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Abstract: In this article, we study the inviscid limit of the solution to the Cauchy problem of a one-dimensional
viscous conservation law, where the second-order term is nonlinear. Under the assumption that the inviscid
equation admits a piecewise smooth solution with two noninteracting entropy shocks, we prove that the
solution of the viscous equation converges uniformly to the piecewise smooth inviscid solution away from
the shocks, even the strength of shocks is not small.
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1 Introduction

In fluid mechanics, it is well known that a fluid is composed of a large number of molecules that continuously
make thermal motion and have no fixed equilibriums. When there is a relative sliding among adjacent layers
of a fluid, shear stress, which is known as the viscous stress, will occur due to the interaction of these
molecules. Actual fluids in nature are all viscous fluids. The motion of one-dimensional (1D) viscous fluids
is described by the viscous conservation laws:

OUE + Oy f(uf) = e0,(B(uf)oyuf), ut€R™, x€RL t>0, (11

where u¢ denotes the density, velocity, or other physical quantities, and B is called the viscosity matrix. In the
case where the viscosity is small and the relative sliding velocity is not large, the viscous stress will be small,
and the thermal conduction and diffusion effects can be neglected; thus, the fluid is considered to be an ideal
fluid. In this way, ideal models are only approximations of real fluids. The motion of ideal fluids can be
represented in the following system of conservation laws:

ou+ o f(w)=0, u€Ry, xeR, t>0. (1.2)

In many physical phenomena and their numerical computations, to study the asymptotic relation between the
viscous parabolic system (1.1) and its associated inviscid hyperbolic equations (1.2) in the limit of small
dissipations for various viscous terms is of considerable significance. In general, the motion of the fluid is
always in a domain with boundaries, and solutions of conservation laws will produce singularities except for
some special cases (see [1-4], such as shock waves). The viscous flow will display singular behavior in the limit
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of small viscosity [5]. So the topic of vanishing viscosity limit has attracted much attention especially
for problems in the presence of shocks and boundaries (see [6-14] and references therein).

The structure of the viscosity matrix also plays an important role in the proof of vanishing viscosity limits.
The case of identity viscosity matrix has been studied in [7-9,12,14,15] for both Cauchy problems and initial
boundary value problems. Among these studies, the vanishing viscosity limit of solutions to a 1D quasilinear
parabolic system in the presence of a single shock discontinuity is studied in [7], where the solution of
the inviscid problem is piecewise smooth with a single shock satisfying the entropy condition. It is proved
that if the strength of the single shock is small for the underlying inviscid flow, then the solution to the viscous
system will converge to the solution of the inviscid system away from the shock as the viscosity coefficient €
tends to zero. When the viscosity term is nonlinear, the boundary-layer problems have been discussed
in [10,11,13,16-19], where the nonlinear viscosity led to more complicated analyses and computations.

In this article, enlightened by [7], we consider the Cauchy problem of the scalar case of (1.2). Precisely
speaking, we study the asymptotic equivalence between the viscous problem with the general viscous term

oUt + 0y f(UE(x, 1)) = edy(b(ud)a,uf), t>0,x € R, ueR] (1.3)
ut(x, t = 0) = uf(x), (1.4)
and the inviscid problem
ou + o f(u(x,t)) =0, t>0, xR, 1.5)
u(x, t = 0) = ud(x), (1.6)
where f is smooth, and we require that
fw)y<0 and f”(u)>0. @7n
Moreover, b(u) in the viscous term is a nonnegative smooth function, and there exists g(u(x, t)) satisfying
g'(u(x, t)) = b(u(x, t)). (1.8)

We assume that (1.5)—(1.6) admits a piecewise smooth solution, which satisfies the following conditions:
() u(x, t) is a distributional solution of the hyperbolic equation (1.5) in R x [0, T] with T > 0;
(i) there are two disjoint smooth shock curves x = si(t),i = 1,2,0 < t < T, so that u(x, t) is sufficiently smooth
at any point x # s;(t),i =1, 2;
(iii) the limits

oXu(si(t) = 0,0) = lim oX(u(x, 1), and (1.9)
x—si(t)”
OXu(si(t) + 0,¢) = lim oX(u(x, v)), (1.10)
x—-si(t)*

exist and are finite fort < T and i =1, 2;
(iv) the Lax entropy condition is satisfied at x = s;(t),i =1, 2, i.e,,

Fucs(o) - 0,) > f‘i—st > fus(e) + 0, 0)). @1

Then, u(x, t) is a unique piecewise smooth solution with two noninteracting shocks of (1.5) for [0, T].

For m(x) € C;’(R) satisfying 0 < m(x) <1,

1) |X| < 1)
m(x) = {0, x| =2, (112)
hGo),  1<x] <2,
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with 0 < h(x) <1 being a smooth function. Let m; = m(%syi([)), i=12,y€ (g, 1). In [7], the initial data of
the two types of equations are not involved. Here, to avoid the phenomenon of the initial layer, we assume that

the initial data u{(x) have the following asymptotic expansion:

3 3 3
g = mu Y eul(E, 0) + my Y ei(n, 0) + (L= my = my) Y eufCOllpgnirw) < Ce% (113)
i=0 i=0 i=0
where ul(¢, 0), @(n, 0), and u} are the known functions in the process of expansions near or away from the
shocks. In this way, the initial data u§ is a more general version than the so-called “well prepared” initial data
in the previous research.

We study the evolution and structure of viscous shock layers, which are related to the viscous shock
profiles [20], and their interaction with interior hyperbolic inviscid flow, and show that the uniform conver-
gence of the viscous solutions to the piecewise smooth inviscid flow away from the shock discontinuities
without the assumption that the strength of the shocks is small. We obtain the results of the inviscid limit
for the Cauchy problem as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that the inviscid equation (1.5) is strictly hyperbolic, and there exists a constant &, > 0
such that u(x, t) is a piecewise smooth solution with two noninteracting shocks of (1.5)-(1.6) up to time T > 0,
then for each 0 < € < &), the nonlinear viscous equations (1.3)—(1.4) with the initial data satisfying (1.13) have
a unique smooth solution ué(x, t) € C([0, T]; H*R)) such that

sup [lusC, ) - uC, OFdx < Ce?, (L14)
0<t<T R
sup |G, t) - u(,t)|<Cs i=1,2,
Osth 1.15)
|X=si(t)|ze¥
where% <o0<1, g <y <1, and Cis a positive constant.

By the method of multiple-scale asymptotic expansions, we first construct the four-term approximate
solutions of the viscous equations (1.3) in different regions, and then match them up to obtain the approximate
solution in the whole space. For the leading order functions with fast variables, we derive the explicit solution
formulas of the shock profiles from the ordinary differential equations, so that we can clearly obtain the
exponential decay property. Then, similar to [14], we decompose the viscous solution into two parts with
the term £'/2*%p, with 0 < § < 1/2, to carry out energy estimates of the error equation of ¢, and we prove that
the approximate solution converges uniformly to the viscous solution ué(x, t). Consequently, the vanishing
viscosity limit can be verified away from the shocks. Moreover, the method here can also be applied to the case
of finite noninteracting shocks.

2 Construction of the approximate solution

In this section, we use the method of matched asymptotic expansions to give a detailed construction of
the approximate solution ity(x, t) to (1.3)-(1.4).

2.1 Outer expansion

Away from the shocks, we expand the viscous solution as

ué ~ ul(x, t) + eul(x, t) + 2u(x, t) + 3ud(x, t) +... . 2.1
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Substituting it into (1.3) and equating the coefficients of different orders of ¢ give

O(1) : 8,u® + o, f(u®) = 0, 2.2)
0(e) : aut + ox(f' () = dx(b(u)o,u?), (2.3)
0(?) : du? + 3, (f'(u)u?) = o5(b(uO)ut) ~ %0x(f HUBIUDH) 24

0(%) : 0ui® + Ox(f (uOu?) = O3(b(u)u?) + %ai(b’(uo)(ul)z)

1 2.5
- o WO - u) - Eax(f’”(uo)(ulf).
We now require the initial data of the outer functions u! (i = 0, ...,3), which are as follows:
u’(x, 0) = ud(x), (2.6)
ul(x,0) = ul(x), i=123. 2.7)

Note that problems (2.2)—(2.6) for the leading order outer function are exactly the nonlinear problems
(1.5)-(1.6). Therefore, we take u° to be the given unique piecewise smooth solution with two noninteracting
shocks of (1.5)—(1.6). We assume the initial data ué(x), i =1,2,3 are smooth, then the functions u!, u%, and u3
determined by the linear equations are generally discontinuous at shock curves x = s;(t), i = 1, 2, but smooth
up to the shocks [2,4].

2.2 Expansions near shocks

Near the shock x = s;(t), we approximate u® as
U, 6) ~ uJ(E 6) + eud(E, ) + el 1) + Eud(E, O + .
where

X — s4(t)
£

¢= + 81(t, &),

and 6, is a disturbance of the shock position, which is to be determined. Assume that the expansion of §,(¢, €) is
8i(t, &) = 8(t) + e81(t) + 282(t) +.. .

Substituting it into (1.3) and equating the coefficients of different orders of ¢ give

o301 - si03ad - oo = o
0(1) : 3(budud) - (Ul + $1(H)oeul = 820l + dul,
0(e) : FUBUULE, 1) - B(f UOu?) + $:(t)oeu?
= Sload + 80agul + ol + 2oy ) - SO,
0(e2) : BA(b(udu?) - dp(f(udu?) + $1()oeu’
= 820l + 810zul + 800u? + du? + o(f (Ol - ud)
+ %aaf"f(uf)(u;)% - Op[b(u)og(ul - u?)] - %a%(b”(us")(uslf),

. ds; &; _ déf
where $i(t) = ', 6{ = 5",

= =123
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In the matching region, we expect both the expansion near the shock and the expansion outside
to be effective, so they must agree with each other in the matching region. Then, the following relations,

the so-called matching conditions hold if & - +oo:
ud(€, 6) = u'(s1(6) £ 0, ) + o(D),
ug(€, 1) = ul(si(6) £ 0, 1) + (€ = 8)0U(s:(8) £ 0, 1) + o(D),
UG, 6) = ur(si(6) £ 0,6) + (§ = 83U (s1(8) + 0, 8) = 8{a,u’(su(t) £ 0, 1)
+ (- SO £ 0,0) + o),
U, ) = W(si(t) £ 0, 1) + (€ = 81)au(s1(t) £ 0, t) = S{ou'(su(t) £ 0, 1)
1
+ (€= 80 (si(D) £ 0,8) = §{0u(si(D) £ 0, 8) = (€ = 61)S105u’si(D) + 0,1)
+ (6 - SO0 £ 0,0) + o).
Similarly, near the shock x = s,(t), we approximate u® as
UECX, €) ~ T, ©) + elg(n, £) + €230, O) + T, ) + ...,

where

= + 8yt €),

_X- Sz(t)
&

(2.8)

2.9)

(2.10)

(211

and &, is a disturbance of the shock position, which is to be determined. Assume that the expansion of §(¢, €) is

8y(t, ) = 89(t) + e65(t) + €28X(t) + ... .
Plugging it into (1.3) and equating the coefficients of different orders of &, we have
1
0D : B3B@NE) - 0,(f (@) + $x(oy} = 670,80 + B,
0(e) : (BTN, 1) = 3y(f(@)T) + $2()3y T

= Sjo,ul + 6oy} + a1l + 0,/ @) - IV @@,

10, f (T = $5()0yT) ~ 8y(b(T)3, 1) = 0,

0(e?) : oy(b(ENTS) = 0y(f (@) + $p(O)OuS

= 8}0,u + 870,11, + 890, + Al

1 1
+ op(f (@)@ - TH) + oyl f (@HT)] = 3y[b ()0 (s - T = (b (@) )°),

_dé

where $,(t) = L 621 = l= 1,2, 3. Also, in the matching region, when p —» +o, we have

de’
ad(n, ) = u%(sy(t) £ 0, 1) + o(D),
@i, ) = ul(sy(t) £ 0,8) + (n = ENAUN(sy(t) £ 0, 8) + o(D),
a2(n, t) =u(sy(t) £ 0, ) + (n = 8DAUN(s2(0) £ 0, 1) — 830,U%(sx(t) £ 0, 1)

# 20 = Y50 £ 0,0) + 0(D),

a0, 6) = u¥(s2(t) £ 0, ) + () = 8)0T(s(t) £ 0, 8) = 830, (sx(t) + 0, 8)

+ %(n - 6N202I(sy(t) + 0, 1) — 520, @°(sy(t) £ 0, t) — (1 — 8)S,02T%(s,(t) £ 0, 1)

- < - P50 £ 0,0) + o)

(2.12)

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)
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Now, let us discuss the solvability of each order functions usi, Hsi with i =0, ...,3 in the expansions near

the shocks. Note that near x = s;(t), u2(¢, t) satisfies
e f(Ud(E, 1) = $(OUE, £) = (b(W(&, 0)Fzud(E, 1),
uJE, ) ~ w = wsy(t) - 0,1), & -,
Ud(E, ) = up = u'(sy(t) + 0,1), & +o,
Near x = sy(t), it follows that
Onf (@(n, 1)) = $u()OE (0, 1) = By(b(T(n, )AL (0, 1)),
a(n, ) = G = u(s2(t) = 0,0), =~
a0, ) = U = u'(so() + 0,8), 1 = +oo,

We have the following existence and properties of u? and @?.

(2.16)
217

(2.18)

(2.19)
(2.20)

2.21)

Lemma 2.1. There exists a unique smooth solution ud(&, t) to the boundary value problems (2.16)-(2.18),

such that

l0gud(n, t)| < Ce™504,

(2.22)

where 8, > 0 is a constant. Similarly, problems (2.19)—(2.21) also have a smooth solution ad(n, t) satisfying

19,20(n, t)| < Ce~Si,

where &, > 0 is a constant.

Proof. It follows from (2.16) that

(2.23)

F@dE 006U, 1) = $(D0eu(E, ©) = b€, D)OeuS(E, ) + bug(§, ), O).

By setting P = 9:u, we have

_ FWE D) - 80 - 9eb(us'E, t))P

0,
i bGE, 1)

Integrating (2.24) from 0 to ¢ shows that

In

PE) _ j—f’(us"(p, 0) - 50 -~ 9B, 1)
P(0) 4 b(l(p, 1)) P

ie.,

0 (u(0, t)b(w)
b(ul(E, 1))

O, t) =

b, 0)

Again integrating (2.25) from —® to +o, we have

U - u; = 0gug (0, t)b(ul)_J;b(usO(g, t) eXp[O b(ug(p, 1))

Then,

U — U

aguso(o, t)b(u;) = ) : .
Is‘f (us(p,t))—s(t)dp’df

+00 1
L. badE 0) PP bl 0)

{10, 0) - 50, ]

[f@e.0 350,

(2.24)

(2.25)
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Combining it with (2.25) gives

[RACIIREEN
0 bulp,1)

(uy - up) eXp[

osu(E, ) =

If [ wdp,t) - 5@ dp] ds

bl )] ex
588 D))o b, 00 P o baudio,0)

Similarly, the solution #2(n, t) of (2.19) and (2.21) satisfies

(@ - ) expy), b@d(p, t))

andp]

o (n, t) =

S T N1 @) -0 '
b(@;(n, )., bd(n, 0) eXp[IO @ 0)  badp,0) dp]d”

Thus, the entropy condition (1.11) and the boundedness of b(-) imply (2.22) and (2.23).

Next, according to (2.9), we expect u_ to be
ul = &-9,u(s(t) £ 0,t) + 0(1), & - o,
This suggests us to write

usl(f’ t) = Vl(rl: t) + Dl(f: t))

where D(¢, t) is a smooth function and satisfies

E' axuo(s(t) - 01 t)’ E <-1,

Di(¢,t) = E-oul(s(t) +0,8), &>1.

It follows from (2.2) that
%u”(s(t) +0,1) — (B, f(WO(s(t) £ 0, 1)) — $(t))ou’(s(t) £ 0, t) = 0.

We substitute (2.26) into (2.2) to obtain

DHBUIE, IVA(E, 1) = O¢(3uf (UAE, DIVAE, ) + S(DVA(E, 1) = 8,0ul(E, 1) + h(E, 1),
where

h(E, ) = (&, t) = OHb(u(E, )ID1(E, 1) = $(FD1(E, t) + B¢(Buf (g€, D1(E, 1))

Therefore,

—_— 7

(2.26)

2.27)

h(E, t) = OEF (UL(E, £)OuL(E, t) - E0,U(S(E) £ 0, t) + [0 f (W&, 1)) = S(D)]Bxtto(S(t) £ 0, 1) + duL(E, t)

¢ ¢
= O (U0, )00, 1) - Eu(s(t) £ 0,1) + [20;u(a, Hydo - [0l t)do.
0 0

In view of Lemma 2.1, there exists a positive constant &, > 0, such that
|h(E, t)| < Ce%0ldl,
Define H(¢, t) = JOE h(o, t)do; substituting it into (2.27), we obtain
Be[b((E, O, D] = [f(UE, 1) = SO, ) + Sou (&, 8) + HE, ) + c(D),

where c(t) is a function to be determined.

(2.28)
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Lemma 2.2. There exists a unique smooth solution Vi(¢, t) to equation (2.28) and satisfies

) — Fou s ~alé] & —o
VD) = 8@ - f(w)) 1[“15.10+ H_+ c(t)] + O(De™", & , (2.29)
) = f )™ MuSy + He + c(t)] + 0¥, & > +oo,

where H, = limg..H (¢, t), 0> 0.

Proof. It follows from (2.28) that

86 - fWE, 1)

DG o) P OV 0 = 8E 0 + HE O + (o)

0e(b(ud(§, M, 1) +

which is equivalent to

o

0
80 - £, 0) p”

BU(E, VA, ©) exp lj 2. 1)

(2.30)

$ury 0
= (620, £) + HE, 1) + c()] exp I%W ; ’

Integrating (2.30) from a to ¢ shows that

1500 - fap, D)4

b€, O)(E, t) e P b(ul(p, t))

] - b(ul(a, ) Vi(a, t)

; T v e 0
) J'[SlousO(T: t) + H(z,t) + c(t)] exp aW

a

dp’d‘[.
Then,

Vi, ) =

b(ul(a, ))Vi(a, D . J'S(t) fulp, 0, ap
bl(¢, 1)) bul(p, t))

13 T,
1 .0 $(t) - fwd(p, 1)
+ BOC D) ) J:[é1 ul(t,t) + H(t, t) + c(t)] EXP[J.—b(u . 0) dpidr.

4
It follows from (1.11) that
Elirgo o1&, t) ~ O(1) exp{-alél}, @ >0. 0
Now, we can select c(t) and &) so that they satisfy the matching conditions (2.9) and (2.28). We obtain
from (2.9) that
Elim Vi(E, t) = ul(s(t) £ 0, 1) - S2ud(s(t) £ 0, t)
and gain
6, + H. + c(t)] = [$(6) = F@)][u(s(t) + 0, ) = 50,u(s() + 0, 1)], 231
[wé! + H.+ c(®)] = [8(t) - Fupl[u(s(t) - 0, 1) - 820,u°(s(t) - 0, 1)]. (2.32)
Subtracting (2.31) from (2.32) gives

80 uy = up) + H = Ho = [$(t) - fuplul(s(t) - 0, 6) = [§(8) = Fu)lu'(s(t) + 0, 1)
+ P{I5() - funlou’(s(t) + 0, 6) = [$(t) - fu)]ou’(s(t) - 0, )},
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Thus, we obtain a first-order linear ordinary differential equation for & as follows:
20
81 + Wi(t)8) — Wy(t) - Hy(t) = 0,
where Wi(t), W,, and Hy(t) are the known smooth functions. Combining with (2.31) gives the expression

of 80 that

dp)dr,

80(t) = 82(0) exp[—JWp)dp + [(wao) + Hy(@) exp) [ wicp)
0 0 t

which is a smooth function. Substitute 6 back into (2.31) or (2.32) to obtain c(t). Again, substitute §{ and c(t)
into (2.29) to solve Vi(n, t).

Proposition 2.1. u} and 8 are the smooth functions, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

ul = ul(si(t) £ 0, 1) + (£ - DA U(s1(t) + 0, 1) + O(1)e™¥l, & > oo, (2.33)
And i1} and ) are the smooth functions, there exists & > 0 such that

il = w(sy(t) £ 0, 1) + (n = 8)AuU’(sy(t) + 0, t) + O(1)e M, n - oo, (2.39)

Similarly, we can determine 8¢, u?, 2, 65, ul, %, 2, and 2.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that the convexity condition 8%f(x, t) > 0 holds for <t < T, then
00, f(ug(€, ) < 0, (2.35)

8,0, f(@(n, 1)) < 0. (2.36)
Proof. Since

& fr )0 iy
@(si(0) + 0,) = w(si(6) = 0, ) EXPUa %dp]

Oul(E, t) =

’

b, t))LD b(u;%, o) EXP

EFr(ud -
[ @p,0)- 50
o dp0) dpldf

N @(p, 1)) - §(t
WO(sy(8) + 0, £) — u0(sy(t) - 0, 1)) epra de]

ar)ﬂso(’]: t) =

+oo N £70:50 e
0 1 J @p,0) - 5(t)
b, t)).[m bdn,0) XP [L b (p, 1)) dp’dn
Then, it follows from the entropy condition (1.11) that aguso <0and 6,71730 < 0. Furthermore, we have

0:0uf (ud(E, ) = 0if (W&, )oul(E, v),
8y0uf (@(n, ) = Af (Wd(n, £))3,@(n, t). O

2.3 Approximate solutions

We now construct an approximate solution to (1.3) by patching the truncated outer and shock-layer solu-
tions as

O(x, t) =ul(x, t) + eul(x, t) + ef(x, t) + eud(x, t), x=#s(t), i=1,2,

X — Sq(t X — Sq(t
5o 6= a3 04 st g7, t] . gug[fl“ v 80+ e8] + €267t
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+ ey

X - s1(t)
s €

+ 8 + e8] + 282, t],

X — sq(t
fl() + 80 + e8] + e262, t]+.s3us3

X = $(t) X — $(t)

+ 8 + e85 + £262, t] + ell}

bx, £) = 2 £ 80+ e8] + €267, t]

+ g2}

X - Sz(t) X = SZ(t)
& &

+ 8 + 65 + £262, t].

+ 89+ e8] + 262, t] + 33

The functions u;, ul, @, &}, and 8., i = 0,1,2,3 were given in the previous section. Then, the approximate
solution to (1.3) is defined as

U(x,t) =mhL + myh + (1 - my — my)0 + d(x, t) = uq(x, t) + d(x, t), 2.37)

where m; = m(X_gsyi(t)), i=12y€ (g, 1) with m being defined in (1.12), and d(x, t) is a higher-order correction

term to be determined. Due to the structure of the various orders of inner and outer solutions, i1, solves

5
Orlly + Oy f (Tg) — €05(D(Ta)dxTTa) = Y qi(X, 1), (2.38)
i=1
To(x, t = 0) = my ) eul(E, 0) + my Y £@i(n, 0) + (1 - my ~ my) Y eluf(x), 2.39)
i=0 i=0 i=0

where ¢;(x, t) are the smooth functions as follows:
£2
Gx,)=1-m - mz)”f 0) - fu®) - ef (WO - e Wu? - 7}” 7 (uO)(uh)?

- & W) - u) - %3f 7O - e W' - u?) - %4f " (U W??

- £03(buu)

X

— 8—4f”’(u°)((u1)2~ uZ) — 8—4f(4)(u°)(u1)4
2 24

- o w) + Ja0rura + o + Ao
a0 = mll[fal) - ) = e dud - el - el - Sy

-0 .1 .2 .3 .
+ e3ud + 46 ud + S;ul + Sul + S;ul - sud+ 86121182),(’,

3
- ) ud) - o @)y

a5(x, t) = mz[[f (L) - f(@5) - ef (a)a; - e (@)ag - ¥ (a)a - %zf (@)

3 0.3 olio  ¢2o9 &30 _ o 3 252
+ gsatus + 84(62 Us + 62us + 62 Us + 62 Us = S + 862”3 )x ’
X

- et ) - Sty
q,(x, ) = 0gmy( = 0) + 0emy(ly — O) + f(muly + maply + (1 — my — my)0)x — {my (L) + my (L)

+ (1 - my - m)f(0)}x + &(b(0)0y)x + oxmu(f (L) - f(0)) + xma(f(L) - f(0))

+ e{my(b(L) = b(0))(L = O)x + my(b(h) = b(0))(Lr = O)x}y = €0xmy(b(ly) — b(0))(L — O)x

- €0xmy(b(L) = b(0))(L, = O)x + e{myb(0)(L; = O)y + meb(O)(I; = O)x}x

= €0xmub(0)(L = O)y = €9;meb(O)(I; = O)y + {mu(b(ly) = b(0))Ox + my(b(I) = b(0))Ox}x

= €0ymy[b(ly) = b(0)]0y = €0xmy[b(L) = b(0)]0y = e{g(muly + maly + (1 = my = mM2)0)}xy,
qs(x, t) = d; — e(g(Ug) = g(Ug = M)y + (f(Ua) = f(lla = D))x-
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In view of our construction, we have (i) suppq, € {(x,t) : s;(t) + & <xorx<s(t) - &', 0<t<T, i=1,2}
T

dkq,(x, ) = 0Es™,  [(l0kq,C, DIFdD} < 0EThDY,  k=0,1,2, 2.40)
0

(i) suppq, € {(x, t) : s1(t) — 28¥ < x < §(t) + 2¢¥, 0 <t < T},

o gy(x, 1) = 0D, k=0,1,2, (2.41)
(i) suppq; € {(x, 1) : $1(t) — 28V < x < 55(t) + 2¢¥, 0 < ¢t < T},

0kqy(x, ) = 0)eB»,  k=0,1,2, (2.42)
(iv) suppq, S{(x, ) : &¥ < [x - s(t)| £ 2¢¥, 0t < T},

akq,(x, t) = 0(V)e® Dy, k=0,1,2. (2.43)
Here, we have used the estimate

oLk - 0) = 0, 1=0,1,2, (2.44)
on{(x,t): & < |x - s1(t)| <2¢¥, 0=t < T} Similarly,

'L - 0) = 0™y, 1=0,1,2, (2.45)

on {(x,t): & < |x — sy(t)| < 2¢¥, 0 <t < T}, which can be obtained by the matching conditions (2.8)-(2.11),
(212)-(2.15), and O(1) = exp{-ay||}. Set R¢ = Zzl:lqi(x, t), then R = O(1)e¥. We now choose d(x,t) to be
the solution of the diffusion problem

4
d; = e(b(ug)dy)x — 2 qix, t),
A l_zzlq (2.46)

d(x, 0) = 0.

Consequently, for i,, we obtain the conservative form
Oclly + af(lf_‘a) = €0x(b(lg)0xlla) = E(b(Ug)dy)x = €[8(Ta) = U ]xx + (f (o) = f(Ua))x, (2.47)

with the initial data (2.39). It then remains to estimate the linear diffusion wave d(x, t).

Lemma 2.4. Let d(x, t) be the solution of (2.46). Then, the following estimates

T
Sup (1A, + €[ 10:dlayg dt < CE™, 2.48)
0<tsT 0
T
Sup [0y, + &f 1971 g At < CEW2, (2.49)
0<t<T 0
T
sup 105, + e 02l 5yt < CEM, 250
0<t<T 0
E
sup [|d(x, O|r=w) < Ce 2, (2.51)
0<t<T
Ty-3
sup [|oxd(x, O)||=®) < Ce 2, (2.52)
0<t<T

hold for allt € [0, T].
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Proof. Multiplying (2.46) by d, integrating on R, and using integration by parts, we obtain

1d
—— |2 2 . =
2 dti’d dx + eﬁ[b(ua)wxdl dx + TR[al Redx = 0.

By the uniform parabolic condition and Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain (2.48). Let D = 9,d, and D satisfies

Dt = g(b(ua)D)xx - asty

D(x,0) = 0. (2.53)

Then,

1d
2 p2 _ 2 -1 p2 2 5p

2 dtID dx + (Co - Pef10:Dldx < e[ D2dx + C[D%x + ce,

R R R R

where f is small enough satisfying Cy — > 0. Then, it is easy to obtain (2.49) after integration over[0, T]. Next,
let D = 8,D, and D satisfies

l?t = &(b(ua)D)xxx — aiRg’ (2.54)
D(x,0) = 0.
By the same procedure, we obtain (2.49). It follows from (2.48) and (2.49) that
1 1 -
sup [|d(x, O|l=w®) < V2 ||d(x, t)||§é||axd(x, t)||§“% <ce. (2.55)
0<t<T
Similarly, (2.52) follows from (2.49) and (2.50). O

Lemma 2.5. Let @i,(x, t) be defined as in (2.37). Then,

Wi, t) + 0e,  Ix-s)ze,i=1,2,
To(x, 1) = {ud€, 0 + 0eY,  |x - si()] < 2¢, (2.56)
ad(n, t) + O(1eY,  |x - sy(b)| < 2.

Proof. According to our construction process, we have

I +d, |x = s1(0)| < &,

O+m-0)+d, &< |x - 5(b)] < 287,
i (x,t) =10 + d, [x = si(t)] = 2¢e%,i=1,2,

O+myL-0)+d, & <|x-s(t) <2,

L +d, |x = s2(0)| < &,

where O(x, t) = u%(x, t) + O(1)e on |x - si(t)] > &, i =1,2, and L(x,t) = ul(&,t) + O(1)e" on si(t) — 2&¥ <
x < s;(t) + 2¢v. Similarly, L(x, t) = @2(n, t) + O(1)&¥ on s,(t) — 2&¥ < x < sy(t) + 2¢V. These, together with the
structure of the approximate solution, result in (2.56). (I

3 Vanishing viscosity limit

In this section, we prove that there exists an exact solution of (1.3) in the vicinity of the approximate solution
constructed and establish the asymptotic equivalence between the two viscous equations and the inviscid
equation. We first derive the error equation, and using the structure of the approximate solution constructed
in the previous section to obtain the H'-estimates on the error equation, which consequently implies the
vanishing viscosity limit away from the shocks.
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3.1 Error equation
We decompose the exact solution u®(x, t) as the sum of the approximate solution #,(x, t) and the error term

1
UE(x, t) = fa(x, t) + V2% (x, 1), S€ [0, o) X ER, te€[0,T].

It follows from (1.13), (2.39), and (2.47) that
o - eV280%[g(@, + eV2*%v) — g(ll, ~ d)] + €290, [b(i, - d)dd]
+ e W20, f(WHg + €*) - f(llg - D)] = 0,

v(x, 0) = O(e?).

(3.1

To exploit the compressibility of the shocks, we set
X

o(x,t) = Iv(z, t)dz, Vx€ER.

—00

Then, together with (1.13), it follows
01 — 1270, [g (T, + €Y2*0v) - g(ll, -~ d)] + €2 0b(H, - d)dyd + & VI f(W, + £2*V) - f(ly - d)] = 0. (32)
o(x,0) = 0(e?). 3.3)

Our purpose is to show the Cauchy problems (3.2)-(3.3) have a unique solution v € CY([0, T]; H*(R))
with the property that

[IV]lz=(o, TRy < Ce™V/27872, (3.4)

So (3.4) is a consequence of the following priori estimates.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that for Y& > 0, there exists a unique solution ¢ € C'([0, T]; H%R)) to the Cauchy
problems (3.2)—(3.3). There exist positive constants C and y, which are independent of €, such that if

sup [|0x¢|l=w) < C, 3.5)
0<t<T
then
T
sup I91B 2y * € 10xPI e, At < CE2575, (36)
<t< 0

whereg <y<L

To prove this proposition, we need the H?-estimate of the error term ¢, which is presented in the following
three subsections.

3.2 Basic L2 estimate

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, there exists a positive constant C such that ¢ €
C'([0, T]; HXR)) is a solution to problems (3.2)-(3.3), satisfying
T
SUP (19l + €130yl < CEM727 G2
sts 0
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Proof. Multiplying (3.2) by ¢ and integrating over R yield after integration by parts that

1d
z 2 _
Jq)loPax - Hr1+]=0,
R

where

H ==¢'273 [a,]g(@, + %) - g(@, - d)]- pdx,
R
1= [[f(@, + £27%) - £, - d)] - pax,
R
J = €478 [b(@, - dyad - pax.
R

In view of the structure of it,, we have

H = £1278 g/ g€V, + d) + ()%, + d)?] - 9,dx
R

= SIb(ua)|¢x|2dX + 81/2'6Jb(ua)d . (PXdX + 81/2_5]0(1)(81/2+6(px + d)z . ¢de
R R R

= ¢ [bunlo,Pax + 4 + 4.
R

It follows from the uniform parabolic condition that there exists C, > 0 such that
Coe [ 19, Palx < [ b(uo)lg, Pax.
R R

2

Based on the previous estimation for ||d||L2([R), we have

1] = 16278 [bua)d - g, dx| < Ce¥2% [|d - ,1dx
R R

< Ca-26j|d|2dx + ﬁ8J|¢X|2dx < Cel 261 4 BsIl@xlzdx.
R R R

In view of estimate (2.51), there exist positive constants ; and S, such that

14, | = |g1/2—5J'0(1)(81/2+5(pX +d)?- p,dx| < Cgl/z—(sﬁdz S ldx + C83/2+6J'|(¢X)2 - dx
R R R
< Cem/t [|dpdx + fie [lo, Pdx + B, & [lp, Pdx < Ce?/270 + (B, + By) & [l Pax,
R R R R

where we have used assumption (3.5). Next, we have

1= 020 [@uf (ua) 2%, + d) + 0%, + ) gulx
R

DE GRUYTER

= 029 [0, f(ua)d - px + [Ouf W), - pix + O/ [(£1/2+%, + a)? - gdx
R R R

3
= ZBi,
i=1
where

By = e 0295, f(u)d - pdx < Ce [ |dPdx + cflpPdx < C[lpfdx + Ce21,
R R R R
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In view of the structure of the approximate solutions, we obtain

1
B2= [ouf (a9 - 29ax = 7 [auf woo’ax
R R

s1(t)-2¢¥ s1(t)-¢¥
=2 | o -awax+ s [ afwo-oeax
Ze s1(6)-2e7
1 si(t)+e sq(t)+2eY
v afw-oetaxs [ o) aax
si(0)-¢v si(6)+eY
1 sp(t)—2¢Y 1 so(t)-¢¥
v | aswo-aeias [ o) agtax
s1(t)+2¢¥ So(t)-2¢V
Sy(t)+e¥ Sp(t)+2eV
1 2 1 2
v e agrax+ [ oufo)- o0t
so(t)-¢€Y So(t)+€¥
1 +00 9
3 | aswaei- 3K,
so(t)+2¢V =1
with
1 s1(t)-2¢¥ s1(t)-2¢Y s1(t)-2¢¥
k=g | af-ogdc=-y [ oasw pix=0w [ gtax
and
s1(t)-¢¥
K2=E I auf(ua)'ax(Pzd—X
s1(t)-2¢Y
1 si(t)-¢¥
=5 | Swdemn - 0) + moh - 0) + 0,0)- gx
s1(t)-2¢Y
si(t)-¢¥
=0 | gax,
s1(t)-2¢Y

where we have used
LI - 0) = 0(1)e-Dy,

It follows from (2.35) that

1 si(t)+e? 1 sl(z)wl
K=y | aft) agttx=-2 [ Zaaf) gdx
si(t)-¢g¥ si(t)-¢g¥
si(t)+ev si()+e¥
i 0y . 2 2
2 | 10w gtax+ 0w [ e,
si(t)-¢¥ s1(t)-¢

where we have used (2.35). Similarly, we have

s1(t)+2¢¥ so(t)-2¢V sy(t)-€¥
K+K+ K=o [ gide+ [ oax+ [ goaxl

si(t)+e¥ sq(t)+2eY so(t)-2¢V

15
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s(t)+e¥ sy(t)+e¥
K=o [ os@eiaxrow | gtax,
sa(t)-¢¥ so(t)-¢¥
So(t)+2e? +00
Ky + Ky = O(1) J' o2dx + I o2dx|.

sy(t)+eV So(t)+2eV

Then, in view of (2.51) and (3.3), the following estimates are obtained:

By < Cs‘(1/2+5)J|d2 - pldx + e %|(p,)? - pldx
R
< Cg7v/2—1—6j|d|2dx +Ce¥ - ej|¢x|2dx + Cflwlzdx
R R R
< Ce2y/2-6-1 4 ﬁ3SI|¢x|2dX + CI|¢|2dX,
R R

for some B; > 0. Then, combining (2.49), we have
] < eV28|b(ug)ded - oldx < Ce1-26j|dx|2dx + CI|(p|2dx.
R R R
Then, collecting all the estimates to obtain after choosing 5, i = 1, 2, 3 small enough that

si(t)+ev

1
iwdx + eiwxmdx oo | e @ 0)p?ax

si(t)-¢g¥

1d
2dt

so(t)+€¥

+

10,00 f (@)X < Cj¢2dx + Cel 2L,
R

sy(t)-¢¥

Then, Gronwall’s inequality implies (3.7). Thus, the proof of Lemma 3.1 is complete. O

3.3 Estimate of the first-order derivative

Lemma 3.2. Under the same assumptions as in Proposition 3.1, there is a positive constant C such that

T
SUP 10,01z, + €] 9301 gyl < CEM5% 69)
0<t<T 0
Proof. Multiplying (3.1) by v and integrating over R yield after integration by parts that
1d _ + -
2at ! vfPdx - 81/2-5£6§[g(ua + £120) - g(, - d)]vdx

3.9)
+ e W2 o[ (W, + £1249v) - f(H, - d)vax + £/ [,[b(i, - d)d,d]vdx = .
R R

The same estimate as in Lemma 3.1, the second term can be written as

-el’z’ajai[g(ﬁa + 81/2+6v) - g(ﬁa -d)] - vdx
R

1278 [ Woduue(e!’*% + d) - v + & g (wlowPax + e/ [ woand - dyvix
R R R

D, + SIg’(u5)|6Xv|2dx + Dy,
R
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where u; € (i, - d, @i, + €°/%), and

Dy = £/ [[g" (up)d,ug(e!2+%v + d)] - vydx
R

1 1
< O(l)eJ’g v - udx + 0(1)gl/26 Jg - d - vdx
R R
< Cet f|vpdx + e [juPdx + ce [|dpax
R R R

and

D, < Ce'25[d, - vydx < Ce|dyax + e uyfPdx.
R

R R

By (2.37), we obtain

e 0120 (P, + £928) - (@, - ) - Byvdx]
R

I\

0 W2 [[a,f(up)d - dyvldx + [10uf (wr)v - Byvld
R R

IA

Ce-2-26j'|d|2dx + 2/3ej|axv|2dx ¥ Ce-lj|v|2dx
R R R

IA

Ce 22 + z;ae_[|axv|2dx + Ce-l_[|v|2dx,
R R

where u; € (i, - d, i, + €/%), which is probably different from that mentioned earlier, but for simplicity
of notations, we still denote it by u;, and we will not mention it later. Next, we turn to estimate the fourth term
of (3.9), and we have

£/28 [3,[b(i, - d)dyd] - vax = Y28 [b(ug)o,d - v
R R
< Ce [|a,dPdx + e [lo,vdx.
R R

Combining all the aforementioned estimates, and choosing B such that C; — 48 > 0 yield

1d

E&j“"zd" +(Co - 4ﬁ)ej|axv|2dx < Ce 2 4 Ce‘25I|dX|2dx ¥ CE-1J'|v|2dx
R R R R

< CelV26-2 4 CgTy=26-2 4 CE_lj|V|2dX.
R

Gronwall’s inequality implies that

T
sup [[vPdx + e [jo,vpdx < cev-20-3, (3.10)

OStSTIR OR

which is exactly (3.8). O

3.4 Estimate of the second derivative

To give the L* bound of the error term 8,0, we still need to estimate the second derivative 8%¢.
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Lemma 3.3. Under the same assumptions as in Proposition 3.1, there is a positive constant C such that

T
sup 0291+, + ] 1030z g, d < CEM2, (311
0<t<T 0

Proof. Let O(x, t) = d,v(x, t) = 32¢(x, t), then @ satisfies

310 - 177503 g (@, + £7+v) ~ g(ily ~ )] + £ WD f (i, + £2%v) - f(Hl, - )] (312
+ 12780} [b(i1, ~ d)dxd] = 0.

Multiplying (3.12) by 6 and integrating over R yield after integration by parts that

1d

5 ar J10Pax = €178 [ollg(, + €12+%) - g(d, - D)lodx
R R (3.13)
+ e W2 [ £, + £V20) - f (@, - d)]odx + eV [02[b(a, - d)dd6dx = 0,

R R

with
0(x, 0) = O(¢e).
First, we estimate the second term of (3.13), which is written as

_81/2—6Ia§([g(aa + 81/2+6v) - g, - d)] - 6dx
R

/278 [[@g (ug) (2% + d) + 20,8 () (12450, + Byd) + g'(up) (2 90% + 62d)] - 3,0dx
R
F +F+F,

where u; € (i, - d, I, + €5/%), and
Fy = 1270 [ (gr(up) @) + g (up)ddue) (€29 + d) - 6,0dx
R

<owe [0 + XP e v + d)- 2,000 @19
R

< Ce3 [ |vidx + 2fe [la,0Rdx + Ce™254,
R R

Fy< Ce [o,u0,v - 0,0dx + Ce/ [a,u;0,d - 5,0dx
R R
< Ce‘lIlaxvlzdx + ﬁsIlaxelzdx + Ce-2-26j|axd|2dx,
R R R

and

Fy = e[ g/up)|a,fdx + 1278 g(up)o2d - 5,6dx,
R R

where

/28 [ g/(up)02d - 3,6dx < CeV2-0[92d - o,6dx < Ce 8 |o%dPdx + e [0,6dx.
R R

R R
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We estimate the third term of (3.13) and the detailed calculation process is as follows:

e 0120) | [o,(f(@ + £1270) = f(E = ) - 0,00
R

IA

£ 1) {102 ()0 (ug) (Vv + d) - BBldx + &1/ {16, f(ug) (V20,0 + ,d) - 9,Bldx
R R

IA

Ce@/2:9) [|(e12+0 + d) - 0,0]dx + Ce W/ [|(e/200,0 + B,d) - 0,6]dx
R R

Cet v+ 0,01dx + Ce 249 [1d - a,01dx + C [|o,v - ,61dx + Ce W2 [|0,d - 0,6ldx
R R R R

I\

IN

Ce [IvRax + e [l,617dx + 0e 2 [ddx + pe [10,61dx
R R

R R

+ Cs-Z-%J'wxdFdx + ﬁej|axe|2dx + Cs-1j|axv|2dx + 5ej|axe|2dx
R R R R

IA

C8'3I|V|2dx ¥ Cs-1J'|axv|2dx + 4B8I|6X9|2dx +Ce2 2 Ilaxdlzdx + Cev 254
R R R R

where u; € (i, - d, @i, + €°/%). For the fourth term of (3.13), we have

el/Z-SIai(b(aa - d)d,d) - Bdx

R

Cellz-s _[|axb(ua)axd - 8,6]dx + Cel/26 J'|b(ua)a§d - 8,6]dx
R R

IA

IA

Ce‘l/z“SIIOXd - 0,]dx + Cg—26‘|'|aid|2dx + ﬁgI|6X9|2dx
R R R

C£‘2‘25I|axd|2dx + 2/38_[|0X|2dx + Ce-25j'|a§d|2dx.
R R R

IA

Collecting all of the aforementioned estimates, we have

1d

a j|0|2dx +(Co - 105)gj|axe|2dx

R R
Cer284 4 Cg 228 j|axd|2dx +Ce j|a§d|2dx + C8"3I|v|2dx + c8-1j|axv|2dx
R R R R

IA

IA

Cem2-4 + cet [0pdx + ce® o,
R R

where choosing appropriate S such that (Cy — 108) > 0 and using Gronwall’s inequality to obtain (3.11). [

Now, we are in the position to verify that hypothesis (3.5) is correct. It follows from (3.8) and (3.11) that

sup [18:0C. Dll=w) < v2 sup [xC, DILZ,, - sup [1820C, O, < CeMzo
0<t<T 0<t<T 0<t<T

Thus, we obtain a unique solution u¢ € CY([0, T]; H3(R)) and corresponding estimate of the solution for
the Cauchy problems (3.2)—(3.3), which yield

sup [[ufC, t) = Ta(, Olle=wy = sup [[e/2*90,0(, )|y < Ce™/*312, (3.15)
0<t<T 0<t<T ’

which complete the proof of Proposition 3.1.
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3.5 Proof of Theorem 2.1

Combining the Proposition 3.1 and all of the aforementioned estimates, we finally give the proof of Theorem 1.1.
It follows from (3.8) that

sup [|[ufC, t) = Ta(, O|lzwy = sup |[€V20xp(, O] 2wy < CeV/2L
0<t<T 0<t<T

Based on Lemma 2.5 and (3.15), we obtain

sup  [ufC, t) = u’C, O] < sup [u(, t) = Ta(, O]+ sup  [da(, t) - u'C, )] < Ce,
0<t<T 0<t<T 0<t<T
[x=si(t)[ze¥ |x=si(t)|z€”

where |[x - s;(t)| 2 €,i=1,2, g <y < 1. Thus, we have completed the proof of Theorem 1.1.

4 Conclusion

To understand the asymptotic relationship between viscous systems and their corresponding inviscid equa-
tions is crucial in physics and mathematical analysis, especially in fluid mechanics and numerical computa-
tions. This article addresses the inviscid limit problem for the solution of a 1D viscous conservation law.
Assuming that the inviscid equation has a piecewise smooth solution with two non-interacting entropy shocks,
it is proven that the solutions of the viscous equation uniformly converge to the piecewise smooth inviscid
solution away from the shocks, even if the shocks are strong. The mathematical tools in this article such as the
multiple-scale asymptotic expansions and energy estimates can also be applied to nonlinear systems to explore
the asymptotic behavior of these equations under different conditions.
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