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DELTA SHOCK WAVE AND INTERACTIONS IN A SIMPLE
MODEL CASE

MARKO NEDELJKOV, MICHAEL OBERGUGGENBERGER

1. INTRODUCTION

It has been observed by various authors [3, 4, Bl 6, &, 2] that the Riemann
problem for certain equations from nonlinear elasticity and gasdynamics cannot
be solved for all combinations of piecewise constant initial states with shock
waves, rarefaction waves and contact discontinuities only. For that reason,
the notion of a delta shock wave and a singular shock wave was introduced
and employed by authors quoted above, and it was shown that a large class
of Riemann problems can be solved globally with these additional building
blocks. The aim of this paper is to study the interaction of one type of these
new solutions, the delta shock waves, with the classical types of solutions.

We continue the investigation of the model equation

(1) {et} ug + (u?/2), =0
(2) {e2} v+ ((u—1)v)y =0

initiated in [3]. This system is derived from a simplified model of magneto-
hydrodynamics. In [3], the authors found a solution for every Riemann problem
with the initial data (ug, vg) on the left- and (u1,v;) on the right-hand side from
zero in the following way.

The eigenvalues of the above system are A\j(u,v) = u — 1, Ao(u,v) = u,
and the right-hand side eigenvectors are r1(u,v) = (0, 1)T, ro(u,v) = (1,v)7.
The first characteristic field is linearly degenerate and the second is genuinely
nonlinear. Thus, there are three types of solution.

(i) When u; > g the solution is a contact discontinuity followed by a rarefaction
wave,

ug, I < ugt
u(z,t) = q %, ugt <z <ut
Uy, T > uit
v, x < (ug— 1)t
vyexp(ug —uy1), (up— 1)t <z < upt
viexp(§ —u1), uot < <ugt
U1, T > upt.
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(ii) If u; < up < ug+2, the solution is given in the form of contact discontinuity
followed by a shock wave,

<ct
u(z,t) = {uo, r=c
uy, T >ct
vo, x < (ug—1)t
v(x,t) =< v, (up—1)t<ax<ct
vy, T > ct,

2 — ug — U1

where v, = v ——.

24w — U

(iii) If up > w1 + 2 the solution is given in the form of delta shock wave,

(2, 4) ug, T <ct
u(x,t) =
' Uy, x >ct

vg, T < ct D- D+
v(z,t) = {”Ul, s ct} + ap(t) +a1(t)DT,

where D™ and D™ are the left- and right-hand side delta functions with the
support on the line = = ct (see below), ¢ = (ug + u1)/2,

aolt) = st(c — (ug — 1))7 an(t) = st(c — (ug — 1))7

Uy — U1 Up — U
a(t) == ap(t) + ay(t) is called the strength of the delta shock wave, and

s:=c(v1 —vg) — ((ur — 1)v1 — (up — 1)vop)
is called the Rankine-Hugoniot deficit (see [5]).

Our aim is to investigate various possible interactions of a solution in one
of these forms with a delta shock wave. There are five possibilities for this to
happen.

Case 1. delta shock wave interact with an another one

Case 2. delta shock wave interact with a contact discontinuity followed by a
shock wave from the left-hand side

Case 3. delta shock wave interact with a contact discontinuity followed by a
shock wave from the right-hand side

Case 4. delta shock wave interact with a contact discontinuity followed by a
rarefaction wave from the left-hand side

Case 5. delta shock wave interact with a contact discontinuity followed by a
rarefaction wave from the right-hand side

We shall always assume that the shock wave or the rarefaction wave starts from
(0,0) and the delta shock wave from another point to left or right from zero.
The initial data are determined by triplets (ug, w1, u2) and (vg, v1,v2).

We shall now briefly describe what we mean by a solution in the form of a
delta shock wave.

Suppose R?i_ is divided into finitely disjoint open sets Q; # 0, i = 1,...,
with piecewise smooth boundary curves I';, i = 1,...,m, that is ; N Q; =

n
0,
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Ui, Q= R%_ where Q; denotes the closure of Q;. Let C(£;) be the space of
bounded and continuous real-valued functions on €);, equipped with the L°°-
norm. Let M (£;), be the space of measures on ;.

We consider the spaces

n n
cr=[Je@), Mr=][M@).

i=1 i=1
The product of an element G = (G, ...,G,) € Cr and D = (D, ..., D,) € Mris
defined as an element D -G = (DG, ..., D,G,) € Mr, where each component
is defined as the usual product of a continuous function and a measure.

Every measure on §); can be viewed as a measure on ]R?F with support in ;.

This way we obtain a mapping

m: Mr — M(R2)
m(D) =Di1+Ds+ ..+ D,.

A typical example is obtained when @ is divided into two regions (21, Qs by

a piecewise smooth curve zz = ~(t). The delta function d(z — v(t)) € M(@)
along the line x = 7(t) can be split in a non unique way into a left-hand side
D~ € M(©Q4) and the right-hand component D € M(Q3) such that

5@ — (1) = ao(t)D™ + ar(£)D*
— m(ag(t)D™ + a1 (1) D)

with ag(t) + a1(t) = 1. The solution concept which allows to incorporate such
two sided delta functions as well as shock waves is modeled along the lines of
the classical weak solution concept and proceeds as follows:

Step 1: Perform all nonlinear operations of functions in the space Cr.

Step 2: Perform multiplications with measures in the space Mr.

Step 3: Map the space Mr into M(Ri) by means of the map m and embed it
into the space of distributions.

Step 4: Perform the differentiation in the sense of distributions and require that
the equation is satisfied in this sense.

Note that in the case of absence of a measure part (Step 2), this is the
precisely the concept of a weak solution to equations in divergence form.

Following the reasoning in [5], delta shocks are required to satisfy the condi-
tion of overcompressibility, meaning that all characteristic curves run into the
delta shock curve from both sides. It may happen that at a certain point on a
delta shock curve, overcompressibility is lost. In this case we replace the delta
shock by a new type of solution which we call a delta contact discontinuity.
This new concept is introduced in Lemma 1 and Definition 1 below.

At interaction points our solutions are computed by continuation as contin-
uous functions of time with values in the space of distributions (as solutions to
a new initial value problem at the time of interaction).

The result of our investigation is that the interaction of a delta shock wave
with any of three types of solutions to the Riemann problem, (i)—(iii) above,
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can be described by means of delta shocks and delta contact discontinuities.
This is summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. The initial value problem for system ([, @) with three constant
states, one of which produces a delta shock, has a global weak solution consisting
of a combination of rarefaction waves, shock waves, contact discontinuities,
delta shock waves and delta contact discontinuities.

The remainder of the paper is devoted to proving this result by going throug
all possible cases of interaction.

2. INTERACTIONS WITH SHOCK WAVES

Case 1. Here ug > uq + 2, u1 > ug + 2. The speeds of the delta shock waves
are ¢; = (ug+wu1)/2 and ¢; = (u3 +wuz)/2. At the interaction point (zg, tp), the
new initial data are

ug, T <o
u|t=to =
Ug, T > X

V0, T < X
V=t = Ve, T > o +75(1‘0,t0)’

where v denotes a sum of the strengths of incoming delta shock waves.
Let u=G,v=H+ (ap(t)D~ +ay(t)D"), where G and H are step functions

G- Juo x—x0 < (t—to)c - Jvo x—x9 < (t—to)c
ug, x—x0> (t—tp)c ve, x— x> (t—1tg)c,

and D = ag(t)D~ + a1(t)D* is a split delta function supported by the line
x =z + (t —to)c.
From () it follows

6]+ 3167 =0,
ie. ¢ = (ug + uz)/2. Since ¢; > ¢ > ¢y, the wave will be the overcompressive
one, because of uy — 1 > ¢ > ug. Equation () gives
— c[H]6 4+ (G — 1)H]6 + (ag(t) + o/ (t))6
— clap(t) + a1(t))d" + ((uo — D)ag(t) + (u2 — D)ay ()8’ =0
This equation gives (with a(t) = ag(t) + ai1(t))) the following ODE
o (t) = c(vg —vo) — ((ug — 1)vg — (up — )vg) =: s € R, alty) = 7.
The unique solution is given by a(t) = s(t — tg) + . Substitution of « in the
equation gives
ap(t) + a1 (t) = a(t) = s(t —to) +
(up — 1 —es(t —to) —v)ao(t) + (ug — 1 —es(t — to) —v)ai(t) =0

which has a unique solution ag(t), aq(t), since ug # us.
Thus, the result of the first type of interaction is a single delta shock wave.
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Case 2. Suppose that the delta shock wave is given by
u(z,t) = Gz + a® — e1t),
v(z,t) = H(x + a® — c1t) + Bo(t)0 ™ (x + a® — c1t) + B1 ()0 (x + a® — c1t),
2 2
G:{UO, T+ a* <cit H {’UQ, r+a“ <cit

uy, x+a2>clt’ V1, :13—|—a2>clt,

and that a contact discontinuity coupled with a shock wave is given by

uy, x <cot
! 2 v=q v, (g — 1)t <z <cot

V2, I 2> cot,

v, o< (up—1)t
u:{

)
uy, T > cat

where cg = (u1 +u2)/2 < ¢1 (since uy > ug, ug > uy +2), and v, = v2(2+ug —
u2)/(2 + ug — uy).

Let us denote by (to, o) the point where delta shock wave meets the contact
discontinuity, i.e. this point is the intersection of the lines = + a® = ¢it and
x = (ug — 1)t.

In the area bounded by the lines x = (u; — 1)t and = = uyt, the value of u is
the constant u;. This implies that the delta shock wave runs through it with
the same speed ¢; = (ug + u1)/2 as before. Only the values of 5y(t) and (3 (t)
are changed into, say, Bo(t) and (t) due to the existing difference in vy and
vx. The new strength of the delta shock wave is now s1(t — t9) + 70, where

s1:= c1(ve —v0) — (1o — 1)(vs — v0),

and v is the strength of the previous delta shock wave in the point (¢g,x¢).
Obviously, the new delta shock wave is an overcompressive wave, since ug—1 >
c1 > Uuq.

Let us denote by (t1,x1) the point where the new delta shock meets the
existing shock wave i.e. the point (¢1,21) is the intersection of the lines z +c? =
cit and x = cot. Let 7 be the strength of the delta shock wave at this point.
Therefore, we obtain the new initial data

ug, T <1 vy, T <1
U= v = +710(t 1)
U, T > T V2, T > X1

A solution for the new initial data problem will be a delta shock wave with the
speed ¢ = (up + u2)/2 < c¢1, and c is obtained directly from ([II) in the usual
way. Again this speed ensures that the obtained wave is an overcompressive
one, since ug — 1 > ¢ > us.
Substituting v and v into () gives the strength
ao(t) +ai(t) = s1(t —t1) +m.
Using this equation and
(up — 1= s(t —t1) —y)ao(t) + (uzg — 1 — st — t1) — y1)au(t) =0,

where s := ¢(va —vg) — ((ug — 1)va — (ug — 1)vg), one can find unique ao(t) and
a1 (t), and this proves the above statement.
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Case 3. Now, ug > u; > ug + 2, and the speed of the shock wave ¢; =
(up +u1)/2 is greater than the speed of the delta shock wave co = (u3 4 uz)/2.
Let (tg,xo) be the interaction point of these two waves, and let vy be the
strength of the delta shock wave at this point. Initial data are now

ug, T < xg Vs, T < T0
u|t:0 - ’ U|t:0 — + /705@() :(:0)7
U, T > XQ V2, T > Xg ’

where the value of v, is defined as before.

Similarly to the previous case, the result of the interaction is a single overcom-
pressive delta shock wave with the speed ¢ = (ug+u2)/2 (since up—1 > ¢ > ug).
As before, ¢ is obtained from (Il) and from (@) one can find &g(t) and @;(t) in
the same way as above.

All the way through the contact discontinuity, the delta shock wave has the
same speed, only &g(t) and &;(t) are changing.

3. INTERACTIONS WITH RAREFACTION WAVES

One can easily see that interaction of a rarefaction and delta shock wave are
much more complicated. Now we shall deal with this problem.

As one could see before, the new initial data include a delta function as a
part. If the right-hand side of w is greater or equal to the left-hand one plus
2, the new initial value problem can be solved in a simple way as above and
the result is a single overcompressive delta shock wave. But, when this is not
a case, the types of admissible solution known so far are not enough to obtain
a solution. The definition of a new type of admissible solution, called delta
contact discontinuity, is given below. Its existence is justified by two facts.
First, a contact discontinuity emerges in the case when one of the characteristic
fields is linearly degenerate. Second, if a linear equation has a delta function
as initial data, it propagates along the characteristic lines. These two facts
inspired the following lemma and the definition of this new type of elementary
waves.

Lemma 1. Let the initial data for system ([HQ) given by

| Uup, z <0 | 1)07‘7:<0 .
Ulp=0 = , Ulg=0 = ,
t=0 wi, x>0 t=0 o1, >0 Y9(0,0)

where ug > w1, but ug < uy + 2. Then, the function

ug, x <ct
0 V=< Uy, (uo — 1)t <z <cty+90 =(up—1)t»

VU1, > ct

vo, = < (up—1)t
u =
{ul, T >ct

where ¢ = (ug + u1)/2 weakly solves the Riemann problem for (0I3).

Proof. For every ¢ € C§°, supppN{(z,t): x = (up—1)t, t >0} =0, it holds
that

S((t)2,) =0
(((u =)o), 0) =0

(ug, o)

+
<?}t, >+
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Our aim is to show that this still holds true when it is allowed that supp ¢
intersects the supports of D~ and D™, i.e. the line x = (ug — 1)t. Let us note
that the condition uy < uj + 2 means that (ug + u1)/2 > ug — 1 so the line
x = (ug — 1)t is on the left-hand side of the shock line x = (ug + u1)t/2.
Equation () does not contain v, so it is still satisfied. From () we have that

v+ ((up — 1)v)g = —(up — 1) (v — v9)d — &
+ (up — 1) (ve — v9)d + (ug — 1)y =0
near the line x = (ug — 1)t. O
Usefulness of this lemma will be clear after the interaction of a delta shock
and rarefaction wave is treated. Then one could roughly see how a solution looks
like, since the rare faction wave could be approximated with a large number of
small amplitude non-physical shock waves (see [, for example).

Another possible use could be in a sort of a wave front tracking algorithm,
where systems in question posses a solution containing a delta function.

Definition 1. Consider a region R where u is continuous function and a curve
Iin R of slope A1(u,v). A distribution (u,v) € C(R) x D'(R) is a delta contact
discontinuity, if v is a sum of a locally integrable function on R and a delta
function on I'" which weakly solves ([II) on R.

Let us note that the overcompressiveness condition obviously need not hold
in this case. But, as we already have mentioned before the lemma, a linearly
degenerate field resembles a linear equation where this type of a solutions exists.

Also, we shell try to show admissibility of the delta contact discontinuity
using the entropy and entropy-flux functions for system ([[HJ). Entropy and
appropriate entropy-flux functions are given by

n(u,v) =f(u) + g(ve™")e"
q(u,v) =e"g(ve™")u — e*g(ve ™) + /uf’(u)du

=(u = )n(u,v) + f(u),
Substituting the functions u and v in a neighbourhood of the delta contact
discontinuity support = (ug — 1)t by piecewise constant functions
vo, =< (up—1)t—e
Ve, (up—1t—ce <z < (up—1)t
voe, (ug— 1t <z < (up—1Nt+e’
Ve, (ug—Dt4+e<zx

U= ug, V=

where v = lim._,¢ e(v1 + v2:). one gets
n(w, v)e + q(u, v)e ~ 0.
That is, convex entropy condition is satisfied for each entropy function pair.

Now, we are returning to the last two cases which covers the rest of possible
delta shock wave interactions.
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Case 4. Suppose that a delta shock wave starts from the point —a2, a > 0,
with the speed ¢; = (ug + u1)/2 and meets a contact discontinuity followed by
the rarefaction wave centered at zero. Denote by (fg, %) the meeting point,
i.e. it is the intersection of the lines x + a®> = ¢;t and = (u; — 1)t. As we
have already seen, the delta shock wave goes through the contact discontinuity
without speed change (but its strength is changed) and meets the rarefaction
wave at some point (zg, tg),
2a? 2uia

, Lo = .
Up — U1 Up — U1

to =

Let 49 be the strength of the delta shock wave at this point. In order to see
what could happen, let us approximate the rarefaction wave with a set of non-
physical shock waves, supported by the lines x = (u; + nn)t, n << 1, n € N.
(see Fig. 1.)

x=(u,—1)t [

'/ (uO,v*) s r ’(/u(7),v(7/))

-0.04 -0.03 -0.02 -0.01 0.01

Fig. 1.

At least in the beginning, until (u; + nn) + 2 < ug, the result of successive
interactions of the delta shock wave with the non-physical shock waves are delta
shock waves with increasing speeds, with values (ug,vg) on the left-hand side
and the values on the right-hand side are the values of the rarefaction wave.
This guide us to look for a curve I'g := (c¢(¢),t), such that a delta function
lives on it, ¢(tg) = xg. The value of u on the left-hand side of I' is wug, and
c(t)/t = x/t on the right-hand side. Inserting the above data for such a curve
into (), one gets the following ordinary differential equation

(3) —c’(t)(@ — uo) + %«@)2 — u%) =0, c(ty) = zo,

t t
which has the unique solution

(4) c(t) = uot — an/2(up — u1)t, t > to.

Denote by v(t) the value of v|r, in the rarefaction wave, v(t) = vo exp(c(t)/t —
ug). Substituting expected delta shock wave given by v = G, v = H +
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ao(t) D, + ozl(t)foo, where G and H are the step functions with discontinuity
line Ty, gives

— () ((t) = v.)d + c(t) (a0 (t) + 0 (t))'d

— () (aot) + ar(t)F + <<C(t)> () — (g — 1)U*> 5

+ <(U0 — 1)ag(t) + <@ - 1> al(t)) §' = 0.

t

Since the following ordinary differential equation

) (v(t) —ve) — (ug — v, B 1)y
iy = L0l o Do 2 CE DO ) =

has a unique solution (obtained in a simple manner by an integration), the
strength of the delta shock wave, «(t), is determined.

Equating the coefficient of ¢’ with zero, we can compute the two summands
ag and a7 of a. Since

ct) av/2(ug — uq)

\/Z )

the obtained delta shock wave satisties rhe right-hand overcompressibility con-
dition. Overcompressibility condition for the left-hand side is

(5) {equa} up — 1> ¢(t).

Now, we have the following two cases.
(i) If ug < up—2, relation (B) is satisfied trough all the rarefaction wave and the
resulting solution is a single delta shock wave with the speed ¢ = (up + u2)/2

starting from the point (Z,t) which is the intersection of the curve I'g and the
line x = ust.

x (= 1)t

(1, 7) on 1/ o)
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After the time ¢, the solution in this case is given by

s = ug, x <t oy = Vg, T < Tt N s
P Yy, x> Ft 8T Vg, x> atf | (@HOGED

(ii) Suppose that uy > ug—2. Then the delta shock wave supported by I'¢ is an
overcompressive wave only until some point (zs,ts) lying inside the rarefaction
wave. (See Fig. 3.)

/

(”z:"z)

-0.04 -0.02 0.02 0.04 0.06

Fig. 3.

So, the admissible solution cannot be prolonged along the same curve I'y.
Assuming that the rarefaction wave is approximated by a set of small non-
physical shock waves, the present problem is described in Lemma [} the right-
hand side equals ug — 2+, 0 < n < 1, while the left-hand one equals uy.

In this lemma, the problem is solved by using the new type of a solution —
delta contact discontinuity. This is exactly what we shall try. That is, suppose
that the solution consists of the delta function supported by a line I'y : (z —
xs) = (ug — 1)(t — t5) going through an area where u has a constant value uy,
and a shock wave supported by a curve I'y : & = c3(t), where co(ts) = x5,
with the left-hand side values ug of the function u and the right-hand side ones
co(t)/t (a part of the rarefaction wave). All that means that co(t) should satisfy
the same equation (Bl) as c(t) with the initial data ca(ts) = s = c(ts), i.e. the
new shock wave is supported by the continuation of the curve I'y.
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(g, w(x,1))

0.1 0.2 0.3

Fig. 4.

Since ug > ¢ (t) and up — 1 < ¢} (t) while ¢, (t) > ¢(t)/t, the obtained shock
wave, supported by the curve I'y is admissible.
The Rankine-Hugoniot conditions for I'y after the time ¢ = ¢, imply

Cg(t)
Tt

©) {eSFCé(t)(v(t)—w*(t))Jr( —1>U(t)—(uo—1)w*(t)=0,

where w, denotes the left-hand side value of v along the curve I's. Equation
@) simply determines

_Vt+B
=i 5 BU
_Vt+B
=i o
where B := a\/2(ug — u1)/2 = /5.

The value of v between I'y and T's, denoted by w(x,t) has to satisfy the
equation

wa(t) (t)

vg exp(ugt — 2BVt — uy),

(7) {e6} wi + (ug — Dwy =0, wr, = w(t).

The solution to () is of the form w(x,t) = V(y), y =  — (up — 1)t. More
precisely, using the initial data one gets

(8) {e7}

V(y) = v (1 + \/%) exp((ugB+upy/ B2 +y—2B)(B++v/B? +y)—uq).

The curve I'; is given by
(9) {e8} xr — (u(] - 1)t = Ts — (UO — 1)ts = (us —ug — 1)ts = —t,.

Substitution of @) into @) yields V|r, = oo and V(y) € R for (¢,z) lying
between I'; and I's, since B> =t,. Butw e LI C D'.

loc
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In order to verify that it is a solution we note that

. Uiy & < (ug — 1)t 5
ot @) = w(z,t), x> (ug — 1)t, x < cat) 0

when ~50r, is the delta function with the strength 7, obtaining from the initial
data at (ts,zs). Since v(z,t) is constant along the lines parallel to x = (up—1)t
in a region where u = wy it is clear that it is a solution of ().

In order to see what is going on after the interaction of the delta shock and
rarefaction wave, one has to consider three different possibilities.

(a) ug < ug.

Then the delta contact discontinuity and shock wave supported by I'; lies
inside the rarefaction wave since 't N {(¢,z) : x = ugt} =0 and Ty N {(¢, ) :
x = ugt} = 0 (actually, co(t) has the line z = ugt as an asymptote, as t — 00

(see H)).

(b) ug > ug > ug — 1.
Then the delta contact discontinuity stays inside the rarefaction wave and
the shock wave supported by I'y intersects the line z = ust at some point (¢, 7).
Now, at the point (£, %) we have the new Cauchy problem for ([[l) with the
initial data (ug,w(z,t)), (u2,v2). Since ug > ug, but uy < uz + 2, the solution
is given by

"= ug, x—£<(UQ+UQ)(t—t~)/2
U9, l‘—:ﬁ>(’LLO+U2)(t—f)/2
w(t,x), =—2 < (ug - 1)(t —t) ]

v =< Uy, (up—1)(t—t) <z —7 < (ug+u2)(t—1t)/2
va, T —F > (ug+u)(t —1)/2,
where 0, = v2(2 + up — u2)/(2 + ug — ug). Let us remark that the function w

equals a constant value along lin§s with the slope (ug — 1). Denote by I'y the
shock line x — Z = (up + ug)(t — t)/2. This line is a tangent to the curve I'y at

(2,1).
Let T'3 be the line of slope ug — 1 starting at (£, 7). Since ¢ is a solution to

ugt — ZB\/E = UQt,

we have
. 4B? . 4uy B?
t= 2 L= 2
(uo — u2) (uo — u2)
and
\/;—I— B . B 24 upg — us ~

= = Uy,

24 ug — U 2 *
after the substitution of # and the ending value of the rarefaction wave, v(f) =
v9. So, the function w(t,x) is continuously prolonged by o, into the area be-

tween the lines x — & = (ugp — 1)(t — t) (the contact discontinuity line) and
r— 3 = (up — uz)(t —t)/2 (the shock curve).
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The slope of I'3 is the same as the one of I'y. That is, there are no interactions,
and this case is finished.
(¢) ug < up — 1. In this case both of I'y and TI'y intersects the line x = cot. But
as I'y reaches this line at the time £ = 4B?/(ug — u2)?, before the time when I'y
would intersect it, analysis is the same as in the case (b) (see Fig. 5) below.

Fig. 5.
Case 5. Suppose that a delta shock wave starts from the point (0,a?), a > 0
and meets a coupled pair of contact discontinuity and rarefaction wave at some
point (xg,tp). This is possible if ug < wuj, u; > w2 + 2. Suppose that the
rarefaction wave is centered (starts from (0, 0)).
The point (zg,t) can be easily found by solving the equations

9 U1+ U2

T —a" = t, *=ut, ie.
2a? 2a°u,

to = , Lo = .

Ul — U Ul — U

In the beginning of the interaction of the rarefaction and the delta shock
wave the situation is quite similar to the one in the previous case. The solution
is given by a delta shock wave supported by I'g = {(¢,¢(t)) : t > to}, where
c(t) is a solution to

10) (e} (W )+ S(() —u3) =0, eft) = 0

c(t) = ugt + ar/2(uy — ug)t, t > to.

Equation (M) is in fact Rankine-Hugoniot condition for ().

The left- and right-hand side coefficients of the new delta shock wave, aq(t)
and a1 (t), can be found in the same way as in the previous case. If (u(t),v(t))
is the value of the rarefaction wave, then on the left-hand side of I'j the new
delta shock wave takes value (u(t),v(t))|r, = (c(t)/t,v1 exp(c(t)/t—uq1)) and on
the right-hand side it equals (u2,v2). Only the overcompressibility condition is
still in question. The first condition for overcompressibility on the right-hand

ie.



14 MARKO NEDELJKOV, MICHAEL OBERGUGGENBERGER

side is always satisfied, since /(t) = ug + ay/2(u1 — uz)/V4t > uy. For the
overcompressibility it is necessary that also characteristic lines run into the

shock from the left-hand side.

ay/2(uy — ug)
2Vt

¢(t) = uz + <ule(t),t) — 1 =up +

ie.

av/2(uy — u2) -
2/t -

This is true until the time ¢t = t;, where

2
ts = M, Ty = c(ts) = a®(u; — z@)(g + 1).
2 2
Thus, us = xs/ts = ug + 2.

The first case: us + 2 > uyg.

Then the termination of overcompressibility takes place within the rarefac-
tion fan and again we are in a position to use the intuition behind Lemma [,
i.e. to look for a solution consisting of a delta contact discontinuity supported
by a curve I'y and a shock wave supported by some other curve I'y. I'y should
be below I's.

I"; is the characteristic line of the equation

v+ (u—1)vy =0

passing trough (xs,ts). Using the fact that u = ¢1(t)/t on I'y = {(t,c1(t)), t >
ts}, one can find such a function ¢; by solving the initial value problem

a(t)

G =4

—1, c1(ts) = xs.
The unique solution to the above problem can be easily found

a®(uy — ug)

5 >+u2+2).

c(t) = t( —logt—l—log<

Using ([l) and the Rankine-Hugoniot condition, the curve I'y = {(c2(t),t) t > ts}
is uniquely determined by a solution to

(o= 29) s (29)) =0 =

ie.
ca(t) = uat + ar/2(up — ug)t.

One can see that it equals to the function ¢(t) from the previous case.
One has to prove that I'7 is actually strictly below the curve I's.
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Since ¢1(ts) = ca(ts) and ¢ (ts) = h(ts) = us — 1, it is enough to compare
i (t) and dy(t), for t > t.

2 —
ci(t) =ug+1—logt+ log (M>

2
=us + 1+ log (W)
h(t) = ug + L\/T;W'
ch(t) > (t) if
(11) {et0} “7“32_;“2 —1>log (M) t>t,.

But the last relation is true; one can check it by changing the variables, and
noticing that \/y — 1 > log(y), for y € (0,1).

Denote by A the region between I'y and I'y for ¢ > .

The value of u is u(x,t) = x/t inside A. Therefore, () is satisfied. Now, I'y
is the support of the delta contact discontinuity, and we are trying to find the
value of v in this area.

First, let v4(t) denote the value of v on the left-hand side of I's. The value
of u there is given by
x ca(t) av/2(u1 — ug)

Irs " 2 7
The values of 4 and v on the right-hand side of I'y are us and vs, respectively.
The Rankine-Hugoniot condition for () gives

—h(#)(v = va(t)) + ((u2 = vz — (
Solving the above equation, one gets

v*(t):ﬁ+B B ay/2(uy — up) ul—uz — L

V2,
Vi-B "

Denote by w(z,t) the value of v inside D. Then w is the solution to the
linear partial differential equation

u|F2 =

C9 (t)

- 1) v*(t)> = 0.

we + (% - 1)wx =0, wlp, = vi(t).

The solution of the above equation is a constant along the characteristic curves

d
= d—f = % — 1, where v|p, is known.

In particular, w tends to infinity near I';, but in locally integrable fashion

because v, (t) = O(1/(V/t — \/15)) as t — ts.

Now, we shall look for an exit of the delta contact discontinuity and the shock
wave supported by I's trough the rarefaction wave.
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The line = ugpt and the curve x = ¢1(t) always has an interaction point,
say (t,2), for ug < ug + 2. The equation

uot = (ug + 2)t + tlog(B%/t) = log(t,/t).
This equation has a unique solution ¢ > t.

The next question is whether the curve z = cy(t) intersects the line z = ugt
or not. An intersection takes place, if the equation

uot = ugt + 2BV, i.e. ug — uy = 2B/V't
has a solution ¢t > t,.

If ug < w9, there is no solution.
2 > ug — us.

If ug > we, then
the solution t = 4B2/(ug — ug)? = 4ts/(ug — ug)? is bigger than t¢,, because

In both cases we have to solve initial data problem for (), given by
{uo, <z
u =

uo,

Vg, T <X
> 7, U:{w( }"’_’Ys(tm)

z,x/up), x> T o)
where w is the right-hand side of v in the region A, constant along the charac-
teristics of

x

T dz
——1) =0, v: % 4
wt+<t we =0, 7 gr =7

long the line x = ugt the slope of these characteristic curves is ug — 1. Thus we
may continue the solution to the left of x = ugt as a delta contact discontinuity

Oy, T —F < (ug— 1)(t — 1)
u(t,x) = ug, v(t,x)= YO V(DY
(t,z) (t,z) {w(t,x), v—i> (up—1)(t—19) 8§92 —F=(up—1)(t—7)
where w(t,z) is again constant along the lines with slope up — 1. Denote by
I's the line x — & = (up — 1)(t — t). There is no further intersection with the

original contact discontinuity along the (parallel) line z = (ug— 1)¢. In the case
ug < ug, the solution is complete (See Fig. 6).

. (ug, w(x, 1))
(g, ) ‘




DELTA SHOCK WAVE AND INTERACTIONS ... 17

In the case ug > uz we still have to consider the region above the intersection
point (z,%) of = c(t) with & = ugt. In this case

Us < ug < ug + 2

and we can connect a constant left-hand state ug to the constant right-hand
state ug by by a shock wave in u.

This shock wave supported by I's has speed (up+uz2)/2 and actually is tangent
to the line z = ¢5(t) at the intersection point (Z, ). It follow a classical contact
discontinuity starting from the point (a:;, t) with speed ug — 1, supported by the
line '3 and this connects the region when v = w(&,t) has been determined by
the initial data along the line x = ugt. The value of v between I'y and I'5 is
Oy = (24 ug — u2)/(2 + u2 — up). (See Fig. 7).

1.4x10° F

1.2x10°

800000 |
(uy,v.)

*

600000

400000

(uU ! VO) 200000 |

—400000 -200000 200000 400000

Fig. 7.

The second case is ug > us = us+2. Then there is no bifurcation of the delta
contact discontinuity supported by I'g. After I'g intersects the line x = ugt at
(t1,21), say, the solution can be continued into the region (ug — 1)t < z < ugt
by a simple delta contact discontinuity on the line I's : © —z1 = (ug —1)(t —t1),
where u has the constant value ug and v has the value v, and vy on the left and
right-hand side, respectively, and a constant strength delta function is placed
on the line I'3. This concludes investigation of all possible cases.
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