1 < p3.

The properties in Definition hold, i.e., 9f) is a Lipschitz curve, by Definition
and the fact that the rest of 9€) consists of the straight segments and the arcs of the circles for
the supersonic reflection, and the angles of vertices Pj,j = 1,2,---,6, for the non-symmetric
supersonic reflection and of vertices Py, P;, and P4 for the non-symmetric subsonic reflection
are all within (0, 7).

For the non-symmetric supersonic reflection, N1 = 2 and Ny = 3, with ['! = F‘lNedge PyPs,
TS =T2 gge = PaPo, T1 = Tanocke = PoPs, T = T2, i = PaPs, and T = T3 ;= P3D%.
For the non-symmetric subsonic reflection, N; = 2 and Ny = 1, with FeXt =Tl = PyPy,

wedge —
[§0 = T2 40 = P1Ps, and TP = Do = PP

In both the non-symmetric supersonic and subsonic reflection cases, all the requirements of
Definition f hold, by the regularity of I'shock given in Definition and the facts
that the angles in the corner points of 2 are within (0, 7) for the non-symmetric regular reflection
except for point Py, where condition holds with = = L and 6 = 2w — 62. Also, point
Py = (0,0) for the non-symmetric regular reflection solution is point Py = (0,0) as described in

Definition . Moreover, Py is the common point of T'{Xt = F}Ned . and st = ngedge for
both the regular supersonic and subsonic reflections, as described in Deﬁmtlon E.

Now we show that the requirements of Definition E ) hold. Clearly, Fmt = I'shock 1S a
shock, and v-v < —C~ L where v on I int js taken from the ()-side and v is the outer normal with
respect to €} by property of Deﬁnition of the non-symmetric regular reflection solution.

Also, for the non-symmetric supersonic reflection, T = T2 . and ' = T3 . are an arc of the

sonic sonic
sonic circles of state (2) and state (3), respectively, which imply that vy - v = —|va| = —c2 <0
on I‘gomc and v3 - v = —|V3| —c3 <0on Iy .. Using the boundary conditions that v = v
on Fsomc and v = v3 on Fsomc Definition ﬂ , we obtain that
v.v=-—c3<0 onT?2 . andv-v=—-c3<0onl?2 ..

Thus, the requirements of Definition Em hold.

Next, since Fmt = Tihock U F;omc U Fgomc, assumptions ({i of Theorem imply that
assumptions (i)—(ii) of Theorem |3 - 2| hold for the regular shock reflectlon solutlon

Therefore, we have shown that conditions (fil)— of Definition and assumptions f
of Theorem m hold.

3. It remains to show that the requirements in Definition viii) hold. This is achieved

by the use of Lemma Thus, it remains to show that cond1t10ns (lal) . of Lemma are
satisfied below.
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Condition () is satisfied since A; is the region of state (1) as shown in Figs. above,
and Igphock = OA1 N O in both the supersonic and subsonic cases.

We now check condition (]E[) of Lemma, Assume that I'gpocr 18 a straight segment. Recall
that S; = I'}} . is the straight shock between states (1) and (2), i.e., the line passing through
points Py and P, for the supersonic reflection, and through P, for the subsonic reflection. Using
Definition [4.7][iv), we obtain that (p,v)(P) = (p2,v2)(F,) for the non-symmetric supersonic
reflection, and (p,v)(Fy) = (p2,v2)(Fy) for the non-symmetric subsonic reflection, where (p, v)
in both cases is computed from the 2—side. Thus, the tangent line to Filnt = I'ghock at the upper
endpoint, i.e., at P> for the non-symmetric supersonic reflection and at Py for the non-symmetric
subsonic reflection, is line S7. Similarly, we have the tangent line to Filnt = I'shock at the lower
endpoint, i.e., at P for the non-symmetric supersonic reflection and at P; for the non-symmetric
subsonic reflection, is line Sy = thock. Hence, if ['ghock is a straight segment, then [ghocr lies
on both lines S; and So; in particular, these lines coincide. It follows that S; = So is the line
passing through Py and P;, and Igpock lies within interval PyP;. However, the wedge is convex
since 6% € (0, 5) for i = 1,2, so PyPy lies within the wedge, thus outside A. It follows that
Tshock C PoPy lies outside A, which contradicts the structure of regular reflection-diffraction
configuration. That is, the assumption that I'ghock is a straight segment leads to a contradiction,
which verifies (b)) of Lemma

Next, we show condition (| of Lemma is satisfied.

Consider first the case of reflections that are supersonic at Py, i.e., |va(P)| > c2; see Fig. 4.3
Then we need to show that (v-Tgnoek)(P2) 7# 0. Assume this is not true, then (v-Tghock ) (P2) = 0.
Note that Tspock (I2) = T35, and viq(P2) = va(FP2) by Deﬁnition so that vo(P)-Ts, =0
and

[V(P2) - Vshock| = [V2(P2) - Vs, | = [va(P2)| = ca,

which contradicts the last inequality in . Thus condition of Lemma is proved in
the case when |vo(FPy)| > ca.

In the case of reflections that are sonic at Py, i.e., |[va(FPy)| = ca (see Fig. |4.4), the argument
is the same as above with only notational change: we use point Py here instead of point Ps.

It remains to consider the case of reflections that are subsonic at Py, i.e., [va(Fp)| < c2;
see Fig. Assume that (Vv - Tshoek)(Fo) = 0. Recall that (p,v)(Fy) = (p2,v2)(Fp) for the
subsonic reflection and Sy is tangent to I'gnock at Py, as we have shown above. Thus, from
(V- Tshoek) (Po) = 0, we obtain that (va - Tg,)(Fo) = 0. Since S; is the line shock between states
(1) and (2), the last equality implies by that (vi - 7g,)(Fo) = 0, so that line L through

centers 01 = (ugl),()) and Oz = (u?),ug)) of states (1) and (2) (which is orthogonal to Si)
intersects S at Py. Since Py € I'yedge, O2 € LNT'yedge (Where Oz € Tyedge because vo-v = 0 on
Iywedge)s and L N Dyedge = {Fo}, it follows that Oy = Py so that vo(FPy) = 0. Since va(Fy) = 0,
it follows from the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions (2.9)—(2.10) on S; between states (1) and (2)
that vi(FPy) = 0, that is, O; = Py. However, this is not true since O; = (ugl),O) for ugl) > 0,
while Py = (I cos @, lsin L) for some [ > 0. This contradiction shows that (v - Tspoer) (Po) # 0,
i.e., condition of Lemma, holds for the subsonic reflection at Fy.

Now all the conditions of Lemma are verified for the regular reflection solutions. Applying

Lemma we obtain that Definition holds.

4. Now, all the conditions of Theorem are verified for the regular reflection solutions.
Then the conclusion of Theorem (.10 follows from Theorem [3.2] O

4.2. Lower Regularity of the Prantl-Meyer Reflection Solutions for Supersonic Flows
past a Solid Ramp. The second example is the Prandtl reflection problem for the isentropic
Euler system . This is of a self-similar structure that occurs when a 2-D supersonic flow
with density ps > 0 and velocity voo = (U0, 0), uso > 0, along the wedge-axis hits the wedge in
the direction at ¢t = 0. See Figs. also see Bae-Chen-Feldman [2,3] and Elling-Liu [26].
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FIGURE 4.5. Prandtl supersonic FIGURE 4.6. Prandtl subsonic
shock reflection shock reflection

Consider the problem in the self-similar coordinates & = (£1,&2) in the region:
A =R\ {€: & > max(0,& tanby,) }.

We seek global entropy solutions of the boundary value problem in the sense of Definition

First, a similar argument as made for the regular shock reflection at the reflection point Py (see
Figs. yields that, at wedge-vertex Py, for a given uniform incoming flow (poo, Voo ), there
is a detachment angle 64 € (0, %) such that the system of algebraic equations (2.9) and (2.13 - ) for
state (O) has two solutions for each wedge-angle 6, € (0,60%) such that the entropy condition
is satisfied for the two-shock configuration. The weak state (O) with the smaller density is
expected to be physical. So we always refer to state (O) as the weak state (O). Similarly, it
follows from the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions and the slip boundary condition that

The shock line T, between states (O) and (c0) is not parallel to Tyedge for all Oy, € (0,62).

(4.5)
Depending on the wedge-angle, state (O) can be either supersonic or subsonic at P;. It de-
termines the type of the reflection, supersonic or subsonic, as shown in Fig. and Fig.
respectively.

Second, by a straightforward computation, we know that there exists a unique constant state
(N), which determines the normal reflection of state (co) from the wedge boundary I'yedge S0 that
state (N) satisfies the slip boundary condition along I'wedge and the Rankine-Hugoniot
conditions along a straight line Fé\{mk, which lies in A and is parallel to I'yedge-

Hinted by the solution structures given in [2,3,26] for the potential flow, for any given wedge-
angle Oy, € (0 64), an entropy solution (p,v) of the boundary value problem in the sense of
Deﬁmtlon 2|is called a regular Prandtl-Meyer reflection solution for the isentropic Euler system
. 1f (p, v) satisfies the following further properties:

(i) If state (O) at P is supersonic, i.e., [vo(P1)| > co, the solution has the supersonic reflection
structure as in Fig. [£.5]at point P;. If state (O) at P is subsonic or sonic, i.e., [vo(Py)| <
co, the solution has the subsonic reflection structure as in Fig.

(ii) The reflected shock curve T'gpock (i-€., PyPs for the supersonic reflection and Py Py for the
subsonic reflection) is C'! up to its endpoints and is C? in its relative interior.

(iii) (p,v) is continuous in Q N N; (Tgnoek U TN .. UT . ) when |[vo(P1)| > co, and in QN
Ni(Cshoek UTY . ) when [vo(Py)| < co for some r > 0.
(iv) The solution coincides with states (00), (O), and (N) in their respective regions. Specifi-

cally,

(pom Voo) in A,
(p,v)z (pvaN) in Ay,
(po,vo) in Ao if state (O) at P; is supersonic,
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and
lim (p,v)(&) = (po,vo)(P1) if state (O) at Pj is subsonic or sonic.
EeN, E—DP
(v) v-v < —C7! on Tgpoa U Fé\(/;nic N Fgmic for some C' > 0, where v on the curves is taken
from the 2—side and v is the outer normal with respect to €.
(vi) The flow is pseudo-subsonic in € on and near I'gyock, except for the sonic points Py and Ps

if they exist, or point P; if state (O) is sonic at P;.

We remark that, for the supersonic reflections, it follows from (ii)—(iv) of the definition above
and the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions that (p,v) are continuous across the sonic arcs 'Y . and
O
r sonic*
Then, following the arguments as for the proof of Theorem [4.10], we have the following theorem
on the lower regularity of the regular Prandtl-Meyer shock reflection solutions:

Theorem 4.11. Let (p,v) be a regular Prandtl-Meyer shock reflection solution for the isentropic
Euler system such that

(1) (p7 V) € Cl ((NU (PShOCkUPé\gnicUFgmic)mﬁ)\{P47 P5}) mCO’l (NU(FShOCkUFé\ofniCUPSOonic) ﬁﬁ)
for some o > 0, where Ps is replaced by P if the subsonic shock reflection occurs at Pi;

(ii) |v] < Cy and C’O_1 < p < Cyin Q for some Cy > 1.
Then it is not possible that (p,v) € H'(Q).

Proof. For the supersonic reflection, M = 3, Ny = 1, and Ny = 3 with Ay = Ay, Ay = A,
Az = Ao, TP = Tyedge = PoP3, T = Tohoac = PuPs, T8 = TN = P3Py, and T =
ro .= PPs.

For the subsonic reflection, M = 2, Ny = 1, and Ny = 2 with A1 = Ay, Ao = A, F‘th =
Tywedge = P1P3, T = Tgo = PPy, and TP =TV . = P3Py

Then we can follow the proof of Theorem to show that the regular solutions satisfy the
assumptions of Theorem similarly. The only (slight) difference is in showing that condition
(]ED of Lemma holds. We need to show that I'goc is not a straight segment. Let us first
consider the supersonic Prandtl reflection case; see Fig. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem
we show that, at point Py (resp. Ps), curve Ighock is tangential to line Fé\{mck (resp. Fsohock).
If Tghock is a straight segment, we obtain that Fé\{lock and Fsohock lie in the same line. However,
Fé\{lock is parallel to I'yeqge With a positive distance from it, while Fglock passes through point
Py € T'wedge- This contradiction shows that I'gpock is not a straight segment. In the case of
subsonic or sonic Prandtl reflection as in Fig. [£.6] we argue similarly, except we consider point
P instead of point P5 and use the fact that, in the subsonic or sonic case, g0k is parallel to
Fsohock at P; by the last equality in condition (iv) of the definition of admissible solutions. Then
we conclude in the same way as in the case of supersonic Prandtl reflection. Thus, we do not

repeat the similar arguments for the proof. O

4.3. Lower Regularity of the Shock Diffraction Solutions of the Lighthill Problem.
The third problem is the Lighthill problem, i.e., the shock diffraction problem, for the isentropic
Euler system. As discussed in [16] for the potential flow and shown in Fig. the Lighthill
shock diffraction problem arises as a straight incident shock passes through a wedge stepping
down.

Initially, we consider two piecewise constant Riemann data with the left state (1): (p1, u(ll), 0)
for ugl) > 0 and the right state (0): (pg, 0, 0), separated by a vertical shock, which hits the wedge
at the wedge-corner P;. Then the Lighthill shock diffraction problem evolves in a self-similar
structure as time goes on. In the self-similar coordinates &, the incident shock F;hock is given by

& = &), By a straightforward calculation, it follows from the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions (2.9))
and the entropy condition (2.12)) that the location of the incident shock satisfies 0 < £ < ¢y,
y—1

where ¢; = p; 2 is the sonic speed of state (1). Thus, as shown in Fig. the incident shock
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A1 1
1—‘shuck
Fsoni(;
Ao
1 [shoc
P / F\\'cdn‘c Pl shock

FIGURE 4.7. Lighthill shock diffraction problem

Féhock interacts with the sonic circle I'sopic of state (1) and becomes a transonic shock I'ghock,

and then ['gyoc meets wedge ngedge perpendicularly.

Let Ag, A1, and €2 be defined, as shown in Fig. Let A = Ag UA; UQ. An entropy solution
(p, v) of the boundary value problem in A in the sense of Definition is called a regular shock
diffraction solution of the Lighthill problem for the isentropic Euler system if (p, v) satisfies the
following further properties:

(i) The diffracted shock curve Igpoqc = PoPs is C! up to its endpoints and is C? in its relative

interior. Its tangent is perpendicular to I‘gvedge at P, and is vertical at Ps.

(i) (p,v) is continuous in QN N;(Tshock U Tsonic) for some r > 0.
(iii) The solution coincides with states (0) and (1) in their respective regions. Specifically,

(po, Vo) in Ag,
(p,v) = .
(,017 Vl) m A17

where vg = —€ and v; = (ugl), 0) — €.

(iv) v-v < —C7! on Tgpoak U Tsonic for some C' > 0, where v on the curves is taken from the
()—side and v is the outer normal with respect to Q.

(v) The flow is pseudo-subsonic in €2 on and near I'yyocx except for the sonic points Ps.

Let M =2, Ny = 2, and Ny = 2 with Ay = Ag, Ay = Ay, T = T} = PPy, TS =

- ) wedge
[ gge = P1Po, TP = Tapoek = P2P3, and TH" = Tgonic = P3Py Then, following the proof
of Theorem we have the following theorem on the lower regularity of the regular shock
diffraction solutions.

Theorem 4.12. Let (p,v) be a regular shock diffraction solution of the Lighthill problem for
the isentropic Euler system and satisfy the following:

(i) p,v € Ct (No(Tshock U Tsonic) N Q) \ {Ps}) N C™ (N (Lshock UTsonic) Q) for some o > 0;
(ii) |v| < Cy and Cal < p < Cyin Q for some Cy > 1.

Then it is not possible that (p,v) € H' ().

Since the proof argument is similar to the one for Theorem we omit the details.
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4.4. Lower Regularity of the Riemann Solutions with Four-Shock Interactions. The
final problem is the Riemann problem with four-shock interaction structure for the isentropic
Euler system. As discussed in [12] for the Riemann problem with four-shock interactions for
the potential flow, initially in the x-coordinates, the scale-invariant domains A; C R?, for
i =1,2,3,4, are defined by

Alz{X€R2 : *014<9<912}, AQZ{X€R2 : 912<9<7T*(932},
Ag={x€R®: m— 03 <0 <7403}, Ap={x€R® : m+03 <0 <21 — 0614},

where 6 is the polar angle of point x € R? and the four parameters 012, 32,634, 614 € (0, 5). On
each A;, suitable constant states (i) with values (p;, v;) are given for the Riemann initial data
such that any two neighboring states are connected by exactly one planar shock discontinuity,
which satisfies the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions and the entropy condition for the isentropic
Euler system. As introduced in [12], under the symmetry assumption that 615 = 614 = 61,
O30 = 034 = 65, and states in Ay and A4 are the same constants, and under a structure assumption
that one forward shock is generated between states (1) and (j) and one backward shock is
generated between states (3) and (j), governed by the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions and
the entropy condition , we expect the Riemann problem develops a Riemann solution with
the structure as shown in Fig.

Ay
P3 I“l P2

shock

F2

shock

Ay

FIGURE 4.8. Riemann problem with four-shock interactions

On the symmetry line that is the dashed line shown in Fig. the velocity satisfies
with v being the vertical direction. At the interaction points P; and P, based on an argument
similar to the one for the regular shock reflection problem at the reflection point Py, with the
symmetry line and state (2) in Fig. corresponding to I'yedge and state (1) in Fig. there
exists a detachment angle ¢ € (0, Z) depending on the data such that, for 61,6 € (0,65 ), there
exist two constant states (5) and (6) in A5 and Ag, respectively, satisfying the Rankine-Hugoniot
conditions and the entropy condition . One corresponds to the strong shock and the
other to the weak shock. We always select the weak one because it expects to be stable in general.
Then there exists a sonic angle 65 € (0, 9] such that the state at Py (or Py) is pseudo-supersonic
if 01 € (0,6%) (or 62 € (0,6°)) and is pseudo-subsonic if §; € (65,04 (or 02 € (6%, 64)).

When 6; € (0,6°) at Py, there exist points P» and Ps on T'L . (the sonic curve of state (6))
such that shocks P; P> and P Ps are straight shocks and the state in Ag with boundaries P Ps,
rt and Py Ps is the constant state (6). Similarly, when 62 € (0,6°%) at Py, there exist points

sonic?

P3 and P5 on T2 (the sonic curve of state (5)) such that shocks P3Py and PyP5 are straight

sonic
shocks and the state in A5 with boundaries P3Py, Fgonic, and P, P5 is the constant state (5). On
the other hand, when 6 € [6°,69] at P, (or when 6 € [°,0] at P;), the sonic arc, the straight
shocks, and Ag (or As) disappear near point P; (or Py), and state (6) (or state (5)) is the limit

of solution (p,v) in Q as the point tends to Py (or Py). It is direct to see that
The tangents to T} .. at P> and P3 are not parallel to each other, (4.6)

where P; is replaced by P if state (6) is subsonic and Ps is replaced by P if state (5) is subsonic.
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Let A; for i =1,---,6, if they exist, and let €2 be defined as shown in Fig. Let A = R2.
An entropy solution (p,v) of the boundary value problem in A in the sense of Definition is
called a regular Riemann solution with four-shock interactions for the isentropic Euler system
if (p, v) satisfies the following further properties:

(i) The shock curves F;hock = P, P3 and thock = PsPs are C' up to their endpoints and are
C? in their relative interiors. Their tangents satisfy (4.6 .
(ii) (p,v) is continuous in QNN (T}, UTL . UT?% . UT2 . for some r > 0.
(iii) The solution coincides with the corresponding constant states in their respective regions
A;, for i =1,---,6, if they exist: Specifically,

(p1,v1)  in Ay,
(p2,v2)  in Ay,
(p3;v3)  in As,
(p,v) = .
(p2,v2)  in Ay,
(ps,Vs) in As, if state (5) at P, is supersonic
L (65 V) in Ag, if state (6) at P; is supersonic,
where
lim (p,v)(&) = (ps5,Vs)(Py) if state (5) at Py is subsonic or sonic,
£€Q, E—Py
lim (p,v)(&) = (ps, ve)(P1) if state (6) at P; is subsonic or sonic.
e, E—P1
(iv) v.v<-ClonT} ,uTll . uT? ,UT2 . for some C > 0, where v on the curves is

taken from the )-side and v is the outer normal with respect to Q.
(v) The flow is pseudo-subsonic in € on and near T'Y , UT? ., except for possible sonic
points Py, P3, P5, and Fj.

If state (5) at P, and state (6) at P; are both supersonic, then M = 6, N; = 0, and Ny = 4
with A; (for i = 1,--- ,6) being given as in Fig. rint — Il . =PPs, Fg‘t =T% 4 = P5Ds,
Fént 115101110 = D%, and Filnt Fgomc P3Ps.

If state (5) at P4 and state (6) at P, are both subsonic, then M =4, N; =0, and Ny = 2 with
A; (for i =1,2,3,4) being given as in Fig. |4.8] A5 and Ag disappearing, Fmt =T oa = PPy,
and Tt = thock = P, P.

If state (5) at Py is supersonic and state (6) at Pj is subsonic, then M =5, Ny =0, and Ny = 2
with A; (for i =1,---,5) being given as in Fig. Ag disappearing, Ti" =T, | = P P;, and
1112nt 115hock P5P1’ and Fi’)nt 1_‘gomc P3Ps.

It state (5) at Py is subsonic and state (6) at P; is supersonic, then M =5, Ny = 0 and Ny = 3
with A; (for i =1,---,6) being given as in Fig. . A5 disappearing, Fmt Pshock PyPy, and
Mt =12 =PP,and T =T . = PP

Then, following the proof of Theorem we have the following theorem on the lower
regularity of the regular Riemann solution, whose proof is omitted since it is similar to the one

for Theorem [A.10

shoc!

Theorem 4.13. Let (p,v) be a reqular Riemann solution with four-shock interactions for the
isentropic Fuler system and further satisfy:
(1) (p,v) € CH{(No (T gk YU Thock U Tionic U Tsonic) N ) \ {P2, Ps, Ps, Ps}) N OO (No (T U

shoc shoc sonic sonic
thock ull . UT2 )N Q) for some o > 0, where I" = () when it does not exist for

SOIllC SOIllC
1=1,2;

(i) |v| < Co and Cy;t < p < Cy in Q for some Cy > 1.
Then it is not possible that (p,v) € H ().

sonic
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APPENDIX A. DIPERNA-LIONS-TYPE COMMUTATOR ESTIMATES

In this appendix, we show the DiPerna-Lions-type commutator estimates, which have been
used in the proof of Theorem [3.2]in §3.

1
Lemma A.1. Let Q C R"™ be open and bounded, and n > 2. For e > 0, define n.(x) = E—nn(g)
for a mollifier kernel n € CP(R™) satisfying n(x) > 0 and [p, n(x)dx = 1. Let b € Wéf(Q)

and u € LY

loc

1 1
(Q) for p,q € [1,00] such that — 4+ — < 1. Then, for anyi=1,---,n,
P q

Oz, ((bu)E — beug) —0 in L1

loc

(Q) ase — 0T, (A.1)
where we have used the notation F, := F x n..
Proof. Let supp(n) C Bjs. Denote
Aclu,b] := 0, ((bu)g — baua).

We divide the proof into two steps.

1. We first show that, for all open €’ € Q and ¢ € (0, 3dist(, 09)),

[Ae[u, B[l L1y < Cnym, Q)Y Lo (|2l La(a)- (A.2)
Notice that

Aclu, b] = 9y, ((bu)e — bue) + 0y, ((bs — b)uc)

= (O, (bu): — b@;ciua) — by, ue + U0z, (be — b) + (b — b) Oy, ue
4
=: Z I .
m=1
We now show that, for € € (0, 51-dist(Q’,09)),
[ el iy < Cnyn, U)IVOl oy lull oy form=1,--- 4. (A.3)

First, we estimate I. 1 = Oy, (bu)e — b0y, (u).. For x € (V,
Li(x) = /R Oz, (ne(x =) (b(y) — b(x))u(y) dy

= / M, (Y) b ey) ZhX) i cy)ay.
By €

Then we use the estimate of the difference quotient for a Sobolev function to obtain that, for
any ¢ € (0, y7dist(€, 62)),

Hb(' —€y) —b(‘)‘

5 < C(n, Q)||V0] Loy ly] for each y € Byy.

P ()
Noting that [[u(- —ey)l|re() < l|lullLeq) for y and € as above, we have

Healzr@n < O V¥ls ey [ a3l dy.

B
which is (A.3]) for m = 1.
For I. o = —by,u. and I 3 = u.0y, (b: — 1), (A.3) follows from the standard estimates.
Finally, we estimate I. 4 = (b — b)0y,u.. For x € ¥/,

a0 = [ = 300, (6x - ) (o) — 60 ulz) dydz

= / N(Y)Nz,; (2) b(x — ey) — b(x) u(x — ez) dydz.
By XBuy €
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Then we complete the proof of for I. 4 similar as for I. 1 above, by using the LP—estimate
the difference quotient for the b-term, and the Li—estimate of the shift for the u-term. Then
estimate holds.

2. Now we prove the convergence . We first note that holds if u has the higher
regularity u € Wlicq(Q) and b as assumed. Indeed, in this case, 9;,(bu) € LL (€2). Since € is
bounded,

Aclu,b] = (axi (bu)) * N — (Oz,0)ette — be(Op,u)e
— O, (bu) — 0z, bu — b0z, u =0 in LL () ase— 0.

For general v and b as assumed, the same convergence is obtained by approximation, and
using , via a standard argument that we briefly describe now. First, let p € [1,00). To
include the case that ¢ = oo, we argue as follows: Choose open €' € Q, then choose open "
such that Q' € Q" € Q. Let (bg,ux) € C>°(Q2) be such that by — b in VVI})f(Q) and u, — u in
L (Q). Replacing {u} by its subsequence if necessary, we obtain

loc

”kaHLoo(Q//)”U — uk’HLl(Q”) — 0 as k — oo. (A4)

Then, for each ¢ € (0, 3dist(€Y’,9Q”)), using the bi-linearity of A.[-,-] and estimate (A-2)) on sets
Q' e Q" for (p,q) and (o0, 1) respectively, we have

| Ac[u, bl L1 ()
= || Acfur, bi] + Aclu, b — b] + Aclu — ug, bgl|| L1 (o
<N Acfug, bl oy + C(IIV0 = Vil pon 1ull Lagary + V0kll Lo (o lu — wrll 1)) -

Recalling that ||Ac[ug,bkll|f1) — 0 as e — 0 for each k and using (A.4), we obtain that
[Ac[u, b]ll L1y — 0 as € — 0. In the remaining case (p,q) = (o0,1), we argue similarly,
interchanging p and ¢ (resp. b and ), and, instead of , we replace {by} by its subsequence
if necessary to obtain

HVb — vkaLl(Q/l)||ukHLoo(Q//) —0 as k — oo.

Then we modify the rest of the argument correspondingly to conclude the proof. O
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