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Abstract. Two distinct genuinely nonlinear contexts [isentropic; strictly
anisentropic of a particular type] are considered for a hyperbolic quasilin-
ear system of a gasdynamic type. To each of these two contexts a pair
of two classes of solutions [“wave” solutions; “wave-wave regular interac-
tion” solutions] is associated. A parallel is then considered between the
isentropic pair of classes and the strictly anisentropic pair of classes, mak-
ing evidence of some consonances, and, concurrently, of some nontrivial
significant contrasts.
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1 Introduction

Some significant descriptions of gasdynamic evolutions are essentially based upon two
types of genuinely nonlinear ingredients: “wave” solutions, and, respectively, “wave-
wave interaction” solutions. The two mentioned types of ingredients are considered
in the literature in two theoretical versions: a qualitative version, and, respectively,
an analytical version.

The present paper deals with some aspects of the analytical version; see [2] to refer
this version to the qualitative version. The qualitative version (used, for example, in
the study of the 2D Riemann problem; see [14]) structures a “portrait” of a 2D wave-
wave interaction of a special type [irregular; orthogonal] to which four wave solutions
contribute — each of them in the form of an 1D simple waves solution.

The analytical version is constructive. Two distinct contexts [isentropic; strictly
anisentropic of a particular type] are considered for a hyperbolic system of a gasdy-
namic type. The present paper takes into account two genuinely nonlinear construc-
tions: an “algebraic” one [of a Burnat type; centered on a duality connection between
the hodograph character and the physical character] and, respectively, a “differential”
one [of a Martin type; centered on a Monge—Ampere type representation|. To each
of the two mentioned contexts a pair of two classes of solutions [wave solutions; wave-
wave interaction solutions] is associated — via a corresponding significant and specific
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intermediate construction. In the analytical construction the wave-wave interaction
solutions are associated with a regular character.

The two mentioned constructions show some distinct, complementary, valences.
e The “algebraic” approach appears to be essential for some isentropic multidimen-
sional extensions with a classifying potential. e The “differential” approach appears,
in its turn, to be essential for some strictly anisentropic descriptions. e The two men-
tioned constructions are associated with some distinct dimensional characterizations:
the “algebraic” approach allows multidimensional objects, while the “differential”
approach is restricted to two independent variables.

e We consider, to begin with, the “differential” approach via a comparison between
two significant versions of it — a [hyperbolic] unsteady one-dimensional version, and
an [elliptic-hyperbolic] steady two-dimensional one [which appears again to show a
hyperbolic character in presence of a supersonic description]. e Finally, the “dif-
ferential” approach is parallelled to the “algebraic” approach — making evidence of
some consonances, and, concurrently, of some nontrivial significant contrasts. Some
remarks concerning the fragility of the regular passage from isentropic to anisentropic
are included.

2 “Algebraic” approach of a Burnat type.
Genuine nonlinearity restrictions

2.1 Introduction

For the multidimensional first order hyperbolic system of a gasdynamic type

ZZa”k aujzo, 1<i<n (2.1)

7=1 k=0

the “algebraic” approach (Burnat [1]) starts with identifying dual pairs of directions
3,7 [we write & « (] connecting [via their duality relation] the hodograph [= in the
hodograph space H of the entities u] and physical [= in the physical space F of the
independent variables] characteristic details. The duality relation at u* € H has the
form:

zn: zm: auk ﬁklij =0, 1<i<n. (2.2)

j=1k=0

Here B is an exceptional direction [= normal characteristic direction (orthogonal in
the physical space E to a characteristic character)]. A direction & dual to an excep-
tional direction ﬁ is said to be a hodograph characteristic direction. The reality of
exceptional / hodograph characteristic directions implied in (2.2) is concurrent with
the hyperbolicity of (2.1).

Example 2.1. For the one-dimensional strictly hyperbolic version of system (2.1)
a finite number n of dual pairs I%'if\gi consisting in ®;=R; and B;z@i(u)[—/\i(u), 1],
where R; is a right eigenvector of the n X n matrix a and A; is an eigenvalue of a,
are available (i = 1,...,n). Each dual pair associates in this case, at each u*€R [for a
suitable region R C H], to a vector i a single dual vector /67
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Example 2.2 (Peradzynski [12]). For the two-dimensional isentropic version of
(2.1) an infinite number of dual pairs are available at each u*€ H. Each dual pair
associates, at the mentioned u*, to a vector K a single dual vector 3.

Example 2.3 (Peradzyniski [13]). For the isentropic description corresponding to
the three-dimensional version of (2.1) an infinite number of dual pairs are available
at each u* € H. Each dual pair associates, at the mentioned u*, to a vector K a finite
[constant, #1] number of &k independent exceptional dual vectors ﬁj, 1<j <k; and

therefore has the structure & «— (51,..., ﬁk)

Definition 2.4 (Burnat [1]). A curve C C H is said to be characteristic if it is
tangent at each point of it to a characteristic direction K. A hypersurface S C H is
said to be characteristic if it possesses at least a characteristic system of coordinates.

2.2 Genuine nonlinearity. Nondegeneracy.
Simple waves solutions

Remark 2.5. As it is well-known (Lax [8]), in case of an one-dimensional strictly
hyperbolic version of (2.1) a hodograph characteristic curve CCRCH, of index i, is

said to be genuinely nonlinear (gnl) if the dual constructive pair &; — ﬂ_; is restricted
[the restriction is on the pair !] by &;(u)of;(u) = R;(u)-grad, A\;(u) #0 in R; see
Example 2.1. This condition transcribes the requirement % =0 along each hodograph
characteristic curve C.

Definition 2.6. We naturally extend the gnl character of a hodograph character-
istic curve C to the cases corresponding to Examples 2.2 and 2.3, by requiring along

- k|5
C: ‘%’#O and, respectively, > % #0.
p=1

Definition 2.7a. A solution of (2.1) whose hodograph is laid along a gnl char-
acteristic curve is said to be a simple waves solution (here below also called wave).
The gnl character implies a nondegeneracy [resulting from a “funning out”] of such a
solution.

Here are three types of simple waves solutions, presented in an implicit form —
respectively associated, in presence of a gnl character, to the Examples 2.1—2.3 above
[a(z,t) results from the implicit function theorem; solution Uoa is structured by (2.2)]

UZU[OL([E,t)]; 0429(5), §=$—Ci(o¢)t, qU
u=Ula(z,0)l; a=0(¢), {=310 B, [U(@)|e, =31y B, AU B}, o da
U:U[Ol(fﬁ,t)], (1:9(51,...7£k), gj:ZTzoﬁju[U(a)]zy; 1S]Sk along C.

=K

These representations indicate that a simple waves solution is constant in E over
some straightlines / planes [cf. & = constant; for 1D or 2D] or include some planar
substructures [corresponding to &;; for 3D].
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2.3 Genuine nonlinearity: a constructive extension.
Nondegeneracy. Riemann—Burnat invariants.
A subclass of wave-wave regular interaction solutions

Remark 2.8. Let Ry,...,R, be gnl characteristic coordinates on a given p-
dimensional characteristic region R of a hodograph hypersurface S with the normal
7. Solutions of the intermediate system

aul
O,

P
= mpknr(w)Brs (), w € Ry 1<1<n, 0<s<m; Ry L, 1<k<p  (2.3)
k=1

appear to concurrently satisfy the system (2.1) [we carry (2.3) into (2.1) and take into
account (2.2)]. This indicates a key importance of the “algebraic” concept of dual
pair.

Definition 2.7b. A solution of (2.1) whose hodograph is laid on a characteristic
hypersurface is said to correspond to a wave-wave reqular interaction if its hodograph
possesses a gnlsystem of coordinates and there exists a set of Riemann— Burnat invari-
ants R(x), structuring the dependence on x of the solution u by a regular interaction
representation

w=w[R1 (2o, ..., Tm), - Rp(Z0,.ym)], 1<I< 0. (2.4)

Remark 2.9. We consider next a subclass of the wave-wave solutions of (2.1).
This subclass results whether (2.1) is replaced by (2.3) in Definition 2.7b [because,
the solutions of (2.3) concurrently satisfy (2.1); cf. Remark 2.8]. To construct this
subclass we have to put together (2.3) and (2.4). We compute from (2.4)

ou = 0wy ORp & OR,,
=) a5 => <l1<n; 0<s< .
. ; O Or, 2o Kl () oz, 1<i<n; 0<s<m (2.5)

and compare (2.5) with (2.3), taking into account the independence of the charac-
teristic directions Kj. It results that for a wave-wave regular interaction solution in
the mentioned subclass, R;(z) in (2.4) must fulfil a reasonable (overdetermined and
Pfaff) system

o =B [u(R), 1<k <p, 0<s<m. (26)

Sufficient restrictions for solving (2.6) are proposed in [6], [7], [12], [13].

A wave-wave regular interaction reflects the nondegenerate nature of the gnl
hodographs of the interacting simple waves solutions. The “algebraic” characteri-
zation of a wave-wave regular interaction will be regarded to correspond to a case
of [“algebraic”] nondegeneracy. The gnl character of the contributing simple waves
solutions results in an ad hoc gnl character of the wave-wave regular interaction so-
lution constructed. Importance of a eriterion of selection, in favor of the genuine
nonlinearity, when a hybrid nature [concurrently implying a linear degeneracy| could
be present, is discussed and exemplified in [2].
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3 “Differential” approach of a Martin type

A gasdynamic Riemann—Lax invariance analysis associated to the systems (3.1) and
(3.3) indicates that an “algebraic” construction of simple waves solutions or wave-wave
regular interaction solutions appears to be essentially isentropic ([2]: 4.6, Example 5.1).

e To a particular strictly anisentropic context [characterized in sections 3.3, 3.4
to be “pseudo isentropic” and gnl] we associate in §3 a “differential” Martin type
approach ([10], [11]; see sections 3.1, 3.2) centered on a Monge—Ampere type of
representation of solution. This is done in two significant versions [unsteady one-
dimensional, supersonic steady two-dimensional].

e In an isentropic context the Martin type approach persists [due to its “pseudo
isentropic” character] and appears to coincide with the Burnat type approach. It
still essentially replaces the Burnat type approach in a strictly anisentropic context.
The nature of this replacement significantly depends on the possibility of Martin’s ap-
proach to characterize, in a strictly anisentropic context, some “differential” analogues
of the “algebraic” simple waves solutions or wave-wave regular interaction solutions.
Such a Martin characterization appears to be active only in presence of a geometrical
linearization (described in §4; in the sense of [11]). In presence of such a linearization
a parallel between Burnat’s approach and Martin’s approach is included in §4.

3.1 An unsteady one-dimensional version. First details

For the unsteady one-dimensional conservative anisentropic form of (2.1)

Op  Opvs) o Opva) O o 5 o O(pS) O(pvsS)
oo =0 Tar tTag Petp)=0, =5 —0r

=0, S=S(p,p) (3.1)
(in usual notations: p, v,, p, S are respectively the mass density, fluid velocity,

pressure and entropy density) a Martin type approach uses, to begin with, the first
two equations (3.1)1 2 to introduce (Martin [10]) the functions 1, and & cf.

1 . .
dr = =dyp + v, dt, d€é =v,dy —pdt; € =€+ pt, d€ = v, dyp + tdp. (3.2)
P

3.2 A steady two-dimensional version. First details

For the steady two-dimensional conservative anisentropic form of (2.1)

_ 0 2 0 _
0 Doy OpuaS) | OpvyS) '
55 (PUavy) + 99 (pvy +p) =0, e T oy 0; S=S(pp)

a Martin type approach uses, to begin with, the first three equations (3.3)1,2,3 to
introduce (Martin [10]) the functions &, 7 cf.

A€ = —(pvavy)da + (pv2 + p)dy,  dij = —(pv] + p)dz + (pvzvy)dy,

the functions &, n

§=¢&—py, n=1+pz,
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and the stream function v, to get

dyp = —(pvy)dx + (pvz)dy, d€ = v,dyY —ydp, dn = v,dy + zdp. (3.4)

3.3 The unsteady one-dimensional version:
anisentropic details

Remark 3.1a [concerning an unsteady one-dimensional solution with shock].
A continuous [smooth] anisentropic [strictly adiabatic] flow results behind a shock
discontinuity of non-constant continuous [smooth] velocity which penetrates into a
region of uniform flow. For such a flow, entropy S(p, p) in (3.1)3 is a function of v
alone, F (), determined by the shock conditions. Prescription of F as a function of ¢
provides an algebraic relation between p, p, ¥ throughout the anisentropic flow region.
e Such a particular anisentropic flow shows a “pseudo isentropic” and gnl character
— thus allowing a Monge—Ampeére type description (3.6)—(3.8) for the system (3.1)
[see Remarks 3.2 and 3.3a,b,c here below].

We follow Martin [10] to seek for solutions of (3.1) which fulfil the (natural; see

[5]) requirement
dp oy Op oY
otor oror (3:5)as

use (3.5) to select [Martin] p and 1 as new independent variables in place of x and ¢,
and compute from (3.2)

e ot 1 or_ oo, 0

op oy plop Topt T oy Op
On eliminating = from (3.6); 2 and taking (3.6)3 4 into account it results that £ must
fulfil the hyperbolic Monge—Ampere equation

(3.6)

9% 9% (9% \° o1y 1
e (aog) —C0=5(;) = 0
where p = p(p,v) and c(p, ) = (g—z’j)gl is an ad hoc sound speed. Finally, we
compute from (3.6)
_ [ (98 ¢ 1 o€ 9%¢
o= [ (Foaar+3) 0+ (550 ) o 35
Remark 3.2. For any smooth solution £(p, ) of (3.7) we get from (3.6), (3.8)
Ve = vz (p, V), T =x(p,¥), t =1t(p,¢). (3.9)

On reversing [cf. (3.5)] (3.9)2,3 into p = p(x,t), ¥ = ¢(x,t) and carrying this into
(3.9)1 we get a form p(z,t), vs(x,t), ¥ (x,t) of the corresponding anisentropic solution
of (3.1).

Remark 3.3 ([3], [4]). (a) The hyperbolicity of (3.1) corresponds to the hyper-
bolicity of (3.7). (b) On prescribing F' we will not find the streamlines Cy among the
physical characteristic fields of (3.1) [a “pseudo isentropic” aspect]. (¢) The two fam-
ilies of characteristics E; of (3.7) in the plane p, v appear to correspond to the two
families of sound characteristics C+ in the plane xz, ¢ [a “pseudo isentropic” aspect].
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3.4 The steady two-dimensional version:
anisentropic details

Remark 3.1b [concerning a steady two-dimensional solution with shock].
A continuous [smooth] anisentropic [strictly adiabatic| rotational flow results behind
a curved shock discontinuity from a region of uniform flow ahead. For such a flow,
entropy S(p, p) in (3.3)4 and the Bernoulli type function e—l—%—i—%VQ [e is the density
of the internal energy, V2 :vg—i—vi; according to Crocco’s form of (3.3)] are functions
of ¢ alone, F(1), respectively H (1), determined by the shock conditions. Prescrip-
tion of F and H as functions of 1 provides two algebraic relations among p, p, V2,9
throughout the anisentropic flow region. e Such a particular anisentropic flow shows
a “pseudo isentropic” and gnl character — thus allowing a Monge—Ampére type de-
scription (3.10), (3.14)¢,, for the system (3.3) [see Remarks 3.4a,b,c here below].

We follow Martin [10] to parallel section 3.3 and seek for solutions of (3.3) which
fulfil the [natural] requirement (3.5)4,, use (3.10) to select [Martin] p and ¢ as new
independent variables in place of x and y, and compute from (3.4)2 3

_on o O¢ 0¢ o

78]77 y= 8])7 ’l}z:%, Uy:al/}7

xT

(3.10)

and from (3.4);
oy dr 1 dy ox
T — —_— = ) T~ — _ = . .].1
vad) vy&l) P v&‘p Uyap 0 (3.11)
We then transcribe (3.11) via (3.10) cf.

O E o 1 e ondty _
O Opdy — O Opdp  p(p,p) T DY Op? - I Op?
Finally we integrate (3.12); with respect to p and obtain
9N (o o€ % oty _ P dp
<6¢)+<8¢> =F(p,v), o 0p2 + o 0; F(p,v) = 2g(¢)—2/ ) (3.13)

where F is determined by the shock conditions. We solve simultaneously for z% and

0. (3.12)

gizj; in (3.13) and carry the result into g—; ((%) = % (g%:;) in order to eliminate 7 in

favor of £. We are led to a Monge— Ampere type equation for &:

9%¢ ' 9%¢ 9%¢ ¢ OF\ 03¢ o¢ OF\o%¢ [[(oF\? eV |02 F|
“{(apaw)‘ 8paw} (i 30 v 25 50 ) o {(%)‘2 {f‘ (aw)} W}_o

(3:14)¢

1
where p = p(p, ) and ¢(p, )= <%Z>s is an ad hoc sound speed.

As the system (3.12) is symmetric in € and 7 it results that 1 must fulfil the same
Monge—Ampere type equation (3.14). A given solution { of (3.14), is paired by a
computed [cf. (3.13)] solution 7 of (3.14),.

The characteristic directions for (3.14) in the plane p, 1) are given ([5]) by

2%¢ oF O
(dp) _ 2‘7:8p8w I Y +VA A 4 5
dy /4 —2F %% ’
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We have
1
—V2dy + e {cvw o,V V2 - 02} dyy =0
1
Uy [vydux — vpdoy F —V/ V2 — c2dp} =0
pc

along the characteristics C4 of (3.14).

(3.16)

Remark 3.4a. In contrast with the unsteady one-dimensional case, the system

(3.3) and the Monge—Ampere equation (3.14) show an elliptic-hyperbolic character

generally ([4]). Still, cf. (3.16), they show both a hyperbolic character for a supersonic
flow. This aspect pairs the one-dimensional Remark 3.3a.

Remark 3.4b. On prescribing F' and H we will not find the streamlines among
the physical characteristic fields of (3.3) ([4]). This “pseudo isentropic” aspect pairs
the one-dimensional Remark 3.3b.

Remark 3.4c. The Mach lines Cy. of (3.3) in the physical plane and the char-
acteristics C4 [(3.15)] of the Monge—Ampeére equation (3.14) are in correspondence
([4]). In fact, we get from (3.16); and (3.4);

1 _
—Vidy+ E [vaivy Vv V2 —02} (vpdy+vydx) = 0 along the characteristics C+ of (3.14)

which results in

% _7cvz:l:vy\/V2762 VaVy £ e/ V2 —c?

= = A1 along the characteristics Cx of (3.14)

dx Uy F gV V2—c? v2 —c?

where Ay and A_ are the Mach eigenvalues of the system (3.3). This “pseudo
isentropic” aspect pairs the one-dimensional Remark 3.3c.

4 Martin linearization. A classifying parallel
between Burnat’s and Martin’s approaches

4.1 Unsteady one-dimensional version.
Pseudo simple waves solution.
Pseudo wave-wave interaction solution.
Riemann—Martin invariants

In case of anisentropic systems (3.1) and (3.3) some “differential” analogues of the
“algebraic” simple waves solutions or wave-wave regular interaction solutions could be
constructed, in presence of a “pseudo isentropic” and gnl character, by a geometrical
linearization approach associated to a Martin type construction ([11]).

Such a linearization — we call it a Martin linearization — becomes active whether
we can find for the Monge—Ampere type equation (3.7) / (3.14) associated to (3.1) /

(3.3) a pair of intermediate integrals Fi (p, ¥, &, g—f), %), linear in £. The presence of

such a pair appears to be a constructive intermediate element associated to a Martin
type approach; we notice that, similarly, the Burnat construction was based upon an
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intermediate element [(2.3)]. e There are few cases of Martin linearization available
in the literature (see for example Martin [11] or Ludford [9]).

e In presence of such a pair we have F. =constant= R, along a characteristic
C+ and we must distinguish between the circumstances (a) when R4 depend on the
characteristic C+, and (b) when R, or R_ are overall constants.

e In the case (a) we may use Ry as new independent variables. It can be
shown in this case (Martin [11]) that the entities p=%, v,, ¢!, ¢ fulfil various
Euler—Poisson—Darboux linear equations

8w B v ow B ow
OR,0R. R,—R_\OR, OR_

) =0, constant v

to which well-known representations of solutions are associated; we present these
representations by

p=pR4+,R_), v=9(R4+,R_), vy=v,(Ri,R_); t=t(Ry,R_), z=x(R+,R_) (4.1)

where x(R4+,R_) results by quadratures [see (3.8)]. Reversing (4.1)y5 into Ry =
Ry (z,t) will induce a form of solution (4.1); 23, parallel to (2.4) [as Ry have a
characteristic nature]. We call Ry (x,t) Riemann—Martin invariants.

e In the case (b) we notice that a solution £(p, ) of the linear equation Fy = R4
or F_=R_ will automatically fulfil (3.7). We have to follow, in this case, Remark 3.2
to describe a solution of (3.1); we call such solution a pseudo simple waves solution.
See [10] for some numerical remarks.

pseudo simple waves interaction

M- characteristic solution hodograph

curves

pseudo simple waves
solution hodographs
)

pseudo simple waves
solution hodographs

M- characteristic
curves

FIGURE 1

e Solution (4.1) might be regarded as pseudo nondegenerate [a formal regular
interaction of pseudo simple waves solutions]. The image of a characteristic C C F
on the hodograph of a solution of (3.1) will be said to be a M- characteristic. The
hodograph of a formal regular interaction of pseudo simple waves solutions will be
then made by glueing, along suitable M- characteristics, a hodograph (4.1) with some
suitable hodographs of pseudo simple waves solutions; see Figure 1.

e The anisentropic solutions of (3.1) which do not belong to a linearization case
will not show a regularity structure (4.1).
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4.2 The steady two-dimensional version

For the Monge—Ampere type equation (3.15) a study of these authors on the Martin
linearization [possibility, details] is in progress: identifying complementary restric-
tions.

4.3 Pseudo simple waves solution:
an one-dimensional example

v—1
A case of Martin linearization is associated to (= lﬁwl <V: —é—;l, integral v, V#O,l)

in (3.7). To this ¢ two intermediate integrals of (3.7), Fy Epg—iﬂ/}%—fi% (%) , COr-

respond. We satisfy 7, =R, =0by {=1 (%)V, and calculate from (3.6), (3.8) (see [4])

B v+1 1/12V_1 - ,(/}u B ,¢u—1 2v41
=

B p
Coy1pAl? Tl  p= @)

pz/ ¢2y—2 ’

which leads to

v+ 1\ 21t w+1lzx v\ vt
p=— =, Vg = - Y =— — (4.2)
2v+1 (—x) v+1t 2v+1 (—x)v+

This is a [local] pseudo simple waves solution of (3.1) corresponding to a certain region
D C E (for example, a region of ¢t >0, x <0). For this solution the assumption (3.5)
holds.

Now, we proceed with the details. We compute

1 1 vt 1
c= — = = v
Cp 2w+1 pv 2v+1

. (4.3)

and notice that the explicit equations of the [physical] field lines C_,C,,Cy [of these,
only C1 have a characteristic character (see Remark 3.3)] through a point (z*¢*) €D
result, cf. (4.2), (4.3), by respectively integrating the differential equations

i—f:vz(x,t)fﬁac(x,t):ka%, a=—,0,+, (0_,00,0:)=(=1,0,1) alongC_  (4.4)
2 —1 2v+41 2
where for 1<~ <% we have k_ = —/ = —2L, ko = vl —, ks =2.
v+1 v+1 v+1 y+1
We get from (4.4)
|| = Kat|"s Kq=log |t|ff|k|7 a=—,0,+, along C,> (z*,t%). (4.5)

Remark 4.1. We notice that a pseudo simple waves solution has a two-dimensional
hodograph [see (3.5)] and for it none of the characteristic fields C+ in the physical
plane z,t is made of straightlines generally [see (4.5)]. This is in contrast with some
“algebraic” aspects [see Definition 2.7a and the final lines of section 2.2].
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4.4 Algebraic approach and differential approach:
some unsteady one-dimensional contrasts

In each of the cases of Martin linearization a parallel is possible, independent of
the already mentioned Riemann—Lax invariance analysis, between the “algebraic”
approach and the “differential” approach. In [3] it is computed, at each point of the
hodograph (4.1), the following relation between the Burnat hodograph characteristic
directions K and the Martin hodograph characteristic directions [
p v, 95\ _
fx= (81%1’8]%1’61@) = NFks+TFko (4.6)

where
1 v, . 08
FTALoRy T ORy
We notice from (4.6) that at the hodograph points of a solution of (3.1) the M-
characteristic fields and, respectively, the Burnat characteristic fields appear to be

distinct generally in the mentioned strictly anisentropic context and can be shown to
be coincident in the isentropic context (cf. 73 =0).

S(Ry.R)=Flp(R:.R),

Remark 4.2. Representation (4.1) corresponds, for a strictly anisentropic de-
scription, to an example of hodograph surface of (3.1) which is not a Burnat char-
acteristic surface [Definition 2.4]. Still, incidentally and essentially for the linearized
approach, this representation appears to be associated with an example of hodograph
surface of (3.1) for which a characteristic character persists in a Martin sense.

4.5 Final remarks

Finding a solution to the systems (2.1)/(3.1)/(3.3) or, alternatively, to the Monge—
Ampere type equations (3.7)/(3.14) is a hard task generally. This suggests consider-
ing suitable classes of solutions to these systems or, alternatively, to the mentioned
Monge—Ampere type equations.

In case of the system (2.1) a pair of such classes puts together the simple waves
solutions and the wave-wave regular interaction solutions — associated to an “alge-
braic” construction. e In case of the equations (3.7)/(3.14) a pair of such classes could
be constructed “differentially” by a linearization approach. The classes in this pair
appear to be respectively connected with the pseudo simple waves solutions or the
pseudo wave-wave regular interaction solutions. e A classifying parallel is constructed
between the two pairs of classes. It is noticed that this parallel concurrently classifies
two gasdynamic contexts: an isentropic one, and, respectively, an anisentropic one.

The regular passage [which uses the two mentioned pairs of classes] from an isen-
tropic description to an anisentropic description appears to be fragile. This aspect is
suggested by section 4.1 [noticing “few cases of Martin linearization”], section 4.2 [re-
porting “complementary restrictions concerning the Martin linearization”], Remarks
3.1a and 3.1b [indicating a particular character of the anisentropic flow considered],
sections 3.1—3.4 [considering dimensional restrictions (two independent variables) —
in contrast with Burnat’s availability].
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