GLIMM INTERACTION FUNCTIONAL FOR BGK SCHEMES

STEFANO BIANCHINI

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the n x n hyperbolic system of conservation laws
(1.1) us + F(u)y =0, u € R".

Under the assumptions that the matrix A(u) = DF(u) is strictly hyperbolic and its eigenvalues are
genuinely non linear or linearly degenerate, the global existence of a solution u : [0, +00) — R™ for small
BV initial data has first been proved in [18].

The uniqueness of solutions and their Lipschitz dependence in L' w.r.t. the initial data has been
established in a series of papers [9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15]. See [10, 17] for a general introduction to the theory
of hyperbolic systems in one space dimension.

In the two papers [6, 4], a different approach has been used. Instead of constructing approximate
solutions of the hyperbolic system (1.1) and studying their properties, the authors consider two approxi-
mations:

e vanishing viscosity approximation,

(1.2) n + F () = ety
e semidiscrete upwind approximation,
1
(1.3) wi(t,@) + = (Flu(t,2)) = Flult.z = e))) = 0.

Aim of the two papers [6, 4] is to prove that the solutions of the two schemes (1.2), (1.3) are well defined,
globally in times, and satisfy some estimates which are independent on e. More precisely:

(1) the solution has uniformly bounded total variation for all ¢ > 0, and its BV norm depends only
on the BV norm of the initial data;
(2) the solution depends Lipschitz continuously on the initial data in L', and on time.

It is easy to verify that both properties (1), (2) are invariant for the hyperbolic rescaling (t, ) — (t/e,x/€).
Because of this rescaling, it suffices to consider the case € = 1 in (1.2), (1.3). As an example of some non
scaling invariant property, note that the L' norm of a solution tends to 0 as ¢ — 0: thus to obtain non
trivial hyperbolic limits one has to assume u € L*°, for example.

One advantage of the approach in [6, 4] is that strict hyperbolicity is the only assumption needed
on A(u): as an example, the analysis of stability for a wave front tracking or Glimm scheme solution
becomes quite difficult without the usual assumption on genuine non linearity or linear degeneracy of
the eigenvalues. It is an open problem whether the results on hyperbolic systems obtained in [6, 4] can
be proved directly at the hyperbolic level (1.1). We note also that in [1, 2] it is shown how a similar
approach cannot easily been extended to fully discrete schemes, e.g. Lax-Friedrichs or upwind Godunov
scheme.

In the literature, there are other schemes used to approximate (1.1): the relazation schemes. The
easiest example is the scheme

(1.4) { U +v, = 0

vy + A2uy
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where A is a positive constant. The above system is a special case of a class of relaxation systems
introduced in [20], but we will refer to it as the Jin-Xin relazation system from the name of the authors.
For a general introduction and survey to relaxation schemes see [23].

At a formal level, one sees that, as € — 0,

v — F(u), ug + F(u), — 0.

As in the previous cases, the linearized version of (1.4) around @ defines a continuous semigroup if A()
is hyperbolic and its eigenvalues \;(@) satisfy

(1.5) “At+e< (@) <A-c

for some ¢ > 0. The transformation z — z/A, v — Av allows us to set A = 1 in (1.4), and with the
hyperbolic rescaling (¢, x) — (t/e,x/€) we can take e = 1 in (1.4).
Troughout the following, for notational convenience we denote by

UQ, by U0ty -+ -

the derivatives of u at time ¢ = 0.
We should look for properties of the solution (u,v) which are invariant under the hyperbolic rescaling.
By differentiating the second equation in (1.4) w.r.t. 2 and using the first, one obtains the nonlinear
wave equation

(1'6) U + A(u)ux = Uga — Utt,

with A(u) = DF(u). The above equation is meaningful also in the case A(u) is not a Jacobian matrix,
so that one cannot write it in the conservative form (1.4).

We consider the wave equation (1.6), with A(u) strictly hyperbolic but not necessarily a Jacobian of
some vector function F(u). The first main result presented in the meeting is the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Consider the nonlinear wave equation (1.6), with A(u) strictly hyperbolic and satisfying
the stability conditions (1.5) with A =1

(1.7) —l4+c< @) <1l-ec
Assume that the initial data (ug,uo) are sufficiently smooth and with total variation less than 01:
(1.8) ol poe s l[uo el Lo < 61, lluoellLr, uo el < 81, [OFuollLr, [|05uo sl < C'6y,

for some constant C' and k = 2,3.
If 61 < O~ 160, with C sufficiently large, then there exists a global solution (u,us), defined for allt >0,
and with the L' norm of ug, uw less than 46q:

(1.9) Ju(®)llr <460, [lur(t)]|Lr < 4do.

Moreover this solution depends continuously w.r.t. time and the initial data: there exists a constant L
such that, for any two solutions u, 4 one has

||u(t) + e tugy — (a(s) + e_sﬂw)HL] + H(ut(t) — e tugy) — (y(s) — e‘WwQHLl
(110) S L(|t - S| + ||(u0 + u07t) - (ﬁ() + 7:LO,t)HLl + ||u0,tx - lALO,taL’||L1 + HUO,tzz - aO,tmzHL1>'

We note here that by means of the techniques used in this paper, one can avoid the assumption of
smooth initial data. Moreover, if u € R” is any constant state, by the shift u — u — @ we can replace the
first inequality of (1.8) by

[uo =l o<, luo el Lo < 61,
and assume A(u) strictly hyperbolic in a neighborhood of .

It is important to observe that the initial data are not assumed to satisfy ug; € L', which on the other
hand is a natural condition for the initial data of (1.4), since v, = —u;. As we will show in the analysis,
apart from exponentially decaying terms, u; becomes immediately in L'. More precisely we will show
that u; — e fug, is integrable and has L' norm of the order of 44, for all ¢ > 0.

Finally, notice that the Lipschitz dependence is w.r.t. the sum of ug+ug+. This is clearly more precise
that the dependence w.r.t. wuo and wg; separately. Moreover this dependence becomes particularly
relevant in the hyperbolic limit € — 0, see (1.14) below.
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The second result presented is the analysis of the limit as e — 0. Denote by u€(¢) the solution of the
rescaled system

(1.11) U + A(w)ug = €(tge — us), u(0,2) = uo(x), ue(0,2) = ug (),

and assume that the initial data are given by (uo,uo/€), wWith ug, uo, fixed. This assumption on the
form of u;(t = 0) is needed in order to make the sum u + eu; to converge at ¢ = 0. We then prove the
following theorem:

Theorem 1.2. Consider the nonlinear wave equation (1.11), with A(u) strictly hyperbolic and satisfying
the stability conditions (1.7). Assume that the initial data (uo,e€uo ) are sufficiently smooth and with
total variation less that 61:

(1.12) [uo|l Lo, luo,ell= < b1, lluoallzr ll€vo il < 01, €¥[|0Fuollrr, e |0huo il < C'61, k= 2,3.

for some constant C'.

Then the solution u(t) to (1.11) converges in Li . as e — 0 to a unique limit u(t).

The BV functions u(t), t > 0, generate a Lipschitz continuous semigroup u(t) = Su(0) in Li..
time and data: fort,s > 7 >0

(113) lut) — is)llee < L1t = 5| + ur) — i)z ).
Moreover, we have the estimate
(1.14) llu(t) — (uo + uoe)|lpr < Lt,

so that the correct initial data for u(t) is given by ug + 0.

This semigroup is defined on a domain D containing all the function with sufficiently small total
variation, and can be uniquely identified by a relaxation limiting Riemann Solver, i.e. the unique Riemann
solver compatible with (1.6).

w.r.t.

We can thus say that the semigroup S represent a family of relazation limiting solutions to the quasi-
linear hyperbolic system
(1.15) up + A(u)ug, = 0.

We repeat again that as a consequence of the above theorem, the appropriate initial data for the limiting
solution w(t) is the sum of up + up¢. Thus u(t) may have a jump at ¢ = 0, while, for ¢ > 0, u(¢) is
Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. ¢. Consider the following easy example.

Ezample 1.3. Consider the simple model

Uy = E(Uzz — utt)~
with initial data u(0) = 0, u¢(0) = ¢~'. Then the solution is clearly 1—e~*/¢, which converges to u(t) = 1,
t > 0. Thus the hyperbolic limit should have the initial data u(0) = 1.

When proving uniform BV estimates (and also stability estimates), the fundamental points are

e to understand the non linear wave structure of the solution of the kinetic scheme,
e to write a Glimm type functional which measure the interaction of non linear waves.

These two steps are strictly related: in fact the knowledge of the wave decomposition yields the form
of the interacting terms, hence suggests the form of the functional. Conversely, the form of the functional
describes how the solution can be decomposed as a sum of non linear waves.

In this note we want to extend the construction of a Glimm interaction functional to the general case
of BGK models, i.e. kinetic models of the form

(1.16) F® +aF% = M® (Z F5> —F*, F*cR,
B

with the assumption that for all u

(1.17) ZM“(u) =u, M*u), dMT‘;(u) > 0.

[e%
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For simplicity, we will only construct the functional for the linearized version of (1.16), i.e.
(1.18) FP 4 aFY = ¢ <ZF5) —F* >0, ) =1
B a

We assume moreover that the speeds o are bounded.

2. FLUX ON A DIRICHLET BOUNDARY AND GLIMM FUNCTIONAL

Before constructing the Glimm type functional for relaxation, we recall its construction for the scalar
nonlinear parabolic equation

up + M)ty = Ugy-
One can in fact introduce the vector valued function P = (u, f(u) — u,), which satisfies

For the above equation one can show that the functional

1
(21) a0 =5 [[ 1Pt n Pt idody
<y
is decreasing: precisely
d
(2.2) < 1Pt APt 0ldn = [ 1Pra(t.0) A Pt 0)d,
R R

The last equation can be thought as the instantaneous area swept by the curve P(t,x).
It is possible to give another interpretation of the previous functional. In fact one can consider the
variable

p(t,x,y) = Pp(t,x) A Pp(t,y) = ux (¢, ©)u(t,y) — uz(t, y)ue(t, z),
which satisfies

(23) B+ div((A(u(t, ), Au(t,))5) = A5

Due to the symmetry p(t,z,y) + p(t,y,x) = 0, the above scalar 2-d equation can be considered in the
half plane {z > y} with boundary data p(t,z,z) = 0. The functional Q now has half of the L! norm of
D, and its time derivative is the flux of p across the boundary {z = y}.

While the first interpretation as a shortening curve is difficult to extend to BGK kinetic schemes, the
last interpretation is more suitable: in the next section we will associate to system (1.16) in one space
variable a BGK model in the half plane {z > y}, and we will estimate the flux of the solution through
the boundary {z = y}. To understand better the construction and the final estimate, we consider here
the following 1-d example.

Ezxample 2.1. We consider the simple model

_ _ PR

z, —z; = ESE

(2.4) t x 2
Z+2r = 5=

in > 0 with boundary data f~(£,0) + f*(¢,0) = 0. Our goal is to estimate

+oo
(2.5) /O 2= (t,0)|dt.

To have a better control of the solution, we first notice that if the boundary data is 27 (¢,0) = 0, then
clearly by L' contraction

d

dt Jp+
so that the integral (2.5) is bounded by the initial L' norm of z. The above estimate just tells that
the number of particle which cross the boundary (and disappears) is bounded by the total number of
particles in > 0.

27 (8, )] + |7 (8, @) de < —[=7 (¢, 0)],
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FIGURE 1. The functions 27! (left) and 2! (right).

We thus have only to consider the case of an initial Dirac mass ¢ in f* located at the origin. We now
decompose the solution to (2.4) with initial data 2= (0,2) = 0, 2*(0,2) = §(x) as the sum of functions
25t §=0,1,..., each one satisfying

—,i+1 —it+l 2Tt —it+1
(2.6) Zt ~ Tz z
. it ) R )
Z;r i+ + Z;,Hl — z gz _ Z+,z+1
with z5~1 =0, 270 =0, 270 = 0(x), and null initial data for ¢ = 1,2,.... Roughly speaking, we

can imagine that each function 2% describes a generation of particles, moving with speed +1, and with
average decay time of 1. When 2 particles of the i generation decay, then 2 particles of the i + 1-th
generation are created, with speed —1 and +1.

It is simple to construct the first solutions: in fact,

29t x) =0, 2Ot x) = e to(x — t),
1 e’ 1 e’ t o
27 (t ) = 7)({0 <z <t} 2Pt x) = —7x{0 <z <t}+ 56_ o(x —t).

At this point we can observe that at the next step the total source 27+ + z*:! has become 1/2, while the
total flux of these solutions across the boundary is 1/2. We thus have proved the following: after 14 1/2
crossing (1 is due to the initial absorbing boundary), we have that 1/2 of the initial L* norm disappear.
It is thus clear that the total amount of crossing is bounded by

1+1/2
1-1/2
We thus conclude with the estimate
400
2.7) / 2= (1, 0)|dt < 3/ 127 (0,2)] + |2 (0, 2)|da.
0 R+

3. BGK SCHEMES

Consider the linear scalar BGK scheme

(3.1) Ff+aFg =c*y FP—F* F*€cR
B

Zc":l,
o

where ¢® are positive coefficients such that

and the speeds a are bounded by K.
Consider the initial data

(3.2) F(t,z) = 0a,a0(z).
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The solution to (3.1) together with (3.2) is the Green function I'*(&, z): we suppose that I' exists and
is smooth in (¢,z) for ¢ > 0. An application of Duhamel formula gives that the solution to (3.1) with
general initial data is

(3.3) Fo(ta) =Y [ 1%~ )P0y
5 JR
An important quantity is the viscosity associated to (3.1). Define the state u by

(3.4) ut,z) =Y FO(t,x).

By the Chapman-Enskog expansion (or considering the parabolic part of the Green kernel T'), we obtain
that

(3.5) up + (%: acO‘)ux - (; > (a— ﬂ)%acﬁ) U ~ 0.

af
Let
1
(3.6) A= Za, o? = 3 Z(a —B)%cc” > 0.
o af

Without any loss of generality we can assume A = 0.
The last quantity is the asymptotic viscosity of the solution F'*, and is related to the long time diffusive
behavior of F'*. We will show that it is also related to the existence of a Glimm functional for (3.1).
Observe that o > 0 and the fact that the average speed is 0 imply that

1 02 —mK
. L _ o __ 27 T
(37) azmc = K(K —m) Za (a—m){a+ K)e" = ey
and similarly
02 —mK
. o> 2 T2
(38) C=KE-m)

a<m
We introduce the two quantities related to the wave interaction: the Amount of Interaction is defined
by

—+o0
= |a-4 /O [|Fe (o) F2 t.0) = P2 () (1) o
af

_ oo a Ftﬁ(t,x) Fe(t, z)
(3.9) = ;mm/o R|F$ (t,2)F7 (t,z)|| — TN (Fg(t,x)) dxdt.
The Glimm Functional is
= ot 2)FP(t,2) — FO(t,2)FP(t,2)|dz
o) = 3 [ LR a)r o) - P2 )
_ [eY T I°] T _Ff(t,l‘) _ _Fta(t7y) *
(310 - Z,;//’F o) Fe(h ”‘ P () (oo )|

The interpretation of the above formulas is the following.
If we define the strength of the wave in the family F* located at (t,z) as |F (¢, x)|, and its speed as

the level set speed
Fo(t
aa(t,x) — _t ( 735)’
Fo(t,x)
then the amount of interaction is the integral over the half plane (¢,z) € RT X R and w.r.t. p X p of the
elementary interactions

oo = BIIFZ || F o — 07|

=la—p| (strength of « Wave) X (strength of 3 wave) X ‘difference in speed between «, (.
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FIGURE 2. Amount of interaction and Glimm functional.

This is, a part from the index «, 0 the amount of interaction among non linear waves of hyperbolic
systems. The coefficient |« — (3] is related to the time of interaction: if two families have speed «, 3, then
the time of interaction is of order |a — 3|~1.

Similarly, the Glimm functional is given by the sum of the elementary Glimm interaction potentials

[E (&, 2)[|FY (8 )| [0 (8 ) = P (8, y))|
(3.11)

= (strength of o wave in x) X (strength of B wave in y) x |difference in speed between «, (3|.

Define now the variables

o  OF¢ o= oF«
oot Oz’
which satisfy the same linear BGK scheme
(3.12) g Fagt =c*> g% =g [rrafi =) f7-1
B B

and introduce the functions

(3.13) PP(t,x,y) = f2(t,2)g" (t,y) — Ot y)g” (¢, @).
A simple computation shows that
PP = —aPg® — PP 4 Ny PP 4 PNy per —opef
¥ ¥
(3.14) = — (o, B8)- VPP + Y (PP + " P7P) — 2P0,
gl

Because of the symmetry of (3.13) one has
(3.15) PP (z,y) = —PP(y,2),

Thus the above BGK scheme can be considered either in the plane with initial data satisfying (3.15), or
in the half plane {x > y} with boundary conditions

(3.16) PoP(z,x) + PP*(x,x) = 0.

The meaning of the above boundary condition is that when a particle p®? travelling with speeds (o, 3),
a < B hits the boundary {x = y}, then it changes into —p®®, i.e. it is reflexed (, 8) — (3, @) and from
positive it becomes negative (or viceversa).
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It is thus clear that the total number of particle is preserved, i.e.
d d
— PoA(t dedy = 2— PoP(t drdy < 0.
G5 [ty =25 [Py ldedy <
af ap Y

We can also expect that, because of diffusion, if P*? > 0 in some points, then it is positive in a small
neighborhood. Hence after the boundary reflection some particles become negative and annihilates with
the positive ones: observe in fact that the source term is the sum w.r.t. the velocity « of all particles at
a fixed location.

The quantities (3.9), (3.10) turn out to be the flux of P*? on the boundary z = v,

+o0
(3.17) 7= Ja- 5|/ / POt &, )| dudt,
op 0 R
and the initial L' norm of P®? in the plane,

= B0, x xdy.
(3.18) o %//Rz | PP (0, x,y)|dzdy

Aim of the next section is to prove that if ¢ > 0, then Z is bounded by Q.

3.1. Construction of the Glimm functional for BGK kinetic schemes. We consider the linear
BGK model (1.18) in the plane

1
(3.19) P 4 (a,B) - VP = 3 > (PP 4 P7F) — PP
B!
with initial data satisfying
(3.20) P%(0,z,y) + PP(0,y,z) = 0.

The coefficients have been renormalized by the rescaling (¢, x) — (t/2,x/2).
Since the system is linear, it suffices to consider the special initial data

(321) Paﬁ(o’x’ y) = 5a,@6ﬁ756(‘r7y) - 5(1,35[37075(xay)a o> Ba

i.e. two Dirac deltas located at the origin with speed (&, 3) and (3, @), by the symmetry (3.20).
In fact, we can first solve the equation (3.19) with absorbing boundary data,

PB(t,z,x) =0 for a>p.

Denote this solution with P*%~1. As in Example 2.1, from conservation it follows that the boundary
flux of this solution is

+oo
(3.22) Sla-gl [ [ 1Pt e alisar <Y [ [ 10 0y ldsdy,
o5 0 R op ) R

Then we solve (3.19) with the source term |ov — B|P**~1(t, 2z, x). If we have that the boundary flux of
the solution with the initial data (3.21) is bounded by C, independent of (@, 3), then it follows that

“+ o0 400
> Ja— 5|/ / | PPt 2)|dadt < CY o — @|/ / |PB=Y(t, x, @) |dadt
B 0 R B 0 R
< CZ// |PP(0, 2, y)|dzdy
af R?

2
(3.23) <(1+40) (Z Tot.Var.(Fo‘)> .

We follow the same approach used in the one dimensional example.
The solution to the BGK scheme (3.19) with initial data (3.20) can be written as

—+oo
(3.24) PRtz y) = P (t,a,y),
n=0
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where each function P*%" satisfies
(e} n (6% n 1 (8% n— (07 n— (87 n
(3.25) PP (o, B) - VPP = 52(0513 vl g e prfn=l) _ pafdn,
¥

We will say that P*%™ is the n-th generation of particle.

We will write only the functions P*?" with n = 0, 1,2, and then compute the source term for n = 3.
The idea of the proof is that we will show that the source term for n = 3 decreases of a positive quantity,
and the flux through the boundary of the first 3 generations is bounded.

It is a matter of computation to verify that P*%" n +0,1,2, are given by

(3.26) PoBO(t ) = e t5(x — at,y — Bt)0a,a055 — € "6(x — Bty — at)d, 5034,
1 . 4 2 _ ~ ~ N
PQB’I(ta Zz, y) = 5156 t(c + Cﬁ) (6(1: - ata Yy — 6t)5a,&5ﬁ,6 - 5(1’ - 5ta Yy — at)(saﬁ(sﬂv@)
Lo (caﬁaiax[a, a)(w/0)5(y — 335,35+ *65,5x18, Bl(y/t)o(x — awaa,a)

(3.27) -

N~ N

ot <055E#;X[57 Bl(x/1)8(y — at)da,a + *Sazaxle, al(y/t)d(z — ﬁt)%é)v

a 1 _ & 3\ 2 _ — _ _
P21 a,y) = (27 (¢ + ) (5(33 —at,y — Bt)0aady s — 0(z — Bty — ﬁt)amaﬁ’a)

+ gt bty (3 Oty a,alla/0aty - 50+ 3 @l 5B/ 06 - an)
Rkas v#0B

— ite_téa’gég,a (Z c”cﬁ_tr[% B, B)(z/t)6(y — at) + Z ey, &, a)(y/t)d(x — ﬁt))
¥#B r#a

+ it€7t5a¢a5575 (ca(ca + cg)tr[oz, a,a)(z/t)o(y — Bt) + (™) *tr]a, a, &) (z/t)d(y — Bt)

+c* Z c”tr[a,v,a](x/t)é(y—ﬁt))

YF£,a

e 5umadys (S + P al5, BB/ 50 — at) + (& (6. Bl e — )

+8 Yl B/ - an) )

¥#B.8

+ et <Cacﬁ5a¢ax[a, al(z/t)6(y — Bt)Sg 5+’ c*05.5x(8, Bl(y/t)d(x — dt)5a,a>

te™"0p4500,a <cﬁ(C°‘ + )8, B, Bl(x/1)s(y — at) + (¢7)?ux[B, 8, ] («/1)s(y — at)

N

+8 Y Ol Bllaf3(y - an)

¥#B,8
- e S (€4 Pl ally/ 05 — 51+ ()Punfa, (/050 — B

+c Z trfa, v, &) (y/t)o(x — ﬂt))

YE,&
- ie*t <cﬁc‘3‘5l3¢5x[ﬁ, Bl(z/t)0(y — at)da.a + CQC§5Q¢&X[Q, al(y/t)d(z — Bt)éﬁ’/@)
(3.28)
+ 3¢ bapadazae (xlonal(e/OXIB Bl(w/0) ~ X8, Bl /)Xo al(w/1)),
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b X[a,b](x)  tr[ab.cl(X)

1/(c-a)
1/(b-a)

F1cURE 3. The functions x[a,b](z) and tr[a,, c|(z).

where the functions x[a, b](x) and tr[a, b, ¢|](x) are defined as

la —b|~! min{a,b} <2 < max{a,b}

(3.29) xla, b](x) = {

0 otherwise
for a # b and

[z —d|/(V" = d'[|¢ —d]) o <@<V
(3.30) trla, b, cl(z) = ¢ | —z|/(| = V]| —d]) V¥V <z

0 otherwise

a’ = min{a, b, c}, ¢ = max{a,b,c}, V' = {a,b,c}\ {d,b'}, o <.

Note that as a consequence of conservation, we have that the integral over (¢, z,y) € RT x R? of P51,
PP:2 is constant:

+oo )
(3.31) > j/ / |PeR(t, x,y) |dedydt =2, i=1,2.
ap 70 R2

We can use a similar computation to estimate the flux on the boundary: in fact, integrating only on
{z >y} and observing that on {x = y} the function P** > 0 if a < 3, we obtain or i = 1,2

400
Z(ﬂf a)/ /Po‘ﬁ’i(t,x,x)dxdt
oy o Jr
too 1 . .
< Z / // Z 3 (CQPW’“l(t,x,y) + cﬁPO‘W’“l(t,x,y))dxdydt <1
0 R2 7

a<f

It thus follows that the total flux, counting also the initial data, is

3 400
(3.32) Y > B- oz)/o /RP‘)‘ﬁ’i(t,m,x)da:dt <3.

i=1 a<fg

The cancellation is due to the fact that for n = 3 some of the squares
Qzﬁ = {(m,y) € [min{a,@}t,max{a,@}t] X [min{ﬂ,ﬁ}t,max{ﬂ,ﬁ}t} },
Qup = {[min{@ﬁ}t,max{ﬂ, BYt] x [min{a,d}umax{a,d}t]}

overlap. A simple analysis shows that

0 a>p

(a=p)? f<a<p<a
(3.33) QisNQs=1(a—p)? B<a<pBpf>a

(@a-pB)? a<pB<aa<p

(@a-p)? a<pp<a



GLIMM FUNCTIONAL FOR BGK SCHEMES 11

(@.,p)

(a.,p)
FIGURE 4. The cancellation occurring on P2,

We have thus that the cancellation when computing the source term of the step n = 3 is greater than
=~ p) 2 _ =
o= ¥ eOpiopgt L edny
a<B > ama B> A<a<p
_ A3 _ A\2
(3.34) + Z co‘cﬁ—m Al + Z P’ (a—B)

a<fB,a<pB<a dla —al|8 - B
We now use the assumption that the dissipation is strictly positive to estimate C', and more precisely

we consider (3.7) with m = 02/(2K),
2

(3.35) S e D VISR 7 < =1
a>02/(2K) a<—02/(2K)

We consider 3 cases:
(1) Ifa > 3 > —0?/(4K), then we have

C > a,@|ﬁ_ﬁ| > aﬁ|ﬁ_/8|
= ,Z e —a] T > “Ya—a
a<B.a<p<a a<p<—o?/(2K)
o 1 o
3.36 > 7 - 0 B> .
(3:36) > Rz 2. ¢z 32K2(2K2 — 02)2

o,f<—0?/(2K)
(2) Similarly for 8 < & < 02/(4K),

C> Z P o — 4 > Z cacﬁ—w_ﬁ|

B>a,B<a<f 45 =81~ B>a>02/(2K) Ao —a
oz 1 o
.37 > z el > .
(3.37) > iy 2. Iz 32K2(2K2 — 02)2

a,p>0%/(2K)
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(3) Finally, if @ > 02/(4K), 3 < —0?/(4K), is follows

C a 3 (@_6)2 _ a B (@_6)2 _
2 2 M ia—aliA 2 2 e Mol =7

a<B,f>a a<-0?/(2K),>02 /(2K
ot 1 o8
38 > — = oo > :
) = 16K12 € ¢ = PKIK? _ o2)?

a<-0?/(2K),B>0%/(2K)

In all cases, the cancellation is strictly positive. We thus conclude that there exists a constant C' such

that 7 < CQ, and the constant can be estimated by

32K*(2K? — 0?)?
: g _

c<3

g
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