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Introduction

The thesis deals with the Aw-Rascle-Zhang model for traffic, which was proposed by Aw
and Rascle (see [2]) and, independently, by Zhang (see [17]) in 2002. It is a hyperbolic
system of two conservation laws and describes the traffic from a macroscopic point of
view: it considers the evolution of macroscopic variables such as the average density or
speed of the vehicles on a road.

During the ’50s the first macroscopic model for traffic flows was introduced by
Lighthill and Whitham and, independently, by Richards (LWR model; see [15] [16]):
the model is given by a single conservation law stating the conservation of the number
of vehicles on a road:

6t,0+8z(pv(p)) =0, (1)

where p is the density of the vehicles and v(p) is a known decreasing function of p which
gives the velocity of the vehicles with respect to the density. A typical choice for this

law is
p
vsz(l— >,
() Pmax

where V' and ppax are respectively the maximal speed and the maximal density of the
vehicles allowed on the road.

The LWR model is effective to describe a situation of free traffic, i.e. a road where there
is a small number of cars that can travel freely. When the density of the vehicles is
over a certain threshold, many configurations are observed experimentally and the LWR
model is not sufficient to capture them all; see [7].

To overcome this problem, second order models have been proposed. The Aw-Rascle-
Zhang (ARZ) system is one of these models: it is a system of two partial differential
equations in conservation form. Inspired by fluid dynamics models, the first equation
states the conservation of the number of the vehicles on the road, while the second one
imposes the conservation of a generalized momentum z:

{&sp + 9x(pv) =0,

Oz + 0y(zv) = 0.

Systems of conservation laws are widely applied to describe physical systems. It
is well known that the Cauchy problem for a system of conservation laws with an
integrable initial datum having sufficiently small bounded variation, admits a unique



entropy-admissible solution. A possible tool to obtain the solution is the wave-front
tracking method which is based on the Riemann problem, which is a Cauchy problem
with a piecewise constant initial datum having only one jump discontinuity. A map
which gives the solution to the Riemann problem is called “Riemann solver”.

In 2011, Garavello and Goatin (see [I1]) introduced a model based on the ARZ
system to describe the presence of a fixed constraint at some point of the road, corre-
sponding for example to a toll gate or a traffic light. Two Riemann solvers have been
proposed for the constrained Riemann problem. The solutions correspond to the real
expected situation: the density is “high” before the constraint and “low” after it and,
correspondingly, the velocity is reversed. The first solution conserves both density and
momentum of the vehicles, while the second conserves only the density. These Riemann
solvers are denoted by RS{ and RS3.

The present work is divided in three parts.

In the first part, we introduce the main concepts about systems of conservation
laws and the ARZ model. In Chapter 1 we present the general theory of systems of
conservation laws and we give the general solution to the Riemann problem, which
consists in a combination of shocks, rarefaction waves and contact discontinuities. The
solution is self-similar, i.e. constant on every line passing through the origin in the (¢, x)
plane. In Chapter 2 we specialize the study of Chapter 1 to the ARZ model, showing
the main properties of the system and defining its standard solution. We also define the
invariant domains and give their characterization for the classical Riemann solver of the
ARZ system.

In the second part we generalize the paper [11] by Garavello and Goatin to the
situation of a moving constraint corresponding for example to the presence of a large
and slow vehicle on the road. The slow vehicle can be in turn influenced by the previous
cars when a traffic jam is present. In Chapter 3 we give the mathematical model for this
situation: we obtain a strongly coupled PDE-ODE system in which the main traffic is
described with the ARZ system, while the trajectory of the slow vehicle is given by an
ordinary differential equation. The presence of the constraint is traduced in a condition
on the first component of the flux function. Two Riemann solvers corresponding to the
ones proposed in [11] are introduced, denoted by RSY{ and RSS. We also characterize
their invariant domains. In Chapter 3 we have applied numerical methods based on
the Godunov’s scheme to capture the solution given by RS{ and RSS and to track
the bus trajectory. The method for the first Riemann solver is based on its globally
conservative character and captures exactly the solution to the Riemann problem for a
general initial datum. For the second Riemann solver we have applied two numerical
methods: the first is the same method used for RS{ and the second method is based
on a non-uniform mesh. Both methods succeed in computing the solution for special
initial data. For general initial data the conservative method overestimates the density
(and, correspondingly, underestimates the speed) after the constraint, while with the
non-uniform mesh method the solution is exactly captured at least in the first cell after
the constraint, but an oscillation appears.



The last part is discussed in Chapter 5 and contains the proof of the existence of the
solution to a Cauchy problem for the Riemann solver RS in the case of an integrable
initial datum with bounded variation, belonging to an invariant domain in which the
characteristic waves of the first family have negative speed. The solution is obtained by
applying the wave-front tracking method.



Chapter 1

Systems of Conservation Laws

In this chapter we introduce the general theory of the systems of conservation laws and
the general solution to the Riemann problem. We follow [4].

1.1 Mathematical preliminaries

Let n, m and p be positive integers and let us denote C* the set of the k times continuously
differentiable functions.

First, we recall the implicit function theorem which gives a sufficient condition to traduce
a relation having the form F(z,y) = 0, in the graph of a function y = ¢(z), where x
and y are vectors in R” and R™.

Theorem 1.1 (Implicit Function Theorem) Let U C R" and V C R™ be open sets
andlet F : UxV — R™ be a C* function, with k > 1. If there exists a point (%,75) € UxV
such that F(Z,y) = 0 and the Jacobian matriz Dy F(Z,y) is invertible, then there exist
a neighbourhood N' C U of & and a C* function ¢ : N — V such that

o(Z) =7 and F(x,p(x)) =0 for every x € N.
The derivative of ¢ at the point T is the m x n Jacobian matriz
De(x) = ~[DyF(z,9)] " - DoF(7,9).

Assume that the function F' depends smoothly on a parameter n defined on a neighbour-
hood of a compact K. In this case the neighbourhood N given by the implicit function
theorem can be chosen uniformly with respect to n € K.

Theorem 1.2 Let U CR™, V CR™ and W C RP be open sets. Let (z,y,n) — F"(x,y)
be a C* map from U xV xW into R™, with k > 1. Let n — (@, yn) be a C* function from
W to U xV such that F"(xy,yy) = 0 for every n. If the Jacobian matriz Dy F"(x,,yy) is
invertible for every n in a compact set K C W, then there exist § > 0 and a C* function
(n,x) = ¢"(x) such that

¢oNxy) =yy and F'(z,¢"(x)) =0 whenever n€ K and |z — x,| <4.



Let A be a n X n matrix with n real distinct eigenvalues A\; < ... < A,. Let r1,...,7, be
the n linearly independent eigenvectors of A, defined by the relations

Ar;=Nr; for i=1,...,n.

The basis {r1,...,7,} determines a basis of left eigenvectors {l1,...,1,}, i.e. vectors sat-
isfying the relations
I; A=)\ l; forevery i=1,...,n.

These vectors are defined by

1 ifi—
l 1= " for every i,j € {1,...,n}.
i T {0 i y i, €{ ¥

Proposition 1.1 Let A = [a,;j]gszl be a n xn matrix. Suppose that for every i and j in

{1,...,n}, the entry a;; is a C* function of a parameter n € R™ and suppose that there
exists a value 7 for which the matriz A(7) has n distinct real eigenvalues

A(7) < oo < A (7).

Then there exists a neighbourhood N of 7 such that for all n € N the matriz A(n) has
distinct real eigenvalues

A1(n) < ... < An(n).

Moreover, for everyi=1,...,n, we have:
1. the function n — X\i(n) is C¥;

2. there is a C* function n — r;(n) defined in N such that r;(n) is a right eigenvector
of A(n);

3. there is a C* function n — 1;(n) defined in N such that 1;(n) is a left eigenvector
of A(n)-

Proor. Consider the polynomial
P(n,A) := detAL— A(n)],
where I is the n x n identity matrix. For every i € {1,...,n}, we have
P(17, Xi(1)) = 0.

Moreover op

indeed, since A\ (77) < ... < A, (7) are eigenvalues of A(7), we can write

P, A) = (A=) - - (A= Aa(7]))-



Hence

0 non
S0 =3 T[0-A).
k=1 j=1
J#k
which implies
op o )
5(77, Ai(@) = [T a(@) — (@) # 0.
j=1
J#i

We find the thesis applying the implicit function theorem: there exists a neighbourhood
N7 of fj and a C* function n — X\;(n), such that

P(n, Ai(n)) =0,

which implies that A;(n) is an eigenvector for the matrix A(n).

Let r;(77) be the normalized eigenvector of A(7) corresponding to A;(77). For every i the
matrix A(77) — A;(7)I has rank n — 1. Indeed its kernel is one-dimensional, otherwise
there would exist at least two linearly independent eigenvectors u and v of A(7) for the
eigenvalue \;(77). Therefore the set

{r1(@); rica (D), w0, 751 (R) 5 oy (1) }

would be a set of n+ 1 linearly independent vectors and this is absurd. Hence n — 1 row
vectors of the matrix A(77) — A\;(7)I are linearly independent, namely:

vi() = (aji(1); - a35 (M) = Ai(7); -+ ajn(n)) for every j € {1,..,n}, j #j".
For n = 1, the vector r;(n) is defined by the system of n equations

{n(n) 1i(n) =1,

1.1
0y (n) - raln) = Sy g ()ran(m) — M) = 0 for every 5%

where r; ;, and v; ;, are the k-th component of the vectors r; and v;. Consider the function
ril® — 1] { Do (1) — 1 -y
n,7;) — F(n,r; :[ = b for j # j*.
(m.73) (m:73) vi(n) -7 > k=1 Vjk(M) Tk

By the system (|1.1]), we have
F(i, (1)) = 0.

Moreover the Jacobian matrix

O F1 oo O 1Y 2751 27in

OriyFo oo O 1 arr(n) — Xi(n) - ain(n)
DriF(nari) = 7:1 . Y: = . . .

6Ti,an T af’i,nFn Gn1 (77) Tt ann(n) - )\2(77)



computed in (7,7;(77)) has rank n, because the first row is orthogonal to each of the
following (n — 1) lines by the system (1.1) and the lines v;(7) for j # j* are linearly
independent. Therefore

det Dy, F'(1],7i(7)) # 0
and we can apply the implicit function theorem: there exists a neighbourhood A5 of 7
and a C*¥ function i — r4(n), such that

F(n,ri(n)) =0 for every n € N>.

The equation F'(n,r;(n)) = 0 defines the i-th right eigenvector for the value n and the
relations
1 ifi=j,
l; e =
1(77) 3(77) {0 ifi;éj,

define the i-th left eigenvector. We have the thesis taking N'= N1 N N5. O

for every i,7 € {1,...,n},

1.2 Basic definitions and results

Definition 1.1 Let f : R® — R" be a C? function and let u : RT x R — R™ be a locally
integrable function.
A system of conservation laws is the following partial differential equation:

Opu + Oz [f (u)] = 0. (1.2)
The function f is called flux function and u is the conserved quantity.

Suppose that u = u(t, x) is a smooth function. Let (a,b) be a bounded interval in R.
Integrating the equation (|1.2)) over (a,b), we find

b

b
/ Ot O, ()] de =0 <= & [“wde = f(a) - 50),

which means that the variation in time of the quantity of u inside the interval (a,b) is
equal to the flux of u passing through a and b. Hence there is no production of u inside
(a,b). This justifies the name of conservation law given to the system (1.2]).

Definition 1.2 Let u € L} (R,R") be a fived function. The Cauchy problem for the

loc
system 18

{atu + 9,[f(u)] =0, 13)

u(0,z) = u(x).



Proposition 1.2 A function u € C'(R* x R,R") is a solution to if and only if it
solves the problem

u(0,z) = u(x), (14)

where A(u) = D f(u) is the Jacobian matriz of the flur function, i.e.

(Al = 52

{atu + A(u) Opu = 0,

ProOF. The functions f and u are respectively of class C2 and C'. Therefore we can
apply the chain rule and we find

0 = Qwu; + 0z [f(u)]; = Opu; + Z gq‘fl(u)@xu] for every i€ {1,...,n}.
j=1""7
Hence
atul aul fl (u) to 8un fl (u) a:rzul
2 T ;| =0
which is the first equation in . O

The solution to the Cauchy problem (1.3)) is in general discontinuous.
Example 1.2.1 Let us consider the Cauchy problem for the Burgers’ equation:

O + u Opu = 0,

u(0.2) = - +13:2' (1.5)

We are going to apply the method of characteristics to find a solution to the Cauchy
problem. This method discovers the curves vy(s) = (y1(s),v2(s)) in the plane (t,z) along
which the partial differential equation reduces to a system of ordinary differential equa-
tions; see [10)].
Let us denote

z(s) =u(y(s)) and p(s) = (p1(s), p2(s)) = Du(y(s)).
First rewrite the equation Oyu + u Oyu = 0 in the form
F(v,2,p) =0

where
F(’%Zap) = F((t7$)’zv (plap2)) =DP1 + zZPp2-



Then we have to solve the system:
V(s) = DpF(7(s), 2(s), p(s)),
2(s) = p(s) - DpF(7(s), 2(s), p(s)),
p(s) = —DaF(7(s), 2(5),p(s)) — OuF (7(s), 2(s), p(s)) p(s).

By the second equation, we find

i(s) = (Z;Eg) - (2(18)> — pi(s) + 2(s) p2(s) = 0.

Therefore we obtain u(y(s)) = z(s) = z(0) for every s. For the curve v(s) we find:
. %(8)) < 1 >
s)=|! = .
1= () = (00
Integrating the equations 41(s) = 1 and 42(s) = z(s) = z(0), we obtain
11(8) =s+c1 and y2(s) = z(0) s + ca.
Let (0,Z) be the initial point for a characteristic curve, i.e.

7(0) = (0,2).

Substituting in the equations for v1 and 2, we find ¢ =0 and co = . Moreover, since
w(0,7) = (1 + 2?71, we have

1
0) = u2(0)) = 1=
Hence we find
'71(8) =3,
1 _
) = Tt
which implies
Y2(s) = ﬁ%(s) +z.

Therefore the points (t,x) of the characteristic curve passing through the point (0,T)
satisfy the equation

1
r=T+ ——t<=t=(r—1)(1+7°%).
b (o = )1 +7?)
In the plane (t,x) these are lines passing through (0,%) with slope (1 + z%)~1. If we fiz
two points Ty > Ty > 0, then the slope of the line passing through (0,Z2) is minor than
the one of the line passing through (0,Z1). Therefore these lines have an intersection.
Since the value of u on the line passing through a point (0,Z) is constant, i.e.

1
pr— O pr— 7’
u(y(9) = ulr(0) = 1=
in the point of intersection we obtain a double-valued function. Hence the solution u
must be discontinuous.



Hence we have to introduce the weak solution to the problem.

Definition 1.3 Let Q be a subset of RT x R. Assume that u: Q — R™ and f(u) : Q —

R™ are in L}OC(Q). The function u is a weak solution to the system of conservation laws

, if for every ¢ € CL(Q,R™), we have
[l 000+ 1) 0, e = o (1.6)

Proposition 1.3 Let Q@ C RT™ x R be a bounded set with smooth boundary 0. A
function u € C*(Q) is a classical solution to if and only if it is a weak solution.

PRrOOF. Consider ¢ € C}(2) and the vector field (¢ u, ¢ f(u)). Applying the divergence
theorem, we find

/ div(pu, & f(u)) dt dx = / O1(6u) + 0u(6 F(w))] dit dz = / (61,6 f(w)) - vdo,
Q Q o0

where v is the outer normal of 9§ and do is the surface measure. Since ¢ € C1(Q), we
have

| @uss)-vio o,
o0
which implies

/Q[ﬁt(cbu) + 0x(¢ f(u))] dt dz = 0.

Therefore the thesis follows from the equality:

/}ﬂ@u+agﬂumdum———/fu@¢+f@oaﬂﬂﬁdw
Q Q

Definition 1.4 Fir 4 € L} (R,R"). A function u € L} ([0,T] x R,R") is a weak

loc loc

solution for the Cauchy problem

{@u+@uwﬂ:q
u(0,z) = u(x),

if u is a weak solution to and u(0,x) = u(x) a.e. on R.

The next theorem gives the conditions which a discontinuous function must satisfy to
be a solution to the system ((1.2)).

10



Theorem 1.3 (Rankine-Hugoniot conditions) Let Q2 be an open set in RT x R and
let u: Q2 — R™ be a piecewise C' function, with jumps along a finite number N € N of
differentiable curves x = &;(t) fori=1,...,N. Let us define the limits

ut(t,&) = lim w(t,z) and v (t,&) = lm wu(t,z
(€)= lm u(t.z) (t.6)= lim u(t.a)

fori=1,...,N.
Then u is a weak solution to the system if and only if:

1. O+ 0:[f(u)] =0 for every (t,z) such that x # &(t) for everyi=1,....,N;
2. for everyt € R™ andi =1,...,N the following condition holds:

Flut(t,6)) = flu™(t,6)) = &(#) [uF (8, &) —u™(.6)] - (1.7)

PROOF. Let us define the sets

Qo ={tz)e:z<&(t)}, Qv={tz)eQ:2>&(t)} and
Q={(t,x) e Q: &) <z <&p(t)} fori=1,...,N—1.

Let us consider the vector field (¢ u, ¢ f(u)), where ¢ € C1(Q). Applying the divergence
theorem to each set §2;, we find

N
/Qdiv(qsu, ¢ fu))dtda = ; /Q div(¢u, ¢ f(u))dt de =

N

0

%

)

I
&MZ

o

/ (u, ¢ f(w) - vi do,
o0Q;

1=

where v; is the outer normal of the set £; and do is the surface measure.
The function ¢ is zero on 0f2; except eventually for the points (¢,&;(t)) for i = 1,..., N.
Fix i € {1,..., N} and take a parametrization

t €la,b] = &(t) € Q

of the points of the curve &; inside the domain €. The curve §; is the intersection between
Q;_1 and ; and its tangent vector is

7i(t) = (1,&(1)).
The outer normal of €; on the curve x = () is
1

vi(t) = ————=(-4i(1), 1),
1+ [&(t)2

11



while the outer normal of €;,_1 on the same curve is

Vi () = ——— (1), ~1).
1+ &)

Hence we find

N
;/mllwu’qbf(u)) cypdo =
N b | |
- Z/ o(s,&i(5)) [uy &(s) — Flup) — uf &(s) + F(ui)] ds,
i=1va

where the normalization factor (1+ |&;(¢)|?)~'/2 has disappeared in the product with the
arclength. Therefore the thesis follows from the equation:

/ (w06 + (1) Du] dt d =
Q

N b ]
. /Q (6 By + B f ()] didz + 3 / O(s,6) [(u — u) &x(s) + flu) — F(u)] ds.
=174

O

1.3 The Riemann problem

In this section we introduce the Riemann problem for a system of conservation laws and
we define its standard solution.

Definition 1.5 Let Q € R™ be an open set and let f : 0 — R"™ be a vector field of class
C2%. Fiz two points u' and u” in Q. The Riemann problem for the system of conservation

laws is
Oru + 0z f(u)] =0,

u((),a;):{ L ifz <0, (1.8)

u
u" if x> 0.

Definition 1.6 The system is strictly hyperbolic if for every u € ) the Jacobian
matriz D f(u) has n real distinct eigenvalues Ai(u) < ... < Ap(u).

If the system (1.2)) is strictly hyperbolic, then for every u € £ we can find two bases
{ri(u),...;rn(uw)} and {l1(u), ..., I, (u)} respectively of right and left eigenvalues of D f(u),
ie.

Li(w) - Df(u) = Ni(u)l;(u) and Df(u)-ri(u) = Ai(u)r;(u) for every i=1,...,n.

12



Moreover we can choose the eigenvectors so that for every u € € the following conditions
are satisfied:

1 ifi=j
0 ifisj,

By Proposition since the entries a;;(u) of the matrix A(u) are C!, the functions
uw — N\i(u), u — ri(u) and v — I;(u) are of class C1.

for every 4,75 € {1,...,n}.

[7i(w)| =1 and l(u) - rj(u) = {

Definition 1.7 Fizi € {1,...,n}. The i-th characteristic field is the vector field

ri(u) .

The i-th characteristic field is genuinely non-linear if
VAi(u) -ri(u) #0 for every u € Q,

while it is linearly degenerate if
VAi(u) -ri(u) =0 for every u € Q.

If the i-th characteristic field is genuinely non-linear, we can choose the sign of r; so that
VAi(u) -ri(u) >0 for every u € €. (1.9)

Indeed, both functions u — r;(u) and u — V;(u) are continuous. Hence \;(u) is strictly
decreasing or increasing along the direction of r;, otherwise there would exist a point ug
such that

V)\,L(UO) . ’I“i(’LL(]) =0

and this is a contradiction of the hypothesis on the characteristic field.
The solution that we are going to define is self-similar, i.e. there exists a function
1 : R — R” possibly discontinuous, such that

x

u(t,x) =1 <7) .

t

1.3.1 Rarefaction waves

Fix i € {1,...,n}. Suppose that the i-th characteristic field is genuinely non-linear.
Let us consider the Cauchy problem

{w = ri(w), (1.10)

w(0) = w.

The function w — r;(w) is C*(), hence it is locally Lipschitz continuous. Therefore the
system (1.10)) has a local unique solution 0 — R;(0)(wg) which is the integral curve of
the vector field r;(w) passing through wy.

13



Proposition 1.4 Suppose that the system is strictly hyperbolic with smooth coef-
ficients defined in an open set Q € R™. Let i € {1,...,n} be fized and assume that the
i-th characteristic field is genuinely non-linear. Fix two points u' and u” in Q. Suppose
that there exists & > 0 such that

u" = Ry(3)(u),
where o — R;i(0)(u') is the solution to the Cauchy problem with initial datum

w(0) = ut.
Then the function o — \i(R;(0)(ul)) is strictly increasing and

ul if @ < t \i(ul),
u(t,z) =< Ri(o)(u!) if x =t Ni(Ri(0)(ul)) for o €[0,5], (1.11)
u” if £ >t (uh),

1s a weak solution to the Riemann problem @
PROOF. Part 1. Consider the function

o €10,5] = \i(0) = Ni(Ri(o)(ul)).
By the chain rule and the definition of R;(c)(u!), we find

do

By the condition ((1.9)), we obtain

= VAi(Ri(0)(u)) - ri(Ri(o) (u')).

do

> 0,

which implies that the function o — \;(0) is strictly increasing, i.e.
Ai(u") = Ni(3) > Ai(o) > Xi(0) = \i(u!) for every o € (0,5).
Moreover there exists an inverse function
Ai = ().
Part 2. Let us prove that

lim [ u(t, -) = u(0,) |1 (@)= 0.

t—0t

Indeed t \;(u!) 1207, ) and tA\i(u") 1207, . Moreover for z = tAi(Ri(o)(uh)), we find

ults ) = u0.)] = |Rilo) ') = ul0,2)] < sup. |Rifo)(u) + max(ul] o))
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The function o — R;(c)(u!) is differentiable and defined in a compact, then it is bounded.
Therefore

tA;(u”)
/ ‘U(t,[]?) - U(O,J;)’ dr = / ‘Rz(0'>(ul) _ U(O,Z’)‘ dx t—07T 0,
R A (ul) }

because
]Ri(a)(ul) —u(0,z)| < +oo.
Then, for a.e. x € R, we have

lim u(t, z) = (0, z).
t_l}r(%u( x) = u(0, z)

Part 3. Now, let us show that the function u(¢, x) defined in ([1.11]) satisfies the equation
2.

The equation dyu + 0 [f(u)] = 0 is trivially satisfied in the sets
{(t,z) e RY xR:z < tX(u)} and {(t,z) € RT xR:2 >t \(u")},

where the value of u(t,x) is respectively u! and u". For every o € [0,5], the function u
is constant in the set

A ={(t,r) eRT x R:z =t \(0)}.

Hence its directional derivative on the line (¢,t \;(0)) is zero, i.e.
Va- (1) =t Mi(o)deu =0
u (o)) = hu 4+ Ai(0) Oyu = 0.

The derivative d,u is parallel to r;(u) in the points (¢, ) such that \;(R;(o)(u!)) = z/t.
Indeed by the chain rule we obtain
u(t,z)  OR;(o)(u')  dRi(o)(u!) do(N;) dN; (Ri(o) () do d(z/t)
ox  or  do dn de VONVON Tde T

do _
an = ri(Ri(o) (ul).

Then O0yu is an eigenvector of D f(u) with eigenvalue \;(0), i.e.
Ai(0)0zu = D f(u)0zu.

Therefore
0 = Ou+ \i(0) Opu = Oyu + D f(u)dyu.

15



Definition 1.8 The solution defined in to the Riemann problem called

centred rarefaction wave. The solution R;(o)(u') to the Cauchy problem (1.10) with

l

initial datum wy = u' is called i-th rarefaction curve passing through u'.

Remark 1.1 Ifu" = R;(5)(u') for & < 0, then we find
Ni(uh) > Ni(uh).
Therefore the solution (m is not admissible, because when t \j(u") < x < t \;(ul), we
have a triple-valued function.
1.3.2 Shock waves

Proposition 1.5 Suppose that the system is strictly hyperbolic with smooth coef-
ficients defined in an open set Q) € R"™.

Fiz a point u' in an open set Q € R™. There exists a number & > 0 and n smooth curves
Si(-)(u!) : [-7,5] — Q together with n scalar functions \; : [—&,5] — R such that

f(Si(U)(ul)) - f(ul) = )\i(o)(SZ-(a)(ul) — ul) for every o € [—a,3d]. (1.12)
Moreover:

(i) the function

B ul if © <t\(o),
ult,e) = {Si(a)(ul) if &> tAi(0), (113)

is a weak solution to the system ;

(i1) ‘W‘ =1 for every o € [-7,07];

(iii) at o =0 we have

MO =X, PAD| SO G) ral), S0)h = and
S|
S 0 ri(ub).

PROOF.Part 1. Fix two points v and @ in €2 such that for every £ € [0, 1], we have
Eu+(1—-&uen.

Let us consider the matrix

16



We claim that there exists a neighbourhood N of @ for which, for every u € N, the
matrix A(u,u) has n distinct eigenvalues

A(u, ) < ..o < Ap(u, ).

Moreover the function u — A;(u, @) is a C* function of u. We postpone the proof of this
claim.

Call
{li(u,a), ...l (u,w)} and {ri(u,@),...,rp(u, )}

the left and right eigenvectors corresponding to Ai(u, @), ..., Ap (u, @).
We can choose the eigenvectors normalized so that they satisfy

1 ifi=j
0 ifi#j,

By the fundamental theorem of calculus, we have

ri(u,w)| =1 and [;(u,u) - r;j(u,u) = for every 4,5 =1,...,n.
J Yy %)

1
f = fu) = [ Df(ru+ (1= o) u')u— ) dr = Aluu)u - ),
0
which implies that the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions

flu) = flu') = A(u—u)

hold whenever (u — u') is a right eigenvector of A(u,u') with eigenvalue A\ = \;(u, u!) for
some i € {1,...,n}.
Part 2. Fix i € {1,...,n}. The i-th eigenvector of A(u,u') is the solution of

di(u) :=lj(u,u) - (u—ul) =0 for every j #i, (1.14)

which is a system of n — 1 equations for the n variables uy, ..., u, (the components of u).
We find:

9¢;

ol;
auk (U) = T@j}g(u’ul) ’ (’LL - ul) + lj,k(u¢ul) -
00
— TUZ(UZ) = lj’k(ul).

The vectors {lj(ul)}jzlwwn are linearly independent. Therefore the Jacobian matrix

; j=1,...,n—1
[ﬁuJ

k=1,...,n

has rank n — 1.
Hence there exist n — 1 linearly independent lines and, without loss of generality, we can
assume that they are the first n — 1. Therefore the Jacobian matrix

[3%

31“@] Gk=1,..n—1

17



is invertible and we can apply the implicit function theorem: there exists a curve ¢ —
Si(0)(u!) defined in a neighbourhood [—&, 5] of o = 0 such that

S;(0)(u!) = u! and ¢(Si(o)(u!)) =0 for every o € [-5,3].

Hence S;(o)(u') is the right eigenvector of A(S;(o)(u'), u') with eigenvalue \;(S; (o) (u!), ut).
Calling \;(c) = A\;(S;(0)(u!), u'), we obtain

F(Si(0) () = f(u') = Xi(0) (Si(o) (') —u').

Therefore the function is a weak solution of the Riemann problem , because
S;(0)(u') satisfies the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions with the propagation speed \;(o).
This proves (i).

Part 3. To prove (ii), we can re-parametrize the curve S;(o) by its arclength, because
it is regular and we find the thesis.

For (iii) we have already shown that

S;(0)(ul) = ul and X;(0) = Ni(ul, ul) = Ni(ud).

Let us show that
dSi(o)(u')

do o=0
By the equations , at 0 = 0 the curve S;(o)(u!) must be orthogonal to all the
vectors ;(u') for j # 4. This is the case of r;(u!). Hence we obtain the equation .
Finally, let us denote ¢ the derivative w.r.t. o of a function g(o), A;(c) = A(S;(0)) and
Si(o)(ul) = Si(0).
Note that the i-th eigenvalue A;(S;(0)) of the matrix A(S;(c)) and the propagation speed
Ai(o) of the shock wave are in general different.
Differentiating the equation two times w.r.t. o, we obtain

= r;(ul). (1.15)

Ai(0) Si0) = Ai(0) (Si(0) — u') + Ai(0) Si(0) —
— Ai(a) S; (o) + Ai(o )S (o) = )\Z‘(O') (Si(o) — ul) + 2)'\1-(0) Si(a) + Ai(o) SZ(U)

Since S;(0) = u! and S;(0) = r;(u'), at o = 0 we obtain
Al(O) ri(ul) + Al(O) 51(0) =2 )\z(O) Ti(ul) + )\1(0) 51(0) (1.16)
Let us now differentiate the relation

Ai(o)ri(Si(0)) = Ai(Si(0)) ri(Si(0))-

18



which in ¢ = 0 gives
A (0) ri(uh) = VA (uh) i (uh) s (uh) 4 Ai(uh) Vg (ub) - (uh) — A (0) 7 (ud). (1.17)
Using this expression in the equation ([1.16)), we obtain

A;(0) S;(0) + VA (ul) i (ul) mi(ut) + N (u) Vg (uh) - ri(uh) — A;(0) 74 (ul) =
= 20,(0) r;(u') + Xi(0) S;(0).
Multiplying on the left for I;(u'), we find the thesis, indeed
Li(uh) A(uh)S;(0) + V() - ri(uh) L(uh) ri(ul) + L) (Ni(ud) — A(ud)) Vg (ul) - r(ul) =
= 21;(u") N (0) i (u) + Li(uh) Ni(uh) S;(0),
which implies )
V)\z Ty = 2 )\Z‘,
because [;(u') A(ul) = \;(u!) l;(u!) and ;(u!)r;(ul) = 1.
Proof of the claim.
Claim: For every u in a neighbourhood N of @, the matrix A(u,u) has n real distinct
eigenvalues A\ (u, @), ..., \p(u, @). Moreover the function u — A;(u, @) is smooth for every
t1=1,...,n.
Proof. Fix i € {1,...,n} and let us consider the polynomial

P(u, \) = det(A(u, u) — A 1).
Since A(u,u) = A(u) and \;(u) is an eigenvalue of A(u), we have
P(u, \i(u)) = 0.
Moreover, we can write

Pla,A) = (A= M\ (@) .- (A = An(@)).

Hence
oP, o _
2y (@ Ai(@) = JHI(MU) —Aj(u) #0,
J#

because the eigenvalues of A(u) are distinct.
Therefore by the implicit function theorem, there exists a neighbourhood N of 4 and a
smooth function u — \;(u, ) such that

P(u, \i(u,u)) =0,

which means that \;(u, @) is an eigenvalue of the matrix A(u,u). O

Definition 1.9 The solution to the Riemann problem (@ is called centred shock
wave. The function o — S;(o)(u') is called i-th shock curve passing through ul.
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1.3.3 Contact discontinuities

Proposition 1.6 Suppose that the system is strictly hyperbolic with smooth coef-
ficients defined in an open set Q € R™. Fizi € {1,...n} and a point u' in an open set
Q € R™. Suppose that the i-th characteristic field is linearly degenerate. Then the i-th
shock curve and the i-th rarefaction curve passing through u! coincide, i.e.

Si(0)(u!) = Ri(o)(ul). (1.18)
Moreover, if u” = S;(a)(u!) for some number & € R, then the function
l : < t)\@ !
a(t, ) =0 Testhl), (1.19)
u"if x>t (u),
s a solution to the Riemann problem @

PrROOF. To prove the condition ([1.18]), let us fix a number . By the fundamental
theorem of calculus and the definition of A; and r;, we have

dR;(o)(u')

F(Ri(0) () — flu) = /0 "D () () PO g

B / D (Ri(o)(u)) ri(Ri(o)(u)) do =
- /0 "N (Ri(0) () ri( Ba(o) () do

Since the i-th characteristic field is linearly degenerate, \;(u) is constant along the
integral curve of ;. Therefore

o i\O Ul
F(Ri(0) () = ful) = As(uh) /0 de(dU)()do— _

= \i(u) [Ri(a) (u') — ],

which means that R;()(u') satisfies the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions with propagation
speed \;(u'). Hence
Si(o)(u') = Ri(o)(u')

and the function (1.19)) is a weak solution to the Riemann problem (|1.8]). O

Definition 1.10 The solution to the Riemann problem @ 1s called contact

discontinuity.
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1.3.4 The general solution to the Riemann problem

In general the weak solution to the Riemann problem (|1.8]) is not unique. Therefore we
have to introduce additional admissibility conditions. There are several approaches. We
use the Lax entropy condition; see [13].

Definition 1.11 A shock joining two points u' and u” in an open set Q@ C R™, with
propagation speed X is Laz-admissible if there exists an index k € {1,...,n} such that

Me(ul) > X > N (uh). (1.20)

Proposition 1.7 (Admissibility of a shock) Fiz a point u! in an open set Q C R™.
There exists a positive number & for which a shock joining u! to a point u(c) = S;()(ul)
is Laz-admissible if and only if —6 < o < 0.

Proor. By Proposition the function o — \;(0), which gives the propagation speed
of the shock, is C! and by the condition ([1.9), we obtain

do

1
= §V)\i(ul) ri(ul) > 0.

o=0

Therefore o — \;(0) is increasing in a neighbourhood [—&, ] of 0 = 0. Therefore

)\1(5) < )\,(J) < )\1(0) = /\z(ul) if —o<o<0.

The thesis follows observing that by the Lax-entropy condition, a shock of the i-th family
is admissible if its propagation speed \;(c) is lower than \;(ut). O

We are now ready to introduce the Lax-admissible solution to the Riemann problem

).

Fix i € {1,...,n} and a point uy € R™. Either the i-th characteristic field is genuinely
non-linear or linearly degenerate, we can define the map

Ri(0)(ug) if o >0,

Si(o)(up) if o <O0. (1.21)

Yi(o)(uo) = {

Definition 1.12 The curve defined in is called i-th Lax curve.

Let us take (o1, ...,0,) € R™ in a neighbourhood of 0 € R™ and let us define the points

Ri(0;)(wi—1) if o3 >0,

) for every i =1,...,n,
Si(ai)(wi_ﬂ if o; < O,

wo =, w; = 1Pi(0;)(wi—1) = {

(1.22)
so that

Wn = wn(an) 0-:-0 @01(01)(“[)'
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Assume that v = w,,.
Each Riemann problem

Ou + O [f(u)] =0,
i1 ifa <0, 1.23
- e o2
wj if z >0,

has a unique Lax-admissible solution consisting of a simple wave of the i-th family, i.e.:

(i) if the i-th characteristic field is genuinely non-linear and o; > 0, the solution
to (1.23)) is a rarefaction wave propagating with speed ranging over the interval
[Ai(wi—1), Ai(w;)]. In this case, let us call

A, = Ai(wi—q) and )\;r = N\i(w;);

(ii) if the i-th characteristic field is genuinely non-linear and o; < 0 or if it is linearly
degenerate, the solution is respectively a shock or a contact discontinuity with
propagation speed

Xi(wi—1,w;),

which is the eigenvalue of the average matrix

A(wi-1,w;) = /01 A(§wi—1 + (1 = w;) dé.
By the Lax entropy condition we have
Ai(wi—1,w;) € [Ni(wi), Ai(wi—1)].
In this case let us define

A = /\j_ = /\i(wi_l,wi).

(]
If o1, ..., 0, are small enough, by the continuity of u — \;(u) for every i, we have
M SA <A <A << <A

Therefore a piecewise smooth function u : Rt x R — R" is well defined by the assignment

(see Figure [L.1)):

u” if ¥ € (—o0,;),
i i—1) if T = XN(R; i A,
sy = PO i =M@ @) € DEAD
w; if ¥ € [Aj,)\i 1)
ut if £ € [AF, +00).
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A A3 MM =N

- w

wo =1u .

»
»

X

Figure 1.1: Example of solution to the Riemann problem 1}

Theorem 1.4 Let be a strictly hyperbolic system of conservation laws with smooth

coefficients defined on an open set  C R™. Suppose that for each i € {1,...,n}, the i-th

characteristic field is linearly degenerate or genuinely non-linear.

Then for every compact K C Q, there exists 6 > 0 such that the Riemann problem
has a unique Laz-admissible solution of the form , whenever u' € K and

lu" —ul| < 4.

PROOF. By the discussion in the previous sections, the function (1.24]) is a Lax-
admissible weak solution for the Riemann problem (|1.8)).
Let u! € Q be fixed. Let us define the C' maps

(01, .y o) () = () 0 - - 0 1 (o) (1))

and
O (01, 00y 00),1) = W(01, ooy o) (ul) —
We find
o (0,u!) = 0(0,...,0)(u!) —ul =0
Moreover N
(?;(O,ul) = gi(al, ey Op) o = ri(ul),

indeed, by Propositions |1.4] and we have 0,,1;(0)(u!) = r;(u'). Therefore

0 (015 eey0n) = lim ©,...,0,¢,0,...,0) (0,...,0) _
80i o1=...=op=0 e—0 €
. I _ 1
_ iy D)) —w
e—0 I3
zri(ul).
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The vectors 71(u!), ..., rn(u!) are linearly independent, hence the rank of the Jacobian
matrix D(Ul,...ﬂn)@“l is n. By Theorem for every compact set K C () there exists
¢ >0 and a C! function

(01, ccyopn) = U (01, .0y Op)

such that
@“l((al, ey Op), U (01, ey 0p)) = 0 <= u" (01, ...,00) = ¥(071, ...,an)(ul)
for every u! € K and |(o1,...,0,)| < ¢. Since the function (o1, ...,0,) = ¥(071, ..., 0,) is

an homomorphism of a neighbourhood of 0 € R™ onto a neighbourhood N of u~, the
condition (o1, ...,0,)| < ¢ is equivalent to [u" (o, ...,0,) — u!| <6 for some § > 0. O
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Chapter 2

The Aw-Rascle-Zhang model

In this chapter we are going to introduce the Aw-Rascle-Zhang (ARZ) model and its
main properties.
The Aw-Rascle-Zhang model (see [2, [17]) is

{6tp+ Oz(pv) =0,

(2.1)
Oz + 0x(zv) =0,

where p and v are respectively the density and the velocity of the vehicles on the road
and z = p (v + p(p)) is the generalized momentum.

The first equation states the conservation of the density, while the second states the
conservation of the momentum. The function p € C%(]0, +o0), [0, +0c)) plays the role of
the pressure. We assume that p satisfies the following hypotheses:

p(0) =0,
p(p) >0  for every p > 0, (2.2)
p — pp(p) is strictly convex.

The pressure function describes how a typical driver reacts to a spatial variation of the
concentration of cars in front of him. The next propositions state the main properties
of the ARZ system respectively in the (p, z) and in the (p,v) plane.

Proposition 2.1 The ARZ system
Op + Oz (pv) =0,
Oz + 0z(zv) =0,
in the conserved variables (p,z) = (p, p (v + p(p)) has the following properties.
1. The flux function is
f(p Z): fl(p7z) _ pv — 227pp(p)
’ fa(p, 2) Zv

% —zp(p)



2. The eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix of f are
z z
Ai(p,z) = —p(p) + i pp'(p) and Xa(p,z) = —p(p) + p (2.3)

and the corresponding eigenvectors are
-1 1
ri(p, z) = <_Z> and ro(p,z) = <z / ) . (2.4)
p 2+ pp'(p)

Moreover, the first characteristic field is genuinely non-linear and the second is
linearly degenerate.

3. The first shock and rarefaction curves coincide and the Lax curves passing through
a point (po, z0) € RT x Rt are

20 20
Li(p, po, 20) = P La(p; po, 20) = pa (p(p) — p(po)); (2.5)
see Figure[2.1d,
4. The Riemann invariants are
z z
s=—=—p(p) and w=—. (2.6)
p p
PROOF. Since z = p (v + p(p)), we find
z
v=——p(p).
p
Therefore
52

pv=2z—pp(p) and zv= i zp(p)-

The Jacobian matrix for the flux function is

—p(p) — pP'(p) 1
Ap,z) =Df(p,z) = -2 = )| (2.7)
p 0

Let I be the 2 x 2 identity matrix. We have

[—p(p) —pp'(p) — A 1 ]
det[Df — M| = det )
—2p(p) =% 2 —plp) - A
= 00) + o0/ 42 (At () = 2 ) )+ 55 =
P p?
yA VA 22
SO (2p<p> +pP(p) - QP) T 0(p) <p<p> T op () - 2/)) e+
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Let A be the discriminant for the characteristic equation
det[Df — A\I] = 0.

We obtain A = p? [p'(p)]? and det[Df — M| = 0 if and only if

A2 = % (—2p(p) —pp'(p) + 2; + pp’(p))

which are the eigenvalues.
Let us denote 71 = (v1,v2)7 the eigenvector corresponding to A\; = % —p?(p) — p(p)-
We have

(m) (121) [—P(P) —pp'(p) 1 ] <U1> <U1>

Df = A1 — ) =)\ =
2 Vs —zp'(p) =% Z —p(p)] \v V2

— {—p(p vi = pp(p)v1 +v2 = Zv1 = pp/(p) v1 = plp) V1,

2 2z

v+ v2 = plp)va = Jv2 — ppl(p) vz — p(p) v2.

These two equations are linearly dependent. Hence, choosing v; = —1, we obtain

()

)T corresponding to the eigenvalue Ay = 2 —p(p), we find

For the eigenvector ry = (v1, vg

Df (111) _) <'Ul> — [—p(P) —pp'(p) 1 ] <U1> _) (111) PN
%) o %) —2p'(p) — Zé 27Z —p(p)] \v2 e 2]

/ — 2 _
{p(/) vL—pp 2(P) v1 02 = 201 — p(p) i,

)
z z
—zp'(p) vy —/721114-7’02—1?(0)7)2 = ;712_17(/0)”2-
(

The equations are linearly dependent. Therefore, choosing v; = 1, we obtain

1
ro = .
? (,i + pp’(ﬂ))
By the hypotheses (2.2]), we have

—2 _2y/(p) = pp -1 2
wl-n:( o) —ep (p)>-< z):zp%p)mp”(p):ﬁ (op(p)) > 0

o=
ol



Therefore the first characteristic field is genuinely non-linear. For the second character-

istic field, we find
—5 =7 (p) ( 1 >
Vg -ra=| # 2 =0
2 ( : > z+p0'(p)

Hence it is linearly degenerate.

Let us call u = (p, z) the vector of the conserved variables.

Consider first the second characteristic field. Since it is linearly degenerate, the second
rarefaction and shock curves coincide. Hence the second Lax curve consists of the points
which satisfy the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions with propagation speed As, i.e.

f(pv Z) - f(p07 ZO) = )\2(p, Z) [(p, Z) — (p(), Zo)] <~
{z = pp(p) = 20+ pop(po) = (=plp) + 3)(p = po);
2 — 2p(p) = 2 + 200(p0) = (—p(p) + 2)(2 — 20).

These two equations are linearly dependent and the solutions are the points (p, z) such
that

z = La(p, po, 20) = %p + p (p(p) — p(po))-

Observe that a point (p,z) connected to (pg,z0) by a Lax curve of the second family

satisfies
z

~ = pp(p) =21 = poplpo) = Yol 2) (2:8)

The first characteristic field is genuinely non-linear. By Definition[I.8]the first rarefaction
curve passing through the point (pp, zo) is the solution to the Cauchy problem

U= 1,
u(0) = (po, 20)-
Then

i=—z/p. 2(t) = z/(1 = po 2(7) =20 (1 =7/po) -

) — —1 = — = —
P ) — ,0(7') po— T, — T PO — P,
).
Substituting the first equation in the second, we find

20
Ll(ﬂ? P0, ZO) = —p
PO

The shock curve of the first family is formed by the points (p, z) which are the solutions
to the system given by the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions:

{Z —pp(p) — 202+ pop(po) =X(p—po),
% —zp(p) — % + 20 p(po) = A (2 — 20).
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The first equation gives

Q:=2z—p(p(p) +A) =20 —po (p(po) + A)-
We have to distinguish two cases:

if Q =0, th
e N A=2p(p) =2~ p(po)
p P0 0

By the equation ([2.8]), these are the points (p, z) joined to (pg, z9) by a contact
discontinuity of the second family.

e if () # 0, then by the second equation we find

(z—p(p(p) + N) = % (20 — po (p(po) + A) =>

DIwT N

20 20
Q=—Q=z=—p= Li(p,po, 20)-
Po Po

Hence the first rarefaction and shock curves coincide.
The Riemann invariants are the curves that are constant along the characteristic fields,
i.e.

Vw-ry =0 and Vs-ry = 0.

By the first equation, we find

— pw—iazw:0:>p8pw+zazw:0:>w:Ea
) p

while the second equation implies
z ; z
0ps + ;@s%—pp (p)0:s =0= s = p —p(p).

This completes the proof. O

Lemma 2.1 Let us suppose that p and v are smooth. The ARZ system

8tp + ax(pv) = 07 (2 9)
Olp (v +p(p))] + dulpv (v + p(p))] = 0,
1s equivalent to the system
Op + 0z(pv) =0, (2.10)
v+ (v —pp'(p)) Ozv = 0.
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PROOF. Since p and v are smooth, the second equation of (2.9)) is equivalent to

Gt(v—i—p(p)) —i—v@x(v—i—p(p)) =0, (2'11)
indeed

(v +p(p) Oup+ p (v +p(p)) + (v+p(p) 0u(pv) + pv0s(v+p(p)) =0 =
(v +p(p) [Op + 0x(pv)] + p[0r(v + p(p)) + v Iu(v + p(p))] = 0 =
d(v 4 p(p)) + v dz(v +p(p)) = 0,

because, by the conservation of the density, we have
Op + 0z(pv) = 0. (2.12)

Let us multiply the factor —p/(p) to the equation (2.12)) and add the result to the equation

. Since
9 (p(p)) =1'(p) Brp and ,(p(p)) = p'(p) Bup,

we obtain

(v +p(p)) + v 0x(v +p(p)) — D' (p)[0ep + Du(pv)] = 0 =
v+ p'(p) Bsp + v (Ozv + ' (p) Bzp) — P’ (p) Oep — P’ (p) (VOup + pdpv) = 0 =
Ov + (v —pp'(p)) dpv =0,

which is the second equation in (2.10)). O

Proposition 2.2 The ARZ system

{atp + 0z(pv) =0,
Ailp (v +p(p))] + 0z[pv (v +p(p))] =0,

in the non-conserved variables (p,v) has the following properties.

1. The representation of the flur function in the variables (p,v) is

fp,v) = <£EZ Z;) - <pv(vp_£)p(p)))

2. The eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrixz of the flux function are

M(p,v) =v—pp'(p) and Xa(p,v) =v (2.13)
and the corresponding eigenvectors are
— 1
ri(p,v) = <p'(p)> and ro(p,v) = <0) : (2.14)

Moreover, the first characteristic field is genuinely non-linear, while the second is
linearly degenerate.
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3. The first rarefaction and shock curves coincide and the Lax curves passing through
a point (po,vp) € RT x Rt are

L1i(p, po,vo) = vo + p(po) —p(p) and La(p-po,vo) = vo; (2.15)
see Figure|2.10,

4. The Riemann invariants are
s=v and w=v+p(p).
PROOF. By Lemma (2.1, the ARZ system is equivalent to the system

Op+v0,p+ p0yv =0,
v+ (v—pp'(p)) Oxv =0,

which can be written in the form
Op v P Oy _
<8tv> * {0 v—pp(p)| \Owv/) 0

Df(p,v) = [3 v — ;p’(p)] '

For this system, we have

Hence the eigenvalues are

Ai(p,v) =v—pp'(p) and Aa(p,v) =v.

If r1 = (p1, po)? is the eigenvector corresponding to A1(p,v), we find

{vm +ppz=(v—pp(p)) .
0+ (v—pp'(p) p2 = (v—pp'(p)) pe.

The second equation is trivial, while by the first equation we obtain

p2 = —p' (p)p1 = r1(p,v) = <p/_([1))> :

Similarly, if ro = (u1, uo)? is the eigenvector corresponding to \a(p,v), we find

v i1+ p iz = 0 1.
0+ (v—pp'(p)) p2 = v po.

The first equation gives
M2 = 07
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then the second equation is satisfied and

ro(p,v) = (é) .

The shock and rarefaction curves of the first family coincide by Proposition Hence
the Lax curve of the first family passing through the point (pg, vg) is the solution to the
Cauchy problem

=1,
b =p'(p),
(p7 U)(O) = (pO;UO)'

By the first equation and the initial condition, we find
p(r) =po—T
Substituting the result in the second equation, we find:

i(r) = 2-p(o(r)) = PEDL —p(r)),

Therefore
v(T) = ¢ —p(p(7))-
By the initial condition, we obtain
vo = ¢ — p(po) = L1(p, po,vo) = vo + p(po) — p(p)-

For the Lax curve of the second family, we have:

. @
T) = po — T,
b =0, ¢¢{i) po
V\T) = Vg.
(p,0)(0) = (po; vo)-
Hence La(p, po,vo) = vo.
Substituting z = p (v + p(p)) in the expressions ([2.6|), we find

z

z
s=——plp)=v and w=—-=v+ p(p).
p (p) p (p)

Remark 2.1 As we have said, the conserved variables are the density p and the gen-
eralized momentum z. Since z has not a clear physical interpretation, whenever it is
possible, we choose to work in the more significantly variables (p,v).
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LA A
(po, 20) P (po; vo)
L1(p; pos 20)
2(p/Po; v0)
La(p, po, 20)
L1(pApo, vo)
P \f

(a) Lax curves passing through the point (P) LaX_ curves passing through the point
(po, z0) in the (p, z) plane. (po,vo) in the (p, pv) plane.

Figure 2.1: Representation of the Lax curves.

2.1 The Riemann problem

Let (p!,v') and (p",v") be two points in R* x R*. The Riemann problem for the ARZ

model is
Op + 0z (pv) =0,

dtlp (v +p(p))] + zlpv (v +p(p))] =0,

0 :
Pl if x <0,

(p,'l))(O,.ZC) = ( r r) .
(pm,v") if x> 0.

(2.16)

Proposition 2.3 Fiz a point (pg,v9) € RT x RT and let (p1,v1) be a point of the Lax
curve of the first family passing through (po,vo), i.e.

vt + p(p1) = vo + p(po).
The eigenvalue \i(p1,v1) is the slope of the function p — pLi(p, po,ve) in the point

(p1,v1), i.e.

d
A(p1,v1) = dfp(PLl(P, 0, 0)) o (2.17)

Moreover the function p — M1 (p, L1(p, p',v")) is strictly decreasing.

Proor. We find:

d
dfp(p Li(p, po,v0)) o =0t p(po) —p(p1) — p10'(p1) = L1(p1, po,vo) — p1 9’ (p1)

=v1 —p19'(p1) = Mi(p1,v1).
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By the hypotheses (2.2)), the function p — pp(p) is strictly convex, hence the function

p = pLi(p,p,0') = p (' +p(p) — plp))

is strictly concave. Therefore its derivative is strictly decreasing. O

The next proposition gives a characterization of (Lax admissible) rarefaction waves,
shock waves and contact discontinuities for the ARZ system.

Proposition 2.4 Fiz (p',v') and (p",v") in RT x RY such that p' #0 and p" # 0. Let
us consider the Riemann problem . The following statements hold.

(i) The points (p',v') and (p",v") are joined by a rarefaction wave if and only if

o p(er) =o'+ p() and > 4 (2.18)
(i) The points (p',v') and (p",v") are joined by a shock wave if and only if

"+ p(p") = vt Fp(pl) and p" > pl. (2.19)

Moreover the shock speed is
rar Lol
A= P (2.20)
pr—p
(i4i) The points (p!,v') and (p",v") are joined by a contact discontinuity if and only if

" = ol (2.21)

PROOF. Since the first characteristic field is genuinely non-linear and the first shock
and rarefaction curves coincide, the solution to the Riemann problem is a shock or a
rarefaction wave if and only if

0" = Ly(p", p'0") = 0"+ p(p") =o' + p(p).

On the contrary, since the second characteristic field is linearly degenerate, the solution
to ([2.16) is a contact discontinuity if and only if
" = Lo(p", phot) = 0" =0l

Let us consider the case v" + p(p") = v + p(p').
By Proposition [I.4] for a rarefaction wave we have

Mp' o' < X", 0").

By Proposition the condition

Al(plﬂjl) = Al(plel(plvplanl)) < Al(prle(prvplval)) = )\l(pr’vr)
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holds if and only if
P>y

Let us now consider a shock wave with propagation speed A, i.e.

(ph,oh) ifz <At
(pv)t,x) =9, " . (2.22)
(p",v") if x> At
The speed A must satisfy the Rankine-Hugoniot condition, i.e.
pro” = plol = X(p" = ph), (2.23)
pro” (0" 4 p(p")) = pH ot (v +p(ph)) = Ap" (V" +p(p") = p (v + p(p))]-

Since v" + p(p") = vl + p(pl), the equations are linearly dependent and solving the first
equation w.r.t. A, we find
Tt — l ’Ul

A= %~
By the Lax entropy condition ((1.20[), the shock waves of the first family are Lax-
admissible if and only if

)‘l(pr7vr) <A< Al(plavl%
which implies
A(p", ") < Mol oh) = 0" =

because the function p — A1 (p, L1(p, p!,v')) is strictly decreasing by Proposition O

Remark 2.2 By Definition the propagation speed of a rarefaction wave varies be-
tween M (p',v!) and A (p",v"). The speed of a contact discontinuity is Xo(p',v') =
A2(p",v") = v". Finally for a shock wave the speed is given by the Rankine-Hugoniot
conditions and by Proposition |2.19, we have

)\_prvr_plvl
- r_ ol
p—p

Geometrically:

o by Proposition the propagation speed of a rarefaction wave in a point (p°,v%) of
the rarefaction in the (p, pv) plane is the slope of the tangent line to the function
p— pLi(p, p',0t) in (p7,0%);

e the speed of a shock is the slope of the line passing through (p',v') and (p",v") in
the (p, pv) plane;

o the speed of a contact discontinuity is the slope of the line passing through the
origin and the point (p",v") in the (p, pv) plane.
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Definition 2.1 A Riemann solver for the system 1S a map
RS : (RT x RT)? — LYR,RT x RT)
that for every couple ((p*,v'), (p",v")) € (RT x RT)? gives a solution to :
RS((p',0'), (0", 0")) () : R = R* xR,
X (p,0)(N).

Remark 2.3 By the self-similarity of the solution to a Riemann problem, setting its
value for some X\ € R, we give the solution for every point (t,z) such that x/t = X

The next proposition gives the standard solution for a Riemann problem with a general
initial datum.

Theorem 2.1 Fiz (p',v') and (p",v") in RT x R such that p' # 0 and p" # 0. Let us
consider the Riemann problem . Let us define the set

L={peR":v" = Li(p,p',0")}.
Let (p"™,v™) € Rt x RT be the point such that
P =maxL and v =0". (2.24)

The standard solution to the Riemann problem s given by a rarefaction or shock
wave of the first family joining (p!,v') to (p™, m) followed by a contact discontinuity
of the second family which connects (p",v™) to (p",v"); see Fzguresm 2.9 and (2.5 -
Therefore the standard Riemann solver for the Riemann problem is:

(i) if p' > p™, then

(plavl) Zf < Al(plﬂ} )
st o () fIT) HEM 2
(

g i
where (p°,v7) is a point of the rarefaction joining (p',v') to (p™,v™), i.e.
p7 €™ 0] and v7 = Li(p7,pl,0');
(i) if p' < p™, then
. ) (o) af <
RS0 o), (") (T) = § (07 0™) A< E <o, (226)
(p"v")  Af > T,
where X is the propagation speed of the shock joining (p',v!) to (p™,v™), i.e.
m,m __ 0
A= T
P —p
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PRrROOF. Theorem ensures that the solution to the Riemann problem ([2.16]) has the
form (2.25) or (2:26).

By definition v™ 4 p(p™) = v + p(p'). Then by Proposition a rarefaction or a shock
wave joins (p!,v') to (p™,v™). Similarly, since v™ = v", a contact discontinuity connects
(p™,v™) to (p",v"). O

Figure 2.2: Example of classic solution to the Riemann problem (2.16[). In the rep-
resented case (p',v!) and (p™,v™) are joined by a rarefaction wave with propagations
speed between A (p!,v') (negative) and A\ (p™,v™) (positive). A contact discontinuity

with speed A2(p",v") = A2(p™,v™) = v" connects (p™,v™) to (p",v").

t
2 A2(p717v74)
1o (p™,0™)
(P 7U) (prvvr)
IL‘#

Figure 2.3: Example of classic solution to the Riemann problem . In the rep-
resented case (p',v!) and (p™,v™) are joined by a shock wave with negative prop-
agations speed A = (p™v™ — plo!)/(p™ — p!). A contact discontinuity with speed
Ao (p",0") = Aa(p™,v"™) = v" connects (p™,v™) to (p",v").
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2.2 The invariant domain

Definition 2.2 A set D C Rt X R" is an invariant domain (see [12]) for the Riemann
solver RS if for every (p',v!) and (p",v") in D, the solution RS((p',v'), (p",v"))(N) to
the Riemann problem is in D for every A € R.

Theorem 2.2 Fix vy, va, w1 and ws in R such that 0 < v1 < v9, 0 < wy < wo and
vy < wy. The set

Dvl,vg,wl,w2 = {(pa U) ERT xRT: v1 <v <y, w <V +p(p) < w2}
is invariant for the standard Riemann solver RS of the ARZ system; see Figure [2.4)

PrROOF. Consider (p!,v') and (p",v") in the domain Dy, yywy.we- Each point (p,v)
connected to (p',v!) by a rarefaction or a shock wave satisfies

v +p(p) = ' +p(p).
Therefore, since (o', v!) € Dy, vy w9, We have
w1 < U+ p(p) < wa.
Similarly, each point (p,?) joined to (p”,v") by a contact discontinuity is such that,
v="0".

Hence v; <0 < v9.
In particular, the middle state (p™,v™) defined in (2.24]) satisfies both conditions

v < U™ <wy and wy < U™+ p(p™) < wy,

because v™ + p(p™) = v' + p(p') and v™ = v". Therefore (p™,v™) € Dy, vy 10105

By Theorem the points (p', ') and (p™, v™) are joined by a rarefaction or by a shock
wave. In the second case no intermediate states appear between (p!,v!) and (p™,v™).
Otherwise, let (p”,v?) be a point of the rarefaction connecting (p!,v') to (p™,v™). By
the hypotheses , we have

ph>p7 > p" = p(p') > p(p”) > p(p™)
and since v! + p(p') = v7 + p(p?) = v™ + p(p™), we find
ol <7 <™,
Since (p',v!) and (p™,v™) are in Dy, vy .wys We obtain
v1 <07 < vy,

Therefore each point (p?,v?) of the rarefaction belongs to Dy, vy w1 ,ws-

If the points (p™,v™) and (p",v") are connected by a contact discontinuity, then there
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Dvl ;U2,W1,W2 1

w1 w2

Figure 2.4: The coloured area is an example of invariant domain for the standard Rie-
mann solver.

are no intermediate states between them. O

Let (pmin, Ymin) € Doy vo,w1,we be the solution to the system

{”+p(p) - (2.27)
v = V9.
Similarly, let (pmax, Umax) € Doy vguw1,we D€ the solution to the system
{”+p(p) - (2.28)
v ="1.

See Figure 2.5

Proposition 2.5 The points (pmin, Vmin) and (Pmaz, Vmaz) defined in and
are the points of the invariant domain Dy, vy wi w, TesSpectively with minimal and maximal
density.

PROOF. By definition (pmin, Umin) and (pPmax; Umax) belong to Dy, s wi we- Let (p,v) be
another point of the domain Dy, 4w, w,- Since v + p(p) > wy and v < v, we have

p(p) > w1 —v > wi — v2 = P(Pmin)-

By the hypotheses (2.2)), the function p — p(p) is (strictly) increasing. Therefore we find

Similarly, since (p,v) € Dy, vy,w1,ws, We have v > vy and v + p(p) < wy. Therefore

p(p) < wa — v1 = p(Pmaz)-
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Hence p < prmaz- O

The next lemma states the conditions for the function 1 (p) = p L1(p, po, vo) to be Lips-
chitz continuous inside the domain Dy, 4y w, wy, When the pressure is a convex function.

Lemma 2.2 Let (pg, vo) be a point in Dy, vy w1 ws and let (Pmins Vmin) and (Pmaz, Vmaz)
be the points defined in (2.27) and (2.28). If

p"(p) >0 for every p >0 and M (pmin, Vimin) < 0, (2.29)

then the function p — p Li(p, po,vo) is bi-Lipschitz in the domain Dy, vy wy wss i-€
d
Al(pmaxa 'Umaz) < %(PLl (P; L0, UO)) < )\l (pmim Umin) (230)

Jor every (p,v) = (p, L1(p, po,v0)) € Doy va,w1 w5 -

PROOF. Fix © € R*. The function p — A1(p, 0) is strictly decreasing, indeed:

L (p.5) = - (= p0'(p) =—p'(p) — pp"(p) <0,

dp dp

because by the hypotheses and we have p'(p) > 0 and p”(p) > 0. Therefore
A1(pmin, v2) > A1(p,v2) for every p > pmin and
A (Pmax, 1) < A1(p,v1) for every p < pmax-

By Proposition the function

d
1Y — )\l(p7L1(p7 PO:UO)) = dip (le(p7 P07U0))

is strictly decreasing.
Let us fix (p,v) € Dy, vg,u1,we- By the definition of Dy, 4y 4, w, and Proposition we
have

v1 < v <wvg and pPmin < P < Pmax-

Let (p*,v*) € Dy vy,un,we b€ such that (see Figure
v* =wvy and v* +p(p*) = v +p(p).

Then we have
/\1 (pﬂf) < Al(ﬂ*,v*) < Al(pminavmin)-
Similarly, let (p™*,v™*) € Dy, vp,u1,we be such that (see Figure

v =y and v™ +p(p™) = v+ p(p).

Then we have
)q(p,v) > M (p**ﬂl**) > )\I(Pmaxﬂ)max)'
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Figure 2.5: Notations used in the proof of Lemma
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Chapter 3

Moving constraint

A bus or a truck travelling on a road influences the traffic of the following vehicles and
sometimes it is in turn influenced by the cars in front of it: the bus acts as a moving
constraint on the flux of the vehicles. We want to describe this situation with the Aw-
Rascle-Zhang system. See [§] for the scalar case.

Let us denote

y(t) and y(t) = w(p(t, y(t)+), v(t, y(t)+))

respectively the bus trajectory and speed, with w : Rt x RT™ — R known. In the bus
reference frame, the previous situation reduces to the case of a fixed constraint at « = 0.

Proposition 3.1 In the bus reference frame, the ARZ system is

{8tp + 0z (p(v —9)) =0, (3.1)
d(pw) + 0z (pw (v —7)) = 0.

PrROOF. We have only to apply the chain rule.
Let (£, %) be the coordinates in the bus reference frame, namely

—
X TR
T
& “PF
|
<
=

Let p(t,%) = p(t(t,2),2(¢,%)) and ©(t,%) = v(t(t, %), z(f, %)) be respectively the density
and the speed function in the new coordinates. First, we observe that

oplta)  Op(hd)  opm)of  opte)ow  opha) - 0p(ha)
ot ot~ or o o0z o o BT
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Hence we have 0ip = 0;p — 9 0z p.
We find 0, (pv) = 0z(p0), indeed:

d(pv)

9(pv)(t(, 7), (%, 7))

Ox () = Ox -
_ Opv)(t(t 2), 2(t, 7)) Ot N A(pv)(t(t, 7), =(t, 7)) 0 _
ot - ~<9~ac o0z oz
- (9(971)(75(75»6?,93(75756‘))'

Finally,
0i(t) _ 051l ) _ 0iD) _,
0z 0z 0z ’

Assembling these parts, we find

Op + Ox(pv) = 0pp — y 0zp + Oz(p0) = Opp + 0z (pV) — § Ozp — p Oy =
= 0pp + 0z(pv) — 0z(y p)
which is the first equation in (3.1)).
Similarly for the second equation. O

By Proposition the flux function in the bus reference frame is

_ ([ plo—9)\ _ p(v—9)
1000 = (ot ) = (oo oo —)
Let V and R be respectively the maximal speed and the maximal density of the vehicles
in the considered road and let a € (0,1) be the reduction rate of the road capacity at
the bus position, i.e. aR is the density for which the velocity of the vehicles is v = 0
in x = y(t). Let wy be the value of the Riemann invariant w = v + p(p) at the point
(p,v) = (aR,0), ie.
wq = p(aR).

Proposition 3.2 The constraint on the first component of the flux at the bus position
s given by

p(t,y () (w(t,y(t) = §(8) < P29 (pa) =t Fa, (32)
where pq, 15 the unique value of the density for which we have

p(ﬂa) + Pa p/(pa) = Wa — y(t)

PROOF. The maximal density in x = y(¢) is @R and for this value the vehicles near the
bus are not moving, so that we have v = 0. Let us consider the set

Us =A{(p,v) : v+ p(p) < wa}
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Given a density p € [0, «R], the maximum of the Lax curves of the first family passing
through the point (p,v) € U, is obtained for

U= Ll(pa aR, 0) = Wa 7p(ﬁ)'

We are looking for a constant F, > 0 such that for every (p,v) = (p, wo — p(p)), the
inequality
d(p) := pv — py = p(wa — p(p)) — py < Fu
holds. We observe that the derivative
¢'(p) = wa —p(p) — pp'(p) — ¥

is zero if

p(p) +pP (p) = wa — 9
and it is positive, if

p(p) +pp (p) < wa — 9.

Hence ¢ has its maximum in the point p, such that

p(pa) + pap/(pa) = wa — Y(t). (3.3)

In this point we have

P(pa) = pa(Wa — p(pa)) = ¥ pa = Pa(y + pa P’ (Pa)) = § Pa

where we have used the equation (3.3). Hence at the bus position, we find

p(t, () (v(t,y(t) — 9(t)) < p2 P (pa) = Fa.

O

Let us consider a bus travelling in an empty road, where it can keep its own unperturbed
velocity. If we represent the stops with a sequence {xi}i]\il, the bus will proceed at its
maximal speed V}, “far” from each point z;, i.e. its velocity profile is given by a sufficiently
regular function V(x) such that

. . (3.4)
0 ifx=zfori=1,..,N,

Vi) = {Vb if |t — x| >dfori=1,...,N,
where 0 is the space needed by the bus to stop, starting from its maximal speed. Now,
let us suppose that the bus remains at each stop for a constant time 7 € R™ and let
t; = inf{t € RT : y(t) = x;} be the i-th stop instant, for i« = 1,..., N. The bus speed
without traffic is a function gz : R™ — [0, V}] defined by

() = V(y(t)) ift¢[tit;+71) for i=1,...,N,
v = 0 ift € [ti,t;+71) for i =1,...,N.
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A v+ p(p) = Wmax
pu
Fo+9p
yp

|

F, |
|
\
‘ v+ p(p)\= Wa
‘ | -
Por aR R P

Figure 3.1: Representation of the flux in the fixed reference frame.

If we now introduce the traffic, the bus will travel with velocity V' (y(¢)) when there
are no vehicles in front of him or when their speed v(¢,y(¢)+) is higher than V(y(t)),
otherwise it will adapt its velocity to the one of the traffic, namely

(o) = {ym) i (1) < v(ty(0)+), (35)
ot y()+) i () = o(t,y(0)+).

Remark 3.1 IfV is the mazimal speed of the cars on the street, we impose v(t,y(t)+) =
V' if there are no vehicles in front of the bus, i.e. if p(t,y(t)+) = 0. In this case the first
condition is always satisfied, then we have y(t) = yr(t).

The bus velocity is then given by a law depending on its position and on the speed of
the preceding vehicles, namely

y(t) = w(y(t), v(t, y(t)+)). (3.6)
Hence our model is given by the system
Op + 0z(p(v —5)) =0,

Or(pw) + O (pw(v —9)) =
(p,v)(0,2) = (po, vo)(x), (3.7)

p(t,y(t)(v(t, y(t) — 5(t) < pa P (Pa),
y(t) = wly(t), v(t, y(t)+)),
y(0) = o,

where (pp,vp) and yo are respectively the initial configuration of the density and of the
speed of the cars and the initial bus position.
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/
v+ p(p)e wa N\ p(p) = Winax

\

oo yp

aR

R p

Figure 3.2: Representation of the flux in the bus reference frame.

3.1 The constrained Riemann problem

Let Wz = p(R) be the value of the invariant w = v + p(p) in the point (R,0) of
maximal density and velocity equal to zero.
Let yo = 0 be the initial position of the bus.
Let (p',v!) and (p",v") be two data in the domain Rt x RT. Consider the Riemann
problem
Owp + ar(p(U - y)) =0,
) =0,

I (pw) + az(pw(vl—ly ‘ (3.8)
e = {00 1)
with the constraint
p(t.y() (vt y(1) = V) < v (pa), (3.9)
where we assume that the speed ¢(t) is constant and its value is y(t) = V € [0, V}] for

every t € RT.
Let I be the set

I={pe0,R]: pLi(p,p,v") = p(v' +p(p') —p(p)) = Fa + pV} =
= {P € [OvR] : p(Ll(pvpl’vl) - V) =Lay-
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Figure 3.3: Notations used: (p,0) and (p1,?;1) are the points of the Lax curve of the
first family passing through (p',v!) for which the constraint is satisfied with the equal;
(p2,72) is the point of the Lax curve of the second family passing through (p",v") for
which the constraint is satisfied with the equal.

If I is not empty, let (p,0) and (p1,01) be the points defined by

[0}

A~

_ 3 _
p=maxl, 0= +V, pp=minl and 0 = —> + V.
P1
These are respectively the points with maximal and minimal density of the Lax curve
of the first family passing through (p',v!) for which the condition (3.9) on the flux is
satisfied with the equal. Moreover, we define the point (p2, 02) as
Fo

~ r
P2 = — and Uy ="
vt =V

(p2,02) is the point of maximal density of the Lax curve of the second family passing
through (p", v") for which the condition is satisfied with the equal. Finally we recall
the definition of the intermediate state (p™,v") of the classical solution: define
the set

L={peR":v" =Li(p,p',v")}.

The middle state (p™,v™) € Rt x R* is the point defined by:

P =maxL and v =0";

see Figure (3.3).

Lemma 3.1 Fiz (pl,vl) € RT x RT. Let us suppose that the hypotheses @old. If
there exists a point (p™,v™) such that v™ = Li(p™, p',v') and p™v™ > F, + p™V, then
I= {pla ﬁ}
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PROOF. Let us consider the plane (p, pv) and let w! = o' + p(p') be the value of the
invariant w in (p!, '). In these coordinates the set of points (p,v) such that v+p(p) = w*
is the graph of the function

¥(p) == pw' — pp(p).

This function is strictly concave, because the function p — pp(p) is strictly convex by
the hypothebes . Then the cardinality of the set I is at most 2.

Since p"v™ > Fy, —|— pmV, there will be exactly two points (p,0) and (p1,?1) belonging
to the curve v and such that

pr<p™, p>p", Y(p1) = Fou+ Vi1 and ¢(p) = Fa+ Vp.

Lemma 3.2 Letw! € R be fized and let pv = F,+V p be the constraint. Let us consider
the function p — ¥(p) = pw' — pp(p). Let (p,v°) be a point such that p’v® = (p”).
Under the hypotheses of Lemma we have

p” >p or p” < p1 if and only if pTv < Fy + Vp°. (3.10)

Equivalently B
v? <0 or v7 >0 if and only if p7v? < Fy + Vp°©. (3.11)

PRrROOF. By the hypotheses of Lemma [3.1] “ there is a point (p™,v™) such that v =
Li(p™, p',v!) and p™o™ > F, + Vp™. Hence we have I = {1, p}.
If p° > p, there exists v € (0,1) such that

p=7p"+1=7)p
If it was ¥(p”) > F, + Vp°, then by the strict concavity of 1, we would have

(p) = (" + (L =7)p1) > 1 (p7) + (1 = 7)) =
> Y(Fo + Vo) + (1 =) (Fo +Vp1) =
=7F0 +Vp7 + Fa+ Vi1 —vFa =V =
=Foa+ V(" +(1=7)p) =
=F,+Vp=—=
= (p) > Fo + Vp.
This is a contradiction of the definition of (p,v). Similarly for p7 < py.

Conversely, if pv7 < F,, + Vp° and p? was in [p1, p|, there would exist v € [0,1] such
that p” = vyp1 + (1 —v)p. Hence

Y(p7) > W(ﬁ )+ (1 =)Y(p) = ’Y( +0V)+ Q=) (Fa+pV) =
o+ Vo + 1 —7y)p) =Fa+Vp°,



which is absurd.
The condition p? > / is equivalent to v < ©. Indeed,

Y(p7) = p7 07 <=7 +p(p7) = o' +p(p') = b + p(p).
Hence, by the hypotheses ([2.2)), we find
p? > p <= p(p?) > p(p) <= v7 =0+ p(p) — p(p?) < 0.

O

Let (p!,v!) and (p",v") be two fixed points in the domain RT x RT. Let RS be the
standard Riemann solver for the Riemann problem (22.16)); see Proposition
Let us denote

ﬁ((pl> vl)a (pr’ UT))() and 6((plv Ul)> (pr’ ’UT))()
respectively the p and v components of the classical solution RS((p, v'), (p",v"))(-).
3.1.1 The first Riemann solver RS}

Let us introduce the first Riemann solver for the constrained Riemann problem (3.8]).
The Riemann solver

RS : (RT x RT)? - LYR,RT x RY)
is defined as follows.

LI ARS((p'0'), (0 0")(V)) > Fa+ V((p',01), (p7,07))(V), then

RS((p',v"), () (/) if z <y(t),

RST (o', 0"), (0" 0") (/1) = {Rs«pl,m), (o o)) (w/t) itz > y(t),

and y(t) = Vt.

2. 1f f1(R5((p o), ( W)(V)) < Fo+ Va((ph, '), (p7,07))(V) and
V < o((p o), (p" ) (V), then

RS?((pl,vl)v(PT,UT))(w/t) =RS((p',0"), (o, 0"))(x/t) and y(t) = V.

3. If o((pt, oY), (p",v")) (V) < V, then
RST((p', "), (o7, 0")) (/1) = RS((p',0)), (o7, 0")) (/1) and y(t) = v(t,y(t)+)t.

The first case refers to a situation in which the traffic is influenced by the bus and the bus
travels with its own velocity; in the second case the bus and the traffic do not influence
each other; the third case represents a road where the traffic is congested and the bus
travels with the speed of the previous cars.
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Remark 3.2 In the first case, the solution given by RST at x = y(t) does not satisfy
the Lazx-entropy condition between the states (p,v) and (p1,01), because

p1 < p = Ai(p1,01) > Ai(p, 0)

and the condition for an entropy-admissible shock is the reverse. Therefore, we
say that (p,0) and (p1,01) are connected by a non-classical shock.

Remark 3.3 Let us consider the bus reference frame. The representation of the flux
function in the (p,v) coordinates is

_ [ plv=V)
f(p,v) = (p(v _ V)w> :
In this reference the non-classical shock travels with propagation speed X\ = 0.

The solution RSY is conservative for both density and momentum of the vehicles. Indeed,
for the first component of the flux, we observe that

plo—=V) = pi(o1 = V) =0(p— pn) <=
<:>ﬁﬁ—ﬁ1171—‘7(ﬁ—ﬁ1):0<:>

V= va_ /{11)1 .
p—pP1

Hence the Rankine-Hugoniot condition holds for the first component if and only if V
is the slope of the line passing through the points (p, pv) and (p1,p101) in the (p, pv)
coordinates which is true.
For the second component, let us denote w = 0 + p(p) and w1 = 01 + p(p1). Since
W = 1w =o'+ p(p'), we find

ﬁ(f) — V)'L?J — ﬁ1<@1 — V)wl = 0(’{) — ’Dl) <~

= (' +p(P))(p(0 = V) = (01 = V) =0
and we can conclude as for the first component.
Therefore the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions hold along the line x — y(t) = 0.

3.1.2 The second Riemann solver RS9

Let us introduce the second Riemann solver for the constrained Riemann problem ((3.8]).
The Riemann solver

RSS : (RT x RT)? — L'(R,R" x RY)
is defined as follows.

LI ARS((p'0'), (0 0")(V)) > Fa+ V((p',01), (p7,07))(V), then

RS((p', "), (p,0)) (/) if z <y(t),

a Lol 7T =
RS ((p',0"), (p", ") (/1) = {RS((M@),(pr,vr))(x/t) if 2 > y(t),

and y(t) = Vt.



2. It 1(RS((p',0"), (p",v")) (V) < Fa+ V((p',0)), (p",0"))(V) and
V <o((p!,0"), (p",0"))(V), then

RS5((p',0"). (p",0")) (/1) = RS((p', ), (p",0")(z/t) and y(t) = V.

3. If o((ph, oY), (p7,v"))(V) < V, then
RS (o' 0"), (0", 0") (/) = RS((p',01), (0, 0"))(w/t) and y(t) = v(t,y(t)+)t.

Remark 3.4 In the first case the points (p2,02) and (p,v) are connected by a non-
classical shock. Indeed, fix (p',v') and (p",v"), let (p™,v™) be the middle state of the
classical solution and assume that the inequality ps > p holds. This implies Uy < 0,
because p(o — V) = pa(vg — V). Since v™ = ¥y and v™ + p(p™) = 0 + p(p), we find
p™ > p. Therefore, by Lemma[3.3, we have

P < Fy+pm V. (3.12)

Consider the classical solution. Since (p™,v™) and (p",v") are connected with a contact
discontinuity with propagation speed v" = v™, the solution RS((p",v!), (p",v")) in V is
(p",v") if and only if v" < V. In this case (p",v") satisfies the constraint and the solution
is classical. Let us assume v" > V. The classical solution in V is (p',v'), (p™,v™) or a
point (p”,v%) of the rarefaction wave joining them. If (p',v') and (p™,v™) are connected
by a rarefaction wave, all the points of the rarefaction satisfy the constraint, because
p > p™ > p® for every o. Finally, suppose that (p!,v') and (p™,v™) are connected by a

shock and that (p',v') does not satisfy the constraint, i.e.
P V) > F,.
The speed of the shock is
pm o™ — pl ’Ul
= pm _ pl
IfRS((p',0h), (p",v")) in V is (p™,v™), then the solution given by RSY is classic. Oth-
erwise we find

S

m,m _ ol B
S SR

P —p
P (W™ = V) > pl (vl = V) > F,.

This is a contradiction of the inequality .
Therefore if pa > p, the solution RSS((p',v!), (p",v"))(\) satisfies the constraint for
every A € R and the non-classical shock appears only when pa > p which is against the

Lax-entropy condition .
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Remark 3.5 The Riemann solver RSS conserves only the density of the vehicles. In-
deed, along the line © — y(t) = 0 the Rankine-Hugoniot condition holds for the first
component of the flux, because both (p,0) and (pa,02) are on the line pv = Fo + Vp, i.e.

ﬁ(ﬁ—V)—ﬁQ(’(JQ—V):O@
pU — poa

p— p2

=V =

Calling 0 = 0 + p(p) and Wy = V9 + p(V2), for the second component we have

p2(tg — V)ibg — p(i = V)i = 0 <

png—m—%ﬁ(@—m:m:»

- P22 — %PU
P2 — 5P

This condition is satisfied only if W = W, but this is false in general.

3.2 Invariant domains

Let us modify the results of [I1] to characterize the invariant domains of the Riemann

solvers RST and RSY.
Fixed 0 < v; < vg and 0 < wy < we with vy < we, by Proposition the domain

Doy ownwe = {(p,v) €RT X RT 2 01 v < g, wi <o+ p(p) < wa} (3.13)

is invariant for the standard Riemann solver RS for the Riemann problem ; see
Figure

Let V € [0, V3] be the constant speed of the bus and let a € (0,1) be fixed.

Let us define the function

he @ [V, +00) = RT U {+00},
F _
—2_ | ifu>V, 3.14
ha(v): v—l—p(v V) i v ( )

+00 ifo=V.
Let w € R be fixed. We note that h,(v) = w if and only if
w=v+p(p),

where the point (p,v) satisfies p(v — V) = F,. Therefore hq gives the value of the
Riemann invariant w in the point (p,v) € (0,+00) x (V, +00) for which we have p(v —
V) = F,; see Figure
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Figure 3.4: The coloured area is the invariant domain Dy, vy w;,w.- The point (B, Q)
satisfies p(v — V) = F, and v + p (p) = ha (v) = w.

Lemma_3.3 Let us suppose that the hypotheses ho_ld. Fized o, there erists v =
0(a) € [V, 400) such that ha(v) is strictly decreasing in [V,0) and strictly increasing in
(0, 4+00).

PROOF. The function p — pp(p) is strictly convex, then its second derivative 2p'(p) +
pp” (p) is strictly positive for every p € (0,+00). Hence the second derivative of hy,

which is . . . .
B SR P a_ a_ a_
o(v) (U—V)3[p(v—V>+v—Vp <v—V)]7

is strictly positive for every v > V and the function

v—hl(v)=1- e fav)z P (vFO‘_ )

is strictly increasing for every v > V.
We have
lim_p(p) = +oo,

p—+00

otherwise there would be M > 0 such that for every p € [0,400) we have p(p) < M.
Then pp(p) < pM which is absurd, because the strictly convex function p — pp(p)
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cannot be less than a linear function. Therefore

Fy
lim [v—}-p( >] = +oo and

v—=V+ ’U—V

F F
. ! _ . o « / (07 —
vgr—&{looha(v)vgr—il-loo{l w—ve? <v_x7>] L

indeed, by the hypotheses ([2.2]), we obtain

p(p) + pp'(p) = p(0) +0=0= pp'(p) = —p(p) =
= —pp'(p) < plp) =
0= lim(—pyp <1 =0.

= 0= lim(—pp/(p)) < lim p(p)
Hence the function v — A/, (v) is strictly increasing, when v — V+ its value is —co and
for v — 400 is 1.
On the other hand when v — V+ or v — 400, the function h, goes to +o0o. Therefore
there must be a value v for which h,, is strictly increasing in [V, ¥) and strictly decreasing
in (v, +00). O

Proposition 3.3 Let V < v < vg, 0 < wy < wa, v2 < we and o € (0,1) be fived. If
ha(v) > wa for every v € [v1, v2], then the Riemann solvers RS and RSS coincide with
the Riemann solver standard RS.

PROOF. Let (p,v) be a point in Dy, vy w1 w,- Hence vy < v < vg and wy < v+p(p) < wo.
By the hypotheses, we have

v pl) <o) =0 p (L7 ) = 0l <0 (0 ) =

—p< —% = pv-V)< Fa

By the arbitrary choice of (p,v) in the domain, we obtain
sup{p(v — V) : (p,v) € Doy vy uwr.ws} < Fa-
Hence, if we choose (p',v!) and (p",v") in Dy, vy, .ws, the classical solution
RS((p', "), (o7, "))

satisfies the constraint for every A € [v1,v3]. Therefore the solutions given by the two
Riemann solvers RS{ and RS9 coincide with the classical solution. O

Corollary 3.1 Let V < vy < v, 0 < w1 < wa, v2 < wy and a € (0,1) be fived. If

ho(v) > wy for every v € [v1,va], the domain Dy, vy wyw, S invariant for both RST and
RSS.
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PROOF. It is a direct application of Propositions [3.3] and O

The next theorems characterize the invariant domains of the Riemann solvers RS{ and
RS$ when they are different from the standard Riemann solver. Figures[3.5 and [3.6] are
two examples of these domains.

Theorem 3.1 Let 0 < v1 < v, 0 < wy < wa, v2 < wp and o € (0,1) be fized. Let us
assume that there exists v € [V, va] for which hqo(v) < wo.

(i) If vo <V, then the set Dy, vy wy 18 invariant for RSY.
(ii) If v >V, then the set Dy, vy a0y .y 15 invariant for RSY if and only if

hao(v1) > wo and hq(vy) > wa. (3.15)

(i4i) If vi <V < vy, then the set Dy, vy wywy 18 invariant for RSY if and only if

ha(v2) > wa. (3.16)

pv

= '

Figure 3.5: Example of an invariant domain (the coloured area) for RS¢ for vy > V.

Theorem 3.2 Let 0 < v1 < vg, 0 < wy < wy, v2 < we and o € (0,1) be fized. Let us
suppose that there exists v € [V, va], such that ho(0) < wa.

(i) If vo <V, then the set Doy vo,w1,we 15 tnvariant for RSY.
(i) If vi >V, then the set Dy, vy.uwi s 5 invariant for RSS if and only if
ha(v1) > wa, he(v2) <wsz and ha(v) > wy (3.17)

for every v € [v1,va).
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(iii) If v <V < vg, then the set Dy, vy uwiw, 18 invariant for RSS if and only if

ha(v2) < ws and he(v) > wy (3.18)
for every v € [V, vg].
A
pv V9 (%]
atVp
Vp
Fy|
wa
w1
\e

Figure 3.6: Example of an invariant domain (the coloured area) for the Riemann solver
RSS when vy > V.

Let us define the sets U and V as

U :={(p,v) € (0,4+00) x (0,+00) : v <V} and
V= {(p,v) € (0,+00) x (0, +00) : v >V}

The proofs of Theorem and Theorem [3.2] will be developed in the next sections and
is divided in the following three parts:

1. the invariant domain is contained in U;
2. the invariant domain is contained in V;

3. the invariant domain has points in common with both &/ and V.

3.2.1 The invariant domain is contained in U

If vo <V, then Dy, 4y.y .0, C U; see Figure Indeed if (p,v) belongs to Dy, vy,wywss
since v < vy and vy <V, we have v < V.

Let (p!,v") and (p",v") be two points in the domain Doy wownwe- SInce Dy, vy wywy 1S
invariant for the standard Riemann solver RS, we have

RS0, (07, 0") (V) < Va((p', '), (o7, 0") (V).
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Therefore we are in the case in which the two Riemann solvers RS{ and RS% coincide
with RS. Hence the domain Dy, v, w;,w, is invariant for both of them and this proves

the points (i) of Theorems [3.1| and

A
pU w2 _
Fo+Vp
1%
F U '
/Ct V9
U1
pr

Figure 3.7: Example of an invariant domain (the coloured area) for the Riemann solvers
RST and RSS when Dy, vy,w;,w, is contained in U.

3.2.2 The invariant domain is contained in V

If v1 >V, then Dy, vy ,we, C V. Indeed if (p,v) belongs t0 Dy, v.wy 1wy, We have v >V,
because v > vy and v; > V; see Figures and

The invariant domain for RSY

Proposition 3.4 Let V < v < v, 0 < wy < wy, v2 < wy and o € (0,1) be fived. Let
us assume that there exists v € [v1,v2] such that ho(0) < wa. The set Dy, vy woe 15
invariant for RSY if and only if

ha(v1) > we and he(vy) > wa. (3.19)
PrOOF. We split the proof in three parts.

1. Let us suppose that hq(v1) > wy and hq(ve) > ws.
Since Dy, vy,wy,w, 1S invariant for RS, to prove that it is invariant for RS{ we have
to show that, for every initial data (p!,v') and (p",v") for the constrained Riemann

problem (3.8) in Dy, vy wy,we, the points (p, ) and (p1,01) are in Dy, vy wy ws-
By definition, we have

pi = Fo+Vp and 0+ p(p) =o'+ p(p).
We claim that (5, ) € Dy, u.wy.we- Indeed, since 0+ p(p) = v' + p(p'), we find
wy <0+ p(p) < wa. (3.20)
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We have only to show that vy <0 < wp. Since pv = Fy + Vp > Vp, the inequality
© > V holds. Therefore the function h,, is well defined in ¥ and its value is

R R F R R
ha(0) =0 +p < ”‘V> =0+ p(p)-

v —

Let 9 € (V,400) be the minimum of the function h,, which exists by Lemma
Hence h,, is strictly decreasing before v and strictly increasing after .

If vy < vg < 0, then hq(v1) > ha(v2) > ho(?). By hypothesis, there exists
v € [v1,v2] such that hq (V) < we, but, since v < vy, we find wy > ha (V) > ha(v2)
which is a contradiction of the hypotheses .

Similarly, if 0 < v; < wvg, hg is increasing in [v1,vs] and hence, since v > vy, we
find wg > hq(0) > he(v1) which is absurd.

Then it must be v1 < 0 < v9. We know that w1 < ha(0) < we. If it was
0 < v1 < 0, then we would have h,(0) > ha(v1) > we which is a contradiction of
. Similarly, if 0 > vy > 0, then hq(0) > hq(v2) > wo which is absurd.

Hence v; < v < v and this proves the claim.

Since (p1, 1) satisfies the same hypotheses of (p, 0), the proof is similar.

. Let us suppose that Dy, v, w;,w, is invariant for RST and, by contradiction, that
ha(v1) < wa. Let (p*,v*) € Dy, vo,w1,w, be the solution to the system

v+ p(p) = wy,
vV =vq.

The point (p*, v*) satisfies the inequality p*v* > F,+V p* (see Figure[3.8al), indeed
by the hypotheses (2.2]) we find

Fa * * *
ha(v1) = v1 +p<v1—V> <wy ="+ p(p*) = v +p(p*) =

F, _
— a <p*:>,0*('0*—V)>Fa.
vl—V

Therefore the left trace of RS ((p*,v*), (p*,v*)) in A = V is (p, ©). By definition

b =" +p(p") — p(p) = 0 + p(

p0 = Fy + V= ho(0) =0+ p(p) = wa.
Since (p*,v*) € Dy vo,wr,we, €ven the point (p,0) is in Dy pywy,we, Decause the
domain is invariant. Hence we have © > v; = v* and we find

b+ p(p) =v" +p(p*) = p* > p.

The equal cannot hold, because (p*, v*) does not satisfy the constraint while (p, 0)
does. Since the curve p — pLi(p, p*,v*) is strictly concave and (p, ) is its point
with maximal density for which it is satisfied the condition pv = F, + Vp, by
Lemma all the points (p,v) with density bigger then p should satisfy pv <

F, + Vp, but this is a contradiction of the conditions satisfied by (p*,v*).
Therefore the inequality hq(v1) > wy must hold.
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3. Let us suppose that Dy, v,w;,w, 1S invariant for RST and let us suppose by con-
tradiction that ho(v2) < wa. Let (p*,v*) € Dy, vowi,we be the solution to the
System

{v+pm>:w%

vV = V2.

The point (p*,v*) is such that p*v* > F, + Vp* (see Figure [3.8b)), indeed by the
hypotheses ([2.2]) we find

FOé * * *
Palin) = v+ p (10 ) < =074 0(0) = v pl7) =

— ai <p*:>P*(U**V)>Fa-
U2—V

Hence the right trace of RS$((p*,v*), (p*,v*)) in A = V is (p1,01). We note that

01+ p(p1) = v* +p(p*) and prog = Fy + Vo =
= ho(01) = 01 + p(p1) = wa.

The point (p1,91) belongs to the invariant domain Dy, vy w, we, then 01 < vy = v*.
Therefore the relations

imply p* < p1.

The equal is not possible, because (p*,v*) does not satisfy the constraint, while
(p1,01) does. Since the curve p — pL1(p, p*, v*) is strictly concave and (p1, 1) is its
point with minimal density for which it is satisfied the condition p0, = F,, + V1,
by Lemma all the points (p,v) with a lower density then p; should be such that
pv < Fy + Vp, but this is a contradiction of the conditions satisfied by (p*,v*).
Hence the inequality hq(v2) > we must hold.

This proves the point (i) of Theorem

The invariant domain of RSS

Lemma 3.4 Let V < v; < v9, 0 < wy < wa, v2 < wy and a € (0,1) be fized. Let
us suppose that there exists v € [v1,v2] such that ha(0) < wa. If the set Dy, vy wyiws 15
invariant for RSS, then hqo(v1) > wa.

The proof is the same of part 2 of Proposition

Lemma 3.5 Let V < v; < v9, 0 < wy < wa, v2 < we and a € (0,1) be fized. Let
us suppose that there exists v € [v1,v2] such that ha(0) < wo. If the set Dy, vy wyiwe 5
invariant for RSS, then hqo(v) > wy for every v € [v1, va].
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(a) Case ho(v1) < wq. Either (p*,v*) or (b) Case hq(v2) < ws. Either (p*,v*) or
(p,0) does not belong t0 Dy, vy wy ws - (p1,01) does not belong to Dy, vy wy ws-

Figure 3.8: Representation of the points used in the proof of Proposition The
invariant domain is the coloured area.

PROOF. Assume by contradiction that there exists 0 € [v1,v2] such that h,(0) < wy.
Let (p*,v*) € Dy vp,un,we b€ the solution to the system

{v+p<p> = wy,

v ="7.

We note that

ha(ﬁ):17+p< )<w1<w2:v*—|—p(p*):>

-V
:>17—}—p<1~) —aV) <v*+p(p*) = p*(v* = V) > F,.

Hence the right trace of RSS((p*, v*), (p*,v*)) in A = V is (p2, Ui2) which does not belong
t0 Dy, vg w193 See Figure Indeed, we have

Vg = v =0 = ha(172) = ha(f)) < wq.

This condition is a contradiction of the hypothesis of invariance of the domain Dy, vy w; ws
for RS9, hence the inequality hq(v) > wy must hold for every v € [vy, va]. O

Lemma 3.6 Let V < v; < vg, 0 < wy < wa, v2 < wo and a € (0,1) be fized. Let
us suppose that there exists v € [v1,v2] such that ha(v) < wa. If the set Dy, vy wyws 5
invariant for RSS, then hqo(v2) < wa.

PROOF. Assume by contradiction that hqe(v2) > wa. Let (p",v") € Dy, vyu1,we b€ the
solution to the system (see Figure 3.10)

{v+p<p> = wy,

vV = V9,
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Figure 3.9: Representation of the points used in the proof of Lemma The invariant
domain is the coloured area. If, by contradiction, there was © € [v1,v2] such that
ha(0) < wi, the point (p2,U2) would not be in the domain Dy, vy wy ws-

and let (p', ') € Dy, vyuy ws be the solution to

{U +p(p) = w2,

v ="1.

The points (p',v!) and (p",v") are connected by the standard Riemann solver with a
rarefaction, because Vb= < vy ="
We claim that p! > p and p" < p;.
Indeed, let ¥ be the minimum of the function h,. We have v < @, otherwise, by Lemma
for every v € [v1,v2] we would have hy(v) > hq(v1) = wa, but this contradicts the
hypothesis on v.
Let us show that ¢ > o'
If o > ¥, then we have v < ©. By Lemma the inequality hq(v1) > we holds and by
the definition of (p',v!), we have wy = v' 4 p(p') = 0+ p(p) = ha(9). Hence if © < 7, we
find

ho(9) = wa < ho(v1) = ha(v') = & > o',

In both these cases we have © > v!, which is equivalent to p* > p.

Similarly, if it were vy < 0, for every v € [v1,v2] we would have hq(v) > hqo(v2) > wo
and this is a contradiction of the hypothesis on v. Therefore vo > v. If 1 < o, then
clearly vy > ¥1, while if ¥; > 0, since

ha(t1) = 01+ p(p1) = v' + p(p') = wa < ha(v2),
we find v" = vy > 91 which is equivalent to p" < p1, because
0"+ p(p") = wa ="+ p(p) = 01 + p(p1).

This proves the claim. )
The line passing through the points (p,0) and (p1, 1) has slope V. Therefore the trace
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of RS((p!,v'), (p",v")) in A = V is one of the points (p”,v”) of the rarefaction linking
(p!,v!) with (p",v"), because by Lagrange Theorem, there is a value p” € (p1,p) C (p7, p')
such that

d 0 R v,
oLl )], =T

By Lemma this point does not satisfy the constraint. Hence we find that the right
trace of RSS((p',v!), (p",v")) in A = V is (pa, 12).
Since 79 = v" = w9, we have

U9 +p(pv2) = ha(f72) = ha(v2) > wa.

Therefore (p2,72) does not belong to Dy, wi,we, but this is a contradiction with the
hypothesis of invariance of the domain for the Riemann solver RSS. O

Figure 3.10: Representation of the points used in the proof of Lemma The invariant
domain is the coloured area. If, by contradiction, the inequality hq(ve) > wo held, the
point (pg2,2) could be outside the set Dy, vy.w1,ws-

Proposition 3.5 Let V < v < vy, 0 < wy < wa, v2 < wo and a € (0,1) be fived. Let
us suppose that there exists v € [v1,va], such that ho(0) < wa. The set Dy, vy i ws S
invariant for the Riemann solver RSS if and only if

ha(v1) > w2, hao(v2) <wsz and ha(v) > wy for every v € [vg, va]. (3.21)

PROOF. The three Lemmas and prove that if the domain Dy, vy wy ws 18
invariant for RS¢, then the inequalities (3.21)) hold.

We have to show the vice versa. We split the proof in two parts and postpone at the
end the proofs of the claims that we will do.
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Let (p!,v') and (p",v") be two fixed points in Dy, yy w,.we and let (p™,v™) be the inter-
mediate state of the classical solution. Since Dy, 4y, ,w, 18 invariant for RS, we have
only to show that the left and right traces of RSS((p!,v!), (p",v")) in A = V belong to
D, o wi ws -

If RSS((p,vY), (p",v")) coincides with RS((p!,v'), (p",v")), there is nothing to prove.
Hence we assume that RSS((p!,v!), (p",v")) is not the classical solution. In this case
(p,0) and (po,V2) are respectively the left and the right trace of the solution in V.

1. If (p,0) does not belong to Dy, vy wiwes let (p*,0*) € Dy vgw1,we be a point of
Li(p, p',v"). We claim (Claim (i)) that

pv* < Fy + Vp*. (3.22)

Since for (p!,v') and (p™,v™) the same hypotheses of (p*,v*) hold, they satisfy
the constraint.

The points (p™,v") and (p",v") are joined with the classical Riemann solver by a
contact discontinuity which propagates with speed v™ = v". Since V < v; < o",
we find v” > V. If the equal holds, the left and right traces of RS((p', '), (p",v"))
in A = V are respectively (p™,v™) and (p",v"). Both these points satisfy the

constraint, because v = v" =V, then for example for (p",v") we have
P =p"V < p'V+F,.

If the propagation speed is higher then the bus velocity and the classical solution
connects (p!,v') and (p™,v™) with a shock, then the trace of RS((p',v'), (p",v"))
in A=V is (p',0') or (p™,v™) (see Figure . Since both these points satisfy
the constraint, the solution given by RS9 coincides with the classical one.

If the propagation speed is higher then the bus velocity and the standard Riemann
solver links (p',v!) and (p™, v"™) with a rarefaction (see Figure, the tracein V
is one of the points of the rarefaction. All these points satisfy the constraint, indeed,
like (p*,v*), they belong to the Lax curve of the first family passing through (p', v!)
and they are inside the set Dy, vy.w, w0, because it is invariant for the standard
Riemann solver. Hence, even in this case the solution obtained with RS9 coincides
with the classical solution. This contradicts the assumption that we have made at
the beginning of the proof.

2. If (p2,02) is not in Dy, vy wywe, We claim (Claim (ii)) that each point (p*,v*) €
Du, vg,un we belonging to the curve p — pLa(p, p",v"), is such that

pfv* < F, + Vp*. (3.23)

If v = V, the left and right traces of RS((p!,v'), (p",v")) in A = V are respectively
(p™,v™) and (p",v"). Both these points satisfy the constraint, because v = v" =
V.

If o' = v > V, then RS connects the points (p',v!) and (p",v") with a contact
discontinuity and there are no intermediate states. Since v" > V', the propagation
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speed of the wave is higher then the bus velocity. Therefore the classical solution
in V coincides with (p!, ') which satisfies the constraint by Claim (ii), because it
satisfies the same hypotheses of (p*, v*).
If o' > v" (see Figure , then a shock of the first family propagating with
speed
pl,Ul _ pm,um
pl _ pm

appears between (p!,v') and (p™,v™).

The trace of RS((p!,v'), (p",v")) in V is given by (p™,v™) if V > s, i.e. if the bus
is travelling faster then the shock. In this case the solution given by RS9 coincides
with the classical solution by Claim (ii) applied to (p™,v™).

If V < s, the trace of RS((p',v!), (p",v")) is (p!,v!) (or (p™,v™) and (p!,v!) re-
spectively on the right and on the left when the equal holds). The condition V < s,
is verified if and only if

pmvm_plvl>‘_/<:>ll< m, m Vl m F Vl
T pvt < pt™ +V(pt = p™) < Fo+ Vi,
because (p™,v"™) satisfies the constraint. Hence RS% gives the classical solution.
If v < v" (see Figure , the standard Riemann solver joins (p',v!) and
(p™,v™) with a rarefaction. The trace of RS((p',v!), (p",v")) in V can be one
of the points (p?,v?) connecting (p!,v') and (p™,v™). These points are such that
P < p? < pt. By Lemma and since (p™,v"™) satisfies the constraint, we have
p < p™or p™ < p1. In the first case, even p? > p, then (p?,v7) satisfies the
constraint by Lemma [3.2

The last case is p™ < p;. We claim (Claim (iii)) that this case never happens.
Therefore (p2, 92) belongs to Dy, w,w, Which is consequently invariant.

Proofs of the Claims.

(i) Let us assume that (p, 0) does not belong to Dy, vy .wywe- Let (%, 0*) € Dy, w01 ws
be a point of Li(p, p',v'). Then

p vt < Fy +Vp*

Proof. By the choice of (p*,v*), the conditions v; < v* < w9, w1 < v* 4+ p(p*) < we
and v* + p(p*) = v' + p(p') hold. By definition, the last condition is true also for
(p,0), namely ¢ + p(p) = v' + p(p'). Hence © + p(p) € [wy,ws]. We are supposing
that (p,0) does not belong to Dy, yy wy,we, hence it must be v ¢ [vg, va].

If o < vy, then let ¥ be the minimum of the function h, and let us assume that
vy > 0. In this case hy is increasing in [vi,vg], thus hy(v) > he(vy) > wy for
every v € [v1,v2] which is a contradiction of the hypothesis on v. If v; < ¥, then
ha(0) > hq(v1) > wy which is absurd because hq (0) € [w, wa].

The only case remaining is © > vy. By definition v* is in [v1, v9]. Therefore we have

0> v = p(p") =p(p) + 0 —v" > p(p) = p" > p.
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Since (p,0) is the point with maximal density of the strictly concave function
p — pLi(p, p',v") which satisfies the constraint, by Lemma for every p > p we
find pL1(p, p',v') < Fy + Vp and this is true in particular for (p*, v*).

(i) Let us assume that (p2, 02) does not belong to Dy, vy wy,we- Let (0%, 0*) € Dy, vy w1 wo
be a point of the curve p — pLa(p, p",v"). Then

pv* < Fy + Vp*. (3.24)

Proof. By the choice of (p*,v*), we have v* = v", v < v* < vy and w; <
v* + p(p*) < wy. By definition, v = v" and hence we have v; < U9 < v9. Since
(p2,v2) does not belong to Dy, vy wi,ws, it must be hqo(92) = 92 + p(p2) < wy or
ha(02) > we. By hypothesis hy(v) > wy for every v in [v1,v2]. Hence the only

possible case is hqo(02) > wa. Recalling the definition of (p*,v*), we find

V" +p(p*) S wp = V2 +p(p2) > 0" +p(p*) =v" +p(p*) = p2 > p" =

a

= V>p*:>p*v*<Fa+Vp*.

Ty —
(iii) If v' < " and (pg,2) does not belong to Dy, vy .wi wy, then the case p™ < p1 never
appears.
Proof. Since v = v" and v" € [v1,v9], the condition hy(02) = 02 + p(p2) ¢ (w1, we]
must hold to have (p2, 92) & Dy, vo,wi,ws-
The condition 3 € [v1,v2] and the hypotheses imply that hy(02) > wy.
Therefore we have
]’La(ﬁz) > wo. (3.25)

Let ¥ be the minimum of the function h,,.
If 95 > 0, then both vy and ¥ are in the interval where h, is increasing. Hence

Vg = " < v9g = ha(ﬁz) < ha(vg).

By the hypotheses (3.21f), hq(v2) < we, but this is a contradiction of the condition
(3.25)), because we would have hq,(02) < wo.
Let us show that v < © whenever vy < v.

If ¥ > © holds, then we have

™ = Dy < D.
If o < o, then both v and ¥, are in the interval where h, is decreasing. For the
part 1 of the proposition, the point (p, ) belongs to Dy, vy,wywe, hence

]’La(’[}) =0 —|—p(/3) <wy < ]’La(’[)Q) = 0" = 0y < 0.
Both these cases are in contradiction with p™ < p;, because p > p; and

V" <0< p" > p.

We have proved point (ii) of Theorem
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(a) The standard Riemann solver links (p!,v!) and (p™,v™) with a

shock.
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(b) The standard Riemann solver links (p!,v!) and (p™,v™) with a
rarefaction.

Figure 3.11: Notations used in the proof of Proposition The invariant domain is the
coloured region. In both cases the Riemann solver RS9 coincides with RS.
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(a) The standard Riemann solver links (p!,v!) and (p™,v™) with a
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(b) The standard Riemann solver links (p!,v!) and (p™,v™) with a
rarefaction and p™ > p.

Figure 3.12: Notations used in the proof of Proposition The invariant domain is the
coloured region. In both cases the solution given by the Riemann solver RS9 coincides

with the classical one.
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3.2.3 The invariant domain intersects both ¢/ and V

If v; < V < v, the domain Dy, yyuy w, intersects both sets U = {(p,v) € (0, +00) x
(0,400) : v < V}and V = {(p,v) € (0,+0c0) x (0,+00) : v > V}. Let us suppose that
there exists v € [V, vo] such that h,(9) < wa.

We can summarize the results obtained in the previous sections as follows.

1. The domain D is invariant for RS{ and RSY.

v1,V,wi,wa

2. ha(v2) > wo if and only if Dy, 4, 18 invariant for RST.

3. The conditions hy(v) > w; for every v € [V, vs] and hq(v9) < we hold if and only
if Dy 4wy 1w, 18 invariant for RS3.

Remark 3.6 The inequality ho(V) > we, corresponding to the conditions on vi of
Propositions [3.4] and[3.3, is always satisfied by the definition of h,.

The next proposition states that if v1 < V < v9, then Dy, vo,w1,wo 18 invariant for both
RST and RSS.

Proposition 3.6 Let 0 < vy <V < g, 0 < w1 < wa, v2 < we and o € (0,1) be fized.
If the domains Dy, i 1, wy A Dy 4y 1)y aT€ invariant for RSY and RSS, then also
Doy va,w1,we 15 1nvariant for both Riemann solvers.

Proor. The domain D and Dy 4,y w, coOincide respectively with

v1,V,w1,w2

Y = Dv1 v2,wiwa () U and DY = Dv1,v2,w17w2 ny.

v1,v2,W1,W2 v1,v2,W1,W2

If the solutions given by the Riemann solvers RS{ and RSS coincide with the classic
one, then the domain Dy, 4w, ,w, 18 invariant by Proposition

We note that, for every a € (0,1) and for every initial datum ((p, '), (p",v")) € (R* x
R*)2 of the Riemann problem (3.7), the points (p1,71), (p2,%2) and (p,?) belong to
DY Indeed for (p, ), since F, > 0, we find

V1,V2,W1,W2 "
po=Fp+Vp>Vp=0>V.

Similarly for (p1,v1) and (pz2, ¥2).

Therefore if the solutions given by the Riemann solvers RS{ and RS% are not classic
and the points (p',v!) and (p”,v") are in DY s 01 0> then RSE((ph v, (p7,v™))(N) and
RS ((p',vh), (p",v"))(A) belong to DY, wy sy for every A € R.

If v" < V, the trace of the standard solution RS((p',v!), (p",v"™)) in V is (p",v"). Indeed
the propagation speed of the contact discontinuity joining (p™,v™) and (p",v") is less
than the bus speed.

In this case (p",v") belongs to U and since v" = v™, the same holds for (p™,v™). Since
the points in U satisfy the constraint, the solutions given by the Riemann solvers RSY
and RS9 coincide with the classical one.

If v" = V, then both points (p!, ') and (p",v") are either in DY or in DY

v1,V2,W1,W2 v1,V2,W1,w2 "
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Hence the solutions RS$((p',v'), (p",v")) and RSS((p',v!), (p",v")) are entirely con-
tained in one of the two domains and consequently in DU17W2,w1,w2‘

mm

If v" > V, the classical solution in V can be (p™,v™), (p',v') or, if p! > p™, one of the
points of the rarefaction joining them. In this case both (p™,v™) and (p",v") are in
DY oy~ 1 als0 (p!,0) belongs to DY, ., 1 w,» the solutions RS ((p!,01), (p",v"))(A)
and RS%((p!,v'), (p",v"))(A) are in DY, wawy .y fOT €very A € R by Propositions and

If (p',v") belongs to DY

o1 oy gy WE TUSt have pb > p™, because v! < V < o™ and

p(ph) = p(p™) + v™ — vl > p(p™). In this case the standard Riemann solver connects
these two points with a rarefaction. If (p™,v™) satisfies the constraint, then the same
holds for each point (p?,v?) of the rarefaction, because p? > p™ and by Lemma
The trace of RS((p',v'), (p",v")) in V is one of the point of the rarefaction. Hence RSY
and RS9 coincide with the standard Riemann solver and the solutions are contained in
D'Ul ,U2,W1, W2

If (p™,v™) does not satisfy the constraint, let (p*,v*) be the solution to the system

v+ p(p) =o' +p(p"),
v="V.

We can obtain the solution given by RS{ to the Riemann problem (3.7)), as

« l ’U* T if * ’U*
RSY(( ), (7)) /1) = {ggg DI LTI )
and similarly for the second Riemann solver
RS3 (') (7)) (/1) = {ﬁﬁgg PR RN o)

If the classical solution in V' does not satisfy the constraint, then the left trace of RS for
i=1,2in A =V is (p,v). The solutions given by the Riemann solvers RS{ for i = 1,2
present a rarefaction between (p',v') and (p*, v*) and another rarefaction joining (p*, v*)

o (p,v). The right and left propagation speeds along the line z = A;(p*, v*)t are both
A1(p*,v*), hence the solution is well defined. Moreover, since Dvul vo, w1 we AN D)fl oW ws
are invariant for both Riemann solvers, the point (p*,v*) belongs to the intersection of
the two domains and since Dy, vy wy,we = Dgl VoW ws UD),)1 wawiwe» Uhe solution obtained

joining (3.26)) and (3.27) is entirely contained in the domain Dy, vy w; ws-
Therefore the domain Dy, 4y .1, ,w, 1S invariant. U

This concludes the proofs of Theorems [3.1] and 3.2}
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Figure 3.13: Representation of the points used in the proof of Proposition In the
represented case the domain is invariant for RS5.
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Chapter 4

Numerical methods

In this chapter we are going to introduce the Godunov’s method; see [14]. We will modify
it to compute numerical solutions corresponding to the two Riemann solvers RS{ and
RSS.

4.1 Godunov’s method

Let h and k be two fixed positive constants representing the increments for space and
time discretizations and let us define the mesh points (t",;11/2) as

"=nk for neN and z;.,,=jh for j€Z (4.1)

We divide the z-axis in a sequence {C}};ez of cells such that Cj = [z;_1/2,j41/2). and
we define the centres of the cells:

1
= (j — 2> h € C; for every j € Z. (4.2)

Fix N € N. Let us consider the Cauchy problem

0, 7) =0
u(0,x) = u’(),

where the flux f : RV — RY is smooth, the function u : RT x R — R is unknown and

the initial datum u° : R — RY is locally integrable.

Our aim is to find a sequence of functions {ﬂ"}neN, where 4" is an approximation of the

exact solution to the Cauchy problem (4.3)) at time t”
For every j € Z, we define the approx1mat10n u of u° on the cell C; as the average

$a+1/2 ZTjt+1/2 0 44
W=y [ u0gde= [ - (4.9

Tj—1/2 Zj_ 1/2
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Moreover, we define the piecewise constant function

z—(z) =) [1)1¢,(2)], (4.5)

JEZ

where 1¢; is the characteristic function of the set C;, namely

1 if xeC;, )
1g;(x) = ) 7 for jeZ.
0 if = ¢ Cj,
Since @ is piecewise constant, we have infinitely many Riemann problems centred in

Tjt1/2 fOI‘j S Z, l.e.

b= ifr <ax 4.6
umﬂyzﬁ;:?' if z <wjiy), (4.6)

0 .
i+ ifx >z,

Oyu + Op[f(u)] = 0,

which can be solved exactly over the interval [0,¢!], provided that ¢! is “sufficiently
small” (in a sense that will be clarified later). Once we have the exact solution @ (¢, x)
in [0,¢!], we can define a new piecewise constant approximate profile x — u!(z) at time
t! as

i) =Y (a1, (@) = 3 [}11 / W€ de 16 () (4.7)

jeL JETL i-1/2
where 1 (o
J+1/2
) = / a’(th, €) de.
h
Tj—1/2

The process can be repeated obtaining the sequence {@" },,cn (see Figure. Explicitly,
given the piecewise constant approximation @™ at time ¢ for n > 0, if the time step is
small enough, we will obtain an exact entropy weak solution 4" for the Cauchy problem
(4.3]) with initial datum

u(t", x) = u"(x)

between the time steps t” and t"T!. We then define the new approximate solution at
time t"*! as

@) =3 (2 10, ) = 3 [ill / TV e de 1o ()| (48)

jez jez i-1/2
where | (s
J
ul = - / a"(t" 1 €) d. (4.9)
Tj—1/2

By the integral form of the conservation law, we have
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Figure 4.1: Representation of a part of the mesh used in Godunov’s scheme and of the
functions @” and uy forn = 0,1,2 and j = —1,0,1,2. The functions u” and u™ are

defined respectively at ¢ = t" and in the interval [t", " *1].

tn+1

Lit1/2 ~n(in+1 Liti/2 ~M (4T ~n
[ aengae= [T e gder [ f@ ) s
$j71/2 Ij71/2 s (410)
tn+1

—/t f@™(1,2541)2)) dr.

n

Dividing both sides of the previous equation by h, we obtain
tn+l

]t/tn f@*(r,@5_1/0)) dr| +

J—1/2

1 Tjt1/2 1 Tjty1/2
/ ’ a(t" ) dx = / ’ a"(t", x)de + —
z h )y h

j—1/2
tn+1

—% [; /tn f(ﬂn(TvxjH/Q))dT] .

(4.11)
Recalling the definitions of u} and ﬁ?“ and introducing the numerical flux function F
defined by
1 tn+1
i, @) i= 1 /t @ (ry41)2)) dr, (4.12)
the equation (4.11)) becomes
K (4.13)

af Tt = a — SR a ) - F (), a))].

Note that the expression 1| is consistent, whether the value of @(t, z ;44 /2) depends
only by the left and right data of the local Riemann problem in z = x4/, which are
respectively 71? and 71? .1~ This happens when the time step £ is sufficiently small.
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The following proposition states a condition on the ratio k/h to avoid that waves arising
in the interactions between the two neighbouring Riemann problems centred in x; 1o
and x5 cross the edges of the cell Cj for every j € Z, so that they do not influence
the value of @ in the interval [t", " 1] at the points {z;11/2}jez.

Proposition 4.1 Let n € N be fired. The value i(z;41/2,t) is constant over [t",t" 1],
provided that the following CFL condition holds:

—_\"

k
<1 4.14
< (1.14)

where A" = max{[\;(4})| : i=1,...,N and j € Z} and {NY, are the eigenvalues of
the Jacobian matriz Df of the flux function f.

PROOF. Let j € Z be fixed and let us consider the Riemann problem (see Figure

Opu+ Op[f (u)] = 0,

L. gn fr<o 4.15
S R A -
ui=aly e > ).

Let us call gy = u!, uy = u” and {ui}f\gl the middle states given by the standard
Riemann solver for the Riemann problem .

Fix i € {1,..., N}. If the i-th characteristic field is genuinely non-linear, then the stan-
dard Riemann solver connects p;—1 and p; with a rarefaction wave or with a shock. We
know by Proposition that the propagation speeds of the rarefaction range between
Ai(pi—1) and A;(u;), while if a shock appears, its speed is \;(pi—1, iti), where A;(pi—1, ;)
is the eigenvalue of the averaged matrix

1
Df(pi-1, pi) = /0 Df(€ pi—1 + (1 — &) pi) d§.
By the Lax entropy condition ((1.20)), we have

Aip) < Xilpi-1, i) < Ailpi1)- (4.16)

If the i-th characteristic field is linearly degenerate, a contact discontinuity connecting
wi—1 to p; appears. Its propagation speed is A;(pi—1).

Hence the propagation speed of a wave arising in the Cauchy problem at the time
t"™ with initial datum

z—@(2) =Y [ah e, (2)]

JET

is at most equal to

A" =max{|\;(u})] :i=1,..,N and j€Z}.
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For every j, the two points z;_1/,o and x;, /o satisty x;_1/9 — ;412 = h and if the
condition (4.14]) holds, we have
|EA™] < h.

Therefore the interaction between two waves arising in the local Riemann problems
centred in © = z;_1/5 and x = x;,1/p with initial datum ", remains in the interval

[%j-1/2,Tj41/2] for every t in [, t" ] (Figure . O
Finally, if the CFL condition holds and by the self-similarity of the solution of the

Figure 4.2: Example of solutions of neighbouring Riemann problems. For the CFL
condition , the waves that arise from the problems centred in z;_; /2 and ;1 /2
can interact but they remain in the cell C;. The solution is then constant along each
line @y /.

Riemann problem, the integral

tn+l

/t f@"(r, xj+1/2)) dr

n

is trivial because @" is constant along the line (¢,x;,,/9) for t € [t",¢"*!]. Therefore, if
we denote this value with u*(u}, @, ), we find

F(uf,uj,) = f(u"(af, uf,))

and the Godunov’s method becomes

W = N @ ) — e @y, 1)) (4.17)

4.2 Godunov’s method for the Aw-Rascle-Zhang system

In this section we are going to specialize the Godunov’s method for the ARZ system.
Let u® = (p°, 2°) : R — R? be a known function, let

u=(p,z):=(p,p(v+p(p)))
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be the vector of the conserved variables and let u"(z) = u(t",x) be the exact solution
profile of the Cauchy problem

Orp + O (pv) = 0,
Oz + 0z(2v) =0,

(p,2)(0,2) = (p°, 2%)(2).

at time ¢". By Proposition the flux function in the coordinates (p, z) is

o= () -6)-(300)  en

and the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix D f are

0
0 (4.18)
y 2

[e=]

Mi(p,2) = —plp) + ; — o' (p) and Na(p, 2) = —p(p) + ; (4.20)

We define the piecewise constant averaged initial datum as

r—a'(z) = (p°, ) (2) = > _ [(8), %)) 1¢;(2)] , (4.21)
JEZ
where oy | (e
2= [T 0@ de and 2= [T 20(¢) de. (4.22)
’ h /Ij1/2 ’ h /90j1/2

If the CFL condition

k
A0
;

<1 with A° =max{|\(a})| : i=1,2 and j € Z} (4.23)

holds, we can apply the equation (4.17)) to find the approximate solution @' of the profile
u! of the exact solution at the new time step, i.e. for every j € Z we have

k

py =0 — 5 LA (@, 1340) = fi(w (a5, 7)) and (4.24)
; .

g =2 = 3 [ @ 4,0) - foluw @, @)

where u* (@, @j), ) is the value of the exact solution at = x4, 1/, and for t € [t°,¢'] to
the local Riemann problem centred in w41/, which is

Op + 0z(pv) = 0,
Oz + 0z (zv) = 0,

4.25
) if o <zpyq)9, (4.25)

(p2)(t°, ) = {

70 .
Ugyq if v > xk+1/2.
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Repeating this process, we can compute the approximate solution @" = (p"

n € N, provided that the CFL condition

,Z2") for every

k
Zan
‘h

<1 with A" = max{|\;(a})] : i =1,2 and j € Z} (4.26)

holds.
Fix j € Z. Let us consider the Riemann problem at time " and centred in x4/,
namely

Op + 0z(pv) =0,
Oz + 0z (zv) = 0,
u’ if z <,
(p )t )= 0=
uy x>z

(4.27)

We can give explicitly the value (0 2 = u*(ﬂ?, ﬂ? 41) of the solution to the Riemann
problem (4.27) at x4/ in the interval [, t"!].
Let us call u! = ﬂ? and u”" = ﬂ? 1 and let «™ be the middle state of the classical solution.

As usual, it is convenient to use the (p,v) coordinates, hence we define (pf,v!), (p",v")

and (p*,v*) respectively as the corresponding points of ul, u" and Q?H /2 in the (p,v)

plane. We recall (see Proposition that the eigenvalues in these coordinates are
Ai(p,v) = v —pp'(p) and Xa(p,v) =v

and that the Lax curves passing through a point (pg,vg) are
L1(p, po,vo) = vo + p(po) — p(p) and Lz (p, po, vo) = vo.

4.2.1 First case: v" = Li(p', v}, p")

Whenever the case v'+p(p!) = v"+p(p") occurs, there are no intermediate states between
(p!,v") and (p",v"). We have to distinguish two situations.

1. If p' < p7, then (p!,v') and (p",v") are linked by the standard Riemann solver with
a shock. The propagation speed is given by the Rankine-Hugoniot condition, i.e.

pl’l)l _ prvr

A=
ph—p"

(4.28)

If A >0, we have (p*,v*) = (p',v!). Otherwise, we have (p*,v*) = (p",v").

2. If p! > p", then a rarefaction joins (p!,v') and (p",v"). Let (p™,v™) be the
maximum of the function p — 1 (p) := pLi(p,p',v"), which exists because the
function is strictly concave and

Jm (p) = —co.
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Since A1 (p, L1(p, p',v')) is the derivative of the function v in the (p, pv) plane (see
Proposition , we have

M (M, ™M) =0.
Let (p?,v7) be a point of the rarefaction. By Proposition the propagation
speed of the rarefaction in (p7,v7) is A1 (p?,v7).
If p" > p™ then \i(p?,v7) < 0 for every o. Hence (p*,v*) = (p",v").
Else if p! < pM, then A\1(p”,v7) > 0 for every o. Then (p*,v*) = (p!,v').
Otherwise, since the wave on the line z;,/, travels with propagation speed equal
to zero, (p*,v*) is the point of the rarefaction such that

A1(p*,v") =0,

which is (p*,v*) = (pM,vM).

4.2.2 Second case: v" # Ly(p!, 0!, p")
When v" + p(p") # v' + p(p'), we have the following two cases.

1. If o' = v", then (p!,v') and (p",v") are connected by a contact discontinuity and
no intermediate states appear. The solution is (p*,v*) = (p',v!), because the
discontinuity propagates with speed v" > 0.

2. If v! # v", the intermediate state (p™,v"™) appears. We can repeat the discussion
of the first case (v" = Lyi(p', 0!, p")) with (p™,v™) instead of (p",v").

4.3 Numerical method for the Riemann solver RSY

Our aim is to modify the Godunov’s method to find the numerical solutions for the
moving constraint problem which correspond to the Riemann solver RS{. See [6] for
the scalar case.

Assume that the speed of the bus ¢(¢) is constant and its value is ¢(t) = V € [0, V}] for
every t € RT. Let us consider the Riemann problem with the constraint

p(t,y() (v(t,y(1)) = V) < p2p'(pa) = Fa, (4.29)

where a € (0,1) is the reduction rate in the road capacity caused by the bus, p, is the
solution of the equation
P(Pa) + pap (pa) = Wa =V

and w, = p(aR). Let yo be the initial position of the bus.
We recall the definitions of the points (p,0), (p1,01) and (p™,v™). Let I be the set

I={pe[0,R]: pLi(p,p",v") = p(v' + p(p') = p(p)) = Fa + pV} =
={p€0,R]: p(Li(p,p', ") = V) = Fa}.



If I #0, (p,0) and (p1,01) are the points defined by

F, F,
2 +V, pr=minl and ¥ ==+ V. (4.30)
P P1

p=maxl, 0=

Finally, let (p™,v™) be the intermediate state of the classical solution, defined by

m

o™ =", Li(p™, plol) = o™ and p™ > 0.

The corresponding points in the (p, z) plane are
(4.31)

For the Riemann solver RS¢, we recall that both components (p, z) are conserved.
Let RS be the classical Riemann solver and let

plu',u")(:)

be the p component of the classical solution RS (u!,u")(-).

Remark 4.1 Let Z : RT x Rt — RT x RT be the map

Z:(p,0) = (p.2) = (p.p (v + p())).

The Riemann solvers RSY and RSS are defined for the non-conserved variables (p,v).
We still denote RS$ and RSS the Riemann solvers

ZoRST and ZoRSS

for the conserved variables (p, z).

4.3.1 The bus is not influenced by the preceding vehicles

Fix n € N. Let us suppose that we have computed the piecewise constant approximate
solution ™ at the time t" with the Godunov’s method. We follow the ideas of [6, 13, [1].
First, consider a bus not influenced by the preceding vehicles. Its position at the time
t" is y" = y(t") = yo + V" € C,, for some m € Z and the value of the approximate
solution at y" is u;,. Let

P, and Zz, (4.32)

be respectively the p and the z component of the approximate solution 4" in the m-th
cell.
If the Riemann solver RS{ does not give the classical solution, a non-classical shock
appears in x = y(t). Following [6], a first idea to detect the non-classical shock, could
be to check if the inequality

flay,) > Fo +Vpy, (4.33)
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holds. Since the non-classical shock arises as the solution given by RS{ to the Riemann
problem with initial datum

o
u(0,z) = § Um=1 TS Ty, (4.34)

we will make a reconstruction of the discontinuity due to the presence of the non-classical
shock, if also the inequality

Fr(RS (g, 1ty 1) (V) > Foo 4 Vp(ttg, 1t 0)(V) (4.35)

holds. In this case we modify the Godunov’s scheme as follows.
We introduce in the m-th cell one left state uy, , = (pnm,lvz;lz,l) and one right state
ul = (Pl e 2h) 8

Upyp = U and gy, . = U1,
where @ and 1, are the points defined by the relations (4.31]) for the Riemann problem
(4.27) with initial datum (4.34). Then we replace the solution @, obtained with the
Godunov’s method in the m-th cell, with the function ulk. = (piL., z1s.) defined by

rec rec

n o _.n n
Prec = pmvll(wm—l/%ffr)n) + pmle(ifnvxm-&-l/Z) and

e n (4.36)
Zrec = Zm’ll(xmfl/Q»j%L) + va’rl(jfnzxm+1/2)7

where we have used the two points

.ffn = IL‘m,I/Q —+ hdmﬂ and if‘fn = $m,1/2 + hd%z

defined for two suitable constants dp;” and dy;° in [0, 1]; see Figure
In agreement with the first Riemann solver character, our aim is to preserve conservation.
Therefore we require

Py & P (1 = dii?) = pp, and

n mn,z n n.z -n (437)
Zm,ld’rrz + Zm,r(l - drri ) = Zm:
Solving these two equations w.r.t. dy;” and dp;°, we find
-n __ .n o n
dnp = Lm ZPmayng = ZmSme (4.38)
pm,l - pnm,T Zm,l - z’?ﬂ,’l“

Clearly, the conditions dy;” € [0,1] and d;° € [0,1] are necessary to reconstruct the
discontinuity in the cell C},. These two constants are in general different.

By Remark the non-classical shock travels with the bus speed V. Assuming that
the discontinuity travels with the same speed of the non-classical shock, if we denote

At and Atan/Q

p
m+1/2
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respectively the time needed by the p and the z component of the discontinuity to reach
the interface @, /2, we have

" 1—dp’
At +1/2V h(l —d p) < At m+1/2 = hT and
e (4.39)
Atan/QV = h( —d¥ Z) e Atm+1/2 = hT
Let
Fl(anm7anm+l) and FQ( Uy, m+1)
be the two components of the numerical flux in z,, /. We have
o filu® ) it e [ttt + A,
Fl(urm m+1) { n7 TN L —(;1/2 n A na1 (440)
fl(umJ) if At mi1e <k an te(t"+ th/Q,t ].
Similarly
up, ) it e [t" "+ At?
Fy (U, U yy) = faltier) | w2l Ly (441
foluy, ;) if Atfn+1/2 <k and te(t"+ Atm+1/2,t” ]

We can rewrite these expressions in the compact form
- Ly .
P (it 1) = 1 [mln(A Ot k)Ll )+ max(k — A0 )fl(u”ml)} and

1 : z n z n
P (it iy 1) = - [min(AL, oy o0 k) folus )+ max(k = AL, 0, 0)fa(u )]
(4.42)

Remark 4.2 Implementing this method, we also modify the numerical fluz in xm,_ 1/
for the left state uy,_, and the new right state u, i.e.

F(ty, 1,0) = f(u*(a",d)).
This is done to preserve the consistency of the Godunov’s scheme.

We have tested our procedure with Matlab with several data.

Remark 4.3 In the definitions of RSY and RSS, when the constraint is enforced, we
have chosen arbitrarily to give respectively the wvalues U1 and 1o to the solutions at
x = y(t). Therefore in all the figures that will follow, whenever the non-classical shock
appears, the bus vertical position will be (p1,01) or (p2,02). In general the bus vertical
position represents the value of the solution (p,v) at the bus position.

The next proposition ensures that the constants defined in (4.38]) are equal when the
initial datum of the Riemann problem is a non-classical shock. Moreover the non-classical
shock is exactly captured.
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p“ o ti=t" fixed 2 ; ti: " fixed
P | |
| : ’Dl
=n
perl ‘
Uyt .
y v Uil
o P1 ! |_mtl
| | | |
Tm—1/2 P Tm+1/2 T Tm-1/2 ¥ Tmt1/2 T g
(a) p component. (b) v component.

Figure 4.3: An example of a discontinuity reconstruction for the Riemann solver RSY.

Proposition 4.2 Fiz n € N and let us suppose that y" = x,,_1/5. Let dyi” and dy;” be
the two constants defined in . Consider the Riemann problem at the instant

t™ with initial datum

u(t™, z) = {“Z”—l FT< Ty (4.43)
U1 T > T 1)
If up,_y =1, uy, | =y and there exists v € [0,1] such that
Uy, = Y Upyy_1 + (1 =) Uy y 1, (4.44)
then
Ayl =dn? =, (4.45)

Moreover, the reconstruction method cancels the numerical diffusion introduced by the
averaging process (@; see Figure|4.4).
PROOF. Since the condition (4.44) holds, we have

Pm\ _ (vp+ (1 =7)

zr ’)’2?4—(1—7)2’1 ’

Hence we find

goo— Pm = Poe P+ =v)p—p _ap=p) _

m. T n n_ ~ = =7 an
pmJ ~ Pm,r pP—pr p—p1

dn’Z: E:Ln_zgz,r :’724-(1—’)/)21—21:’7(2—21):

™ A, 2—n i—5n

For the second part, we have only to prove that if the initial datum is the non-classical
shock (4.43)), for every = € [Zy,—1/2; Tm1/2) We have
u?ec(x) = = u(tn7$)'
This equality holds if and only if v = 0 and we observe that
Y =0 Do = Py < P = P1 =
Tm+41/2 5

1 mm+1/2 n . 1 .
(:}h/ p(t,x)da;:m(:)h/ prdx = p1.
x X

m—1/2 m—1/2
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The last condition is clearly true. O

Remark 4.4 Consider the pressure p(p) = p. An initial datum satisfying (p',v') =
(p,0) and (p",v") = (p1,01) can be obtained as follows.
The points (p!,v') and (p",v") must satisfy the equations

pv=Fy+pVy and vl 4+ pl =0+ p".

From the first equation we find
F
ol =24V,
p

and from the second we obtain
’UTZUI—I—,OI—,OT.

Therefore pt and p" are the solutions to the equation

F,
p(W+p —p)=Fu4pVy <= p*—p <pl+p‘l">+Fa:0.

Hence
A
p = P
which implies
" = pl + V.

Therefore, fized a value p', we have (p',v!) = (p,0) and (p",v") = (p1,01) if
Fa ld r Fa
(' oh) = <pl,pl+Vb> and (p",v") = (p,,plﬂfz,)-

The described procedure , to detect whether a non-classical shock appears,
in some cases introduces undesirable oscillations. The following counterexample is one of
these situations: the exact solution does not satisfy the constraint, while the numerical
solution does (at some iterations); see Figure

Example 4.3.1 Let us consider the Riemann problem with the constraint
for x € K :=[—1/2,1/2] and the following data:

e p— p(p) = p is the pressure function;

the constant for the CFL condition is 1/2;

V = 3/2 is the bus speed;

yo = 0 is the bus initial position;
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Density at Time= 0.05 Speed at Time= 0.05
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—— Final solution ——Final solution
—— - Initial datum ——~Initial datum

8 - 1 9r -
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1]
54 I s I
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2t ! e |
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1 ! 2+ 1
I I
I I
0 1
-0.5 0 0.5 -0.5 0 0.5
space space

Figure 4.4: Reconstruction of a non-classical shock with initial datum (p!,v') = (8,V, +
F,/8) and (p",v") = (F,/8,8 + V4), obtained with the discontinuity reconstruction
method for RST{. By Remark the initial datum is a non-classical shock. The other
parameters are Rpax = 15, Vj = 1, yo = 0 and o = 0.25. The pressure function is

p(p) = p.

o a = 0.4 is the coefficient which gives the reduction rate in the road capacity caused
by the bus;

o R =15 is the maximal density allowed on the road.
We take as initial datum for the Riemann problem the function
(') = (7.3) ifz <0,

(posvo)(x) =9 " ] .
(,0") = (6,4) if 5> 0.

First, we recall that
Fy = Pap'(ﬁ’a),
where pq, 18 the solution of the equation
P(Pa) + pa P (Pa) = wa — V oand w = p(aR).
Since p'(p) = 1 and using the values of the data, we find

Wo —

v
5 =225 and Fo = P2 = 5.0625.

Wo =6, po =

Since v' +p(p!) = v"+p(p") and p' > p", the standard Riemann solver links the two points
(o, 0" and (p",v") with a rarefaction. The right propagation speed of the rarefaction is
negative, because

M(ph ") =" —p"p(p) =4—6<0.
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Hence the trace of RS((p',v'), (p",v")) in V is (p",v").
Now, we note that

FLRS(P, 0, (p7,v") (V) = prv" = 24 > 14.06 = F, + V.

Therefore, the constraint is not satisfied by the exact classical solution and a non-classical
shock appears in the solution given by RSY.

Let us make explicitly one iteration of the algorithm described near the bus position. We
will show that the numerical solution at time t' does not satisfy the first inequality

fi(@,) > Fo+ Vi,

We divide the interval K in 500 points, so that h = 0.002 and we call zh = {xh(i)}3%
the mesh points. We take as initial datum for the simulation, the piecewise constant
function

(P, 0" ifx € [xh(i),xh(i + 1)), zh(i) <0 fori=1,...,500,

(p",v")  otherwise,

(p,0)(0,2) = {

which is defined in the interval [—0.5,0.5]. This choice is consistent with the fact that
the value of the exact initial datum in yo = 0 is (p',v!).
We note that the value of k that satisfies the CFL condition is

h h 4
because
A% = maxc{ |\ (u)], [N (u") [ Yiz12 = Ao(u”) = 4.
Since 40, = u', we have

fi(@d) =21 > 15.0625 = F, + V.

Hence we have to check the second inequality. Since 19, = u' and ud, | = u", reasoning
as in the beginning of the example, we find

f1 (RS (ﬂo

m

LA (V) = fi(u") =24 > 14.0625 = Fy + Vp(al,_q, 00,4 1)-

Hence we apply the reconstruction procedure.
Solving the equation
pLi(p, p', ') = Fo+ Vp,

we obtain
(p,) = ((8.5 +/52)/2, (11.5 — /52)/2) and
(p1,01) = ((8.5 — V52)/2, (11.5 + V/52)/2).
Moreover, 2= p(0 + p(p)) = P +p(ph) =10 x p and 21 = p1(01 + p(p1)) = 10 X pu,

, 2
because v' + p(p') = v' + p' = 10.
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Since p > 8.5 > pl, the standard Riemann solver RS joins = ul with @ with a
shock propagating with speed

This speed is negative, then

Therefore
P - (PP _ (5751 8VE) /4
m=1 20 10 x po ‘
The two values do and d%° are
00— P — 1 _ 5.5+ /52 o
" p=mn 2v/52

pe_hma 10X 6= p) _

-2 10x(p—p1)

Hence we have

1—d%  /52—5.
AtP = AtZ =h ,d =h o 55:1.58x10_4<k:.
|4 3v52

The reconstructed flux is

A ) 401.25 x /52 — 2028
U, U =
1\ %ms Bmt1 12 x /52

and Fy(ud,, a0, ;) =10 x Fy(ad,, a2, ).
We are now ready to compute the solution at the new time step in the m-th cell. We

find

ok [45.7543V52 40125 x V52 -2028\  2644.25 x V52
52
=4.25 + voz _ p
2
and
,oozh . 115—-+52
vm:a_pm:f:f%

because z:, = 10 x pl,.
Since (pL,,vL) = (p, ), at the second iteration the first inequality is not satisfied,
because by definition

po = Fo +Vp.
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Even if we accept the equal, i.e.
filn) = Fo + Vi,

our procedure fails because Matlab makes a numerical error of order 10715 for which the

right term in results bigger then the left term.

In view of Example m we propose to remove the first condition (4.33)) and to keep
only the inequality (4.35)) as necessary to start the reconstruction procedure.

4.3.2 The bus and the vehicles do not influence each other

If Vpul,u")(V) < fi(RSu,u")(V)) < Fy + V p(ul,u")(V), then the bus and the
vehicles do not influence each other. The corresponding numerical condition is

V(i 1t 1) (V) < A(RS (g, tiy 1) (V) < Fo + V(i 1, 40) (V). (4.46)

Hence, if condition (4.46)) holds, the bus position at the time " is y” = V" and the so-
lution at the new time step t"*! can be computed with the standard Godunov’s method.

4.3.3 The bus is influenced by the preceding vehicles

Let us recall the model to describe the bus speed. Let {x;}}¥; be the bus stops and let §
be the space needed by the bus to stop starting from the maximal speed V3. The profile
of the bus velocity is given by a sufficiently regular function V' (z) such that

(4.47)

Vy iflx—xi| >0 for i=1,...,N,
Viz) = . .
0 ifz=uwx for i=1,...,N.

Now, let us suppose that the bus remains at each stop for a constant time 7 € R* and
let t; = inf{t € R" : y(t) = x;} for i = 1,..., N be the i-th stop instant. The bus speed
without traffic is a function gp : RT — [0, V}] defined by

. V(y(t)) ift ¢ [ti,ti+7) for every i=1,...,N,
yr(t) =

] ) (4.48)
0 if t € [ti,t; + 1) for every i=1,...,N.

If we now introduce the traffic, the bus will travel with velocity V(y(¢)) when there
are no vehicles in front of him or when their speed v(t,y(t)+) is higher than V(y(t)).
Otherwise, it will adapt its velocity to the one of the traffic, namely

yr(t) if gr(t) <o(t,y(t)+),
o(t,y(O)+) if gr(t) = v(t,y(t)+).
Let us consider the situation of a bus far from the stops, i.e. |y(t) — x;| > J for every

i € {1,...,N}. In this case the bus keeps the maximal speed allowed by the traffic,
namely

y(t) = w(y(t), v(t, y(t)+)) = { (4.49)

(ﬂ_{% if Vi < ot y(H)+), (450)

v(t,y(t)+) otherwise.
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(a) The inequality (4.33) has been required as necessary to the reconstruction procedure. Note
that oscillations appear around the non-classical shock.
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speed
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0
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(b) The inequality 1) has not been required as necessary to the reconstruction procedure.

Figure 4.5: Numerical solutions obtained with the data of Example We can see
the undesired oscillations produced in the case (a): the inequality is not satisfied
at some iterations, so that the solution at these steps is obtained with the standard
Godunov’s scheme, which does not take into account the presence of the non-classical
shock. In case (b) the oscillations disappears because the inequality has not been
required as necessary to the reconstruction procedure.
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Fix n € N. Let y" = y(t") be the bus position at time t" and let us define the number
m € Z such that y" € Cp = [Try_1/2; Trmt1/2)-
Let us suppose that

V" p(ttgy 15 Uy ) (V") 2 f1(RS (it iy 1) (V?)), (4.51)
where
The inequality implies that
V" 2 0(tg, Ty (V") (4.53)

where we recall that v(u;, _;, %y, ;) is the v component of the classical solution
RS (i, 15 Uy 1) (V")

Since the bus is travelling faster then the preceding vehicles, it has to adapt its speed
to the traffic. It will keep this speed until the traffic will not change its velocity. This
situation is described by an interaction between the bus trajectory and a wave coming
from one of the local Riemann problems centred in {;;1/5}jez. By the CFL condition,
this can happen only for waves arisen in the Riemann problems centred in z,,_1/, and
Zp41/2- Therefore we have to distinguish two cases:

(i) the bus trajectory interacts with a wave coming from the local Riemann problem
centred in ', 1/

(ii) the bus trajectory interacts with a wave coming from the local Riemann problem
centred in z,, 1.

We adapt the algorithms introduced in [5] [6].

Case (i)

Let us consider the Riemann problem

Ip + 0z(pv) =0,
Oz + 0x(2v) = 0,

. ) (4.54)
(o, )ty = { S Ty,
ﬂﬁﬁ_l if x > $m+1/2.
Let ulrgtﬂ /o be the intermediate state of the classical solution RS (tny,, Uy, 1)(A) and

(pirgilﬂ, vim“il/z) the corresponding point in the (p,v) plane.
In the general case we have

Una1 T P(Prg1) # U+ 2(Op)-
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a contact discontinuity. However, since the speed of the bus V" = min{o)},, V},} depends
only on the speed of the traffic in front of him and ”;2:1 /2= v,y , this contact disconti-
nuity does not influence the bus trajectory.

Therefore we can suppose that o), | 4+ p(pp41) = Uy, + 2(Pry). The general case is ob-

tained substituting uinI}bErl/Q to ul,.

Hence we have to consider the intermediate state w which is connected to @), by

1. Let us consider a shock centred in (t", 2., 1/2)-
This case happens whenever py, < py, ;. The propagation speed A, 1/2 of the
shock is given by the Rankine-Hugoniot condition:
Prmt1 Umt1 — Pm¥m
Pmt1 = P

)‘m+1/2 =

Remark 4.5 Since v}, + p(py,) = Uy 1 + p(Ppy1), the condition py, < pr.q is
equivalent to
Uy > Upyiq-

Therefore after the interaction with the shock the bus travels slower than before.

Let (t*,z*) be the interaction point between the shock and the bus trajectory.
Solving in t* the equation

Y+t =tV = Tt/ + )\m+1/2(t* —t"),
we find "
Tmy1/2 — Y

pr= A2 T
V= Apg1/2

" (4.55)

If ¢* > k, then no interaction between the car and the shock wave occurs within
the interval [t",#"*1). Otherwise we have

$* — yn 4 Vnt*
and the new speed of the bus is
Vn

new

= min(l_}%—&—la Vi).

If no other interactions with waves centred in @, 1/ or in z,, 3/, happen, the
new position of the bus at time t"*! is

y" = V(R — ). (4.56)
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Remark 4.6 If the shock has a positive propagation speed, then the bus crosses
the cell C,, before the interaction.

. Let us consider the case p;, > pj,,1 in which a rarefaction wave centred in
(", xm+1/2) joins the states uy, and uy, .1 and it can interact with the bus trajec-
tory. Let (p?,v7) for o € [0,1] be a point of the rarefaction, i.e.

o7 = 0+ p(Al) — p(p%) and ey < 07 < .

The propagation speed of the rarefaction varies in the interval

(A1 (P )y A (Pt O]

Remark 4.7 Since v7 +p(p?) = vy, + p(py,), the condition p” < prt, is equivalent
to v? > vl*. Hence the speed of the traffic increases during the rarefaction.

Let
R :={(t,r) eR" xR:z — Tpp1/2 = M (p7,07)(t — ")}

be the line where the rarefaction centred in (¢",,,,1/2) and passing through
(pr, o) takes the value (p7,v7).

Let us call
L= Tm+1/2

E(t.) =

Hence (t,x) € R? if and only if

£t x) = M(p?,0%).

During the travel the bus takes the speed of the vehicles in front of him until their
speed is lower then the maximal velocity of the bus, provided that an interaction
between the wave and the bus trajectory occurs. This happens for all the points
(p?,v7) such that

y(t) > M (p7,0v7), (4.57)

where g is the bus speed. Therefore

V= min(Vi, )£ y(1)) < M (20, 5,
y(t) = { min(v?, V) if M1 (, U) < &t y(t) < M(Ppsts Umrr)s (4.58)
min(oy, ¢, Vp) if £(t,y(t) > AM(Ppy1s Uyt

Observation 4.1 We don’t keep in account the necessary condition for the
interaction, because for every o € [0,1] we have
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o if min(V4,v?) =07, then Vi, > A\ (p”,v?), because v7 > A\i(p?,v7). Therefore
the condition is satisfied and the interaction occurs;

o if min(Vy,v7) = V4, and Vi, > A (p?,v7), then the interaction occurs. In this

case the law gives
y(t) = Vi,

therefore the bus does not exceed its maximal speed;

o if Vi, < A\ (p?,v7), then the interaction does not occur and the bus travels with
its mazximal speed V,, because the inequalities v7 > A (p”,v7) and A1 (p”,v7) >
Vi imply min(Vy, v7) = V.

Hence the bus speed is always well defined.

Let (t*,z*) be the first point of interaction between the bus and the rarefaction.
Solving with respect to t* the equation

Y+ VU —t") = Zpg1 0 + M (o, O ) (8 — 1),

we find "
o Tmy1/2 — Y

+t". 4.59
V7= X1 ) 459

Therefore, we also have B
=y 4+ V. (4.60)

Fix (t,x) € R°. Let us call £ := &(t,x) and @), = 0", + p(pl,). Then we have

{Al(p"’ v7) =§ . {@Zz —p(p7) = pP' (p7) =¢
7)

ag 11 g T a :>
07 =y, — p(p v7 =&y, — p(p7)

—T d —

Wi — %(pp(p))‘ =€

v =y, = p(p?)

Let us define the function

d
— =—
p— ¢(p) i (pp(p))
which admits an inverse function because it is strictly increasing by the strict
convexity of p — pp(p).
The first equation of the previous system becomes

p(p7) = ap — €= p” = ¢ (o, — ). (4.61)
Using the equation (4.61)) in the second equation of the system we find
o = &, — ple @D — €)). (4.62)
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Our aim is to determine the bus trajectory along the rarefaction. Hence we give
an explicit expression for the pressure function p. An usual choice (see [2]) is

p(p) =p" fory>1. (4.63)

For this function we have

_ T
e(p) =(v+1)p"=(v+1)p(p) and ¢ (1) = 7
v+1
Therefore
v+1 v+1 -

We can use the expression of v7 in the law (4.58) to compute the speed of the bus
when it is in (¢,y(t)) € R?. In the case v7 < V4, we find the Cauchy problem

o Y@ =m0
y(t*) = a*.

We are ready to compute the bus trajectory along the rarefaction.

Proposition 4.3 If the bus interacts with a rarefaction wave centred in (t", Ty, 11/2),
then its trajectory is

1

Y(t) = 1o+ G (E— ") + O (E — 1), (4.65)

where
l’* — $m+1/2 — (I);Zn(t* — tn)

C* =

(t* — tn)71
which depends on the first point of interaction between the bus and the rarefaction
wave, 1i.e.
= = ——— +t" and F =y" + V"t". (4.66)
V= M(pp, 1)

PROOF. We have to solve the Cauchy problem (4.64). The equation

oy lt—tn g+l oyl t—tn

(1) Loylt)  ~yop, 1 T2

is linear, then to solve it, we introduce the integration factor

1 1 1
- dt ) = - log(t — ") ) =
eXp( y+1J) t—t" > eXp( 7+10g( )>
= exp (log <(t - t")_ﬁ» =
1
_
(t — tn)7+1
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Multiplying this factor on both sides of the equation, we find

yt) y(t) _ Y @, Tint1/2

(t_tn)ﬁ (7+1)(t—t”)1+ﬁ (’Y—f—l)(t—t”)ﬁ (")/—Fl)(t—tn)yrﬁ‘

d( y(t) )
dt (t_tn)ﬁ ’

hence integrating both sides we find

t o 1 T (141
y(t) —= Viﬂi /(t —t") T dt — 11{2 /(t —t") (1+w+1) dt =
(t —tn)~+t Y Y

The left term is equal to

1
= O (E— ") + Tyt — 1) T+ C,

where C' is a constantl.
Multiplying (¢ — t")>+1 on both sides, we find

Y(t) = G — ") + Tyt o + C(t — 7)1

Imposing the initial condition y(t*) = x*, we find the value of C' and the trajectory
(4.65)). O

Deriving the equation (4.65)), we find
C*

:
— ") L. 4.
O (1.6

y(t) = o +

Let (t**,2**) be the last point of interaction between the bus trajectory and the
rarefaction wave. By the law , the bus will take the speed v” € [o}},, 7y, ]
of the vehicles in front of him, until this speed is lower then its maximal speed V},.
Hence, if we call

Viar 1= max{min(V}, v%) : v7 € [0, 07, 1]} = min{Vp, 07,11},

the point (t**, 2**) satisfies the equation
y(t™) = Viar-
Substituting in this equation the expression (4.67)), we find

Vn —on _’YT-H
P = +1 rar m
S I

and therefore
o= y),
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where y(t) is given by . After the interaction the bus position is one of the
following, provided that no more interactions with other waves happen.

If t* > k, then no interaction between the car and the rarefaction wave occurs in
the interval [t",¢"!) and the bus position at time t"*! is

ynJrl — yn + ‘_/nk_

If t* < k, then we have to consider two cases: whether t** > k the bus position at
time t"*1 is

yn—i-l — y(tn—l—l),

where y(t) is the trajectory (4.65)); otherwise

Y= (= )V
In both cases of an interaction between the bus trajectory and a shock or a rarefaction
wave centred in (¢7,2™1/2), the bus can cross to the following cell before the instant
"1, The new cell of the bus is Cry1 = [Tyn41/2, Tinys)2)-
A wave centred in z,,, 3/, could interact with the bus trajectory before time t"*t1. The

next proposition states that we can avoid this situation choosing a sufficiently strong
CFL condition.

Proposition 4.4 Let \" = max{|\;(4})| : i =1,2 and j € Z} be the mazimum of the
eigenvalues {\;}i=12 of the Jacobian matriz Df of the flux function f.

No interactions occur between the bus trajectory and a wave centred in (t”,wm+3/2),
provided that the following CFL condition holds:

‘kv <. (4.68)

N | —

h

PROOF. Let us show that after an interaction between the bus trajectory and a shock or
a rarefaction wave centred in (t",,,41/2), the bus speed V., at the right edge x,,,, /2
of the m-th cell is almost equal to A2(pp,, Uy,) or Aa(ppy i 15 Upyi1)-

First, let us consider the case of a shock. When the bus reach x,,,/ the bus travels

with speed
View = Ut = A2(Pg1, Ogn) or V™ =min{ay,, Vi} < Xo(ph,, Ty, )-

If a rarefaction meets the bus trajectory, the bus speed after the interaction is
Vi, =V

new rar

:= min(V4,v7),

where v belongs to the interval [v),, 7, ]. Since during the rarefaction the speed of
the traffic increases, the bus speed at @, /7 is at most min(Vy, 07, 1)-
Whether V2. = v, we have

[N —n _ -n —n
Vrar < Um+1 = )‘2(pm+17vm+1)7
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since v7 < 0%, ;. Otherwise V2

. = Vb, but this happens when V}, < v?. Hence again we
find

Vene < A2, Umr)-
Since A" > Xa(py 11, Upyy1), if the condition (4.68) holds, we have
EV"

new

h
< kX2 (Pmg1s Umar) < KA < 5

tn+1

Hence before the instant the bus could have covered at most half the length of a

cell Cm+1/2.

By Proposition [1.4] the Lax-entropy condition (I.20)) and the condition (4.68), the same
holds for every wave centred in (", z,,13/2). Then we have the thesis. O

We will refer to the condition (4.68)) as “strong CFL condition”.

Case (ii)

Let us consider the Riemann problem

{@p + 9x(pv) =0,

By + Dy (2v) = 0,
iz + 0y (2v) (4.69)

( Z)(tn .73) _ a%—l if z < LTm—1/2>
& U an ifte>x
m m—1/2-
Let u™ | /o be the intermediate state of the classical solution RS (i, al’)(A) and let

(pigt_l/Q, v%t_lﬂ) be the corresponding point in the (p, v) plane.

Since the bus speed changes according to the variations of the traffic velocity, we are
not interested in the case of an interaction between the bus trajectory and a contact
discontinuity, because the two states connected by the contact discontinuity have the
same speed. Hence we are interested only in rarefaction and shock waves.

Let us suppose that

Uy + () = U1 + P(Pr—1)-
The general case (in which 0, + p(plk,) # Uy 1 + p(pl,_1)) is obtained simply replacing
u;flil /2 to up,. A solution to the system can interact with the trajectory of the
bus only if its propagation speed is positive, because y" > x,,_1 /2.

1. Let us suppose that py, | < pp,, so that the wave coming from z,,,_1/3 is a shock
with propagation speed A,,_1/2 given by the Rankine-Hugoniot condition, i.e.

=n ,Dn _Aan ,l*)TL
Aoty = Lmlm — Pmtfm1 (4.70)
Pm — Pm—1

Remark 4.8 Since v}, + p(py,) = 051 +p(pl_1), the condition py,_, < py, is
equivalent to vy, > v;y,. Hence after the interaction the bus speed has increased.
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Let us suppose that the bus speed V" = min(V,, %) at time t" is equal to 7.
This means that vy, < V. Since y™ > x,,1 /9, an interaction with the shock can
happen if and only if

Uy < Am—1/2-

This is absurd, indeed
< UpnPm — Upm—1Pm—1

N Py = Pm—1

U < Ap—1/2 <= Ty, —

—n -n -n —n -n -n —n -n -n -n -n —n

PmUm = Pm—1Um < UmPm — Um—1Pm—-1 <~ Pm-1Um > Pm—-1Vm—1 <
—n —n

Um Z Um—1

and this is a contradiction with pl), _, < ppb..
On the other hand the case V" =V}, happens when V}, < 9}},. Since v;,, < v),_;,
we have

Vnréw = ‘/b = min(‘/bﬂ 17?,1,1).

Hence in this case the bus speed before and after the interaction does not change
and its value is V.

Therefore, provided that no other interactions with waves coming from x,, /o
happen, the bus position at time "1 is

ynJrl — yn + kVn

. Let us suppose that p}, < p;,_;. In this case u],_; and u,, are connected by a
rarefaction wave centred in z,,_1 ;.
Let (p?,v7) be a point of the rarefaction, i.e.

v € (U1, Ul P7 € [P Prni] and U5,y +p(p—1) = 07+ p(p°).

Remark 4.9 Since v),_; < v7 < vy, the traffic speed increases during the rar-
efaction.

Proposition 4.5 Let us suppose that

V™ = min{oy,, Vo} < A (D, T

m

so that an interaction occurs between the bus and the rarefaction wave centred in

LTm—1/2- _
Then the bus speed before the interaction is V" = V4, and the bus keeps its maximal
speed in all the points of interaction.
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PROOF. We have V™ = o7 if and only if 7 < V}. Since we are supposing that
V< Ai(pl, o), this case cannot happen or we would have

o < M (P, )

and this is absurd.
Hence the only possible case is

V=1,
which is equivalent to V;, < }%,.
Let us call
R ={(t,z) e RT x R: 2 — 210 = Ap7,07)(t — ")}
and P
E(tvx) = t_imt;/

We have &(t,z) = M (p?,v7) if and only if (t,2) € R°.
Since y" > x,,_1/2, the case (¢,y(t)) € R’ is possible only if the propagation speed
of the rarefaction speed in (p?,v7) is higher then the bus speed, i.e.

A(p7,07) = W
Let (p"»*,v¥%*) be the point such that
M(pF, o) =V + .

This point is the last point of the rarefaction which can interact with the bus.
Since v"+ > A\;(p"%*+,v"%1), when the interaction occurs the bus cannot take the
speed of the vehicles but it keeps its maximal speed V;. Moreover the bus interacts
only with the points (p?,v7) of the rarefaction wave such that

Al(pVb+7U%+) S )\l(pavva> < Al(ﬁ?ﬂ’ Uy )

Um,

Since for all these points we have v” > v"»+ > ¥}, the bus keeps its maximal speed
V}, during all the interaction. O

Let (t*,2*) be the first point of interaction between the bus and the rarefaction
wave centred in x,, 1 5. Since A1(ppy,, Uy1,) = Up,— P, P'(Pry,) i the right propagation
speed of the rarefaction, we can solve the equation

Tm—1/2 T Ao, o (" —t") =y + Vp(t" —t")
with respect to t*, finding

_ Y = Tp12
AL, ) — Vo

t* +t" and z* =y" + Vpt*. (4.71)
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Whether t* > k, no interactions between the bus and the wave occur within the
interval [t",¢"*1). Therefore the bus position at time t"*! is

Yyt =y + V'
Otherwise the bus position at time t"*! is
Y =y + Vik,
provided that no other interactions happen whit waves centred in x,, /.

The next proposition states that if the bus interacts with a wave coming from the
Riemann problem centred in z,,_;/5, then it cannot interact with a wave centred in
ZTmq1/2 and vice versa, provided that the time step is small enough.

Proposition 4.6 Let us suppose that the strong CFL condition holds. Within the
interval [t",t" 1) the bus can interact only with a wave coming from the local Riemann
problem centred in T,,_1/9 or with a wave (shock or rarefaction) coming form the

local Riemann problem centred in Ty, y/2-

PROOF. Let us recall that the propagation speeds of two shocks centred respectively in
Tpy—1/2 and T,/ are respectively

Pmt1/2 Vm—12 ~ Pm¥m P12 Um1/2 ~ Pmm
)\mfl/z = int n and >\m+1/2 = int n ’
pm_1/2 — Pm pm+1/2 — Pm
where (p' | /20 ot /o) are the intermediate states of the classical solution to the Rie-

mann problems centred in 2,41 /2.
Let us denote

< _ w12 if pp,—1 < P
m-1/2 A1(pl, o) otherwise,

the (right) propagation speed of a wave centred in z,,_; /o and

< _ {)‘m+1/2 if o < Pt
m+1/2 —

A(pl, o) otherwise,

the (left) propagation speed of a wave centred in @, 1.
The condition (4.68]) implies that waves coming from the local Riemann problems (4.54)
and (4.69)) cannot cover more space then h/2 before time t"*!, where

h=Zni1/2—Tm_1/2
is the (constant) space length of the cells. Hence we have

Ana1/2lk < h/2.
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Let us suppose that the bus interacts with a shock or a rarefaction wave centred in
Tp—1/2 and let (t*,2%) be the point of first interaction, i.e.

T = Tp_12 + Apo12t” =y 4 Vit",

because in this case the bus speed is V; on all the interval [t",#"*!). The bus and the
wave can interact only if
t* <k and ‘/b < )‘m—l/Qv

which imply
Vo(k —17) < Ay jo(k —t7).

Since Xm_l/zk < h/2, we find
T — 12 = Apo12t™ < A1 0k < /2.

Moreover we have

2"+ V(b =) <a® + App_1ja(k = %) = Zpp1j9 + Apo1jot”™ + A1 ok — ) =
= Tp_1/2 + Amo1jok < Tpp_10 + Ak < @10+ h/2 =

= Tp.

Hence no interactions with a wave centred in x,, 1/ can happen.

On the other hand, let us suppose that the bus interacts first with a wave centred in
Tpy1/2 and let (t*,2) be the first point of interaction. Since |Xm+1/2|k < h/2, we must
have 2% > Ty = Ty, _1/2 + h/2. Hence no interactions with waves centred in Tpp—1/2 Can
happen after t*. O

Remark 4.10 Let tfn_l/Q and tjn+1/2 be respectively the time of first interaction between
the bus trajectory and a wave centred in Ty, 13 and T,y 1/2. To recognize if the bus
interacts with a wave centred in T, 15 or with a wave centred in T, 1/2, we compute
both t:171/2 and t:z+1/2'
If tfnfl/Q < min(t;an/Q, k), then Proposition ensures that within [t", t"T1) the only
interaction happens with the wave centred in ,,_1 /3.

Similarly for the case t}, 5 < min(t;%l/Q, k).

4.3.4 Example of a reconstructed bus trajectory
Fix the following data:
e the pressure function is p(p) = p;
e the reduction rate in the road capacity due to the bus is a = 0.5;

e the bus initial position is yg = —0.1;
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e the bus maximal speed is V}, = 4;
e the maximal density of vehicles allowed on the road is Ryax = 15.

Let us consider a bus influenced by the previous vehicles. For example, consider the
initial datum
(P, o) =(9,1) ifx <0,

(7 7) = (2.8) >0 (1.7

(,0, U)(Ov x) = {

Since p! > p", the standard solution is a rarefaction wave with propagation speed ranging
within the interval [A1(p',v!), A\1(p",v")] = [~8, 6]; see Figures [4.6 and

The speed of the cars at yg is v! = 1 and it is lower than the bus maximal speed. Hence
the bus has to adapt its speed to the one of the cars in front of it.

The bus will keep this velocity until, at some instant ¢*, an interaction with the rarefac-
tion wave centred in x = 0 happens. At time ¢* the bus can accelerate to its maximal

speed; see Figures and Then there is an interval [t*,¢**] in which the

bus and the traffic have no influence on each other, until at time ¢** the constraint is
enforced and the non-classical shock appears; see Figures and

In Figures and is represented the evolution of the bus speed and the bus
trajectory in the space-time diagram.

Time= 0.000
T T

—First Lax curve 7
Second Lax curve e
25 |-|— — —Constraint e N
Bus speed
— — -Bus maximal speed
+ Left state
+ Right state
20 + Middle state

density*speed

density

Figure 4.6: Situation described in Subsection initial configuration. The bus takes
the speed of the cars in front of it.
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Time= 0.025

M “ LI—
——First Lax curve
Second Lax curve
25 — — —Constraint B
Bus speed
— — —Bus maximal speed
¢ Left state
¢ Right state
20 + Middle state i
T
[0}
[}
715
Y 4
>
=
wn
c
v 10 R
o
5 .
O L L L L
0 2 4 6 8 10
density

Figure 4.7: Situation described in Subsection the time ¢ is less then the instant ¢t*

for which the bus reaches its maximal speed. The bus is accelerating: it takes the speed
of the cars in front of it.

Time= 0.050

T > T
- y —First Lax curve
e yd Second Lax curve
251 —— —Constraint B
Bus speed
— — —Bus maximal speed
@ Left state

¢ Right state

20r + Middle state
©
()]
Q
715
I 4
>
=
9]
c
v 10 R
o

10

density

Figure 4.8: Situation described in Subsection The bus has reached its maximal
speed.
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Density at Time= 0.00 Speed at Time= 0.00

9 ——Final solution| 8 al solution
——~Initial datum - ial dégt.um
o Bus position o Bus position
8t 4 7+
7r 6
z° 55/
g 0
T o
Tst u 4l
4+ 3t
3F 21
2 —_— ] 1 . 1
-0.5 0 0.5 -0.5 0 0.5
space space

Figure 4.9: Situation described in Subsection . initial datum.

Density at Time= 0.025 Speed at Time= 0.025

9" ——Final solution| —— Final solution
——-Initial datum ——-Initial datum
o Bus position o Bus position

-0.5 0 0.5 -0.5 0 0.5

Figure 4.10: Situation described in Subsection the time ¢ is less then the instant
t* for which the bus reaches its maximal speed. The solution given by RS{ is classical.
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Bus speed: time evolution

Bus speed: spatial evolution
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Figure 4.13: Situation described in Subsection The first plot is the time evolution
of the bus speed. The bus accelerates until it reaches its maximal speed. The recon-
structed bus speed coincides with the one expected.

The second plot is the spatial evolution of the bus speed and of the velocity of the traffic
in front of the bus. We can see that the bus takes the speed of the cars in front of it until
it reaches its maximal speed. When this happens the cars accelerate until the constraint
is enforced, then they take the speed 7.
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Figure 4.14: Situation described in Subsection the bus trajectory and the density
in the z — t plane. The bus trajectory is exactly captured.
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4.4 Numerical methods for the Riemann solver RS

Let V™ be the bus speed at time ¢". The Riemann solvers RS$ and RSS give the same
solution whenever the constraint is satisfied. Hence, if

JLRS(ay, 1, ttg 1) (V™)) < Fo+ V7 p(ttg, 1ty ) (VT™),

we can apply to RS9 the methods introduced for RSY.

When the constraint is enforced, we propose two methods to capture the non-classical
shock.

The following lemma gives a formula to compute the solution at the new time step on a
cell of a non-uniform mesh, if the solution at time ¢ is known.

Lemma 4.1 Fizn € N. Let us consider two time steps t" and t"T' =" + k for a fived
constant k € RY and the j-th cell of a non-uniform spatial mesh {x?H/z}jEZ defined by

— + .

Ty =T g+ hy for hf €RT and j € Z.

Let 'ZL;L and a;‘“ be approximate solutions for the conservation law
Ou+ 0y [f(u)]=0

on the cell C’; = [x;_1/2737§+1/2) fori=mn,n+1, at time t™ and t"*! respectively. The
following formula holds:

PR = W — (5 (A7) = AT (A)+ (473)
- f(ﬂ?—1/2(>\l)) + A ﬂ?—l/z()‘l)]v
where
L gn gt —an
—1/2 —1/2 r +1/2 +1/2 _p —n =N
\ = IV - U2 e DY - /2 Wy (N = RS(@)_y,u})(\) and

Ui12(A") = RS(uj, ajp)().

See Figure [{. 15

PRrROOF. Integrating the conservation law Oyu + 0,[f(u)] = 0 over C; and applying

Green’s Theorem, we find
—flw)) (dt
Yer u de )’

oz/cjatquax[f(U)}dtdﬂf:/a e fw)at) = |

Cj

Let us split the boundary 0C; of the cell C; in the four edges {~i}4_, parametrized in
the (¢, x) plane as follows (see Figure |4.15)).

o (s) = (a7, +sh7) for s € 0,1].
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Figure 4.15: Notations used in Lemma

o Yo(s) = (tn Tk aly,ts <x?j:11/2 — :E’]?H/z)) for s € [0,1].

° 13(s) = (th n:f/g Sh?H) for s € [0,1].

o 74(3):(t"+1—3k, %t 1/2+s( T T 1/2>> for s € [0,1].

We have to integrate the vector field (—f(u), ) on each edge.
For the first edge, we find

/71 <];(u>) | (32) - /01 <_f(§z? )) i (s) ds =

- W
Similarly
)G = R ()
= dS:
—n+1 n+1
/73< U dx 0 j+ h]
_ n+1 -n+1
= —h;" uj

For the edge 2, we have

—fw)\ [(dt\ [t [-f@] )
LOW @)=L C07) (o)
:<:1:;?j:11/2 +1/2) +1/2()‘) kf(u +1/2( ") =

=k [)‘rﬂ?ﬂ/z()\r) - f(ﬂ?H/Q(X’))} .
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Finally

T~
—
e =

Q
\_/
/\
\/
I

1 1/2(M) o )
/ < g 1/2 () ) : ((x?1/2_$?j11/2)> ds =

= [ ) = N T (V)]

Assembling the results, we find the equation (4.73). U

4.4.1 First method: Discontinuity reconstruction

The following method is similar to the discontinuity reconstruction procedure that we
have used for the Riemann solver RSY.
Fix n € N. Let us suppose that we have computed the piecewise constant approximate
solution u" at the time t" with the Godunov’s method.
Let y™ := y(t™) be the bus position at time t" and let us fix m € Z such that y"™ € C,,.
Let

oy, and zZ (4.74)

be respectively the p and z component of the approximate solution @™ in the m-th cell.
If the Riemann solver RSS does not give the classical solution, a non-classical shock
appears in z = y(t). Since the non-classical shock arises as the solution given by RS9
to the Riemann problem with initial datum

. o< n
w(0,2) = ¢ m-t BE=Y (4.75)
Uy x>y,
we will make a reconstruction of the discontinuity, if the inequality
F1(RS (tig, i1 ) (V")) > Fo o+ V" (g, iy 1) (V") (4.76)

holds. In this case we modify the Godunov’s scheme as follows.
We introduce in the m-th cell one left state wy, , = (pﬁl,l,z;‘%l) and one right state
g = (pm T mr) defined by

umr

n — 5 n N
Uppy =0 and uy, . = Uz,

where 4 is defined in (4.30)) and @e = (p2, Z2) is given by

F § _ o
po = ﬁ and Zp = po(02 + p(p2)) with 0 =7, ;.
v =V
Then we replace the solution @, obtained with the Godunov’s method in the m-th cell,

with the function up. = ( defined by

preca rec)
pi}ec = p;lnl]‘( Tm—1/2:Tm )+me1(xm Zm+1/2) and (477)

no_
Frec = Zmll( Tpy_1/2,Tm ) + Zmﬂ‘ (@7 Tmg1/2)
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where we have used the two points
oy =z y0+hdyf and xp" =3y g0 + hdp®

defined for two suitable constants dp;” and dy;” in [0, 1].
We require

P d? + o (1 d1i?) = and

n me L on ney o (4.78)
Zdem + Zm,r(l - dm ) = Zm
Solving these two equations for dp;” and dy;”, we find
-n __ n ZTL _ Z’I’L
dpye = Dm P g gy = Zm S (4.79)
Pmi — Pmyr Zml T Fmyr

Clearly, the conditions dy;” € [0,1] and dmm° € [0,1] are necessary to reconstruct the
discontinuity in the cell C,,. These two constants are in general different.

We assume that the discontinuities propagate at the same speed of the non-classical
shock. Therefore their positions at time ¢"*1 are

g FLP = gP L Uk and 2T = 2 L V. (4.80)
Let us introduce the matrix
v 0
d=|"™
g

and let

10
=l
be the 2 x 2 identity matrix.
We have to distinguish the following cases.

(i) If apthr < Tpny1/2 and AR Tm1/2, then we compute the average solution at
the new time step in the (m — 1)-th and in the (m + 1)-th cell as:

uptt =g,y — E[F(a?nﬁlvﬂ) — F(ty,_5 — uy,_q)] and
" (4.81)
a%ill = um+1 h[F( ZH—D m+2) F(u27 m+1)]
For the m-th cell, we set
1 _ _
= o [(h d+kV' D)@ + (h(I—d) — k V') agf:} L (4.82)

where % +l and u”m+T1 are given by the equation (4.73)) applied to the two parts in
Wthh the m-th cell is divided by the travelling 1scont1nu1ty (see Figure |4.16a)),

”(hd+V”k:I) antl =hda—k[f(a) = V"a— F(uy,_y,4)] and
(h@—d) = V"kI)apt! = h(I—d)a k[F(U2, ur, ) — fag) + V™) .

(4.83)
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(i) If zis ™" > Tymy1/2 and AR Tym41/2, then for the cell (m — 1) we set
—n+1 —n k —n ~ —n =N
U1 = Uy = 3 [F(u @) — F(up,_o — Up_1)] - (4.84)

Applying the formula (4.73]) to the two parts in which the travelling discontinuity
divides the cells m and (m + 1) (see Figure [4.16b)), we define @' and @1 as
the solutions to the equations
(hd+ k V"Dl = hda —k[f(4) — V"4 — F(ay,_,,4)] and
(h(2I—d) =k V"D arth = h(I—d)do + hal,,,+ (4.85)
— k [F (U1, ) — f(li2) + V" o]

Then, in order to compute the average solutions u%"! and 112#1 on the m-th
and the (m + 1)-th cell, we make an appropriate combination of @ and ﬂ"mill,
obtaining
att = 4™t and
(4.86)

—n 1 [ n ~n [N ~n
artl = - [(h(2I—d) =k V"Dt + (h(d —T) + kV I at].

(iii) If at time t"*! one component of the discontinuity is in the m-th cell and the other
is in the (m + 1)-th cell, then we apply respectively the case (i) to the former and
the case (ii) to the latter.

For every j ¢ {m —1, m, m+ 1}, we apply the standard Godunov’s method to compute

the solution U?H at the new time step.

The next proposition states that if the initial datum is a non-classical shock, then
the solution given by the discontinuity reconstruction method is the non-classical shock
itself.

Proposition 4.7 Fizn € N and let us suppose that y" = x,,_1/o, where y™ is the bus
wniatial position. Let us consider the Riemann problem

Oru+ 0y [f(u)] =0,

(" ) a ifx <gy", (4.87)
u(t", x) =
g if x> y™.

If there exists v € [0,1] such that
Upy =Y Uy + (1 =) Uiy = 78+ (1 =) dia,

then we have
dy? = dp® = 1.
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1
xnm—l- P

—n+1 ~n+1 ~n+41 —n+1
Pm—1 pm,l Pm,r Pm+1
Vn
-n . «
Pm-1] p P2 Prn+1
Tm—1/2 gP Lm+1/2 Lm+3/2
m Cm+1
(a) Case 275 1P < 419 for the p component. The values 5" and
ﬁfnfﬁ, respectively on the left and the right side of the discontinuity at

time t"*!, are computed imposing the conservation of the solution on
both sides of the discontinuity. The approximate solution at time t"*!

in the m-th cell is obtained averaging ﬁZ;rll and [)?nfrl.
xqf,j_l’p
—n+1 ~n+1 ~n—+1
Pm—1 Pm / Pm+1
Vn
= N A -n
Pm—1 P P Pm+1
Lm—1/2 P Tm+1/2 Lm+3/2
m Cerl

(b) Case apt1? > 2,11 /5. The values gt and prtl, respectively on

the left and the right side of the discontinuity at time t"*!, are computed
imposing the conservation of the solution on both sides of the discon-
tinuity. The approximate solution at time t"*! in the m-th and in the

m + 1)-th cells are obtained with an appropriate combination of g
m
and prth .

Figure 4.16: Representation of the reconstruction method. Analogous notations are used

for the z component.
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Moreover at time t"T1 the solution given by the discontinuity reconstruction procedure

for RSS to is

u  ifx <mji_y),
wt™z)y=<8a  if Tj_1jo < T < ITjyq), (4.88)
Uy if x> Xy,
where
= {m if e < Tpt1/2 and gthE < Tng1/2s
m—+1 otherwise,

and where @ is a convex combination of G and ta; see Figure [{.17

PROOF. By the definition (4.79) and the hypothesis, we have

AP ﬁ_lb2_’7ﬁ+(1_’7)ﬁ2—ﬁ2
m =

p— P2 p— P2
_2p=qp2 _
- ~ ~ _77
pP—p2

where p is the p component of @. Similarly for dp;”.
In order to apply the Godunov’s method, we want a piecewise constant initial datum.
Therefore, we compute the average value of the solution in the cell C,, obtaining

1 A~
i = 7. [(@n1je = y") 2+ (" = 2o1y2) ]

S

This is a convex combination of @ and 9. Therefore the first part of the proposition
holds and we have N
Y —Tm-1/2
Ayl =dy? == — (4.89)

If zpth? < Tymp1/2 and e < Tym1/2, then by the equations 1} we have

k
a L = a — 2 [F(4,4) — F(4,4)] =4 and

m—1 h
k
artl = ay — & [P (112, 15) = F (g, 1)) = tia,

because uj =i for every j < m — 1 and uy = for every 7 > m + 1.
For the cell m, by the formula (4.83)), we have

hyd —k [f(@) — Vi — F(a,a)]

~ndl A

L h7+V"k =14 and

i1 WL =7)u2 — k [F(ia,a2) — f(ag) + V" ag)]

u. 1 = = Uuy.
m.r Wl —)—Vrk
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Hence the new solution in the m-th cell, by the equation (4.82), is

—n+1 __
Uy =

[(hy+ kV™a+ (h(1 =) — k V")l = .

S| =

Since _ _
hy+kVT™ +h(1—7)—kV” B

h h

4 is a convex combination of @ and .

If 205 > Tpny1/2 and Ty, Lz > Tpm41/2, then by the formula 1} we find

L

k
it =0 — o [F(a,0) - F(d,a)] = 0.

Applying the equations (4.85]), we obtain

hya —k [f(@) — Vi — F(a,a)]

antt = _ =4 and
Ym hy+kVn v oan
nn1 R =)+ hig — k [F(ug, t2) — f(ag) + V™ig]
ant 1= = = Us.
mt h(2—7~)—kVn
Therefore, by (4.86)), we have
avt = g™ =4 and
1 - =\~ -
ﬂ%tfl =5 [(h(2 —y)—kV™Mag+ (h(y—1)+ k V")umH] = 1.
Since _ _
h(2—~)—kV™ h(y—1)+kV"
+ =1,
h h
o is a convex combination of @ and ws. O

Remark 4.11 If we do not require y"* = xy,_1/5, whenever y™ > i = ap" the bus
crosses the right interface of the m-th cell before the discontinuity. This introduces an
error in the solution, because at time t"*1 in the m-th cell we should have 1, while we
will have a convex combination of t and .

On the contrary, iof y" = xy,_1/2, then cannot happen that at time "t the bus is in
the m-th cell and the discontinuity in the (m + 1)-th cell or vice versa. Indeed by the
equation , we find that the discontinuity at time t"™ is in

n,p n,p yn — Tm—1/2 n
Ly = Ty :xm71/2+hf =Y.

This fact and the Proposition[{.7, ensure that a non-classical shock is captured exactly

with the reconstruction procedure, except for the cell in which the bus is at time t"+1,
where we have a conver combination of 4 and s.
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Figure 4.17: Reconstruction of the non-classical shock with initial datum (p!,o') =
(8, Fy/8+Vp) and (p",v") = (Fy /8, V+8) obtained with the discontinuity reconstruction
method for RS5. By Remark this initial datum is a non-classical shock: (p,v!) =
(p,0) and (p",v") = (p2,02) (in this particular case we have (p1,01) = (p2,02)). The
other parameters are Ry.x = 15, V, =1, yo = 0 and a = 0.25. The pressure function is
p(p) = p).

Note that the value of the density and of the velocity in the bus cell, is an average of
the left and right state.

For a more general initial datum the right trace of the non-classical shock obtained with
the discontinuity reconstruction procedure is overestimated; see Figure

This error is due to the fact that the program does not capture the exact right state,
but it takes a point (p,0) with a lower density and momentum and correspondingly, a
higher velocity.

Moreover the Godunov’s method is not effective to capture contact discontinuities.

Discontinuity reconstruction with fixed value

The right trace of the non-classical shock obtained with the discontinuity reconstruction
procedure is overestimated; see Figure m Therefore, following [I1], we propose to
correct the method as follows.

() If e < Tm+1/2, then we fix at oy the value of the velocity in the sector [z7” +
sV, Ty 1/9) for s € [0,k]. In particular for s = k we have

-n+l _ -n
Um,r = Um+1
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(a) The initial datum is constant (p,v)(0,2) = (7,3), @ = 0.5, yo = 0 and the bus maximal
speed is V;, = 1.
Density at Time = 0.05 Speed at Time = 0.05

[|—Final solution

I ---Exact solution
6 -
7 s 1 ¢ Bus position

[—Final solution
---Exact solution
24 © Bus position

-0.5 O 0.5 -0.5 0 0.5
space space

(b) The initial datum is (p,v)(0,z) = (7,3) if z < 0 and (p,v) = (4.8,5.2) if x > 0, a = 0.5,
yo = 0 and the bus maximal speed is V}, = 1.

Figure 4.18: Numerical solutions obtained with the reconstruction procedure proposed
for RS§ for p(p) = p. We can see that the right trace of the non-classical shock is
overstimated.
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and we modify the second component of u”+1 as

~ . +1,
sl _ /’Tnljr Oy T 2(P5) i 2p™ ™ < @y,
Upg1 +P

1,m
(Fph)) iyt > Tnt1/25

Where pratt and pritt are the first component respectively of the vector defined in

and (4.85)). Then we use this value in the equation (4.82]).

(i) If a:an’Z > ZTpi1/2, then we fix the value of the velocity in the cell (m + 1), i.e.

n+l -
U1 = Uyl
and we update the second component of u”fl as
+1,m
gn—:ll _ perl( m+1 +p(p )) if xn L < Tm41/2s
m ~n+1 n+
prtl (on o+ p(pth)) if 2 Tp1/2

where ﬁgﬂl is the first component of the vector defined in 1}

Unfortunately even with these corrections we do not obtain the desired results (see
Figure |4.19)), although in some cases the results are better than the ones obtained with
the discontinuity reconstruction procedure (see Figure [4.20)).

4.4.2 Second method: non-uniform mesh

The second method is based on a non-uniform mesh: we shift the grid points locally
around the bus. See [9] for the scalar case.

Fix n € N. Let {a?j+1/2}jez be the mesh at time t". For every j € Z, the j-th cell is
Cf = [a? T 1 /9 j+1/2) and its length is

1 = o = e
Let {k"},en be the sequence of time increments, so that

" =" 4 k" for every n=1,2,....

These quantities can change at each time step.

Let y™ = y(t") and V" be respectively the bus position and the bus speed at time t"
and let m € Z be such that y™ € C,,.

Let us suppose that at time t° the mesh is uniform, namely

:U(JJ-+1/2 — x?—1/2 = h? =h for every j € Z.

Remark 4.12 We choose the initial mesh so that there exists m € Z such that y° =
x?n—1/2' The reason for this choice will be clarified later.
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(a) The initial datum is constant (p,v)(0,2) = (7,3), F, = 10.5625 and the bus
maximal speed is V;, = 1.

space

Density at Time = 0.05 Speed at Time = 0.05
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(O]
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21 © Bus position DT |
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space
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(b) The initial datum is (p,v)(0,2) = (7,3) if < 0 and (p,v) = (4.8,5.2) if z > 0,
F, = 10.5625 and the bus maximal speed is V;, = 1.

Figure 4.19: Solution obtained with the fixed value method proposed for RS%: the value
of the velocity on the right side of the non-classical shock has been fixed to 05. We can
see that the right trace of the non-classical shock is overestimated.
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(a) The initial datum is constant (p,v)(0,z) = (7,3), F, = 10.5625 and the bus maximal speed
is Vp = 1.

Density at Time = 0.05 Speed at Time = 0.05
Final solution with conservation imposed 6.2 ' ! - ! - ! — !
. F oo corerwan mposed
s palon 6 B ety
T g 5.8
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Space Space

(b) The initial datum is (p,v)(0,z) = (7,3) if ¢ < 0 and (p,v) = (4.8,5.2) if x > 0, F,, = 10.5625
and the bus maximal speed is V}, = 1.

Figure 4.20: Comparison between the solutions obtained with the reconstruction proce-
dure and the fixed value method for p(p) = p. In Figure (a) we see that the two solutions
are almost equivalent. In Figure (b) the solution given by the fixed value method is better
than the one obtained with the reconstruction procedure, although both the numerical
solutions are clearly wrong, because the velocity after the non-classical shock should be
constant (v =v" = 5.2).
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The idea is to modify always only two cells near the bus and to restore the initial mesh
far from the bus.
We distinguish two cases.

(i) If Tprp —Y" > h/2, then we introduce
T2 =Y (4.90)
Let us call

new ,__ n new new __ new n
h = Tm+1/2 — Tm—1/2 and hy, ") = Tm—-1/2 ~ Tm—3/2

respectively the length of the new m-th cell and of the new (m — 1)-th cell.

Remark 4.13 We have to adapt k™ to the length of the new cells.

Since we have modified the mesh, we have to recompute the average solution in
the cells C2V, and C}7%; see Figure For the former, we find

1

—new ( new n

n —N n n —
u T1jo = Tm_1/2) U + (T 170 = Tiy_379) U1

e

The average on the m-th cell remains unchanged, i.e.

At this point the bus position coincides with the left edge of the m-th cell. There-

mzr—l?m J:Z:_—il/Q x?ntrl1/2 “"::3/2
1
(m—1) (m) | (m+1)
mnm}s/z T xnme'wl/zT meirH/2 T wnmfur:z/z "
xnm=—3/2 9577::1/2 =yn ) $i+3/2 t"
Figure 4.21: Representation of the nonuniform mesh for the case z" 412~ y"™ > h/2.

From bottom to top: the initial mesh at time ¢", the modified mesh at time ¢" and the
new mesh at time "1 when the constraint is enforced.

fore the non-classical shock appears as the solution given by RS9 to the Riemann

problem
Ou + Oy [f(u)] =0,
0.2) = ul =apy i a < apet o (4.91)
= u" =apv it x> alv .
m m—1/2



(i)

‘When
fl(RS( new —neW)(Vn)) < F _|_V7L ( neivl HGW)(V’VL)

Um—15Um
we can apply the standard Godunov’s method and compute the bus trajectory
with the method introduced for the Riemann solver RS¢. At time t"™! we keep
the modified mesh of time t".
When the constraint is not satisfied, the non-classical shock appears and propagates
at the same speed of the bus. Therefore, in order to follow the non-classical shock,
at time "1 we move the left edge of the m-th cell in

Since the (m — 1)-th and the m-th cells change between the time steps ¢" and
t"*1, we have to apply Lemma [4.1] E to compute the approximate solution @"*!; s

ce
Figure £.21] We obtain
—n—f—l _ hlrlr-st 7new — k" [f(’&) N VAL _— f(RS( Uy Q,Ufrfivl)(()))] and
" et (4.93)
il hnew new —kn [f(RS( nmew7 7%4_1)(0)) _ f(a2) + Vn TlQ} .
u = .
m hrrlnew _ VTL kn

For the other cells we can use the standard Godunov’s method.

If 27 mi12 — Y S h/2, then we shift the right interface x”
y™, i.e. we introduce

m1/2 of the m-th cell to

Tot1y2 =Y" (4.94)

and we restore the previous cells introducing
To1j2 = Tpy_gj9 + I (4.95)

We move ) to 27V, =y™ and a7, 5 to 2V, ;5 see Figure @
Let us call

new __ new new new __ n new
b = Trt1/2 — Tm—1/2 and hy, 'y = Trn+3/2 ~ Tm+1/2

respectively the length of the new m-th cell and the length of the (m + 1)-th cell.

Remark 4.14 Since the lengths of the cells have changed, we have to adapt k™ to
satisfy the CFL condition.

Since we split the (m — 1)-th cell in two parts, the average solutions at time ¢" in
the cells C),,_; and C};, are:

up™ =y, and
—new __ (x?swl/Q $m 1/2)u +( m—1/2 xnmeivl/Q) a%—l (496)
Um = = hnew .

m
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+1 +1 n+1
T T 12 x%+1/2 Lm+3/2
tn—l—]
(m—1) (m) (m +1)
Tt T ngiulmT T t1/2 T T iy 3/2 tr
T3/ To1/2Y" Tiayo T i3)2 t"
Figure 4.22: Representation of the nonuniform mesh for the case z7 /2 —y" < h/2.

From bottom to top: the initial mesh at time ¢", the modified mesh at time ¢ and the
new mesh at time ¢"*! when the constraint is enforced.

For the (m + 1)-th cell the new average solution is

n _ .new =N n
Cnew (‘Tm—i-l/Z xm+1/2)u +('rm+3/2 m+1/2) m+1
U1 = hncw1
m—+

(4.97)

At this point the bus is on the right interface of the m-th cell. Therefore we have
to consider the Riemann problem

Ou + 0y [f(u)] =0,

l =
u(0, ) = w=ay™ i e < apty o, (4.98)
’ u" =ty ifx > a:nme_vfl/z.

We apply the standard Godunov’s method, when

FiRS (@™, W1 ) (V")) < Fa V" 5™, U V1) (V")
In this case we keep the modified mesh within [t",#"*1]. Otherwise the position of
the right interface of the m-th cell at time t"*! is

x:;:ll/Q =T t1/0 VT E". (4.99)

Since the constraint is violated, the non-classical shock appears. Therefore the
new solution can be computed with the standard Godunov’s method in all the
cells except for the m-th and the (m + 1)-th for which we have to apply Lemma

41l We find
hnew new — kn AN Ve O —~new
. (@) = V"= fRS(ag . ae)(0)]
hnew + Vn kn (4 100)
oot _ ¥ty — BT [f(RS (@, @, 19)(0)) = f(i2) + V" o] '
il hpew, — Vnkn ‘
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Once we have concluded the previous processes, we compute the new value of m. The

bus position coincides with the point 33?;11 , of the mesh.

The next proposition states that this method allows to reconstruct exactly a non classical-
shock when the initial datum is the non-classical shock itself; see Figure
Proposition 4.8 Fiz n € N. Let us consider the Riemann problem with initial
datum

u  ifx <y",

u(t”, z) = fr<y (4.101)
o if x > y™.
(i) L h/2, then

_n+l o~
Uy =1u and

i) If ™ —y" < h/2, then
m+1/2

—n+1

nt+l o~ .
Uy~ =10 and Uy’ = Us.

PROOF. The mesh definition guarantees that the bus is always in z]! /2°

Since the initial datum is a non-classical shock, the solution given by RS9 is the non-
classical shock itself.

In case (i) we introduce )%, 2 = y". The average solution at time ¢" is

uy =4 if j<m-—1 and uy, =uy if j>m.
Therefore
RS (upy, o, _1)(0) = RS(4,4)(0) = 4 and
RS (U, Upyy1)(0) = RS (i, 42)(0) = ta.
Hence at time t"*!, applying the formula , we obtain

o hmoan R (f) - Vha— f@) kit VTR

pu— — p— — pum— 9 d
Hm—1 W+ VR S
ot _ i O — K" (f(i2) — f(a2) + V" E") _ hp g — V" k" _ i
m hn, — Vngn hit 4+ V7 gn
In case (ii) we introduce the points 22", /2 and xnmejrvl /2° The new solution is ﬁ? =, if

j <m and uj;, = g, if j > m + 1. Indeed the formulas (4.96]) and (4.97)) give

Snew  __ —-n — 5
Up—1 = Up—1 = U,
~new - —
m =1Uy,_1 =1U and
n - .
eV — ht g + h g — iy
mtl h+ hn,
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Moreover we have

RS (), w™)(0) = i amd RS(SYy. 1l 5)(0) = .

Therefore at time t"*!, applying the formula (4.100)), we obtain
ho™ e — k™ (f(a) — V" a — f(a))
hlrlnew + Vnkn

a1 P aptl — k (f(a2) — fug) + V™ i)

—n+1 __ oA
Uy, = =14 and

m+1 — new __ Vn kn = U2
m+1
O
Density at Time = 0.05 Speed at Time = 0.05
—— Final solution 2.2r —— Final solution| ]
8 | ——-Initial datum | | —— - Initial datum
} o Bus position o Bus position
|
7r | 2r .'
| |
|
j i
6L ! 18} i
| |
| |
= | Lol 1
‘7 | a |
g5r I 216 !
|
© I o I
| |
4t | |
I 1.4r |
|
i j
|
3r | I
i 12f
|
20 i
. 1 . E
-0.5 0 0.5 -0.5 0 0.5
space space

Figure 4.23: Solution obtained with the nonuniform mesh method for p(p) = p. The
initial datum is the non-classical shock (p,v)(0,2) = (8,V; 4+ Fo/p") if < yo and
(p,v)(0,z) = (Fy/(v" — W),2) if > yp, the reduction rate due to the presence of the
bus is @ = 0.25, the bus initial position is yg = 0, and the bus maximal speed is V}, = 1.

Observation 4.2 Let us suppose that the initial position of the bus does not coincide
with one of the points of the initial mesh, so that we have

x??l*l/? < yO < .’L',(r)n+1/2,
and let us consider the Riemann problem
o ifx <P 4.102
u<o,x>—{“ ife <y’ (4.102)

iy if x>y
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Since in the m-th cell the initial datum is not constant, we have to do an average in
order to apply the nonuniform mesh method for RSS. The average value is given by

0_ .0 N 0 0) -
0 (y - xm—l/?) u+ (xm+1/2 -y ) U2
Uy, = ) .

~0
Uy,

components of @Y, then we have

0

) are the non conservative

is a convex combination of i and tz. Therefore, if (3°,, ¥

il = Fact 7"

Let us suppose that x9n+1/2 -9 > h/2.
Applying the nonuniform mesh method, we shift the left side m?n_l/z of the m-th cell to
0

y°, i.e. we introduce
ap sy =y (4.103)

The lengths of the new m-th and (m — 1)-th cells are respectively

new .__ .0 _.new new __ ,.new .0
OSES Tm+1/2 ~ Tm—1/2 and hm—l—fEm—lm Tm—3/2

Since we have modified the mesh, we have to recompute the average solution. For the
former we find

1
—new _ new n =n n n —n _
Up—1 = Jew |:(‘/L'm—1/2 B :Em—1/2) Uy, + (xm—l/Z - xm—3/2) um—1:| -
m—1

1 new n ~ n n N
= hnewl |:(xm71/2 B xm71/2) u+ ($m71/2 - xm73/2> u] :

The average on the m-th cell remains unchanged, i.e.

S new

Uy, " = U.

Since up; is in turn a convex combination of U and U, all the points 4, 2, U and U,
satisfy the constraint with the equal. Therefore the solution to the Riemann problem

4.91) with initial datum

urer if x >0,
U(O, J)) = mel . f _
up =u if x >0,
does not satisfy the constraint. Therefore we compute the solution at time t' with the
equations . The solutions RS (4, u")(0) and RS(a,u2)(0) introduce an error
that does not allow to capture exactly the non-classical shock.

Similarly if x9n+1/2 —yY < h/2. If we choose a mesh for which we have y° = :1:971_1/2,
then we do not introduce the average value . Hence the solution is exact.
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Unfortunately, for more general initial datum, even with this method the non-classical
shock is not reconstructed correctly. Indeed, the right trace of the velocity is overesti-
mated or underestimated (and correspondingly the density is underestimated or overes-
timated), because we should have 0y = v"; see Figure

Non-uniform mesh with imposed value

As we have done with the discontinuity reconstruction procedure, one idea to get a better
result is to impose the value ¥5 in the first cell after the bus.

In the case z} o —y" < h/2, we do not modify the value of the solution in CJ?, at time
t"™. Therefore we have only to update the second conservative component of the solution
at time "1 as

Zitt = it (0o + p(piht)), (4.104)

where 09 is the right trace of RS for the Riemann problem (4.91)), i.e.
Vg = 1_]21
The case z7 /2 — y™ < h/2 is more delicate At time t" we recompute the average

solution in the cell C}) | using the formula . Let us take 09 as the right trace of
RSS for the Riemann problem (4 , ie.

U2 = Upy1-
If we simply update the second conservative component of the solution in the cell C})

as

221111 = P:ﬁlﬂ(w + P(ﬁ?r#l)) (4.105)

we introduce an error in the solution.

Therefore, we propose to fix v3 = 9], which is the value we want to preserve, then we
do all the steps (4.96), (4.97) and (4.99) and finally we update the second conservative
component with the formula @
The result that we obtain is still imperfect, but the right trace of the solution is captured
correctly at least in the first cell after the bus (which can be in turn Cy, or Cj,41). In

the following cells a travelling oscillation appears. Its amplitude depends on the initial
datum, the bus speed and the value of «; see Figure

4.4.3 Mathematical details

Let us fix the constants vy, ve, wy and ws in RT, such that 0 < v1 < v, 0 < wy < wo
and v9 < wsy. Let us suppose that the domain

DU1,U2,w1,w2 = {(p,v) eR* xR*: v] v <, wy SV +p<P) < w2}

is invariant for the Riemann solver RS5. The following proposition states that, under
an appropriate CFL condition, the nonuniform mesh that we have introduced in the
previous section is well defined and that the time step £™ does not converge to 0.
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7.

5L

Density at Time = 0.05

——-Exact solution
© Bus position

——Final solution |7

[ —

-0.5

0.5

3.2

3.1

2.3¢

2.2

Speed at Time = 0.05

——Final solution |
——-Exact solution
o Bus position

|

-0.5

0
space

0.5

(a) Solution obtained for the constant initial datum (p, v)(0,z) = (7,3), a = 0.5, yo =0
and maximal bus speed V3, = 1 (as in case (a) of Figure |4.18).

Density at Time = 0.05

——-Exact solution
< Bus position

——Final solution ||

density
& w

w
T

-0.5

0
space

0.5

Speed at Time = 0.05

——Final solution

L| — - - Exact solution

o Bus position

—

speed

0
space

0.5

(b) Solution obtained for the constant initial datum (p,v)(0,z) = (7,3), a = 0.25, yqo
and maximal bus speed V;, = 1.

Figure 4.24: Example of solutions obtained with the nonuniform mesh method for p(p) =
p. The right trace of the non-classical shock is overestimated. The result gets worse when
the value of F, is lower.
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7.5

5.5

Density at Time = 0.05

——-Initial datum
< Bus position

—— Final solution| ]

-0.5

0

space

0.5

Speed at Time = 0.05

231

2.2

——-Initial datum

—— Final solution| {

< Bus position | |

|

-0.5

space

0.5

(a) Solution obtained for the constant initial datum (p,v)(0,2) = (7,3), @ = 0.5, yg = 0 and

maximal bus speed V;, =

E2%3}

density

[+)]

v

E=

w

Density at Time = 0.05

——-Initial datum

——Final solution| |

< Bus position ||

~

0

space

0.5

Speed at Time = 0.05

1. The result is essentially equivalent to the one obtained in Figure

—— Final solution
——-Initial datum
< Bus position

space

0.5

(b) Solution obtained for the constant initial datum (p,v)(0,z) = (7,3), @ = 0.25, yo = 0 and
maximal bus speed V, = 1. The result is better than the one obtained in Figure

Figure 4.25: Example of solutions obtained with the nonuniform mesh method where
we have imposed the desired value of the velocity in the cell after the bus for p(p) = p.
The right trace is captured correctly at least in the first cell after the bus.

127



Prop051t10n 4.9 The meshes gwen by (4 for the case x m1/2 —y" > h/2 or by

(F) and 9) for the case x™ m41/2 —y" < h/2 are well defined at every time
step, i.e. for every \I we have

n+1 n+1 n+1
Tri1/2 < Tpyrjp ond Ty +1/2 < Tpla (4.106)
provided that the following CFL condition holds:
1
|E" A" = 5 Ijnei%l b for every n €N, (4.107)

where X" = max{|\;(4})| : i = 1,2 and j € Z} and \; is the i-th eigenvalue of the
Jacobian matriz Df of the flux function.
Moreover there exists a constant k > 0 which depends only on the invariant domain
Doy vo,w1,ws and such that

k™ >k for every n € N. (4.108)

PROOF. Let us consider the case xm+1/2 y" > h/2.
When the constraint is satisfied we have

n+ new _.n n _ n+1
T 12 = Tm—1/2 =Y < Ty = Ty o

Otherwise, by , we find
Z;r 1/2 = T 12 T VT ER
By the definition , we have
V" = min{V;, 0 }.

Hence B
V< = AP, o) < AT

By the CFL condition (4.107)), we find

1 h
‘TnJr—ll/Q STt TR = a4 B mel% hi < @™ s + 5
_ _ .ntl
_yn+ 5 < x?ﬂ-ﬁ-l/? —:L‘nm+1/2,
because z" +1/2 —y"™ > h/2 and g; 1/2 2 1 for every j # m.
If xm+1/2 y" < h/2, then we Shlft the pomt zl m41/2 to the bus position, namely we
introduce

When the constraint is satisfied, we have

n+1

_ .new n+1
Lo 1ya = Tmyrye =Y < Tpgaye < T
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n+l _ .
P12 = x;?+1/2 for every j # m.

Otherwise, proceeding as in the previous case, we find

because

x:LnJ—ri-ll/Q =zt VIR <y + g < Tpngaje T g < 5”2#3/2'
For the second part of the proposition, let us observe that for every (p,v) € Dy, vy w1, ws>
we have v; < Aa(p,v) < v, because A2(p,v) = v. Moreover for every (po,vg) €
Doy g w1 w2, the function ¢ : p — pLi(p, po,vo) is Lipschitz (see Lemma [2.2). Then
there exist two constants L; and Lo depending only on the invariant domain and such
that for every (p,v) € Dy, vg,w1,we. a0d v+ p(p) = vo + p(po), we have

Ly <4/(p) < Lo.

Therefore L1 < A\1(p, L1(p, po,v0)) < Lo, because A1 (p, L1(p, po,v0)) = ¥'(p). Hence for
every n € N, we have A" € [min(Lq,v1), max(La, va)].
FixneN.

(i) If 2"

m41/2 ~ y™ > h/2, then, by the mesh definition, we have

hi = h for every j & {m —1,m},

because we modify only the cell C}, _; and C7},.
For the (m — 1)-th cell when the constraint is enforced, we find

me1 = Efivl/z - 332173/2 2 xnmq/z - x%f:s/z = hy, > h.
For the m-th cell, since mZmH/Q —y"™ > h/2, we easily find

hin " = Tg1j2 = Ty = Tpy1jo — Y > 5
(i) If Toi1jo — Y < h/2, then we have
hi = h for every j ¢ {m,m+1}.
For the cell C7}, we find

)

" - - h h
= e e =~ W2 ho g =g

because ;™) o = a7 4 5 —h and 27 —y" < h/2.

m— m+1/2
For the (m + 1)-th cell, we obtain

new ___ n new _ n n n n _
mAl = Tmy3/2 = Tmi1j2 = Tyggja =Y 2 Tpyss = Toy1sg = he
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Therefore "
hi > 5 for every j € Z.

By the CFL condition (4.107)) we have

1
K" = > —
2 )\” I]IIG%I | maX(Lg, ’Ug)

h
4 max(Lg,v9)’
The next proposition guarantees that if the CFL condition holds, then waves
centred in different points of the mesh cannot interact within a time step.

Taking k := we obtain the inequality (4.108]). (]

Proposition 4.10 Let n € N be fixed. Waves centred in two neighbouring Riemann
problems cannot interact, provided that the CFL condition holds. Moreover no
wave can cross the bus trajectory within a time step.

PROOF. Since, by Proposition and the Lax-entropy condition , each wave prop-
agates at a speed lower than A", the CFL condition ensures that no interactions
between waves centred in neighbouring Riemann problems can happen, because they
can cover no more than half length of a cell within [t",#"+1].

In the case z}, /2 —y" > h/2, at time t" the bus is in 2%, /2 Therefore only waves
centred inz) . /2 OF T /2 could cross the bus trajectory. Proceeding as in Proposition

we ﬁnd
V<A,

Hence also the bus remains in the first half of the new m-th cell, indeed

1 1
yr RNV <yt +2§n€1%1h =T 1/2"‘2?161%}11
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Chapter 5

Existence of solutions to the
Cauchy problem for the Riemann

solver RS %

In this chapter we are going to apply the wave-front tracking method to find a solution
to the Cauchy problem for the Aw-Rascle-Zhang system with a fixed constraint and for
an initial datum in L' and with bounded total variation.

We assume that the pressure function satisfies the following stronger conditions:

p(0) =0,

P (p) > 0 for every p >0, (5.1)
p"(p) >0 for every p > 0.

Lemma 5.1 Fiz (pg,v9) € R x RY. Under the hypotheses (5.1)), the functions p —

pp(p) and p — p Li(p, po,vo) = p (vo +p(po) — p(p)) are respectively strictly convex and
strictly concave for every p > 0.

ProoOF. We have

j; (0p(0)) = p(p) + PP (p) =
2
jpg (0p(0) = 27 (p) + 2" (9).

The function p — pp(p) is strictly convex if and only if

2
jgz (pp(p)) > 0.

By the hypotheses (5.1)) p’(p) > 0 and p”(p) > 0 for every p > 0. Hence we have

2p'(p) + pp" (p) > 0.
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Similarly for p — p Li(p, po, vo). O
Fix (p',v') and (p",v") in RT x RT. Consider the Riemann problem for the ARZ system

centred in z € R
I p+ 0z (pv) =0,

9 p(v+p(p)) + 0z [pv(v +p(p))] =0,

Lo (5.2)
(r,v') ifz<z,
(pv)(0,z) =497 " 1 _
(p",o") if x> Z.
Let us consider a fixed constraint on the first component of the flux at x = 0, i.e.
fillp,v)(t,0)) = p(t,0) v(t,0) < ¢ for every t € R™, (5.3)

where ¢ € R is fixed.
The Riemann solver RS? is defined as follows; see [11].

L IE £ (RS((p 1), (57, 07)(0)) < 0, then
RS5((p',0'), (0", 0")(A) = RS((p',0"), (", 0"))(N) for every A € R.
2. If f1f1(RS((p", ), (p",v7™))(0)) > 0, then

RS((04, ), (5,9))(\)  if A<0O,

q [ 1 ro.r _ v
RS5((p"5v7), (p",v"))(N) = {RS((@,%), (p",v")(N) if A > 0.

Remark 5.1 The Riemann solver RS coincides with the Riemann solver RS$ for the
moving constraint, when the bus speed V is zero and F, = q.

Therefore we can apply the results that we have obtained in the previous chapters for this
special case.

5.1 Interaction estimates

Let v1, vo, wy and ws be fixed constants such that 0 < v1 < v, 0 < w1 < wy and
vg < wo. Let us suppose that

v +p (;]) > wy, V2+p <5> <wy and v+p (%) > wy for every v € [v1, va],
1 2

and that there exists v € [v1, v2] such that
V+p (g) < wa3.
v
By Theorem under these hypotheses the set
Doy wswiws = 1(p,v) ERT X RT 1 01 v < v, wi <o+ plp) < wa}

is an invariant domain for RS g.
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Definition 5.1 Let us consider a function
f:RT xR >R,

(t,z) — f(t,x).

Let us suppose that f is piecewise constant in the second variable, so that for everyt > 0,
there exists a sequence X := {xk}ren C R for which

f(tv Zl?) = Z f(tvxi)l(zi,xi+1)a

1€EN

where 15 is the characteristic function of the interval I € R. The Total Variation of f
at time t is

TVi(f) == Z |f(t i) — f(t,x)| where zy € x for every k €N,
1€EN
where

xf = lim(z; +¢€) for every j € N.
J e—0

Fix two instants ¢! and #2 in Rt such that 2 > t!. Let us denote
ATVi(p) =TVi(p) — TVi(p) and ATVi(v) =TV (v) —TVu(v)

respectively the difference of the total variation of the first and the second component of
the solution to the Riemann problem (5.2)) after an interaction between two waves has
happened at time ¢ € [t!,2]. Let

AN = Nz — N

be the variation in the number of waves before and after the interaction.

The aim of this section is to give estimates on ATV;(p), ATV;(v) and A;N at each
instant £ of interaction.

The following table contains a list of the possible interactions between a characteristic
wave and the constraint.

Wave type Classical solution in = 0 | Propositions and Case
Contact discontinuity Yes 15.1(i), [5.4(1)
Contact discontinuity No 15.1{(ii), 5.4{(ii)
Shock Yes ~ [5.5L [5.6{1)
Shock No 5.6/ (ii)
Rarefaction wave Yes I 0)
Rarefaction wave No |5_§|(T1), @l

Table 5.1: List of the propositions and cases in which the interaction between a charac-
teristic wave and the line x = 0 is discussed.
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We need some preliminary results.
Fix a domain Dy, sy w w, invariant for RSZ. Let us recall the definitions (2.27) and

(2.28) of the points (pPmin, Vmin) a0d (Pmax, Vmax) Which have respectively the minimal
and the maximal density in the invariant domain, i.e.

Pmin S P S Pmax fOI' every (pa U) € D’Ul,’U27w11w2'

The point (pmin; Vmin) € Doy ve,w1,we i the solution to the system

vV = V2.
Similarly, the point (pmax; Vmax) € Doy ve,wi,we 18 the solution to the system
{”+p(p) - (5.5)
vV ="1.

See Figure [5.1

A
pv v2
v+ p(p) = we
vy
q
Pmax 'Umax)
(,Omina m)
v+p(p) =wr
ﬂ P

Figure 5.1: Example of invariant domain for RS2 (the coloured area) and representation
of the points (pmin, Umin) and (Pmax;, Umax) defined in (5.4) and (5.5)).

The next lemma characterizes the points of the invariant domain Dy, yy w, w, Where
the Lax curves of the first family are decreasing.

Lemma 5.2 Let (po,vo) be a point of the domain Dy, vy wiwe- LThe function

¢ P le(pa PO:UO)

is strictly decreasing in the points of Dy, vy wiwe Uf and only if

Al(pminv Umin) < 07 (56)
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where (Pmin, Vmin) @S the point defined in and Ai(p,v) = v — pp/(p) is the first
etgenvalue of the Jacobian matriz Df of the flux function.

PROOF. Let us call

d
o(p) == %(pp(p)) = p(p) + pp'(p)-
The inequality (5.6 is equivalent to
So(pmin) > Wi, (57)

indeed

d /

(pmin) = - (pp(p)) = Pmin P’ (Pmin) + P(Pmin) =
P P=Pmin

= Umin — A1(Pmin; Umin) + P(Pmin) = W1 — A1(Pmin, Vmin),
because Umin + P(Pmin) = wi. Then
A1(Pmin, Vmin) < 0 <= w1 — A1(Pmin; Vmin) > W1 <= P(Pmin) > w1.
Let (po,vo) be a point in Dy, yy wywe- Lhe function
¥ p— pLi(p, po,vo) = p(vo + p(po) — p(p))

is strictly decreasing if and only if the inequality

;;(le(p, po0,10)) < 0 (5.8)

holds. We have

d
2 (PEa(p: pov0)) < 0 = o + plpo) = plp) - pp'(p) <0 =

p(p) + pp'(p) > vo +p(po) <= »(p) > vo + p(po)-
By Lemmal[5.1] the function p — pp(p) is strictly convex, hence its derivative ¢ is strictly
increasing. Therefore, if the inequality (5.7) holds, the condition (5.8)) is satisfied for
every point (p,v) € Dy, vo.w1,we Such that v 4+ p(p) = vo + p(po), because p > pmin by

Proposition [2.5
Vice versa, if the inequality (5.8)) holds for every (p,v) € Dy, vo,wi,we, then it holds in

particular for (po,v0) = (Pmin, Vmin); i-€-
d
cTop Ll(pv Pmin, Umin) <0 for every (pv U) € Dv1,v2,w1,w2-

Since (Pmin, Umin) € Doy va,w1,we, We have

d
%P Ll(,O, Pmin Umin) = pin <0
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which is equivalent to
Al(pmina Umin) < 07

because, by Proposition we have

dip Ly (,0, Pmin; vmin) = )\1 (pmirn Umin)
p P=Pmin

Let us recall two properties of concave functions.

Lemma 5.3 Let us fiz a constant g € Rt and a point (p?,v7) in RT x Rt such that
plv? >q. (5.9)

Let us consider a point (p°,v%) € R x RT such that v° + p(p®) = v + p(p?). Then the
following statements hold.

(i) p°v® < q if and only if
PP < oor p = p.
(ii) Suppose that p®v® < q. Then p® < py if and only if A (p°,v%) > 0, while p® > p if
and only if \(p°,v?) < 0.

Proor. By Lemma the hypothesis p?v? > ¢ ensures that the points (p1,?;) and
(p, D) exist.

To prove (i) is sufficient to apply Lemma with V' =0 and F, = q.

To prove (ii), let us observe that by Lagrange theorem there exists p*'P € (p1,p) such
that

d _pU—
A sup L supy 'y’ 7)) — L , ’Y’ Y ‘ =
10", La(p™ p7 ") = (o Lapr o M)| = T p

because pv = p1 U1 = q.
Assume p? < p1. By Proposition the function p — Ai(p, L1(p, p7,v7) is strictly
decreasing. Hence if p® < pp, then

M (P, 0%) = M(pr, 01) > M (™, La (o™, p7,07)) = 0.

Similarly for the case p® > p, we find A\ (p?,v%) < 0.
For the vice versa, since p’ v < ¢, we find
P’ <pror p’=p

by point (i). If Ay (p?,v%) > 0 and it was p® > p, then \(p,0) > A\ (p,v°) > 0. This
contradicts p > pS'P. O

The next lemma gives a relation between the order of the densities of two points on the
line pv = ¢ and the corresponding values of the Riemann invariant w.
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Lemma 5.4 Fizq € R and let us suppose M (pmin, Vmin) < 0. Fiz (p%,v%) € Dy, vy 11,09
and (0%, v5) € Dy vy s s such that

We have
v® + p(p®) <8+ p(p?) if and only if p* < pP.

PROOF. Let us call (p*,v*) the solution to the system (see Figure

v =P,
{v +p(p) = v+ p(p®).

By Lemma we find p* < p*, because \i(p®,v*) < 0 by Lemma
Since v* = v and v* + p(p*) = v* + p(p®), we have

v +p(p®) = v* +p(p*) < v° +p(p°) <= p(p*) < p(p”) = p* <o,

because p — p(p) is increasing by the hypotheses (5.1). Therefore p*v* < p?v® =¢. O

Next, we state some useful relations between the points of interaction between the Lax

pu

| p

Figure 5.2: Notation used in the proof of Lemma The coloured area is the invariant
domain.

curves of the first and the second family and the line of the constraint.

Lemma 5.5 Assume that A\i(pmin, Vmin) < 0 and fix ¢ € RY. Let us consider three
points (p*,v®), (p?,v%) and (p7,v") in the invariant domain Dy, vy, w,y Such that

v+ p(p?) > 0™+ p(p®), v7 =" and v° +p(p®) =07 +p(p").
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Moreover let us suppose that

pv® = pPof =q.

Then there exist three positive constants c1, co and cs depending only on q and the
invariant domain Dy, vy wy we fOT which:

(i) p° = p" <1 (p? = p*);
(ii) p¥ = p* < ca(p” = p7)

(iii) v —vP < c3(p? — p®).

AN

p pﬁ U’B ** T \ pU = (q

Figure 5.3: Notations used in the proof of Lemma for the inequality p® — p7 <
c1 (p7 = p%).

PROOF. Since v” + p(p?) = v® + p(p?) > v* + p(p®) and v¥ = v*, we find
pl > p* = pTvT > p*v* =q.
By Lemma and since p®v® = pPvP, we obtain
P> p%.
Moreover since pY v7 > q = p? v and v + p(p?) = v + p(p?), by Lemma we have
P> p.
Let us denote
€e=p"v" —¢q, k2= A\(Pmin, Vmin) and k1 = A1(pmax, Umax)-

Let (p*,v*) be the solution to the system

pv = p"v7 +v2(p — p7),
pv = g,
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i.e. the intersection between the line passing through (p”,v7) with slope vy and the line
pv = q; see Figure [5.3] The definition implies:

Pl =q—v2(p*—p) =
. PV —q € (5.10)

pl—p — <= (p —p)=c
U2 U2
In particular we obtain
P>t
because €/va > 0. Moreover
p* > pY,

because, by (5.10) and € = p7vY — g = p? v — p® v®, we have

Therefore
va(p” = p%) = wa(p” — p) = ¢, (5.11)
where we have used again the condition (/5.10)).

Let (p*™*,v**) be the solution to the system

pv = pT 07 +ka(p—p?),
pv = g,

i.e. the intersection between the line passing through (p”,v7) with slope ko; see Figure
By the definition we have

€

ok _—

Pt o

prvT —q

p’Y — pﬁ

(p%,v?). By Lemma we have

Let p = be the slope of the line passing through the points (p?,v?) and

p<ky<O0.
Hence p? < p**, indeed
€

B

€ € €
—hZ k= ez = e = e 2T P’

— —ks —p
Therefore
e =—ky(p™ = p7) = —p(p® = p") = —ka (p° — p). (5.12)

The inequalities (5.11)) and (5.12), imply
—ka(p” = p7) < e <wa(p? = p*) =
= o’ —p’ <a(p’ - p),
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o " ) pPL = (q
(p°0,0%°)  (p,v®) (0°,0%)\(p?, v?)

Figure 5.4: Notations used in the proof of Lemma for the inequality (p? — p®) <
B8 _ )
c2 (p” = p7).

where ¢; = UQ/(_kQ) > 0.

For the inequality
(0" = p") < e (P = p7)

let us define the point (p°,v°) as the solution to the system

pv = p T +ki(p—p7)
Py =4q,
ie. (p°v°) is the intersection between the line pv = ¢ and the line passing through

(p7,v7) with slope ki; see Figure
By the definition, we have

,00 — p'Y + i > p'Y
“k
because —e/k; > 0. Therefore

€
o= oy T es TR =),

Moreover, by Lemma we have k; < pu=¢/(p" — p?). Hence

N e o 1 Y
—pu —kp

= —ki(p” = p") = —ka(p° = p") = €.

Let us now define the point (p°,v°°) as the solution to the system

pv =q
pv = P07 +v1(p — p7),

i.e. the point of intersection between the line pv = ¢ and the line passing through (p?,v?)
with slope vy; see Figure [5.4
By the definition, we obtain



Since v® > v1, we find

€ € € €
—>—=p -2 === > p”
V1 (o Ve U1

€
because p* = p7 — s Therefore vi(pY — p%) < vi(pY — p?°) =e.

Hence

vi(p? = p*) < —ki(p” - p?) =
= p7 —p* < ea(p” — p"),
where co = —ky /v1.
For the last inequality, since p® v® = pf v# = ¢ and v® = v7, we find
o o

q q v q v
vt =l =0 — 5 = o (1_pﬂya> :piﬁ<pﬁ_via):pig(pﬁ_pa)-

Since (p7,v7) and (p®, v*) are in the invariant domain Dy, vy w; we, We have v& = v7 < vs.
Moreover (p?,v%) € Dy, vy .10,.w, implies p? > pmin by Proposition Therefore

ve V9
PB o pmin‘

Since p® < p? < p?, we find
P’ = p* < (07 =) + (07 = p).

By the inequalities (i) and (i), we find (p® — p7) < ¢1 (p7 — p®) and

C1
(" =) S e2(p” = p") < = (57 = 57

Therefore

PP —p* <e1(p? = p*)+ —(p" —p*) < es(p” — p%),

C1
C2

where

O

Finally, let us show that the pressure function in Lipschitz in every bounded interval of
R.

Lemma 5.6 Consider a set [p1,p2] C R. The function p — p(p) is bi-Lipschitz for
every p € [p1, p2|, i.e. there exist two positive constants C1 and Cy for which

C1 <P’ (p)| < Co.
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PROOF. By the hypotheses (5.1)), the function p — p(p) is convex. Therefore

P'(p1) <[P/ (p)| < p'(p2) for every p € [p1,p2].
We have the thesis with
Cy:=p'(p1) and Cs:=p'(p2).
([

In the following we fix an invariant domain Dy, vy w;,w, for the Riemann solver RS3.

5.1.1 A contact discontinuity interacts with z =0

Fix < 0 and three points (o', v!), (p*,v*) and (p",v") in the invariant domain Dy, 15w, ws
such that

Ul = ’Uk.

Assume that the hypotheses of Lemmas and are satisfied, so that for every
(P0,v0) € Doy vo,un,we the function p — pLi(p, po,vo) is strictly decreasing and bi-
Lipschitz inside the domain Dy, vy w1 ws-

Let us consider the Riemann problems centred in T and x = 0 with initial data

(o) ifx <z,
(pF, 0% if x> 7.

(pF,o%) if 2 <0,

5.13
(p",v") ifx>0. (5:13)

(P, 0)(0,2) = { and (p,v)(0,2) = {

Since v! = v¥, the solution to the Riemann problem centred in Z is a contact discontinuity

travelling with speed v¥.

Case (p*,v*) = (p",0")
Let us suppose that (p*,v*) = (p",v") and that (p”,v") satisfies the constraint, i.e.
p’f‘ U’f‘ S q‘

In this case the solution given by the Riemann solver RS? to the Riemann problem
centred in x = 0 is classical (constant).

At time £ = |Z|/v" the contact discontinuity reaches the constraint and we have to solve
the new Riemann problem with initial datum

() :

- Pty if e <0,

(,O,U)(t,l') = ( roor .
(pr,v") ifx>0.

Since v! = v*F = v, the standard solution is a new contact discontinuity, so that

RS((p',0"), (p7,0")(0) = (o, o).

Hence if p'v! < ¢, then the constraint is satisfied and the solution is classical. In this
case the total variation before and after the interaction remains unchanged. Otherwise
the constraint is enforced and the non-classical shock appears in x = 0; see Figure [5.5)
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Saat!

>
T

z 0

Figure 5.5: A contact discontinuity reaches the constraint and after the interaction the
constraint is not satisfied.

Proposition 5.1 Assume A\ (pmin, Vmin) < 0. Let us consider two points (p!,v') and
(p",v") in the invariant domain Dy, vow, ws Such that p"v" < q. Assume that a wave
joining (p',v') to (p",v") with positive speed interacts with x = 0 at time t > 0.

Then the wave is a contact discontinuity, i.e. v = v'.

Moreover the following statements hold.

(i) If p'v' < q, then for every (t,z) € R x R we have

Ul ; T l
T 'S z (p 7/U ) Zf _ 7 S v )
RY ) () =4 00 RS e
t—t (p",0") if 5>
Therefore
ATV; (p) = ATVi(v) =0 and A;N =0.
In the coordinates (v,w) of the Riemann invariants, we have
ATV; (v) =0 and ATV;(w)=0.
(ii) If p'v' > q, then for every (t,x) € R x R we have
(pl7vl) Zf tff S )\7
ro T x (pAvﬁ) Zf >\< f~§07
RY( o) (57) =4 0 ST EEY )
t—t (p2, 02) if 0< 75 <0,
(p" ") if 5>
where by the Rankine-Hugoniot condition
\ = o full — {3@
pl—p



pv

U1

\

Figure 5.6: Representation of the case v' = v, (p*,vF) = (p",v"), (p",v") satisfies the
constraint and (p', v') does not. The coloured area is the invariant domain.

is the speed of the shock joining (p!,v') to (p,0). Furthermore
ATVi(p) < C1(p' = p"), ATVi(v) < Ca(pt —p") and AfN =2,

where C1 and Cy are positive constants depending only on q and Dy, vy w; ws -
In the coordinates (v, w) of the Riemann invariants, we have

ATV; (v) < Cs|w" —w'| and ATV;(w) =0,
where C3 is a positive constant depending only on q and Dy, vy wy ws -

PrOOF. By Lemma the waves of the first family have negative propagation speed.
Therefore a wave with positive speed belongs to the second family and hence v" = .
In case (i) the solution is classical and at time # do not arise new waves. Then the total
variation and the number of waves remain unchanged.

In case (i7) the constraint is not satisfied and the non-classical shock appears.

We have (see Figure

pr< pa<pl < p, (5.16)
indeed
prv" < q=p2ie = p" < po,
because v" = ¥y Similarly py < p!, because p! v! > ¢ and v" = v!. The inequality p' < p
holds by Lemma [5.3

The condition p! < p and Lemma imply that RS((p',v'), (p,?)) is a shock of the
first family with negative propagation speed.
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By (5.16)), the solution is given by a shock joining (p',v') to (p,?), followed by the non-
classical shock connecting (p,0) to (p2,02) and finally a contact discontinuity joining
(p2,2) to (p",v"). This implies

AN =3-1=2.
By the inequalities , we obtain
ATVi(p) = |p" — pol + o2 — pl + p = p'| = Ip" = '] = 2(p — p').
By the first inequality of Lemma and p" < g, we find
p—p <e(p = po) <er(ph =),
where ¢; is a positive constant depending only on ¢ and the invariant domain. Therefore
ATVi(p) < C1(p' = "),

where C1 = 2¢;.
For the second component, we find

ATVi(v) = |07 — o] + |Bg — 0| + |0 — 0| = |7 —oF| = [o* —2!| =
=040y — 0+l —0—0=2(0y — D),
l

because ¥ = v" = v' = v* and 9y > .
By the third inequality in Lemma [5.5) we obtain

ATVi(v) < 2¢3(p' = p2) < Ca (p' = ),

where c3 depends only on ¢ and the invariant domain and Cs = 2 c3.
By Lemma there exists a positive constant M depending only on the invariant
domain for which

ph=p" < M(p(p") — p(p")).

l

Since v* = v", we find

p—p" <M +p(p) =" = p(p") = M (w' —w").

Therefore
ATVi(v) < Cy M (w! —w").
For the Riemann invariant w, we have:

g5

[}
o w" < g, because p" < po and v" = ¥9;

o < w, because po < p and by Lemma

¢
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e w" < w, because w" < Wy < W = wt.

Hence we obtain
ATV (w) = |w" — g + |ty — b + | — w!| — |w" — w| =

=y —w" + W — g —w +w" =0.

Case (p*, ") # (p",v")

The points (p*,v*) and (p",v") can be joined by a wave with zero propagation speed if:
e the wave is a classical shock;
e the wave is a non-classical shock.

The following proposition states that the case of a classical shock is not possible in the
invariant domain.

Proposition 5.2 Let us suppose that M\ (pmin, Vmin) < 0. The solution to the Riemann

problem with initial datum
(*,0*) if x <0,
(p",v")  if x>0,

(p,0)(0,2) = {

cannot be a classical shock with zero speed.

PrOOF. A classical shock with zero speed appears when
oF b —
pk _ p'r’
where A is the propagation speed of the shock obtained with the Rankine-Hugoniot

condition; see Figure Let p®"P be the point of maximum of the function p —
le(pa pkavk)v Le.

pF < pt, Wb =Lk, pr,0") and X\ = =0 <= pov" = pkok,

)\l(psup’ Ll(psup7 pk> Uk)) =0.
Applying Lagrange theorem as in the proof of Lemma [5.3] we obtain
pk < psup < pfr.

By Lemma the function p — Ai(p, L1(p, p¥,v¥)) is strictly decreasing. Hence we
obtain
Al(pk7 Uk) >N\ (psup’ Ll(psup, pka vk)) =0

which is a contradiction of the hypothesis (p*,v*) € Dy, 151, 1w, because by Lemma
we have
A(p,v) <0 for every (p,v) € Dy vgw1,ws-

Next, we give the necessary conditions to have a non-classical shock in z = 0.
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pvA

4 1
%kﬂ}k) 3 \(,OT,UT)

»
!

’ :;SHP p

Figure 5.7: Representation of a shock with zero propagation speed joining the points
(p*,v%) and (p",v"). The density p*"P is the point of maximum of the function p —

p Li(p, pF,v").

Proposition 5.3 A non-classical shock appears as the the solution given by RS4 to the
Riemann problem with initial datum
(', 0*) ifz <0,

(p",v") if x>0, 47

(pv U)(Ov SC) = {

when p" < p* and pFvF = p"v" = q. Moreover in this case
(0, 0) = (5,0) and (57,0") = (fa, 2).
If p* < p" the solution RS3((p*,v%), (p",v")) is classical.

PROOF. Let (p™,v™) be the middle state of the classical solution to the Riemann
problem with initial datum ((5.17). Since v™ = v" and v* < v" (because p* v* = p"v" = ¢
and p" < p¥), we find

p(p™) = p(p*) + vF — ™ < p(p*) = p™ < p".

Hence by Lemma we have
P > q.
The classical solution to the problem is a rarefaction joining (p*, v*) to (p™,v™) and with

negative propagation speeds, followed by a contact discontinuity connecting (p"™,v™) to
(p",v") and with positive speed. Therefore

RS((p",0%), (p",0"))(0) = (p™,0™)

and the solution given by RS3 is the non-classical shock. Since p*v* = ¢, we could have
(pkavk) = <pv1’@1) or (pk7vk) - (157@)
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The first case is not possible, because by Lemma we have Aj(p1,v1) > 0, while
A1 (pF,v*) is negative because (pF,v*) is in D, vy,w1we- Therefore we have

(pkvvk) = (ﬁa’[)) and (IOT’UT) = (pv2a{72)

and the solution given by RS? to the Riemann problem with initial datum (5.17) is
constant, i.e.

(p*,0F) = (p,0)  ifz/t <0,
(p",v") = (p2,02) if z/t > 0.

(pv ’U)(t,l‘) = {
On the contrary, if p" > p*, then v™ = v" < v*. Therefore
v =" < 0= p(p™) = p(p") +vF — 0" > p(p*) = p™ > p*.

By Lemma the middle state (p",v™) satisfies the constraint and the non-classical
shock does not appear. O

Proposition 5.4 Assume \i(pmin, Vmin) < 0. Fiz (p',v'), (p¥,0F) and (p",v") in the
domain Dy, vy w;,we Such that

ol =0k o p(p") < o +p(pF) and pFoF = pmo" =g
Assume that a wave joining (p',v!) to (p¥,v*) with positive propagation speed interacts
with x = 0 at time t > 0. Let (p™,v™) be the middle state for the classical solution to
the Riemann problem with initial datum

(p,v)(F,2) = (5.18)

(o', 0")  ifw <0,
(p",v") if x> 0.

(i) Let (p°,v°) for o € [0,1] be a point satisfying p° € [p™, p'] and v = v! + p(p!) —
p(p). If o™ < g, then

Moreover
ATVi(p) <0, ATVi(v) =0 and AN =0.

For the Riemann invariant w we have

ATV (w) < 0.
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(ii) If p"™v™ > q, then

v 5 D ; T
RS%((pl7vl)7 (pry,ur)) < ~> - (p,’U Zf A S t—t S 0,
P

where by the Rankine-Hugoniot condition
L1 An
Pt —po
A=
pl—p
is the speed of the shock joining (p',v') to (p,0). Furthermore
ATVi(p) < C1(p' = p*), ATVi(v) < Co(p' = p*) and AN =0,

where C1 and Ca are positive constants depending only on q and Dy, vy w;,ws-
In the coordinates (v, w) of the Riemann invariants, we have

ATV;(v) = Cs Jw' — w¥| and ATVi(w) <0,
where C3 is a positive constant depending only on the invariant domain and q.

PROOF. The hypothesis w™ = v" + p(p") < v* + p(p*) = w* and Lemma imply
Pk > pr.

We have to distinguish different cases.

Case (i): p' < p* and p™v™ < g; see Figure

t A

“ l l m m ' ”
pv (p', ") (™ v™) (p",0")

q

PZ:UZ) {
l ¢ (o vh) Aok, o) | (ener)

(a) Notations used in the case p! < p¥ and z 0 >
pm ™ < q.

(b) The solution after the interaction is clas-
sical.

Figure 5.8: Interaction between a contact discontinuity centred in z = z and a non-
classical shock centred in x = 0. In the represented case, after the interaction the
constraint is satisfied.

We have:

149



o o' > p™, because p"v™ < ¢ =p"v" and V" = v";

)

o p" < pl, because v* = vl < v™ =" and pF > p".

Hence
ATVi(p) = p" = p"| + 1™ = o'l = 1p" = p*| = 10" — o' =
:pr_pm+pl_pm_pk+pr_pk+pl:
=2(p" = p" +p' = p").
We claim that
pr—p™ < pk = pl
We postpone the proof of this claim.
Hence ATV;(p) < 0.
For the v component we find
ATV;(v) = [v" —0™| + [o™ — v!| — 0" — oF| — [oF —ol| =
=04v" -l =" +0F+0=0,

because v" = v™ and v! = v,

For the Riemann invariant w, since w™ = w' and by the triangular inequality, we find
ATVi(w) = |u” — w™] + o™ = w] — |u" — w¥| - [w* - w'] =

=|w" —w!| - Jw" —w*| — |w* —w!| <0.

Case (i): p' < p* and p™v™ > q; see Figure

A

A Lol 5 T T P

pv (p,U) (pVU) (p » U ):(9277)2)
P v™)
_ 5,0
q oo k .k
(p",v") ) P, ") -
| A’ (o', o) (", v*) (p",v")

(a) Notations used in the case p! < p¥ and z 0 x

P u™ > q. Here (p",v") = (P2, 02). (b) After the interaction the non-classical
shock appears.

Figure 5.9: Interaction between a contact discontinuity centred in x = Z and a non-
classical shock centred in x = 0. In the represented case, after the interaction the
constraint is not satisfied.
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At time £ = |Z|/v" the solution given by RS4 to the Riemann problem with initial
datum in non-classical. Therefore the states (p,v0) and (p2,02) appear. Since
p"v" = q, we have

(p2,02) = (p",0").
We have:
e p" < p, because: by Lemma [5.3] the condition p™v™ > ¢ implies p"™ < p and
v"™ =" implies p" V™ > qg=p" V" = p" > p";

e p' > p, applying Lemmato (p!,v") (which satisfies p'v! < q).

Therefore
ATV (p) = |p" =l +1p = p'| = 0" = p"| = 1" = | =
=p—p +p —p+p —p o ==
=2(p' — ") <.
For the second component, we find
ATVi(v) = [o" — 8| + |§ — 0| — [o" — oF| — [oF — 0| =

=" —o+0—0v -0+ +0=0,
because v' = vF.

For the Riemann invariant w, we have:
o w" < w” and w! = W respectively by hypothesis and definition;

e w" < w, because p” < p and by Lemma

o whk > wl, because v* = v! and p’C > pl.
Therefore
ATV (w) = [w" — b| + | — w'| — |w" — wF| — Jw* —w!| =
=0 —w —w+w —wk+w =

=2(w' —wh) <o.
Case (iii): p' > p¥; see Figure

Since p! > pF and v! = v*, we have plv! > g = p* v*. Moreover, since v* —l—p(pk) >
v" 4+ p(p"), by Lemma we have p* > p, which implies v* < v" because ¢ = pF vF =
p"v". Therefore for the middle state (p™,v™) we find

m

v =" >0 = ol = p(ph) = p(p™) + 0™ — ' > p(pT) =
=l > p" = p" ™ > plol > g,
by Lemma applied to (p™,v™) and (p',v'). Hence after the interaction the non-

classical shock appears and as in the previous case, (p2,02) = (p",v").
We have:
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A A
pv . At BN
(pm7,um) (pl’”l) (p,'U) (prvl)T) = (PZ,WQ,
oot
K (075 ek, vh) X 9)
t
[ g (') (R R (7 oT)
(a) Notations used in the case p' > p*. In this T 0 =
case we always have p™v™ > g and (p",v") = . . .
(2, 0) v P 1 (p"s ") (b) After the interaction the non-classical
,02).

shock appears.

Figure 5.10: Interaction between a contact discontinuity centred in z = z and a non-
classical shock centred in & = 0. After the interaction the constraint is not satisfied.

e ol < p, by Lemma applied to (p!,v!) (which satisfies p' v! > q);
e p > p’, because p > pl > pF > pr.
Hence
i =|p" =0 O — - - - - =
ATVi(p) = Ip" = pl+ 16— p'1 = 1" = p*| = 10" = p'|
=p—p Hp—p —p =t =
=2(p—p') < Ci(p = p"),

by the first inequality of Lemma, 5.5
For the second component, we have

ATVi(v) = [o" — 9| + |o — v — [o" —oF| = [oF = 0| =
=0 =0+ —v" +0F—0=
=2(0" —9) <Oy (o' - pb),
by the third inequality of Lemma [5.5

By Lemma and since v! = v*, there exists a constant M depending only on the
invariant domain for which

ph =" < M (p(p') — p(p*)) = M (v + p(p') — " — p(p*)) = M (w' — w¥).

Therefore
ATVi(v) < Cy M (w' — wh).

For the Riemann invariant w we have:

o w" < w” and w! = W respectively by hypothesis and definition;

k

o w¥ < w!, because v* = v! and p* < p.
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Therefore
ATV (w) = |w" — | + | — w!| — [w" — w¥| = Jw* —w!| =
=0 —w —w+w —w +uw*=0.
Proof of the claim.
Claim: If v" + p(p") < vF 4 p(p*), p < p* and p™ v™ < ¢, then
pr—p" < pt =l
Proof. Let us call (p*,v*) the solution to the system (see Figure

v=1u",
_ ok k
v+ p(p) =" +p(p").
Let w® and w? be two positive constants such that w® < w? and let (p®,v®) and (p?,v?)

Y
be two points such that v® + p(p®) = w®, v¥ + p(p?) = w” and v® = v# = v for some v.
We have

(e}

p* =p~ (W —v) and p’ =p~H(w’ —0).

Consider the function

We can write

We have
w® < w’ = w—v < w’ — .
The function p — p(p) is convex, hence
P = 0) S PO ) = <),
Pt wf =) ppH(w* —v))
because the functions p — p’(p) and v — p~1(7) are increasing. Since

L) =

P'(p(v))’

we find d 1 1
790(1}) = _p’(p_l(’wﬁ — ’U)) + p/(p—l(wa _ U)) S 07

which means that the function v — ¢(v) is decreasing.
Taking w® = v' + p(p') and w® = v* 4 p(p*), since v! = v¥ < " = v*, we obtain

p(v!) > p(v*) <= p* — p™ < pF = pl.
Since v* = v" and v* + p(p*) = v* + p(p*) > v" + p(p”), we have p* > p” and then

p*_pm>pr_pm:>pk’_pl>pr_pl_

153



5.1.2 A shock interacts with z =0

Fix z > 0. Let us consider the Riemann problems (5.2]) centred in z and = = 0 with
initial data

(Pl ifz <0,
(p*,0%) if x> 0.

(pF, %) ifz < =7,

5.19
(p",v") if x> 7. (5.19)

(p,v)(0,2) = { and (p,v)(0,z) = {

Let us assume that the solution given by RS3 to the Riemann problem centred in z = 0
is a wave propagating with zero speed and that
pr<p” and o' = Li(p", pF,0"), (5.20)

so that the standard solution to the Riemann problem centred in Z is a shock. Under
the hypothesis A1(pmin, Umin) < 0, the propagation speed of the shock centred in Z is
negative, namely

Tt — k Uk
Hence at time £ = —%/\, the shock reaches the line 2 = 0 and we have to solve the new

Riemann problem ([5.2]) with initial datum

(Pl ifz <O,
(p",v") if x> 0.

(/07 ’U)(t: .1‘) = {

Case (p',v") = (p*,v")
Proposition 5.5 Assume \1(pmin, Vmin) < 0. Fiz (p',v!) and (p",v") in the domain
Doy vo,w1,ws Such that
ph<p.
Assume that a wave joining (p!,v') to (p",v") with negative speed interacts with x = 0

at time t > 0.
Therefore the wave is a classical shock. Moreover

Lol T A

where A is the speed of the shock given by the Rankine-Hugoniot condition.
Finally
ATVi(p) = ATVy(v) = ATVi(w) = 0, and AN = 0.

PROOF. Since the solution RS%((p',v!), (p*,v*)) is classical (constant), we must have
pt vl < g, otherwise the non-classical shock would appear. Since

pl :pk < pr7 " =L1(pT,pl,vl)
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and the function p — p Li(p, p',v') is strictly decreasing in the invariant domain, we
have

prot = p" L, ol ol) < plol < g,
which means that the constraint is satisfied also by (p",v").
The classical solution to the Riemann problem at time # is a shock centred in (£,0) and
with propagation speed A. Therefore the classical solution in z = 0 for t > ¢ is (p",v")
and consequently the solution given by RS3 is classical. Hence the number of waves and
the total variation before and after the interaction does not change, i.e.

ATVi(p) =0, ATVi(v) =0, ATVi(w)=0 and A;N =0.

Case (o', 0') # (p*,v%)
We have to distinguish two cases:
e the wave centred in x = 0 is a classical shock;
e the wave centred in x = 0 is a non-classical shock.

The case of a classical shock is not possible by Proposition [5.2] applied to the Riemann
problem (5.2)) with initial datum

(o) ifz <0,
(pF,0*) if x> 0.

(P, U)(O’ l‘) = {

By Proposition the non-classical shock appears when p* < p! and pl vl = pF ok =g¢.
In this case we have

(pl7vl) = (ﬁaﬁ) and (pk7vk) = ([)27{)2)' (521)

Proposition 5.6 Assume \i(pmin, Vmin) < 0. Fiz (p',0"), (pF,v%) and (p",v") in the
domain Dy, v .wyws sSuch that

v +p(p") <ol +plph), Pt =pFoF =q and pF <y

Assume that a wave joining (p*,v*) to (p",v") with negative propagation speed interacts
with x = 0 at time t > 0. Therefore the wave with negative speed is a shock. Furthermore,
let us call (p™,v™) the middle state of the classical solution to the Riemann problem with

initial datum
(0, )a) = Vo) TS0
T (p",v") if x> 0.
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(i) If " o™ < g, then

l
oo & T;L m ; T r
RS%((pl’vl)v (p y U )) (Zf—{) = (p , U ) lf A< s <",

where by the Rankine-Hugoniot condition

)\_pmvmiplvl
- m _ l
U

m

is the propagation speed of the shock joining (p',v!) to (p™,v™).

Moreover

ATVi(p) <0, ATVi(v) <0 and A;N =1.

For the Riemann invariant w, we have

ATVi(w) = 0.
(i) If p"™v™ > q, then
z (pl7vl) Zf tff S 07
RSY(H o) () () = (uta) o 0< 5 <0
(p’r;vr /I/f tff > V"

Moreover
ATVi(p) <0, ATVi(v) <0 and A;N =0.

For the Riemann invariant w, we have

ATV;(w) = 0.

PROOF. The hypothesis v* + p(p*) < o' + p(p') implies that p* < p' by Lemma
After the interaction the solution RS4((p',v'), (p",v")) can be classical or non-classical.
We have to distinguish two cases.

Case (i): p™v™ < q; see Figure
The solution RS§((p',v'), (p",v")) is a shock joining (p',v') to (p™,v™) followed by

a contact discontinuity connecting (p",v"™) to (p",v"). Since the shock and the contact
discontinuity have respectively negative and positive propagation speed, we have

RS((p',0), (p7,0"))(0) = (p™, ™)

and hence the solution given by RS% after the interaction is classical.
We find:
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A T
o (p", ")
(p570F) (P!, vh)
q : pmy,um)
(p’r7,u7‘ p*7’l}*) ,,,,,,,,,,,,,
t
(plvvl) (pk7vk) (pT7UT)
’ p 0 z @

(a) Notations used in the case p™ v™ < ¢. (b) The solution after the interaction is classi-

cal.

Figure 5.11: Interaction between a non-classical shock centred in z = 0 and a classical
shock centred in x = Z. In the represented case, after the interaction the constraint is
satisfied.

e p"™ > p" because the conditions v™ = v" and
V™4 p(p™) = o' £ p(p') > 0P+ p(p*) = 0"+ p(p"),
imply p™ > p".
o o > pl, applying Lemma to (p!,v') and (p™,v™) (which satisfy p™v™ < q =
phot).
Hence
ATVi(p) = |p" = p™| + ™ = '] = " = p*| = 1p* = p'| =
=" = "= = =+ =
=2(p™ —p" + " — o).
We claim that
p"—p" < pl=p".
We postpone the proof of this claim.
Therefore ATV;(p) < 0.

Since v" = v™, for the second component we have

ATV;(v) = [v" = 0™| + [v™ = v!| — 0" — oF| = [oF —ol| =
=040 —v™ —oF p o —oF ol =
=2 —v*) <0,

because the conditions p! v! = p*v* = ¢ and p! > p* imply o' < v*.

For the Riemann invariant w, since w™ = w' and w" = w*, we find
ATV (w) = [w" —w™| + [w™ — w!| — |w" — w*| — [w® —w!| =
=" —w™| — |w" —wl| =0.
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Case (i1): p™v™ > q; see Figure

A
P (7o)
k ok 1yl
1 ool p2,02)
l g
(a) Notations used in the case p™v™ > q. (b) After the interaction the non-classical

shock appears.

Figure 5.12: Interaction between a non-classical shock centred in z = 0 and a classical
shock centred in x = Z. In the represented case, after the interaction the constraint is
not satisfied.

If the constraint is not satisfied the non-classical shock appears. Since p'v! = ¢, we
find (', 0!) = (5, 0).
We have:

o p" < po, because v" = Uy and p" V" < ¢ = po Vo;

e p! > po, indeed: applying Lemma to (p™,v™) (which satisfies p™v"™ > q =
plol), we find p™ < p! and since ©p = v™ and p™ V™ > q = iy Vo, We have p™ > po.

Hence
ATVi(p) = |p" = pol + |2 — p'| = Ip" = 0| = " = p'| =
=pa—p o —pr—p "=+ =
=2(p"—p") <0,

because by the hypothesis we have p" > pF.
For the second component, we find

ATVi(v) = [o" — | + |02 — 0| — [o" — oF| — [oF — 0| =
=0+ — vt —oF " —oF ot =
=2 — ") <0,

because the conditions v” + p(p") = v* + p(p*) and p" > p*¥ imply 92 = v" < vF.
For the Riemann invariant w, we have:

e wF < w! by hypothesis;
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o w! > 1y, because p' > po and by Lemma
o w' < sy, because p" < po and v" = Va.
Hence we obtain:
ATVi(w) = [w" —1bo| + [y — w'| = [w" — wk| = [uw" —w'| =

=y — w" + w! — by — w + wk = 0.

Proof of the claim.
Claim: Tf v* + p(p*) < v' + p(p), p" < p™ and p™ > pl, then

p™—p" < pt = ok
Proof. Let us call (p*,v*) € Dy, vy,u1,wo the solution to the system (see Figure [5.11))

pv = p" v,
v+ p(p) = 0" +p(p™).
Fix 7 € R and consider two points (p®,v®) and (p?,v?) such that
P = pP P =, v =Li(p®, pl, ") and oF = Li(p®, pF, o).

Since v! + p(p!) > v* + p(p¥), by Lemma we obtain p? < p®. Moreover v? > v®,
because p* v® = p?vf = .
Consider the function

o By_ a_pg_ ™ T (1 1
T = de(p®,p7) = p% = p7 = 3 Uﬁ—ﬂ<va )
We observe that p . )
—dr(p“, p =— - — >0,

because v# > v®. Hence the function m — d,(p®, p?) is strictly increasing.
Applying this result to (p®,v®) = (p*,v*) and (p?,v?) = (p",v") and then to (p®,v*) =
(p!, 0" and (p®,v%) = (p*,v¥), we obtain

pt—p" <ot = p",
because p* v* = ¢ > p"v". Since p" < p™ and v" = v™, we have
pru" < pMu™.
Therefore p* > p™ by Lemma [5.3| Hence

p—p" < pt—p" < ph =
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5.1.3 A rarefaction wave reaches the constraint
Fix £ > 0 and let us consider the Riemann problem (5.2]) with initial datum
(pF, %) ifx <z,
(pm,v") x>z

(P, U)(Ov .73) = {

Suppose that (p¥,v*) and (p",v") are connected by a rarefaction wave, i.e.
pF > p" and " ="+ p(p*) — p(p"),

and let o — (p7,v7) for o € [0, 1] be a parametrization of the points of the rarefaction.
Fix § > 0 and let us define the number N = N(¢) € N as

1
o [}]
6)= |
where || € Z is the integer part of the number r, i.e. the closest integer less or equal
than r. For i =0, ..., N(9), let us define the numbers
i

~ € [0, 1]

o; =

and the points
{07, 07 € {07, 0" Y oepoay- (5.22)

Definition 5.2 A rarefaction fan for the rarefaction wave RS((p*,v*), (p",v")) centred

in T is (see Figure[5.15)
L, =X
(pkvvk) if T < Al(pk7vk)a
(p,0)(t.2) = § (o7, 07) if Au(p7=1,0771) < S S N (p70%) or i =1, N (D),

L, T roaT
(p",v")  f > A1(p",v").

(5.23)

The next proposition states that the presence of a rarefaction fan does not have any
influence on the total variation, but only the left and the right states of the initial
datum count.

Proposition 5.7 Lett € RT be a fized instant. Fiz (p*,v*) and (p",v") in the invariant
domain Dy, vy w; we, Such that

p'>p" and W' =" +p(p") —p(p").
Consider the rarefaction fan . For everyi=1,..., N, we have
Pt > p% and 07t <%
Moreover for every t > 0 the total variation of the rarefaction fan is

TVi(p) = p* — p" and TV,(v) =v" —o*. (5.24)
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(p",0") = (p7N,vIN)
(PTN-1,07N-1)

pv

(p%i,v%%)

(p7t,vL)

Figure 5.13: Representation of a rarefaction fan.

Proor. We have
pGi—l Z pUi7

because 0;_1 < o; and the function o — p? is decreasing, because its derivative is the
first component of the eigenvalue 71 of the flux function which is —1. Moreover, since
v7i-1 4 p(p%i-1) = v* + p(p¥), we obtain:

7= 08 4 p(p") = p(p7) = 0T 4 p(p7 ) = p(p7F) Z 0,

because p(p”=!) = p(p”*).

Therefore
N N
TVi(p) = [p% — pit[ =D (p7= = p7) =
j=1 j=1
=p7 =T+ T = pT = TN =
=70 — "N = pt .
Similarly for the velocity. U

Remark 5.2 By Proposition we can approximate a rarefaction wave with a rarefac-
tion fan without affecting the total variation and we can consider each discontinuity of
the fan as a single (non-classical) shock which is prolonged forward in time (rarefaction
fans appear only att =0 or z =0).

Fix z > 0. Let us consider the Riemann problems (5.2) centred in z and = = 0 with
initial data

(o) if 2 <0,
(pF,0%) if x> 0.

(pF, %) ifz <z,

5.25
(pr,v") if x>z, (5.25)

(p,v)(0,2) = { and (p,v)(0,z) = {

Let us suppose that (p!,v') and (p*, v*) are joined by a wave with zero propagation speed
and that (p*,v¥) and (p",v") are connected by a non-classical shock of the first family
with negative speed, i.e.

p' > p" and v =" +p(p*) —p(p").
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The speed of the shock wave is given by the Rankine-Hugoniot condition in order to
preserve conservation.

Case (p',0') = (p*,v")

Proposition 5.8 Assume A (pmin, Vmin) < 0. Fiz (p',v!) and (p",v") in the domain
Dy, wo,w1,we 0nd let N € N be the number of wave-fronts of a rarefaction fan.

Assume that p" < p! and that a wave joining (p',v') to (p",v") with negative propagation
speed interacts with x =0 at time t > 0.

Then the wave is a rarefaction, i.e. v" = Ly(p", p', v!).

Moreover the following statements hold.

(i) If p"v" < q, then for every (t,x) € RT x R we have

t—t
(o) if < Mo,
= ¢ (p71,07) if M(p7 T 07 < B < A (p%F,0%F) for i=1,.., N,
(pTaUT) Zf tf{ > Al(prvvr)v

RS%«p’,vl),(pr,vr))( i >:

where {(p%,v71)}| are the points defined in . Therefore
ATVi(p) = ATVi(v) =0 and AN =N — 1.

For the Riemann invariant w, we have

ATV;(w) = 0.
(ii) If p"v" > q, then
T T z

RSY( .0 () =
(plavl) Zf tff < Al(plvvl)a
(P71, 07%) df A (pZitt, v7it) < tif < Mi(p7,0%) for i=1,.., N,

= ([)7 A) Zf Al(pA7r[)) < tff < 07

(P2, 02)  if 0 <5 <,
\(pravr) Zf tff > UT’

where {(p%,v7)}¥| are the points defined in for the rarefaction connecting
(p!,vh) to (p,0). Furthermore

ATVi(p) < Cy|pt = p7|, ATVi(v) =0 and A;N =N 41,
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where Cy is a constant depending only by q and the domain Dy, vy w; ws-
For the Riemann invariant w, we have

ATV (w) < Cy " — vl|,
where Cy is a constant depending only by q and the domain Dy, vy w; ws-

PROOF. Let us observe that p! v! < ¢, otherwise the non-classical shock would appear as
the solution given by RS? to the Riemann problem with constant initial datum (ph, vh).
The hypotheses p! > p” ensure that the wave with negative speed is a rarefaction which
we approximate with a rarefaction fan. By Remark we can consider each disconti-
nuity of the rarefaction fan as a single (non-classical) shock.

pY
(o', vh) = (p*, %) (p",v7)

(0, 01) = ok, o%) (P v")

»
>

T

[ 2
(b) After the interaction a new rarefaction

wave (approximated with a rarefaction fan)
appears.

(a) Position of the points in the plane (p, pv).

Figure 5.14: Interaction between a wave with negative speed and x = 0 for the case
(p!, ') = (p¥,v*) and p' > p". After the interaction the constraint is satisfied.

In case (i) the constraint is satisfied (see Figure , indeed the solution to the
Riemann problem with initial datum

(Pl ifz <0,
(p",v") if x>0,

(p,v)(t, ) = {

is a rarefaction wave which can be approximated by the rarefaction fan (5.23]). Therefore
it has negative speeds that vary between A;(p', v') and A1 (p",v") and

RS5((p', 1), (p",0"))(0) = (p", ")

which satisfies the constraint by hypothesis.

Therefore
ATVi(p) = p" = p'l = 1p" = p'| = 0,
ATVi(v) = [o" — o] — [v" —¥'| = 0,
ATVi(w) = [w" — w'| — |w" —w!'| =0 and
AN =N -1,
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In case (i7) the constraint is not satisfied (see Figure |5.15)).

A
1 (-0 (2,52
" pryvT) (o', vh) (p",0")
t
g (P2,02)  (p,D) L iR o
(pl ’l}l):(pk ’Uk) (va):(Pa’U ) (p7v)
» :c=
I

(b) After the interaction a new rarefaction
joining (p',v') and (p, ) and the non-classical
shock appear.

(a) Position of the points in the plane (p, pv).

Figure 5.15: Interaction between a wave with negative speed and z = 0 for the case
(p!, ") = (p¥,v*) and p' > p". After the interaction the constraint is not satisfied.

By Lemma applied to (p!,v') (which satisfies p' v! < ¢), we find p < p'. Then
RSY connects (pf,v!) to (p,d) with a rarefaction wave which can be approximated with
a rarefaction fan. Therefore the difference in the number of waves before and after the

interaction is
AEN:(N+2)—1:N+1.

We have:
o po < p", because p"v" > q = pa Uy and V" = Vg;

e [o < p, because v" +p(p") = 0+ p(p) = v' + p(p!) and, since p" v" > ¢, by Lemma
we have p” < p. Therefore po < p" < p.
Hence we find
ATVi(p) = 0" = pol + |2 — pl+ 15— p'| = Ip" = p'| =
=0 —patp—patp—p—p+p =
=2(p" = p2) <C (' = p"),
where we have applied Lemma [5.5
For the second component we have
ATVi(v) = [v" — o] + |02 — | + |§ — 0| — [o" — | =

=0+0—0+9—v —0" +ol =

=0,
because v" = 1y, O < U (because p > p2) and v" > © > v (because p” < p < p! and

v+ p(p") = 0+ p(p) = o'+ p(ph)).
For the Riemann invariant w, we have:

164



o w=w" =,

e w" > g, because p" > po, v = Dg;
e 1wy < w!, by Lemma and the inequalities p! < p < po.

Therefore

ATV (w) = Jw" — o] + [ty — ] — |10 — w!| — |w" — w!| =

:w’”—w2+w—w2:2(w7“—w2):
=2(0" +p(p") — 02 — p(p2)) <
< 2M(pr_ﬁ2)7

where M is a positive constant depending on the invariant domain, because the function
p — p(p) is bi-Lipschitz by Lemma
By Lemma [5.5] there exists a constant ¢ depending on the invariant domain, for which

1 1
T < (" — )< Z (" — l
R U ()}
because p! > p if and only if v < 9.
Therefore
ATV (w) < C (v" — o),
where C is a positive constant depending only on the invariant domain. U

Case (p',v") # (p*,v")

Proposition 5.9 Assume \i(pmin, Vmin) < 0. Fiz (p',0'), (p¥,oF) and (p",v") in the
invariant domain Dy, vy wy we Such that

"+ p(p*) <o’ +p(p).

Assume that p" < pF and that a wave joining (p*,v*) to (p”,v") with negative speed
interacts in x = 0 at time t > 0 with a wave with zero speed which connects (p!,v') to
(o, k).

Then the wave with negative speed is a rarefaction wave and the wave with zero speed is
a non-classical shock. Moreover

Finally
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where Cy is a constant depending only by q and the domain Dy, vy w; ws-
For the Riemann invariant w, we have

ATV (w) < Cy Jv" — vl\,
where Cy is a constant depending only by q and the domain Dy, vy w, ws-

PROOF. Proposition ensures that p'v! = p*v* = ¢. The hypothesis vF —i—p(pk) <
o' + p(p') and Lemma imply that p* < p!. By Propositions and the wave
with zero speed is a non-classical shock. Since p" < pF, the wave with negative speed is
a rarefaction. By Remark we can consider it as a single shock.

Let us call (p™,v™) the middle state of the classical solution to the Riemann problem
with initial datum

(o0l ifz <o,

(pr,o") if x> 0.

(,0, 'U)(f’ $> = {

Since v" + p(p") = v* + p(p*), pFv* = g and p" < p*, by Lemma we find p"v" > q.
Moreover p™ v™ > p"v" > g, because the conditions v = v" and

o™ +p(p™) = v+ p(p') > vF +p(p*) = v" + p(p")
imply p™ > p".

Therefore the constraint is not satisfied and the solution RS4((p', v!), (p",v"))(0) is the
non-classical shock; see Figure [5.16]

pU pm7,vm)

o

(ﬁ27{}2) (P 7Uk)

\

! (b) After the interaction the non-classical
(a) Position of the points in the plane (p,pv).  shock appears.

Figure 5.16: Interaction between a wave with negative speed and z = 0 for the case
(p!,vh) # (pF,v*) and p¥ > p". After the interaction the constraint is not satisfied.

Since ,ol - q the solution for z < 0 is constant. Therefore
AN =2-2=0.
We have:

e p" > po, because p"v" > q = po Uy and V" = Ug;
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o py < pl, because p! > pF > p" > po.

Therefore
ATVi(p) = |p" — po| + g2 — p'| = |p" — pF| = 10" = | =
=o' —pa+p —pa—p"+p =+ =
=2(p" = pa) <C (" = p"),
by Lemma [5.5]

For the second component, we obtain
ATVy(v) = [0" = ba| + [z — 0| = [ = 0F| = [o* —o!| =
=0+0y— v —0v" 4+ 0" —F 40l =0,
because U9 = v".
For the Riemann invariant w, we have w” = w* and w* < w' by hypothesis. Moreover
Wy < w”, because p" > po and v" = ¥y. Therefore
ATVi(w) = [ — | + |13 — ] — " — w¥] - fu* — | =

= w" — by +w — 1wy —w +wF =2 W — ) =

=2(v" +p(p") — V2 — p(p2)) <

<2M (pr - [)2)7
where M is a positive constant depending on the invariant domain, because the function

p — p(p) is bi-Lipschitz by Lemma
By Lemma there exists a constant ¢ depending on the invariant domain, for which
1 1
TG < (0 =) = —(v" — o
p PQ_C(U 0) c(’” ),

because (p',v!) = (p,0).
Therefore
ATV(w) < C (v" — o),

where C' is a positive constant depending only on the invariant domain. O

5.1.4 Other interactions

Let us now consider the case of two waves interacting at time ¢, “far” from the line
z =0.

Two waves with positive speed

The next proposition states that two waves with positive speed cannot interact, provided
that the functions p — p L1(p, po,vo) passing through some point (pg,vg) in RT x R
are decreasing in the invariant domain Dy, vy w;,w,-
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Proposition 5.10 Assume A1 (pmin, Vmin) < 0. Fiz three points (p',v!), (p*,v*) and
(p",v") in the invariant domain Dy, vy w; w, and suppose that two waves with positive
speed join respectively (p!,v') to (p*,v*) and (p*,v*) to (p",v"). Then:

(i) the waves are contact discontinuities;
(ii) the waves do not interact.

Proor. By Lemma the hypothesis A1(pmin, Vmin) < 0 implies that waves with
positive speed are of the second family, i.e. contact discontinuities. Hence v! = v* = v".
The wave joining (p!,v') to (p*,v¥) has propagation speed v* and the wave connecting
(pF,v%) to (p",v") has speed v"; see Figure [5.17, Therefore no interactions happen

between the waves. O

»
& & !

(o't (p*,vF) (p",v") z

Figure 5.17: Under the hypotheses A1(pmin, Umin) < 0, two waves with positive speed
cannot interact, because they travel with the same speed.

Two waves with negative speed

The next proposition shows that two waves with negative speed can interact. After the
interaction a new wave with negative speed arises and the total variation decreases.

Proposition 5.11 Fiz three points (p',v'), (p*,v*) and (p",v") in the invariant domain
Do, vpwy s and suppose that two waves with negative speed connect respectively (p',v')
to (p*,v*) and (p*,v%) to (p",v"). If at time t > 0 the waves interact at some point
T € R, then:

(i) after the interaction only a new wave of the first family appears;

(7i) the total variation decreases or remains constant:

ATVi(p) <0, ATVi(v) <0 and ATVi(w) = 0;

(iii) the number of waves before and after the interaction decreases:

AN =1,

168



PrROOF. Waves with negative speed are of the first family, i.e. shock or rarefaction
waves. Therefore
o'+ p(p') = 0"+ p(p*) = 0"+ p(p").
At time £ we have to solve the Riemann problem with initial datum
(ol ifz <z,
(p",0") if x> Z.

(p,0)(t,2) = {

Since v' +p(p!) = v" +p(p"), the solution is a new wave of the first family. If the solution
is a shock, then the number of waves decreases:

AN =1,

If the solution is a rarefaction wave, by Remark we approximate it with a single
shock. Hence

MNN = —1.
Therefore we find (see Figure [5.18))
ATVi(p) = |p" = p'| = 10" = p*| = 1p" = '| and
ATV;(v) = [v" — '] = |o" — 0¥ — [o% = of).
By the triangular inequality, we have

0" =P < 1" = "+ 10" = p'l.

Hence
ATVi(p) < 0.
Similarly for the velocity.
For the Riemann invariant w, we have w” = w* = w!. Hence
ATV (w) = Jw" — wl| — |w" — wk| — |wk — wl| =0.

A wave has negative speed and a wave has positive speed

Proposition 5.12 Assume A1 (pmin, Vmin) < 0. Fiz three points (p',v'), (p*,v*) and
(p",v") in the invariant domain Dy, vy, w.- Assume that a wave with positive speed
joins (p!,vh) to (pF,v*) and a wave with negative speed connects (p*,v*) to (p",v") and
that the two waves interacts at time t > 0 at a point & € R. Let (p™,v™) be the middle
state of the classical solution to the Riemann problem with initial datum

{(pl,vl) if v < T,

(p,v)(f,m) = (5.26)

(p",0")  if x> .
Then:
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(', v") (p", ")

(S0

(o', 0" (p*,v) (p",0")

x T

Figure 5.18: Two waves with negative speed interact at time . After the interaction a
new wave with negative speed appears.

(i) the solution after the interaction is given by a wave of the first family joining
(p!,vh) to (p™,v™) and a wave of the second family connecting (p™,v™) to (p",v")
(the middle state always appears);

(ii) for the total variation we have:
ATVi(p) < C " —o!| ATV:(v) <0 and ATVi(w) =0,
where C' is a positive constant depending only on the invariant domain Dy, vy, ws;

(iii) the number of waves before and after the interaction remains unchanged:
AN =0,

PrROOF. By Lemma the hypothesis A1 (pmin, Vmin) < 0 implies that waves of the first
family, i.e. shock or rarefaction waves, have negative speed. Hence waves with positive
speed are of the second family, i.e. contact discontinuities. Therefore

ol =P and oF + p(p*) = 0" + p(p").
We have
v+ p(ph) # 0"+ p(p"),
otherwise it would be v' +p(p!) = v¥ +p(p*), which implies (o', v!) = (p*,v*). Moreover,
we have
ol £,
otherwise we find v*¥ = o' = v", which implies that a wave of the second should join
(p*,v%) to (p",v"). Hence the middle state (p™,v™) appears in the solution to the

Riemann problem with initial datum (5.26) and by the definition of (p™,v™), it is
connected to (p!,v') and (p",v") respectively by a wave of the first and of the second

l
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S0

Figure 5.19: One wave with positive speed interacts with another one with negative
speed. After the interaction two new waves appear: one has negative speed and one has

positive speed.

family; see Figure

If the wave joining (p',v') to (p™,v™) is a shock, then the number of waves remains
unchanged. If the wave is a rarefaction, we approximate it with a single non-classical

shock. Hence

AN = 0.
For the speed we find:
ATV;(v) = [v" —0™| + [o™ —v!| — [o" —oF| = [oF —ol| =
=0+ vl =" =0 —-0=

because v" = v™ and vF = vl.

For the Riemann invariant w, since w” = w”* and w™ = w', we find

ATV (w) = [w" — 0™ + [w™ — w!| — |w" — w| — [w" —w!| =
— |,w'r 7wm| . |wk7wl| —
= |w" —w!| - [w" —w'| = 0.

For the density we have
ATVi(p) = 1p" = p™ + 1™ = o' = Ip" = p*| = 0" = p'].

We have to distinguish different cases.
First, suppose that

o' +p(p') <" +p(p").
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If v" < o*, then (see Figure
ATVi(p)=p"—p™ +p™ = p' = p" +p" = p* + o' =0,

because:

o v =2v" and v" + p(p") = 0¥ + p(p*) > o' + p(p') = v™ + p(p™) imply p" > p™;

o v +p(p™) = vl +p(p') and v™ = v" < vF =l imply p™ > pl;

o vF +p(pF) =v" + p(p") and v" < vF imply p" > pF;

o vF =l and v* + p(p¥) > o' + p(p') imply p* > pl.
If v" > o*, then (see Figure

ATVi(p) =p" = p"™ +p = p" = p" +p" = p* +p =2(0" = p"™ +p' = p").
We claim (Claim (7)) that
pr—p" < Cl" =l + |ph = pl = C" =)+ (p" = ),

where C is a constant depending only on the invariant domain Dy, vy w;,w,- We postpone
the proof of this claim. Hence

ATVi(p) <2C (v" — o).

pv o, vk) pv (o7, v")
V) m g m
v p7,v") ) ok, vk)
P v™) )
PN\ o
(a) Case v¥ > o". (b) Case v* < v".

Figure 5.20: Interaction between a wave with negative speed and a wave with positive
speed: flux diagram. Case v! + p(p') < v* + p(p").

Now, suppose that
o' +p(p') > 0" +p(p").

If v" > v!, then (see Figure [5.21al)
ATVi(p) = p™ = p" +p = p" = p" +p" =o' +p" =0,

because:
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o 0™ =v" and v" +p(p™) = v' +p(p') > v +p(p*) = V" + p(p") imply p™ > p';
e vl <" =v™ and v™ + p(p™) = v' + p(p') imply p! > p™;
o v =vl <" and v" 4 p(p") = v* + p(p¥) imply p* > p;
e vl =¥ and v + p(p') > vF + p(p*) imply p' > pF.
If v" < o', then (see Figure
ATVi(p)=p™ —p" +p™ =p' = p" +p" =o' +p" =20 = p"+p* = ).

We claim (Claim (ii)) that
ph=p"=p" ="
We postpone the proof of this claim.

Hence
ATVi(p) < 0.
A A
pv P, u™) v Lol
T T k k

@ v G

(p", %) (v
A\ A\

(a) Case v < o". (b) Case v* > o7,

Figure 5.21: Interaction between a wave with negative speed and a wave with positive
speed: flux diagram. Case v 4 p(p') > v* + p(p").

Proof of the claims.
Claim (i): If w™ =v" + p(p") > v' + p(p!) = w! and v" > v* = v!, then
pr—p" < CR" =+ |p" =,

where C' is a constant depending only on the invariant domain Dy, vy w; ws-
Proof. Observe that

pr . pm — p—l(wr _ UT) _p—l<,wl _ vm)7

because w™ = w'. Similarly



l

i vt =0 v =", Wi
Since k and v™ " we find

pr _ pm — pfl(wr _ UT) _pfl(wl _ ’UT) and pk _ pl — pfl(wr _ ’Ul) _pfl(wl _ 'l)l).
Consider the function

v = p(v) =p Hw —v) —p (w —v).

We can write
pr—p" =) and p"—pl = o).
We find
() 1 1
2 = = - - .
Pt =) P (w" =)
Suppose that ¢ is Lipschitz continuous and let C' be the Lipschitz constant, i.e.

|¢'(v)] < C for every v € [v1,v2].
Hence we find
o) = (') < Cl" =4},
which, by the triangular inequality, implies
T pM =" = p™ o = o+ = <
S e A Al B A (O I I T A
<O =)+ " = 4.

p

We have only to show that ¢ is Lipschitz continuous.
Since w” — v > w! — v, w! > w; and p~! and p’ are increasing functions, we find

PO < | | <
pp~tw —v)l  Ip(p~H(w" —v))
1
<2 <2 su <
- p’(pl(wlv))’ B ve[vll,)vz] p’(pl(wlv))‘ -
< 2 <
N infve[vl,vz]p,(p_l(wl - U)) B

2
P (p (w1 —v2))

=:C.

Finally, let us recall the Definition of the point (pPmin, Umin), which is the solution to
the system

{v+p<p> — .

vV = V2.

We have p(pmin) = w1 — v2, which implies w; — vy > 0. Hence the constant C' depends
only on the invariant domain Dy, v, w,,we, 1 positive and is finite.
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Claim (i4): If w™ = v" + p(p") < v' + p(p') = w' and v > v", then

‘s

ph=p"=p" ="
Proof. Observe that

ph=pf =pHw =) —pH(w" =),

l

because v = v* and w" = w¥. Similarly

m s

pr—pl =p ! =) = p T =),
Hence, if we show that the function
v =) =pH(w —v) = pTH(w" —v)

is increasing, we find the thesis, because v! > v".

We have
1 1

oW —v) T P — )

W) = -

Since w! > w", we obtain:

1 1
l r -1/, -1/, .7

w-—v>w —v=p (w—-v)>p (W —v) = — > — :
Pt (wr —wv) ~ p'(p~H(w —v))

Therefore 1 is increasing. U

5.2 Wave-Front Tracking

Let us denote BV (R, R?) the set of the functions with bounded total variation defined
in R and with values in R?. In this section we are going to find a solution to the Cauchy
problem

Oip + (%(pv) =0,

A(p(v +p(p)) + Oz[pv(v + p(p))] =0,
p(t,0)v(t,0) < g,

(p,0)(0,2) = (po,vo) (),

where ¢ € RT is a fixed constant and (po, vg) is a function in L'(R) N BV (R).

(5.27)
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5.2.1 The number of waves and interactions

In Table are summarized the results obtained in the previous section on the differ-
ence A;N of the number of waves before and after an interaction between two waves,
happened at time £.

Position Interacting waves NN Propositions
x=0 Contact discontinuity and = = 0 <2 5.1} 15.4
z=0 Shock and z =0 <1 5.5] 15.6
z=0 Rarefaction wave and £ =0 <N-+1 5.8 (5.9
x#0 Two waves with positive speed Never occurs 5.10
x#0 Two waves with negative speed <0 5.11
x#0 One wave has speed > 0 and one < 0 =0 5.12

Table 5.2: List of the difference in the number of waves before and after an interaction.

The next proposition gives two estimates of the total number of waves and the total
number of interactions that appear solving the sequence of Riemann problems for a
piecewise constant initial datum, with a finite number of discontinuities.

Proposition 5.13 Assume A1(pmin, Vmin) < 0. Consider the Cauchy problem
and assume that the initial datum (pg,vo) is piecewise constant with a finite number of
discontinuities. Let k1 € N and ko € N be respectively the number of discontinuities for
x <0 and for x > 0. Let N be the number of discontinuities of a rarefaction fan.

1. The total number N of waves that appear solving each Riemann problem centred
in a discontinuity of the initial datum and at a point of interaction between two
waves or between a wave and the line x = 0, with the Riemann solvers RS in

x=0 and RS in x # 0, satisfies

NN +2+(N+1)(k + ko) +2k1 + N (N + 1) ko.

2. The total number I of interactions between the waves that appear solving each
Riemann problem centred in a discontinuity of the initial datum and at a point of
interaction between two waves or between one wave and the line x = 0 with the
Riemann solvers RSy in x =0 and RS in x # 0, satisfies

T <ki+ Nky+ N%[(ky +1)2 +2k3] + N[k? 4+ k3 + (ky + 1) ko] +
+ (k1 4 N? k) (2ky + N? ko + N (k1 + 1)].

PROOF. First, let us consider the total number of waves.
The number of waves that appear at each Riemann problem at ¢ = 0 is at most N + 2.
Indeed, let z,, be a discontinuity far from = = 0 and let (pj~,v5 ") and (p§*,v5") be
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respectively the left and right value of the initial datum at = z,. Let (py"",v5"") be
the middle state of the classical solution to the Riemann problem with initial datum

(5 k) <,
(py T op ) if x>z,

(P, U)(O’ x) = {

The highest number of wave-fronts centred in x = x,, appears when a rarefaction fan joins
(g~ v57) to (py"",vy™"), followed by a contact discontinuity connecting (pg'”, vy"") to

(pyT,v5™). In this case the total number of waves is
Nz, =N+ 1.

At 2 = 0, if the solution given by RS coincides with the classical one and if the initial
datum has a discontinuity, we can repeat the same calculation. Otherwise we have the
maximum number of waves when a rarefaction fan joins (o), v)~) to (5, ) and a contact
discontinuity joins (g, ¥2) to (p)T,v§"). In this case the number of waves is

N0:N+27

because the non-classical shock between (p,v) and (pe, ¥2) appears.

The number of waves increases only when a contact discontinuity or a rarefaction wave
reaches the line x = 0 and the increment is respectively of 2 and N + 1 waves; see
Table Since A1 (Pmin, Umin) < 0, the waves of the first family have negative speed.
Therefore, only the contact discontinuities centred in the points x, < 0 can reach the
constraint. Their contribution to the increment of the total number of waves is 2 k.
On the contrary, only waves of the first family can reach the constraint from the right.
Their maximal number is ko N, because at each discontinuity x, > 0 can arise N (non-
classical) shocks with negative speed due to the presence of a rarefaction fan. When
these shocks meet the constraint, at most N + 1 new waves arise.

Therefore the total number of waves is at most

N +2+ (N +1)(k1 +k2) + 2k + N (N +1) k.

Now, let us turn our attention to the number of interactions.

Waves of the second family do not interact together; see Table Therefore we have
to consider only the interactions between waves of the first family, between waves of the
first and the second family and between waves and x = 0. In the first case the number
of waves decreases and in the second the number remains unchanged; see Table For
t > 0, new waves can arise only as the result of an interaction between a wave of the
first or of the second family and the line z = 0.

At most k; contact discontinuities and N ko waves of the first family can reach the
constraint respectively from left and from right.

In the region z < 0 the possible interactions are the following.

e Interactions between waves of the first family: the number of waves of the first
family in the considered region at time ¢ = 07 is less than

N]{Il—I—N:N(kl—i-l),
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because from each of the k; discontinuities of the initial datum and at £ = 0
there can be a rarefaction fan. If all these waves interact together, the number of
interactions is
[N (k1 + 1))

When a wave of the first family coming from a point of discontinuity x,, > 0 reaches
the constraint, a number N of new waves of the first family can arise. Similarly
when a contact discontinuity reaches the constraint from left a new wave of the first
family can appear. If all these waves interact with each other and with the waves
of the first family centred in the discontinuities x,, < 0, the number of interactions
is

(ky 4+ N% k) (ky + N2 ky + N(ky + 1)).

e Interactions between waves of the first and the second family: at each discontinuity
x, < 0 of the initial datum arise at most ki waves of the second family and N k;
waves of the first family. If all these waves interact, the number of interactions is

k1 Nk.

From z = 0 come at most k; + N?ko waves of the first family which can interact
with the k; waves of the second family arisen in x, < 0. Therefore the number of
interactions between these waves is less than

k1(k1 + N? ko).

In the region z > 0 the possible interactions are the following.

e Interactions between waves of the first family: in the region x > 0 there are at most
N ko waves of the first family. Therefore the maximum number of interactions is

(N ko).
o Interactions between waves of the first and the second family: there are ko contact
discontinuities coming from the discontinuities x,, > 0 of the initial datum which

can interact with the Nko waves of the first family of the rarefaction fans. The
total number of interactions between these waves is less than

N k3.
The number of waves of the second family that can arise at z = 0is 1+k1+ N ko. If

all these waves interact with waves of the first family centred in the points x, > 0,
then the number of possible interactions is

(k1 + 1+ N k) N k.

Summing all the contributions and reordering the terms, we find
T <ky + Nky+ N?[(ky +1)* + 2k3] + N[kT + k3 + (k1 + 1) ko] +
+ (k1 + N?ko)(2ky + N? ko + N (ky + 1)].
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5.2.2 The total variation

In Tables and are summarized the results obtained in the previous section on
the differences of the total variation respectively in the (p,v) and in the (v,w) plane,
before and after an interaction happened at time . The points (p',v!) and (p",v") are
respectively the left and the right state of the Riemann problem which originates the
contact discontinuity or the rarefaction wave at t = 0, for the case x = 0 and for the
Riemann problem in 7 in the case z # 0. The positive constant C' depends only on the
invariant domain Dy, vy w;,ws-

Position Interacting waves ATVi(p) < | ATVi(v) <
z=0 Contact discontinuity and x =0 Clp" — p| Clp" — o
z=0 Shock and z =0 0 0
x=0 Rarefaction wave and z = 0 Clp" — p| 0
x#0 Two waves with positive speed Never occurs | Never occurs
x#0 Two waves with negative speed 0 0
x#0 One wave has speed > 0 and one < 0 | C|v" — o/ 0

Table 5.3: List of the difference of the total variation before and after an interaction
in the (p,v) plane. The points (p!,v') and (p",v") are respectively the left and the
right state of the Riemann problem which originates the contact discontinuity or the
rarefaction wave at ¢ = 0, for the case # = 0 and for the Riemann problem in ¢ in the
case x # 0. See Table for a list of the propositions in which each case is discussed.

Position Interacting waves ATV;(v) < | ATVi(w) <
x=0 Contact discontinuity and x = 0 Clw” — w'| 0
z=0 Shock and =z =0 0 0
x=0 Rarefaction wave and z =0 0 Clo™ =Y
x#0 Two waves with positive speed Never occurs | Never occurs
x#0 Two waves with negative speed 0 0
x#0 One wave has speed > 0 and one < 0 0 0

Table 5.4: List of the difference of the total variation before and after an interaction
in the (v,w) plane. The points (p!,v') and (p",v") are respectively the left and the
right state of the Riemann problem which originates the contact discontinuity or the
rarefaction wave at ¢ = 0, for the case # = 0 and for the Riemann problem in ¢ in the
case x # 0. See Table for a list of the propositions in which each case is discussed.

The next theorem states that a function with bounded variation can be approximated
with a piecewise constant function having a finite number of discontinuities. See [4] for
the proof.

Theorem 5.1 Let u be a function in BV (R,R%). For every ¢ > 0, there ezists a
piecewise constant function @ in BV (R,RY) having a finite number of discontinuities
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and such that
TV (a) <TV(u) and [|u—1 |co<e.

Corollary 5.1 Let u be a function in BV (R,R?). There exists a sequence of piecewise
constant functions {u, }, € N satisfying:

(i) for every v, the function u, has a finite number of discontinuities;

(ii) for every v, we have
TV (u,) < TV(u);

(iii) w, — u when v — +oo in L} (R).

PRrROOF. For the points (i) and (ii) we have only to apply Theorem [5.1| with

g = —.
v

To prove point (iii), let us consider a compact K C R. We find

1 v o0
/ uy (2) — u(z)| dz g/ |y — u oo do < —|K| 2252 0.
K K v

O

Consider the Cauchy problem ((5.27). The initial datum (po,v9) has bounded varia-
tion, hence applying Corollary we find a sequence (po ., o) of piecewise constant
functions with bounded variation, with a finite number of discontinuities and such that

TV (poy) +TV(voy) <TV(po) +TV(vg) for every v € N and (5.28)
Jm [ (po,ws vow) = (pos vo) [y )= 0- (5.29)

Let kY and k§ be the finite numbers of discontinuities of the function (pg ., vo, ) respec-
tively before and after x = 0. Let us define the sequence of the points of discontinuity

of (po,u,vo,) as
kY .

{xz-”}iiikf, xy <wxy,, for every i € N, (5.30)
where zf = 0 (even if z = 0 is not a point of discontinuity of (pg ., v0,)). Therefore
there exists a sequence of points {(pf)ﬂ,, vé’y)}fi_ k-1 for which we can write

ky—1
s W U |

(pO,m UO,I/) = (p07y »Vo.u )1(—oo,xik1,) + Z (pg),m U67V)1[x2'7x1_”+1)+
R A (5.31)

ky k3
+ (pO,w UO,V)]'[CL“ZEHFOO)'

For a fixed v the function (po,,vo,) is piecewise constant. Hence solving the sequence
of Riemann problems centred in the points {mi’l}ff:i,q with RS at = # 0 and RS at

180



x = 0, we obtain a solution to the Cauchy problem with initial datum (pg ., vo,) until
an interaction happens at time t!'. Solving the new Riemann problem at the point of
interaction, with either RS at = # 0 or RS% at # = 0, we find a solution until there is
a new interaction at time ¢2. Repeating the process we obtain a solution (p,,v,) to the
Cauchy problem with initial datum (po,,vo.). We call this solution “wave-front
tracking approximation”.
Proposition [5.13| ensures that the number of waves and interactions that appear with
this procedure is finite for every v and depends on the number of points of discontinuity
of the initial datum and of a rarefaction fan. Hence the function (p,,v,) is defined for
every t > 0.
Let us denote

D¥() = TVi(w,) and TL() = TVi(v,)

the functions which give the total variation respectively of w,(¢,) = v, (t,-) + p(pu(t,-))
and v, = v, (-, t) at time ¢ and

BU = TV(wQ) = TV(UO —I—p(po)) and Pg = TV(U()).

The next proposition gives an uniform estimate of the total variation for the v and w
components of the functions of the sequence {(py, v, )}ven.

Proposition 5.14 Assume A1 (pmin, Umin) < 0. Let (py,v,) be a wave-front tracking
approximation for the Cauchy problem with initial datum (po,vo,) satisfying

the conditions (5.28) and (5.29). Let & = {xz”}fz_k{ be the sequence of the points of
discontinuity of the initial datum (po,vo,) defined in and let

. . kV
{(Pé,w vé,z/)}ii_k;_1 C Dy g w1 w5

be the sequence of values of the initial datum. There exists a positive constant M such
that
IV(t) <M and T} (t) <M for every veN and t > 0.

PROOF. Let us consider an interaction between a wave of the first family joining a point
(p!,v") to a point (p*,v*) and a wave of the second family connecting (p*,v*) to (p",v").
By Proposition after the interaction the solution is given by a new wave of the
first family and a new wave of the second family. Consider the value of the Riemann
invariant w on the left and on the right of the wave of the second family, respectively w'
and w* = w". After the interaction the middle state (p™,v™) appears. The left and the
right values of the Riemann invariant w on the left and on the right of the new contact
discontinuity remain w' and w”, because w™ = w'.

Similarly, since v™ = v", the left and the right velocity of the wave of the first family
before and after the interaction are always v' and v".

If the interaction is between two waves of the first family joining respectively (p!,v') to

(p*,v%) and (p¥,v*) to (p",v"), only a new wave of the first family appears and the left
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and right velocity are v' and v". Therefore the values of the left and right speed change.
However, since

ATV;(v) <0 and ATV;(w) <0,

without loss of generality, we can assume that the left and the right traces of the speed
of a wave of the first family are constant.
If p, < K is the number of contact discontinuities that arise from the Riemann problem

with initial datum | ‘
(p,0)(0,2) = {<ﬂ6}1,v3,—;) 2 < av,

1
(p%),w U(i),u) if x> a7,
the number of waves which reach the constraint remains p,. We can assign to the wave
of the second family centred in z} the number .
The v component of the total variation changes only when a contact discontinuity reaches

the constraint (see Table [5.4]) and the contribution is
C|lw' —w"|,

where C is a constant which depends only on the invariant domain Dy, vy w, and
(p, ') and (p",v") are the left and the right states of the Riemann problem from which
the wave is born.

Since the left and the right values of the Riemann invariant w remain constant, when
the i-th contact discontinuity interacts with the line x = 0, the left and the right traces
of the component w of the wave are respectively wfj}]l and w&o.

Assume that p, = k¥ and let t*, for i € {1,...,k%}, be the instant in which the i-th
contact discontinuity reaches the constraint. Since x} < z,; and waves of the second
family do not interact together, these instants increase with 4, i.e.

ti+1 > ti.
Therefore we find
Tt +) < TS =) + Clug, ' —wo | =
=T 710) + Clug,! ' —wyy' | <
< TYM ) + Cllwg,t —wg,' |+ [wg, = wg ) <

-1
< STHO) +C Y |wp —w],| <
Pt
<T}(0)+CTy(0).
By Corollary we have
I'v0) <Ty+Ty and T'Y(0) <TH+Tg.

After t*1+ the v component of the total variation remains constant. Hence for every
t > 0, we find
o) < (C+1)(Tg+Ty) =: M.
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Similarly, the w component of the total variation increases only when a discontinuity of
a rarefaction fan born at ¢ = 0 reaches the constraint. These waves can interact with
x = 0 only if they are centred in the positive points of discontinuity of the initial datum
(po,v,v0,.), because they have negative speed. Let g, be their number. We have

¢ < N k3,

where N is the number of discontinuities of a rarefaction fan. In the region x > 0 this
number remains constant or decreases. By Proposition when we look to the total
variation, we can consider a rarefaction fan as a single non-classical shock.

Assume that the number ¢, remains constant and let us assign to each wave a number
i €{1,...,q,}. When at time # the i-th wave reaches the line x = 0, the contribution to
the w component of the total variation is at most

Clo™ — ',
where C' is a constant depending only on the invariant domain and (p',v') and (p",v")

are the left and the right states of the Riemann problem from which the wave is born.
The contribution of the i-th wave to the w component of the total variation is at most

C ‘vé,_yl - Ué,u"
Therefore, with a computation similar to the one for the v component, we find
LY () STY(H =) + Oy, — vl | <
< - <IP(0) + CT(0) <
<(CH+1)(Ty +Tp) =M.

A

O

Corollary 5.2 Under the same assumptions of Proposition[5.14, there exists a positive
constant N depending only on the invariant domain Dy, vy wy w, for which

I'’(t) < N forevery veN and t> 0.

Proor. By Lemma the pressure function is bi-Lipschitz continuous and the Lip-
schitz constant C' depends only on the invariant domain. Therefore, there exists a
sequence {(p;,v;)}jer, for which

L) =Y lpjer — il < C Y Ip(pjs1) — plpy)| =

jel jel
= C Y i +p(pj1) —vj — ppj) — vjs1 + vy <
jel
<C Z(|wj+1 —wj| + |vj41 —vs]) <
jel
< C(TVP () + TV, (t)).
We find the thesis applying Proposition O
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5.2.3 Existence of solutions to the constrained Cauchy problem

The next theorem gives a compactness property of the functions with bounded variation.
See [4] for the proof.

Theorem 5.2 Consider a sequence of functions {u,},en defined in RT x R and valued
i R™. Assume that there exist two positive constants C and M, for which

TV (u,(t,")) <C and |u,(t,z)| < M for every v €N, (t,z) € RT xR.

Moreover suppose that there exists another constant L for which for every t and s in
R*, the following inequality holds:

“+00
/ (£, 2) — (5, 2)| dz < L[t — s|.

Then there exists a subsequence {u,}, which converges to some function u in L} (RT x
R,R™). The limit function u satisfies

+o0
/ lu(t,x) —u(s,x)|de < L|t —s| for every t,s > 0.
—0o0

The point values of the limit function u can be uniquely determined by requiring that

u(t,x) = u(t,z+) := lUm wu(t,y) for all t,x.
y—r+
In this case
TV (u(t,-)) <C and |u(t,z)] <M for every t,x.

The next lemma states that a sequence of weak solutions to a system of conservation
laws is compact. See [4].

Lemma 5.7 Let {u,}, be a sequence of weak solutions of the system of conservation

laws
O+ Oz f (u) = 0. (5.32)

Assume that there exists a function u such that

VE{{IOO |y —u HL}OC(R): 0 and VETOO | fuy) = f(u) HL}OE(R): 0.

Then u is a weak solution to the system .

PROOF. Let ¢ be a function in CL(R* x R) and let @ C Rt x R be its support. For
every v € N the function u, is a weak solution to (5.32)), hence w, and f(u,) are in
Ll (R x R) and

/ (Orpuy + 03¢ f(uy)) dxdt = 0.
R+ xR
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Since u, — u in LllO . When v — +o00, we can extract a subsequence, which we still denote
uy, such that for a.e. (t,z) € Q, we have

Qb (t, ) uy (t, ) L= Qb (t, ) ult, o).
Since f is continuous, on the same subsequence we have
Ot ) f(un(t,2)) 5 06(t, ) f(ult, ).

The limits d;¢u and 9,¢ f(u) are in L , because ¢ has compact support, d;¢ is con-

loc’
tinuous (hence limited on ) and u and f(u) are in L}

loc*
Finally, let us define

co=sup [l uy [l and ca =sup || f(u) 1 -
veN oc veN ¢

We have:
Oipuy + 029 f(wn)] < [Ordpun| + 1029 fluy)

and for every v we find:

|Opuy| <cr- sup [Opp| and [0:¢ f(uy)| < ca- sup |09l

(t,x)eQ (t,z)eQ

Since the right terms of these inequalities are integrable, we can apply Lebesgue’s The-
orem and we have the thesis. O

We are now ready to prove that the constrained Cauchy problem ({5.27)) admits a solution.

Theorem 5.3 Assume Ai(pmin; Vmin) < 0. Let (po, v0) C Doy vo,wi,ws b€ a fized function.
The constrained Cauchy problem has a weak solution (p,v) defined for everyt > 0.

ProoOF. By Corollary there exists a sequence (po,, vo,,) of piecewise constant func-
tions with bounded variation, with a finite number of discontinuities and satisfying
and . For every v we can define a wave-front tracking approximation (p,, v, ) which
is a weak solution of the ARZ system by construction.

For every ¢t > 0 and for every v € N, there exists constant M > 0 such that

TVi(py) < M and TVi(vy) < M.

Since the initial datum (pg,vo) is in Dy, 4ywy,we, there exists a positive constant for
which for every v, we have

|(py,vn)(t, )] < N for every (t,x) € RT x R,

Moreover for two instants ¢t > s, denoting
A= sup{]/\i(p, U)’ r1=1,2, (107 U) € DU17U27w17w2}7
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we find

+oo _
/ lpv(t,2) — pu(s,x)|de < (t —s) A sup TV-(p) and

—o0 TE[s,1]

+oo
/ vy (t, ) — v, (s, x)|dr < (t — 8) X sup TVy(v).

—o0 TE[s,t]

Indeed, consider for example the p component. If we assume that the function p, has a
single discontinuity between two states p! and p”, having propagation speed \, we find

/R pult2) — pu(s, )| dx = (¢ — 5) Alp — o),

i.e. the integral is equal to the product between the space covered by the discontinuity
within the interval [s,?] and the size of the jump. If there are more discontinuities and
we assume that in the interval [s, t] does not happen any interaction, then we can repeat
the same idea to each discontinuity and we find

/R pw(t,2) = pu(s,2)| dx < (t — 5) ATVi(p).

Finally, if an interaction happens at time # € [s, ], we find

/ 1pults @) — puls, )] do < / (Uou(t.2) — pulEs )] + |uE.2) — po(s,2)]) de <
R R

< (t—s) A (TVi(p) + TVi(p)) <
)

<2(t—s)A sup TV,(p).
TE[s,t]

Similarly if there are more interactions and for the v component.
Therefore there exists a constant L > 0, for which

+oo
/ lpv(t,2) — pu(s,x)|de < Lt —s| and

+00
/ |vy(t,2) — vy (s,x)| de < L |t — s].

—00

Hence we can apply Theorem for every ¢t > 0, there exists a subsequence of (p,,v,)
and a function (p,v) such that

v—400

(pu,vp)(t,x) — (p,v)(t,x) for every x € R,

TVi(p) <M, TV, (v) <M and |(p,v)(t,z)] <N for every (t,z) € RT xR.

Since f is continuous, even f(p,v) is bounded. Hence (p,v) and f(p,v) are in Ll .
Applying Lemma (p,v) is a weak solution to ([5.32]).
Finally, we have to show that for a.e. z € R, we have

(p7v>(07x) = (,00,1)0)(1‘). (5-33)
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Since at = 0 we use the Riemann solver RS, for almost every ¢ > 0 the left and the
right traces of the solution at x = 0 satisfy the constraint:

p(t, 0£) v(t, 0£) < g,
where

(p,v)(t,0+) := lim (p,v)(t,x) and (p,v)(t,0—) = lim (p,v)(t,2)

z—0+ z—0—

are respectively the right and left traces of the solution at x = 0.
Fix € > 0. There exist two numbers N and ¢ such that for every v > N and t € [0,1),
we have

a(v,t) =l (p,0)(t,-) = (v o)t ) Iy, <&
(V’ t) H (puavl/)( ) (pO,VaUO,V)(') HL110c< ¢ and
c(v) =l (po.v,v0.) () = (po,v0) (") Iy <e.

Fix v > N. By the triangular inequality, for every ¢t € [0,%) we obtain

| (0, 0)(t,) — (p0,0) () llzz < alw,t) +b(w,1) + c(v) <
< 3e.

Hence the condition ([5.33)) holds. O
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