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Weak asymptotic of shock wave formation process

V. Danilov* D. Mitrovic’

Abstract

We construct an asymptotic (in a weak sense) solution corresponding
to the shock wave formation in a special situation.

1 Introduction

We consider the problem of shock wave formation for the following Hopf type

equation:
ou 0
a‘i‘%f(u) =0, (1)

where we assume that f € C°® and the inequality f”(u) > 0 holds on the range
of the solution u. We shall consider the special initial condition for Eq. (1):

ul,_o = ug + (ua(@) —ug)H(ar — z) + (U — w1 (2)) H(az — ), (2)

where uJ, U, and a; > ag are constants, H is the Heaviside function, the
function wu;(x) is determined by the equation

fllui(x)) = =Kz + b, K, b= const, (3)

and, in addition, we assume that u;(a1) = uf and u1(az) = U.

Such a function appears! in the construction of the entropy solution to the
Cauchy problem with an ”unstable” initial jump.

It follows from the choice of such an initial condition that the approximation
of problem (1)—(2) (a weak asymptotic solution) for all ¢ is an element of the
asymptotic subalgebra

B{laHl(‘T - ng,E),Hz(:E - 90275)}

introduced in [].
Roughly speaking, this means that at any time moment the weak limit of
the weak asymptotic solution is a linear combination of the Heaviside functions
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H(z — ¢1) and H(x — ¢2) with smooth in ¢ (¢ > 0) coeflicients and that there
are no additional jumps. In turn, this means that at time

a; — az
FU) = f(ug)
all characteristics meet at the same point z* = a; + Vjt*, V1 = f’(ug), Vo =
(), i=1,2.

More precisely, for 0 < ¢t < t*, the solution of problem (1)—(2) is given by
the formula

t* =

u =g+ (ur(wo(x,1)) —up) H(er — 2) + (U — ur(wo(x, 1)) H(p2 — x),  (4)

where the function uy(zo(x,t)) has the form

Here ¢;(t) = a; + Vit, i = 1,2, ¥ = 1(t) — pa
For t = t* the plot of the function v = u(z,t

t), and ¥ = a1 — as.
) is the graph

((—OO,.’,E*), U) U (I*v (Uv ug)) U ((I*v oo),ug)
We note that if we set

up(zo(z, 1)), t<t*, t>t*

0 * *

Uy, t=1t", T<z¥,
ERIER

U, t=t* x>

weu),U], t=t*, z=aza*

then the function @(z, t) is defined for all values of ¢ and, for ¢ < ¢*, is a solution
of Eq. (1) satisfying the initial condition (2) for ¢ = 0. Our goal is to ”correct”
the function u(x, t) and to obtain an analytic formula that, for ¢ < ¢t*, determines
a function close to u(z,t) and, for ¢t > t*, a function close to the function

u=uf+ H(c(t—t*) — (x — z*))U, (5)
where
Um0~ s
[u] r=ct U - u8 '

The answer is given by formula (10) below.

We note that the function u determined by relation (4) for ¢ < t* is contin-
uous everywhere except the points lying on the curves = ¢;(t), i = 1,2, and,
at points of these curves, the function has weak discontinuities (the derivatives
of the function have jumps at these points). Therefore, the formation of the
shock wave (5) from (4) can be treated as the result of interaction (confluence)
of weak discontinuities. Moreover, for ¢t < ¢*, although the derivatives are dis-
continuous, the solution of such problems (that is continuous, but with jumps



of the derivatives on some smooth nonintersecting curves) can be constructed
by the method of characteristics.

We note that, in the case f(u) = u?, the problem of constructing the global
asymptotic solution of problem (1), (2) was solved as an example in [2]. The
asymptotic solution constructed in [2] is a weak asymptotic solution. We recall
how it is determined. By Op/(c®) we denote generalized functions that, in
general, depend on the parameters ¢t and € and are such that for any test function
n(x), the estimate

(Op:(e%),n(x)) = O(")

holds, where the estimate on the right-hand side is understood in the usual sense
and locally uniform in ¢, i.e., |O(g®)| < Cre® for t € [0,T].

A function u. = u.(x,t) is called a weak asymptotic solution of problem (1),
(2) if

—Uu
t=0

Ou, n Of (ue)

ot tTor O

= Op(e). (6)

t=0

The goal of this paper is to construct such a function in the case of a general
convex nonlinearity f(u). This is achieved in Sections 2 and 3.

In Section 4 we introduce auxiliary formulas and statements of the weak
asymptotic method.

We note that if the solution u. satisfies the Oleinik—Kruzhkov stability con-
ditions [3, ], then it follows from (6) that u. differs from u by a measure [f]
whose values are estimated as O(g). Indeed, it is easy to verify that the right-
hand sides in (6) arising in our construction belong to C([0,T], L*(IR})) and
can be estimated as O(g) in the sense of the L'-norm. Therefore, according to
the results in [3 ], u. is an asymptotic of the solution to the Cauchy problem
(1)-(2) in L. This is done in Section 5.

We also note that the asymptotic (in the usual weak sense) solution de-
scribing the global behavior of the solution of the Cauchy problem with a small
viscosity and a smooth initial condition for the equation

ou  Of(u) 0%u

ot oz o022

was first constructed by A. M. II’in [6]. This was an important achievement in
the asymptotic theory.

In contrast to our paper, in A. M. II'in’s paper an arbitrary smooth initial
condition was considered. In [Z], in the case f(u) = u?, it was explained how
the solution constructed there can be used to obtain the global weak asymptotic
for a more general Cauchy problem. For this, it was proposed to consider an
interpolation of the initial function by linear splines. Also, we can use different
approach. For given smooth initial data ug(x), z € R, we can find (assume
finite) set of points 20 € R, k € 1,..., N, N € N, which reaches the point of
the gradient catastrophe in the moment ¢ = ¢;. Now, instead of given initial
data ug(x), x € R, we impose initial data uo:(x), € R, which differs from the
function ug(z), € R, in the intervals [z) —e, 20 +e], 0 < u < 1,k € 1,...,N.



In those intervals the function ug.(z), x € R, has form (10). It is obvious that
we have
[luo(x) — o ()| L1 (m) = O(").

Then, we solve the Cauchy problem corresponding to new initial data wo.(x),
x € R, using method of characteristics in a way that for the ”inserted” parts (the
one in the intervals [2) — e, 29 + "], 0 < u < 1, k € 1,..., N) we use ”the new
characteristics” given by (11) and for the rest of the function ug.(z) ( = uo(x)
for ¢ [29 — e, 2) 4 €"]) we use ordinary characteristics. This will be the
subject of further investigations.

2 Description of the formula
for the weak asymptotic solution
To construct a weak asymptotic solution describing the passage from (4) to (5),

we introduce some auxiliary constructions.
We define a function £(zp) as a solution of the implicit equation

U 4 ug = ua(zo) + u1(§(x0)), (7)

which is solvable due to (3).
Obviously, £ : [ag,a1] — [az,a1] is a smooth isomorphism and £(€(xg)) = xo.
We introduce the function Ui (xo, p), by setting

Ui(zo, p) = Ba2(p)ui(xo) + Bi(p)ui(&(0)), (8)

where the functions B;(p), i = 1,2, are defined in Lemma 4.1 and the function
p = p(7) is defined below, see (12), (13) and

- #10(t) — ()

Note that, by (7), (8), and the formulas for B; at the end of Lemma 4.1, we
have

) <P10(t) = a; + f'(ul(ai))t, 7= 1, 2

U+ uf — Ur(z0, p) = U1(&(20), p),  Ui(xo,p) = ui(z0) + O(p~N), p— 0(0-)
9

We shall seek a weak asymptotic solution of problem (1)—(2) in the form

ue(xz,t) = ud + (Ul(:co(:c,t,T),p) - ug)wl <¢1E—x>

+ (U—U1($0($,t,T),p))WQ<¢2E_x), (10)

do‘wi

where w;(z) — 0,1 as z — Foo, = O(|7|™"), where |z| — 00, a > 0

«
and N > 0 are arbitrary numbers, and ¢; = ¢;(t,¢), i = 1,2, xo(x,t,7) are the
desired functions.



As noted in the last Section (see Sec. 4.1), the functions w;((¢; — x)/e)
approximate (in the weak sense) the Heaviside functions H(¢; — x),

M<@_I>—H@rﬂﬂ+@ﬂ@, =12

3

We shall seek the functions ¢; = ¢;(t,€), i = 1,2, in the form
¢'L :Qi(t;T)_Fq/}Oé(taT)a 1= 1725'

Here, ¢(t, 7) is such that it satisfies }(t, T)’T‘}OO = 0. Furthermore, ¢;(¢,7) is an
analog of the trajectories of weak discontinuities of ¢;(t) in (4). The functions
oi(t,7), i = 1,2, can be found from the equations for the "new characteristics”
and, as 7 — oo (i.e., before the confluence of weak singularities), these functions
are close to the trajectories ;(t) from the preceding section.

To find the functions zg(z,t,7), we introduce the differential equation for
the "new characteristics”

dx

5 = B20) ' (Urlzo, )+ Br(p) [ (Ur(&(wo), p))+a(T ) | =mo. (11)
t=0

The function ¢(7, p) is assumed to be smooth and to satisfy the estimate
|Tq(T, p)| < const. (12)

Its appearance itself is caused by the fact that the function Uy (z, p), which
replaces the function u;(zg) in formula (4), depends on time (via the function
p = p(7) determined in (13), (14)). Therefore, this function is not preserved
along the usual trajectories corresponding to quasilinear equations. The ”"new
trajectories” are just given by Eq. (11), where the function p is determined as
follows. By x(zo, t, 7) we denote the solution of (11) and introduce the functions
Gi(t,7) = x(a;,t,7), i =1,2. We set

p= Sbl(th) _9272(t7T) — (bl(th) _¢2(t77-)'
3 3

We note that Ui(ai,7) = BouY + B1U and Uj(ag,7) = B2U + Bjul; hence
from (11) we easily obtain the following equation for p = p(7):

d _
=E = (Balp) = Bilp))(f'(Bauf + BLU) — F/(BaU + Buu)) () ™" (13)
Obviously, by definition,
-1 dp . ’
pT— =1 as T— o0 and P 0 (since v <0). (14)

We denote the right-hand side of (13) by G(p). Obviously, G(pg) = 0, where p
is a number such that By(po) = Ba(po), and hence (see Lemma 4.1)

Bi(po) = Ba(po) = 1/2. (15)



We assume that pp > 0. This is a condition imposed on Bj. It is easy to verify

that E = 0, while
P P=Po
d2G 12 0\ g/ U+ u8
e = —=8B5,(U —ug)f 5 # 0. (16)
P P=po

It follows from Eq. (13) and inequality (16) that the relations
p—po+OQ1/I7),  p=0@/Ir]%) (17)

hold as 7 — —oo0.

Thus, independently of (11), the function p = p(7) is defined as a solution of
problem (13), (14). Therefore, the function x(zo,¢,7) from (11) is also defined.
Now put

Li'(wo,t,T) :X(,To,t)—l—’lboXl(,To,T), (18)

where
X(-IO; t) = X9 + fI(UO({Eo))t = xor(/)O(wg)—l + bt

Inserting & in (11) instead of « we have

- ﬁ /oT [Bz(p)f’(Ul(Io, p)) + Bi(p)f'(Ur(§(x0), p))

+q(7',p) = f'(uo(0)) | d7’

X1

= ¢ZT /OT {Bz(P)f'(Ul(IoaP)) + Bi(p)f' (U1 (&(x0), p))
+a( )| dr' = () o — b(wp) (19)

It is easy to verify that the following representation is true:

a2t | B0 W0 0) + Bi () Wa(Ew0). ) + 0l )]
0T Jo

which follows from the identity
0
—bq/}—? = z*.
Yo
It is not difficult to see that the solution Z given by formula (19) is not the exact
solution of (11). Actually, for t = 0 (i.e. for 7 — +o00)from (19) we obtain

zoto (¥9) ™ + bt — Yo (¥)) o — Yob(vh) Tt =

(Xo + %oX1)lt=0 = 0 + O(e).
Obviously, for t € [0,T], T € R, we have:

x(xo, t,7) = &(xo, t,7) + O(e).



It is easy to verify that the term O(e) in the last relation has the form

0) =vas|_ = 4 [ [Ba(o) (WUs(a0.0) + Ba(0)f U(e(a0). )

t=0  YhT
+q(r, p) — f'(uo(wo)) | dr’ & eg(xo).

Finally, we obtain
x(zo,t,7) = B(x0, t,7) + €9(x0)-

Let us calculate the derivative 2&. By (18), (19), we have
o

ox 1/) T 0 / /

s =2 [ G [P Wi, o) + Bulo) W) )] o

=2 [ [P0 Wil = Buo) (el )] G o)
(20)

Here we used the relation

ouy, . au
3—330(:807p) - _a—xo(g(‘ro)7p)7

which follows from the definition of the function U; (g, p) in (9).
We agree that the symbol ~ denotes the following equivalence relation
f~g<lim / = const # 0. (21)
g

Then, as 7 — —o0, we have

U U S N

dxg ) ’ 2Ty
U+ u U+ ud
Ul(xOup)_> 2 07 Ul(g(xO)up) 2 0

Therefore,
[B2(0) £ (U 0, ) ~ Bao) £ (U €, )] ~ +-

Hence the integral in (20) converges as 7 — —oo and

0 Yo

—~ — —00.

6$0 ¢6T7 4 o
As 7 — oo, we have Uy(zg,p) — ui(zo) (since By — 1) and the integrand
in (20) tends to the limit

8u1 1/)6
f”(ul(iUO))a—%(fCO) =0

0



Thus
& g
8$0 8 ’
We note that the solvability of the equation z(zo, t,z) = x with respect to xg
globally in ¢ can hardly be ignored.
In our constructions, we shall hence use the following approximate expression
for the solution of Eq. (11), namely,

T — OQ.

x(xo,t,7) = &(xo, t,7) + £(g(x0) + Axo),

where A > 0, A = const. Clearly, we have

T = xg + cAxg,
t=0
and hence xo(x,t,7)|i=0 = x — cAzx + O(e).
As is easy to verify, this means that, in the sense of Op/-estimates, the initial
condition in (???) will be satisfied with accuracy up to Op/ (). We prove that
the constant A can be chosen so that the inequality

ox
— >0
8:1:0 =
holds uniformly in ¢.
We have
2 gt 2 [ (B W) - B (U (els0).0)
O o1 Jo ’ ’

— f"(uy (xo))g—;o} dr’ +eg'(z0) + €A.

Recall that t* = k=1, 1 (t*) = 0, 7 = 1o(t)/e. Hence for t < t*, by Lemma 4.2,
we have the estimate

J»?T / | Bof" (Us(wo,p) = Brf"(Ur(€(w0), p) - f”(ul(xo))g—ﬂ dr’ = O(e)
Similarly, for ¢ > t*, we have
1kt g / * [Bef W0 )= B W 6Gw0), ) (s o)) 52 dr’ = O,

It follows from these estimates that there is a possibility to choose the con-
stant A. Thus the equation

Xo(wo,t) + o X1(wo,t,€) +(g(x0) + Amg) = 2 (22)

can be globally solved with respect to xg.

In this case, the derivatives of the exact solution of Eq. (11) differ from the
function in the right-hand side of (22) and from the function &(xg,t,7) by O(g).
Therefore, in what follows, to simplify the calculations, we shall use all these
functions.



3 Construction
of the weak asymptotic solution

We substitute the function wu.(x,t) into Eq. (1). Using Lemma 4.1 and the
formula for weak asymptotic of the approximations in Sec. 4, we obtain

Ou, 0
5 gl (1) = (Ui (w0(@1.1.7). ) —uf)d(x — 61)
+ ¢2t(U — Ur(wo(h2,t,7), p))d(x — $2)
oU, 0
e g (61— 2) = H(62 — )
8U1 8:170

e 5 [B2(o) U ao(.1.7). )
+ Bi(p)f (Ur(€(woa,t, 7)), p)] [H (61 — ) = H (9 — )]
— (z = 6) [ Balp) (F(Wr (@o(01,,7), ) = F(u))
+ Bi(p)(F(U) - ﬂm<wm¢¢7»m0}
= 3 — 62)[B1(0) (F(U1 (o (62,1, 7)), ) — F(u))
+ Ba(p) (F(U) - ﬂmwmmmﬂpm}

+ %(IO,P) [H(p1 — x) — H(¢po — x)] + Opr (2).

xo=wo(,t,T)

(23)

Although there are rather many terms on the right-hand side, it is easy
to understand this formula. The terms containing the factors (H(¢1 — x) —
H(¢2 — x)) correspond to the substitution into the equation of the function w.
determined in (10) between the points z = ¢; and with Lemma 4.1 taken into
account.

The terms containing the delta functions, i.e., the factors §(x — ¢;), i = 1,2
appear due to the fact that U(xo(¢:(t,7),p)) # ud and U(zo(¢i(t,7),p)) # U,
but as 7 — oo (i.e., before the interaction) we have p ~ 7 (see (14)) and hence,
for any NV > 0, we have

Ulzo(¢1(t, 7). p)) —ug = OEY),  Ulao(e(t,7),p)) = U = O(Y).

We start analyzing the terms in (22) from the last one (which has the estimate
O(e71) in the C-norm):

oUy

5 = e[ Bh,ua (o) + B u(€(w0))]

= g*lw{)png [U +uh — 2uq (o, t, 7'))] (24)

Applying the Taylor formula at the points z = ¢; and = = ¢, for any test



function n(x), we obtain

$1
1B, / U + uJn(z) da
2

Yo .
= 50PpBh, (U +ug) ({6(x = é1) + 8(x — ¢2)},m(x)) + 0(e),  (25)
and By, = O(|p|™™) for any N > 0 as p — oo, Bj, — const as p — po
(1 — —00), and p = O(|7|72) as 7 — —o0 (see (17)).
Let us consider the remaining term. We have

1 ay - dz
/ up(zo(z, t,7))n(x) de = / ug (zo)n(x(zo, t,7) + 1/)0¢)j—$0 dxo.  (26)

as

Let us note that (see (18))

or _ ¢0<(¢g)1 + %> = 57((1/)8)1 + %) (27)

0xg 0xg Oz

Hence the right-hand side in (23) is bounded in the weak sense as ¢ — 0. We
now note that the following relations hold:

; 2 13)
n(x(zo, t, 7) + o) = n(x(a;, t,7) + o) + 77;8_50

)
To=Cq

Ci € (a”iaxo)v 7’:152
Recalling that x(a;,t,7) = ¢;(¢,7), i = 1,2, and again using (26), (14) and (17)

we obtain

$1
1B, / i (wola, t,7))n(x) de

(0(x = ¢1) + 0(x — ¢2),n(x)) YopT By

<[ wan) () + 52 ) dao + 0(e)

N~

Finally, we have
o,
ot

where

[H(¢1 — @) = H(¢2 — 2)] = g(7,p)(3(z = d1) + 8(z — ¢2)) + Opr(e),

ai

0X1

otr.9) = LopB3, U + )~ vhir B, [ untan) (0 + 50 ) do. 25

=5 5
It is easy to see that, by formula (17), we have the estimate

|7%g(T, p)| < const.

10



Moreover, the function g(7, p) is integrable, and the integral fOT g(7, p)dr con-
verges. Indeed, the integral of the first term converges because of the estimates
given after formula (24), and the integral of the second term, in its properties,
coincides with the last integral in formula (20).
Now we consider the remaining terms that contain the difference H(¢; —
x) — H(¢2 — x) as the multiplier. For any function n(x) € C§°, taking into
account the relation
Org  Oxo Ox
o Oz Ot
we have
oU; Ox U, 0x
(GGt + G5 (Bt W (o t.7). )

B U + ) = Ualao(at.7),0)) | (01 = ) = (62~ ). n(e))
d“@m%{_ax

6. Omo O — + B2(p) f' (Ur(wo(z,t,7), p))

+&@ﬁﬂMﬂmwmﬂmw%@Mw (29)

By (11), the expression in square brackets on the right-hand side of (28) is

just q(7, p).
We consider the integral
19Uy Oz
— d
/(;52 Oxg Ox () d
and pass to the variables x( precisely as in (25). We obtain

919U, 0 “oU -
| S @ de = [ S ({0, t,m) + viod) da.

, 6—:100 ox ,
Recall that
8U1 1 8U1 N 8’(1,1(.%0)

— ~=, T— —00,

-_— T — OQ.
Oxog T O0xo dxg

From the conjectural estimate (12) for the function ¢(r,p), using the Taylor
formula as in (24), we obtain

$1 8U1 8$0 q at 8U1
— de = = —dxg (0(x — o(x — O(e).
0] Gty de = [ S (5 = ) + dla — da). ) + O
Taking into account the definition of the function Uj(zg, p), we can easily
calculate the integral on the right-hand side of the last formula and obtain
*1 U, O
q o 8170 8:17 "
_ a(B— B)(§ ~ V)
2

(x)dx

(0(x = ¢1) +0(x = ¢2),n(x)) + O(e).  (30)

11



We choose the function ¢(7, p) so that the following relation hold:
q(Bz = B1)(ug = U) = —g(7, p). (31)
Obviously, we have
q(r,p) ~ g(r,p) = O(r™") VYN, 7 o0;

1
q(7,p) ~ 1g(1,p) ~ — T oo

Hence the estimate (12) holds and our constructions that lead to (29) are well
defined.

It is left to obtain the function ngS appearing in the definition of the functions
phi;, i = 1,2. To do that we will use the results from Section 4.3. Equating
with zero the remaining coefficients of 6(x — ¢;), ¢ = 1,2, (only such expressions
(mod Op-(€)) are left on the right-hand side of (22)), we obtain

$10(U(w0(01,1,7), p) — ug) — Ba(p) (f (Ur(zo(¢1,t,7),p)) — f(up))
= Bi(p)(f(U) = f(U1(&(x0(41, 1, 7)), p))) =0, (32)

¢2:(U — Ui (wo(¢2,t,7), p)) — Ba(p) (f ( ) = f(Ui(wo(¢2,t,7), p)))
— Bi(p)(f (U1(&(xo(¢2,t, 7)), p)) — f(ug)) = 0. (33)
According to (47) we have to prove that preceding equations are correct when

T — o0 and to find ¢ such that their sum be equal to zero.

By the definition of the functions ¢;(¢,7), i = 1,2, as 7 — oo (i.e., before
the interaction), the limit of the expressions on the left-hand side of relations

(29), (30) is equal to zero, and these relations admit the estimate O(7=%) for
any N > 0 as 7 — oo. This follows from the relations: p/7 — 1 as 7 — oo and

By =14+0(p™N), By =0(p™ M), p — 00 (1 = ). (34)
We write the limit of these relations for 7 — —o0. Recall that

Bi(p)==+0(7™"), p=po+O(7|™"), 71— -00, i=1,2. (35

Therefore, denoting the limit of ¢;; as 7 — —oo by ¢;;, ¢ = 1,2, we obtain

_ .0
se(551) = U@ - ). =1z, (30)
" FU) — f(ud)
b1 = # = - (37)
0
Denoting, as usual,
fU) = flug) _ [f]



we can determine the general limit ¢~ (¢) of the functions ¢;(7,t), i = 1,2, as
T — —o0 by the relation

¢ =7 (E) + o (t =) (38)

Relations (36) (or (38)) mean that, for ¢ > t*, the trajectories x = ¢; and

T = ¢4 are close to the line
fU) = flup)
—pr = Iy
T—x U—w ( ),

i.e., to the trajectory of the shock wave (5).

Let us investigate the trajectories x = ¢;, ¢+ = 1, 2, in more detail.

By w(z) we denote the function satisfying the same conditions as the func-
tions w;, @ = 1,2, in (10).

We prove that the following relations hold:

¢i(t,T)—¢i(t,T)=O(€), i=1,2, (39)
where

Gi(t.7) = (1= w(utr.0) + () (o + L= 0)
Here ¢;(1,t) = X(a;,t) + voX1(ai,7), (see (18)), z* = @10(t*) = wa0(t*),
and ¢;(t,7), i = 1,2, are the desired trajectories of singularities determined
(mod O(¢)) by the relations

Gi(t,7) = Gi(7, 1) + Yoo

To prove (39), it suffices to set ¢~ (t*) = 2* in (38) and to note that
$i(0,t*) = x*, i = 1,2. It remains to note that the functions @;(7,t) can
be represented in the form

Gi(T,t) = ™ + Yo (¢hpr) /o [B2f'(U(ai, p)) + Brf'(U(&(ai), p)) + (7', p)l dr’.

(40)
This follows from (18), (19) with the relation z* = bt* = —by)J/1} taken into
account (see formula (3)).

Now we apply Lemma 4.2 and see that relation (39) is proved. The state-
ment we have proved means that ¢; from (39) provide a family of expressions
for trajectories close to those trajectories we want to construct. These approx-
imate trajectories, with accuracy O(e), are independent of the choice of the
function w(7). It is only required that this function satisfy same conditions as
the functions w;, i = 1,2, from (10).

Now let us calculate the function zo(¢;,t,7), ¢ = 1,2. By definition, this
is the initial point of the trajectory # = ¢;(t,7), i = 1,2. Clearly, for t < t*,
we have ¢;(t,7) = ¢;(t,7) + O(e) and zo(pi,t,7) = a;. For t > ¢*, we have
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@i(t,7) — ¢~ (t) = 0 as ¢ = 0. By relation (37), for ¢~ (¢t*) = 2*, we see that in
this case the initial point is

T=¢ (0)=a" — =t .
[u]

By the inequalities f/(U) < [f]/[u] < f(u)), this implies that & € (a2, a1).

We set R

X0(¢i77') :ai—l—Q(T)(j:—ai), i =1,2,

where Q(7) is some (generating) function satisfying same conditions as the func-
tions w;, ¢ = 1,2, from (10).

Let us prove the relations

¢i(t,7) — (2(Xo(¢i, ), t,7) + %og) = O(e),  i=1,2. (41)
We restrict ourselves only to the case ¢ = 1. We have
ol

Ui(ar, p) = Ur(Xo, p) — Qi — “i)a_xo(“l +aQ(& — a;), p),
Ur(&(ar), p) = U +ug — Ui (a1, p)

; oU
=U +u) — Ui(Xo, p) — (& — ai)a—I;(al + aQ(z — ai),p),
where a € (0,1).
From these relations, formula (40), and representation for Z from Section 2,
we obtain

9271 (th) - i'(XO(¢1=T)7th) (42)
=@ abottr) ! [ [B O 7, (a1, p): U (Ko, )
= i)%o (Yo . 25u 1la, p); YilAo, p
- Bl%(U +ud — Ui(ar, p); U 4+ u) — Uy (Xo, p))
% Q%(al +aQ(Z — a;), p) dr’
8:1:0
where 57 J1(4) -~ £/(B)
So(AB) = ———p— — ["(4),

We note that the integral on the right-hand side of (42) converges as 7 — +00
because the function  is contained in the integrand. The convergence of the
integral as 7 — —oo can be verified in the same way as the convergence of the
last integral on the right-hand side of (20). Hence, by Lemma 4.2, we have

¢1(t,7) — 2(Xo(¢1,7),t,7) = Ofe),
and hence, by (38) and (39), we obtain (41). From (41) we obtain the relation
Ul(fbo(gf)i,t,T),p)—Ul(Xo((bi,T),p):O(E), i:1,2. (43)
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By construction, the limits of the expressions on the left-hand sides in (31)
and (32) are equal to zero as 7 — oo (i.e., before the interaction). Moreover, the
difference between the limit and the prelimit expression is O(p~") = O(7—)
for any NV > 0.

By (32), these expressions also tend to zero as 7 — —oo, and the difference
between the limit and the prelimit expression is O(By; — 1/2) = O(p — po) =
O(|7|71), 7 = —oo. Therefore, by the results of Sec. 4.2 about the linear inde-
pendence, for the sum of terms with d-functions in (22) to admit the estimate
Op-(g), it is sufficient that the sum of expressions on the left-hand sides of (31)
and (32) be equal to zero. Thus we obtain the equation

$2t(U = Usz)) + ¢1:(Un (1) — up)

= B2(P)(f(U1(1)) - f(ug)) + Bi(p) (f(U) - f(ﬁl(l)))
+ Ba(p) (f(U) = f(Ur2)) + Bu(p) (f(Ur(z)) — f(uf)). (44)

Here, for brevity, we denote

Ul('L) = U1($0(¢i, taT)ap)7 Ul(z) = Ul (§($0(¢17t7 T))u p)u 1= 17 2.
We note that p
(bit = ¢1t+¢6d_(7¢)7 1= 1725
T
We agree to denote f ~ g if
/

lim = =1.
g

It is easy to verify that as 7 — oo, we have
U— Uy ~ Uiy —ug = U — Uy = U1(2) —ug ~ By (U — ug). (45)

Similarly,

fU) - f(Ul(l)) ~ [
FUi2)) = Fud) =~ f'(u

Next, by (16), we have B,(p) ~ 1 — By and hence the relation g ~ 1 — Bo
holds as 7 — +o0.

As 7 — —o0, the coefficient of %(Té) in Eq. (44) is equal to U — u§ # 0.
Therefore, Eq. (44) is solvable for ¢ and its solution is a bounded function
decreasing as 7 — o0.

To write the solution of Eq. (44), we note that, with accuracy O(e), by (41),
we can replace the arguments xo(¢;,t,7) by Xo(¢s,7) in the functions Uj(j,
and by (38), the function Xo(¢;,7) can be determined actually independent of
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the functions ¢; (everywhere here i, j = 1,2). Hence Eq. (44) is indeed a linear
equation with respect to ¢ and its solution can be easily found.
This solution has the form

T

b= (wr) ! / (U —ud — U (Xo(b2.7), ) + Us (Ko, 7). )

-1

% (= GalU = Un(Ko(62,7). p)] = 21[U1 (Ko (61,7), p) — ]
+ {Balp)(f(Ur)) = () + Br(p) (F(U) = f (Crqr)
+ Ba(p) (f(U) = F(T2) + Brp) (f(Or)) — Fd))}) '

By (45) and (46), the integral on the right-hand side in the last relation converges

as T —ooand ¢ = O(171) as 7 — <.

4 Auxiliary formulas and statements of weak
asymptotic method

4.1 Nonlinear superposition of approximations of Heavi-
side functions
o
T = 0, G = 1.2
|z] = oo, N is a sufficiently large number, and ¢, 2 are some continuous
functions of the variable t.
It is easy to verify that the functions w;((z — ¢(t))/e) approximate in the
weak sense the Heaviside function H(z — ¢(t)). Indeed, the properties of the
functions w;(z) imply the relations

Suppose that w;(z) — 0,1 as z = —o0, z — 00,

wj(z)—H(z):O(|z|7N), N >0, j=1,2.

Hence, for any test function 1 (x), we have

3

<wj(17 - ¢) — H(z — 90),1/)> = E/ (wj(2) — H(2))¢(¢ +e2) dz = O(e).
Lemma 4.1. For any C'-function f(z), the following relation holds:
f<a+bw1<<p1 _I) —l—bwz(wz —x))

€ €

= f(a) + H(pr — x){B2(f(a+b) = f(a)) + Bi(f(a+b+c) = fla+)}
+ H(pz —2){B1(f(a +¢) = f(a)) + Ba(fla+b+c) = fla+ b))} + Op(e),

where
BjZBj<L;W),j=1,2 B1+ By =1,

By(z) =1 as z— oo, Bs(z) -0 as z— —oo.
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Proof: First, we prove the relation

f (a+bw1 (9015— CL’) +ews (9025— 55')) = f(a+bH (p1—x)+cH (p2—2))+O0p ().
Indeed, we have

fla+ b + aws) = f(a+bH(p1 - 2) + clpz - 7))
+ 7/(a+ §(b(wi — H(pr =) + olws — H(pz — )
X (w1 = H(p1 — 2))b + (w2 — H(p2 — x))].
Now we verify that if g(z, ¢, €) is a bounded function, then
9(@,,€)lwr — H(pr — 2)] = Op (o).

For any test function ¢(x), we have

‘/g(x,%f) w(B22) - e - ) vty o

3

: / o1 + 2,0, wl(2) — H)(p — £2) dz

< ECOHSt/ lw(z) — H(z)| d=.

This implies
fla+bwi 4+ cws) = fla+bH (o1 — x) + cH(p2 — ) + Opr(e).
Next, it is easy to verify the relation

fla+bHy + cHz) = f(a) + Hi[f(a +b) — f(a)] + H2[f(a + ¢) — f(a)]
+ HiHy(f(a+b+c¢)— fla+c)— fla+b) + f(a)),
H “H(pj—2), j=12
It remains to note that we have

H(pr —x)H(p2 —x) = BiH(p1 — ) + BoH(p2 — x) + Op(e),

Blz/wl(Z)WQ<Z—@) dZ, Bgzl—Bl.

For the proof of these and similar relations, see [1}, 2, [7]. The proof of the lemma
is complete. O
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4.2 Asymptotic linear independence

If we want to consider linear combinations of generalized functions with accuracy
Op: (%), then we need to modify the notion of linear independence. This mod-
ification plays the key role in considerations related to the soliton interaction
problem.

Indeed, let ¢1 # ¢2 be independent of x. We consider the relation

910(z — ¢1) + g26(x — ¢2) = Opr (),  a >0,
where g; are independent of . Obviously, we obtain the relations
gi = Op/ (%), i=1,2,
which, by our assumption, imply
g; =0, 1=1,2.

Everything is different [1] if we assume that the coefficients ¢;, ¢ = 1,2, can
depend on . Here we consider only a special case of such dependence, which
we shall use later. Namely, let

where A; are independent of € and S;(p) decrease as |p| — .
We assume that the estimate holds:

|pSi(p)| < const, i=1,2.
Let us find out what properties of the coefficients g; follow from the relation
916(x — ¢1) + g20(z — ¢2) = Opr(e).
Applying both sides of the equality to a test function ¢, we obtain

919(d1) + g2ip(h2) = O(e)

or, which is the same,

[A1p(d1) + A2p(@2)] + [S10(P1) + S20(h2)] = O(e). (47)

Let us consider the expression in the second brackets. Using Taylor’s for-
mula, we obtain

[S10(61)+S2p(2)] = S10(P1)+S20(h1) +Sa(d2—P1)¢" (p1+0¢2), 0< 0 < 1.

Now we see that

S2(Ad/e)(¢2 — d1) = {=pS2(p)}] ,_p g - € = O(e),
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since the function pSs(p) is bounded uniformly in p € R*.
So we can rewrite relation (37) as

Arp(d1) + A2p(d2) + (S1 + S2)p(¢1) = O(e).
Hence, as the coefficients A; are independent of e, we, as usual, obtain
A =0, Ay =0, S1+ 52 =0. (48)

Another method for analyzing relation (37) is the following. We assume that
¢;(t) are smooth functions, the relation ¢1(t*) = ¢2(t*) holds for some t = t*,
and, moreover, ¢} (t*) # ¢5(t*). Then

(S16(x — ¢1), ) + (S20(x — ¢2), ) = S1p(x™) + Sap(x™)
+510(t—t*)+520(t—t*), z* :¢1(t*) :¢2(t*).
But O(t — t*) ~ O(A¢). Therefore, we have
(A1 + 81)5(56 — (bl) + (AQ + 82)5(56 — gf)z)
= A1d(z — ¢1) + A26(x — ¢1) + (S1 + 52)0(x — 2") + Op ().

We again obtain relations (47).

4.3 Complex germ lemma

In this section, in the form convenient for us, we present the statement that
plays an important role in Maslov’s complex germ theory [, [4].

Lemma 4.2. Let f(t) € C, f(to) =0, and f'(to) # 0. Let g(7,t) be a function
that locally uniformly satisfies the estimates

|Tg(7,t)| < const, |Tg,(T,t)| < const, —o0 < T < 00,

and g(7,t9) = 0. Then the inequality
t
(1)<

where Cp = const, holds on any interval 0 < ¢t < T that does not contain zeros
of the function f(t) except tg.

Proof: The fraction f(t)/(t—to) is locally bounded in ¢. The fraction 7g(7,t)/
(t —to) is also locally bounded. We have

s

By the assumptions of the lemma, on the interval under study, the last multiplier
on the right-hand side is bounded, while the product of the intermediate multi-
plier and the expression in square brackets is bounded in view of the properties
of the function g(7, ). O
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Corollary 4.3. Suppose that the estimates in the assumptions of the lemma
hold for 0 < 7 < o0 (—oo < 7 < 0). Then the statement of the lemma
holds on any interval [to, T] that does not contain zeros of the function f(t) and
sgnT = sgnf(t), t € [to, T].

5 Justification of the weak asymptotic solution

In this section we will prove that our weak asymptotic solution is in some sense
”"close” to the admissible weak solution of problem (1), (2).

The existence of the admissible weak solution in our situation is obvious by
Kruzhkov theorem (see [B], Chapter 6).

We will introduce admissibility conditions necessary for the uniqueness of
the weak solution of considered problem.

Definition 5.1. (Oleinik admissibility condition) We say that a weak solution
u(t,z), t € R", z € IR, of problem (1), (2) is admissible if it satisfies

uyr = u(t, " +0) <u(t,z* —0) =u_.
in every point of its discontinuity.

Notice that such condition we can use only when the function w is piecevise
continuous weak solutions of the considered problem for every fixed t € IR*.
In that case Definition Blis equivalent to more general Kruzhkov admissibility
condition (which can be applied on functions which are merely measurable):

Definition 5.2. We say that the weak solution u(z,t), x € IR, t € IRT of
problem (1), (2) is admissible if we have

T
/ /[awmn+a¢«wwuﬁ+/ﬂwaomwammxzo, (49)
0 R R

where g(u) = [1/(u)f’(u)du and n € C'(IR) is an arbitrary convex function.

Using this definition, Kruzhkov proved the existance uniqueness theorem
(i.e. Theorem 6.2.2 in [4]).

We will prove that weak asymptotic solution tends in L! to the admissible
weak solution of problem (1), (2). By the definition of the weak asymptotic
solution for all ¢ € C*°([0,T]; C§°(IR')) we have:

/ﬁ@+uwmw@wm:0@,
R

uniformly in ¢ € [0,7], T € IRT. Integrating last expression with fOT dt we
obtain:

T
/./Mmﬂﬂ%MMWMMﬁZO@- (50)
0 R
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Now letting ¢ — 0 we see that u(z,t) = w — lin% ue(x,t) is the weak solution
E—

of (1), (2). From the construction we see that u satisfy Oleinik admissibility
condition (since u is obviously piecevise continuous) and this implies Kruzhkov
admissibility condition. Furthermore, it is easy to see that we have:

T
/0 / Onm(us) + Ouiba(u.)] dadt + / (o, On(uo(@))de > <O1), (51)

where g(u) = [n'(u)f’(u)du and n € C*(IR) is an arbitrary convex function.
Relatmn (50) holds by (49) and the smoothness of the function wu.(x,t) for
e > 0.
Now we can repeat the procedure from [5], Theorem 6.2.2, page 87., to
obtain:

Theorem 5.3. Let u. and u satisfy (48) and (50), respectively. There exists
s > 0 depending only on [ud, U] (interval in which initial data take values) such
that for every t € [0,T) and every r > 0 we have:

lu(-,t) = ue(-, t)|| L1 (w|<r) < (7 + st) - €O(1).
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