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Vanishing dissipation limit for non-isentropic

Navier-Stokes equations with shock data

Feimin Huang∗, Teng Wang†

Abstract

This paper is concerned with the vanishing dissipation limiting problem of one-dimensional non-
isentropic Navier-Stokes equations with shock data. The limiting problem was solved in 1989 by
Hoff-Liu in [13] for isentropic gas with single shock, but was left open for non-isentropic case. In this
paper, we solve the non-isentropic case, i.e., we first establish the global existence of solutions to the
non-isentropic Navier-Stokes equations with initial discontinuous shock data, and then show these
solutions converge in L

∞ norm to a single shock wave of the corresponding Euler equations away
from the shock curve in any finite time interval, as both the viscosity and heat-conductivity tend to
zero.

Different from [13] in which an integrated system was essentially used, motivated by [21, 22], we
introduce a time-dependent shift X

ε(t) to the viscous shock so that a weighted Poincaré inequality
can be applied to overcome the difficulty generated from the “bad” sign of the derivative of viscous
shock velocity, and the anti-derivative technique is not needed. We also obtain an intrinsic property
of non-isentropic viscous shock, see Lemma 2.2 below. With the help of Lemma 2.2, we can derive
the desired uniform a priori estimates of solutions, which can be shown to converge in L

∞ norm to a
single inviscid shock in any given finite time interval away from the shock, as the vanishing dissipation
limit. Moreover, the shift Xε(t) tends to zero in any finite time as viscosity tends to zero. The proof
consists of a scaling argument, L2-contraction technique with time-dependent shift to the shock, and
relative entropy method.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned with the one-dimensional non-isentropic compressible Navier-Stokes
system in Lagrangian coordinates:







vt − ux = 0,

ut + px = ε
(ux
v

)

x
,

(

e+
u2

2

)

t

+ (pu)x =

(

κ
θx
v

+ ε
uux
v

)

x

(1.1)

for t > 0, x ∈ R = (−∞,+∞), where the unknown functions v = v(t, x) > 0, u = u(t, x) and θ =
θ(t, x) > 0 represent the specific volume, fluid velocity and an absolute temperature, respectively. Here
we consider the polytropic gas, that is, the pressure p and the internal energy e are explicitly given as
functions of the specific volume v and the absolute temperature θ:

p =
Rθ

v
= Av−γ exp

(
γ − 1

R
S

)

, e =
Rθ

γ − 1
+ constant,
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where S is the entropy, γ > 1 is the adiabatic exponent, and A and R are both positive constants. In
addition, ε > 0 is the viscosity constant and κ > 0 is the coefficient of heat-conductivity. We consider
the following Riemann initial data

(v, u, θ)(0, x) =

{

(v−, u−, θ−), x < 0,

(v+, u+, θ+), x > 0,
(1.2)

where v±(> 0), u± and θ±(> 0) are given constants.
As in [20], we assume the viscosity ε and the heat-conductive coefficient κ satisfy







κ = O(ε), as ε→ 0;

κ(ε)

ε
≥ c > 0, as ε→ 0,

(1.3)

for some positive constant c. Then the non-isentropic compressible Navier-Stokes system (1.1) formally
converges to the corresponding non-isentropic compressible Euler system as ε→ 0+,







vt − ux = 0,

ut + px = 0,
(

e+
u2

2

)

t

+ (pu)x = 0.

(1.4)

A fundamental and challenging problem in mathematics is whether the vanishing dissipation limit of
the solution of the Navier-Stokes equations to the Euler equations could be proved rigorously. Because
the inviscid Euler system (1.4) usually contains discontinuities, such as shock waves and contact discon-
tinuities, it is difficult to show the limit in the general setting, especially for the discontinuous initial
data. Essential new ideas and methods are needed to handle this problem. Therefore, any attempt on
this problem that involves the singularity in the inviscid solution can be viewed as progress towards this
general program.

There is an extensive literature on the vanishing viscosity limit to the inviscid compressible flow in
one space dimension. For a system of hyperbolic conservation laws with artificial viscosity, Goodman-Xin
[11] studied the limit to the piecewise smooth solutions having a finite number of noninteracting shocks.
Later, Yu [37] improved the results of [11] to allow initial layers by a detailed pointwise analysis. As a
breakthrough result, Bianchini-Bressan [1] proved the vanishing viscosity limit to a strictly hyperbolic
n × n system with small BV initial data. It is noted that the work of [1] essentially depends on the
viscosity matrix εI. There are other interesting works on the inviscid limit for small BV solution, see
[2, 3, 4] and the references therein. For L∞ entropy solution, which is less regular than the BV solution,
the vanishing artificial viscosity limit to the isentropic Euler equations with large L∞ initial data has
been established by DiPerna [9], Chen [5, 6, 7], Lions-Perthame-Souganidis [27], Lions-Perthame-Tadmor
[28], Huang-Wang [19], Schrecker-Schulz [31] via the method of compensated compactness. See also Ding-
Chen-Luo [8] for numerical approximation limit. However, little information on the L∞ entropy solutions
is known through the compensated compactness.

The study on the vanishing physical viscosity was initiated by Stokes [32]. The first rigorous limit
of viscous shock layer from the Navier-Stokes system to the Euler system was obtained by Gilbarg [10].
Hoff-Liu [13] in 1989 first proved the vanishing viscosity limit for piecewise constant shock. Indeed, they
showed that the solution of the isentropic Navier-Stokes system with initial shock data exists all the
time and converges to the inviscid single shock as the viscosity vanishes, uniformly away from the shock.
Zhang-Pan-Tan [38] extended the result of [13] to a composite wave consisting of two shocks. However,
the limiting problem toward a single shock was left open for non-isentropic case until now.

In the present paper, we solve the limiting problem mentioned above, that is, the vanishing dissipation
limit to a single shock for non-isentropic Navier-Stokes system (1.1) with initial shock data (1.2). More
precisely, we prove that the solution of the system (1.1) exists for all time with discontinuous initial data
(1.2), and converges in L∞ norm to a single inviscid shock on any given finite time interval away from the
shock, as the viscosity and heat-conductive coefficients tend to zero. This gives a rigorous mathematical
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justification of the limit for the non-isentropic compressible Navier-Stokes system in the presence of single
shock wave.

We now introduce some preliminary notations and give some background materials before stating the
main theorem. The inviscid system (1.4) has three distinct eigenvalues for positive v and θ

λ1(v, θ) = −
√
γRθ

v
, λ2 = 0, λ3(v, θ) =

√
γRθ

v
,

which implies the first and third characteristic fields are genuinely nonlinear and the second field is
linearly degenerate. In this paper, we focus our attention on the single shock case, that is, the entropy
solution of inviscid system (1.4) with (1.2) is a single shock wave.

We firstly recall the shock wave curve in the phase plane (v, u, θ). Given the right end state (v+, u+, θ+),
the i−shock wave curve of the Euler equations (1.4) for the left end state (v, u, θ) is defined as follows:

• i−shock wave curve (i = 1, 3),

Si(v+, u+, θ+) :=







(v, u, θ)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

− si(v+ − v)− (u+ − u) = 0,

− si(u+ − u) + (p+ − p) = 0, and λ+i < si < λ−i ,

− si

[

e+ +
u2+
2

−
(

e+
u2

2

)]

+ (p+u+ − pu) = 0,







,

where e+ = Rθ+
γ−1+constant, p+ = Rθ+

v+
, λ±i = λi(v±, θ±), and si is the i−shock speed.

It is known that the solution to the Riemann problem (1.4), (1.2) admits a 3−shock wave if (v−, u−, θ−) ∈
S3(v+, u+, θ+) (cf. [26]) and the explicit formula of 3−shock wave is given as

(vS , uS, θS)(t, x) :=

{

(v−, u−, θ−), x < s3t,

(v+, u+, θ+), x > s3t,
(1.5)

where (v−, u−, θ−), (v+, u+, θ+) and the shock speed s3 are constants satisfying the Rankine-Hugoniot
(R-H) condition







− s3(v+ − v−)− (u+ − u−) = 0,

− s3(u+ − u−) + (p+ − p−) = 0,

− s3

[

e+ +
u2+
2

−
(

e− +
(u−)

2

2

)]

+ (p+u+ − p−u−) = 0,

(1.6)

and Lax’ shock condition that
λ+3 < s3 < λ−3 (1.7)

with λ+3 = λ3(v+, θ+) and λ
−
3 = λ3(v−, θ−). Note that (1.7) is equivalent to

u+ < u− (or s3(v+ − v−) > 0).

We denote the strength of 3−shock wave by δ = |p− − p+|, where p± = Rθ±
v±

. It follows from the R-H

condition (1.6) that δ is equivalent to |v− − v+|+ |u− − u+|+ |θ− − θ+|.
We are ready to state our main theorem on the vanishing dissipation limit of solution for the non-

isentropic compressible Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) with initial shock data (1.2).

Theorem 1.1 For any given (v+, u+, θ+), suppose (v−, u−, θ−) ∈ S3(v+, u+, θ+). Let (vS , uS, θS)(t, x)
be the 3−shock wave defined in (1.5) and the viscosity and heat-conductivity satisfy (1.3). Then there
exist positive constants δ0, ε0 independent of time t, such that if ε ≤ ε0 and the wave strength δ ≤ δ0,
the initial value problem (1.1), (1.2) admits a unique global piecewise smooth solution (vε, uε, θε)(t, x),
for each ε > 0, satisfying the following properties:

• uε and θε are continuous for t > 0; uεx, θ
ε
x, v

ε, vεx and vεt are uniformly Hölder continuous in the
sets {(t, x) | t ≥ τ, x < 0} and {(t, x) | t ≥ τ, x > 0} for any τ > 0; uεt , u

ε
xx, v

ε
xt, θ

ε
t and θεxx are Hölder

continuous on compact set in {(t, x) | t > 0, x 6= 0}. Moreover, the jumps in vε(t, x), uεx(t, x) and θ
ε
x(t, x)

at x = 0 satisfy
|[vε(t, 0)]|, |[uεx(t, 0)]|, |[θεx(t, 0)]| ≤ Ce−

ct
ε ,
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where C and c are positive constants independent of t and ε.
• Let T be a positive constant, then the solutions (vε, uε, θε)(t, x) converge to the 3−shock wave

(vS , uS, θS)(t, x) up to time T , as ε→ 0, uniformly away from t = 0 and the shock, i.e., for any positive
number h, we have

lim
ε→0

sup
h≤t≤T

sup
|x−s3t|≥h

|(vε, uε, θε)(t, x)− (vS , uS, θS)(t, x)| = 0. (1.8)

Remark 1 Hoff-Liu [13] in 1989 first investigated the inviscid limit to a single shock for isentropic
Navier-Stokes equations. However, the corresponding result for non-isentropic case remains open until
now. Our main result in Theorem 1.1 solves the limiting problem to a single shock for non-isentropic
case.

Remark 2 Our result still holds for the case 1−shock, since the proof for 1−shock is identical.

Before sketching our strategy to prove Theorem 1.1, we give a brief recall of the interesting work of
Hoff-Liu [13]. Since the anti-derivative technique is used, the initial perturbation in the anti-derivative
form ‖

∫ x

−∞
(U −Φ)(y, 0)dy‖L2 is around δ−1/2, which is large as δ is small, and this brings new challenge

in the small perturbation framework. Here U is the solution of Navier-Stokes equations and Φ is the
traveling wave. A key observation in [13] is that ‖

∫ x

−∞(U − Φ)(y, t)dy‖2L2 is of the order δa1(t + 1)b1

(where a1 − 2b1 ≥ 0) and ‖U − Φ‖2L2 is of the order δa2(t + 1)b2 (where a2 − 2b2 ≥ 1), and this leads to
the desired smallness of the L∞-norm of

∫ x

−∞(U −Φ)(y, t)dy at t = δ−2−ϑ so that the small perturbation

framework is still available on t > δ−2−ϑ.
However, the above method in [13] can not be applied directly to the non-isentropic flow (1.1) since

∫ x

−∞(U − Φ)(t, y)dy may not belong to L2 space. In fact, the vanishing dissipation limit problem to a
single shock for the non-isentropic Navier-Stokes system has been open for long time. In this paper,
we solve this open problem. Motivated by the L2 contraction method developed in [21, 22], we study
the limiting problem in the original H1-perturbation framework instead of the anti-derivative technique.
Different from [21, 22, 23] for the isentropic system, it is hard to introduce the new effective velocity
for the non-isentropic system (1.1) since the pressure p is a function of both the specific volume v and
the absolute temperature θ. Instead, we decompose the “bad” term in (4.7) in form of the velocity
u by Taylor expansion with small viscosity and wave strength (see (4.7)). Then, we derive a uniform
estimate in the new variable on the variable transformation. The key point is to establish Lemma 2.2
based on the underlying structure of non-isentropic viscous shock wave, which is quite different from the
isentropic case, where the pressure is a function only in the specific volume v. Thus, with the help of the
inequality (2.4), we can obtain the L2-contraction around viscous shock profile for non-isentropic case by
introducing a suitable shift Xε(t) and a weighted Poincaré inequality (2.11). Moreover, the shift Xε(t)
is shown to tend to zero in any finite time interval as the viscosity tends to zero. Thus we can prove that
the solutions of the non-isentropic Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) converge to a single inviscid shock as
the viscosity and heat-conductive coefficients tend to zero, away from the shock.

There are other interesting works on the inviscid limit of compressible Navier-Stokes equations in
the presence of basic wave patterns, see [15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 22, 29, 34, 35, 36, 39], and the references
cited therein. In particular, Kang-Vasseur [22] proved the stability and uniqueness of inviscid shock in
the relative entropy form for p-system in the weak sense through the vanishing viscosity limit from the
Navier-Stokes system.

Recently, the L2-contraction method is also employed in [23] to prove the time asymptotic stability of
composite waves with a viscous shock and a rarefaction wave to the isentropic Navier-Stokes equations,
which solves an important open problem proposed by Matsumura-Nishihara [30] in 1992. We refer to
[24] for the case of a viscous shock, a viscous contact wave, and an inviscid rarefaction wave to the
non-isentropic Navier-Stokes system (1.1).

The rest part of the paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we construct the smooth viscous
shock wave and show its properties. In Sect. 3, we prove our main vanishing dissipation limit result by
continuation arguments. In Sect. 4, we prove a-priori estimates in Proposition 3.3.

Notation. In the paper, we always use the notation −
∫

R
=
∫

R−
+
∫

R+
, ‖ · ‖ to denote the usual L2(R)

norm, ‖ · –‖ to denote the piecewise L2(R±) norm, that is, ‖f–‖2 = −
∫

R
f2dx. ‖ · ‖H1 and ‖ · –‖H1 represent
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the H1(R) and H1(R±) norm, respectively. And the notation [f ] represents the jump of the function f
at x = 0 or y = 0 if without confusion.

2 Viscous shock wave

Now we recall the definitions of viscous shock waves of (1.1) which correspond to the shock wave (1.5).
We see that the 3−viscous shock wave which corresponds to the 3−shock wave is a traveling wave solution
of (1.1) with the formula (V ε, Uε,Θε)(ξ) which is determined by







− s3(V
ε)′ − (Uε)′ = 0,

− s3(U
ε)′ + (P ε)′ = ε

(
(Uε)′

V ε

)′

, ′ :=
d

dξ
, ξ = x− s3t,

− s3

(
RΘε

γ − 1
+

(Uε)2

2

)′

+ (P εUε)′ = κ

(
(Θε)′

V ε

)′

+ ε

(
(Uε)′Uε

V ε

)′

,

(2.1)

and
(V ε, Uε,Θε)(−∞) = (v−, u−, θ−), (V ε, Uε,Θε)(+∞) = (v+, u+, θ+), (2.2)

where P ε = P (V ε,Θε) = RΘε

V ε , and (v±, u±, θ±) satisfy the R-H condition (1.6) and Lax entropy condition
(1.7), and the shock speed s3 is uniquely determined by (1.6). The existence and uniqueness (up to a
shift in ξ) of the solution of (2.1), (2.2) can be found in [25].

The property of the 3−viscous shock wave (V ε, Uε,Θε)(x − s3t) are summarized in the following
lemma, which can be found in [14, 25].

Lemma 2.1 ([14, 25]) Let (V ε, Uε,Θε) be the smooth 3−viscous shock wave with the strength δ =
|p− − p+|

(i) Uε
x = −s3V ε

x < 0, s3Θ
ε
x < 0, x ∈ R, t ≥ 0,

(ii) There exist positive constants c and C which depend only on (v−, u−, θ−) and (v+, u+, θ+) such that

|(V ε − v−, U
ε − u−,Θ

ε − θ−)| ≤ Cδe−cδ
|x−s3t|

ε , x < s3t, t ≥ 0,

|(V ε − v+, U
ε − u+,Θ

ε − θ+)| ≤ Cδe−cδ
|x−s3t|

ε , x > s3t, t ≥ 0,

|(V ε
x , U

ε
x,Θ

ε
x)| ≤ C

δ2

ε
e−cδ

|x−s3t|
ε , x ∈ R, t ≥ 0,

|(V ε
xx, U

ε
xx,Θ

ε
xx)| ≤ C

δ

ε
|(V ε

x , U
ε
x,Θ

ε
x)|, x ∈ R, t ≥ 0.

(iii) There exist positive constants c and C which depend only on (v−, u−, θ−) and (v+, u+, θ+) such that

∣
∣
∣s23 −

γp−
v−

∣
∣
∣ ≤ Cδ,

∣
∣
∣s23 −

γp+
v+

∣
∣
∣ ≤ Cδ.

Proof : The estimates in (i) and (ii) can be shown by direct calculations, we omit the proof. In the
following, we prove (iii). Integrating (2.1) over R, we have

0 = − R

γ − 1
(θ+ − θ−)− p−(v+ − v−) +

s23
2
(v+ − v−)

2

= − Rθ−
γ − 1

(θ+
θ−

− 1
)

−Rθ−

(v+
v−

− 1
)

+
s23v

2
−

2

(v+
v−

− 1
)2

,

which leads to
θ+
θ−

− 1 = −(γ − 1)
(v+
v−

− 1
)

+
γ − 1

Rθ−

s23v
2
−

2

(v+
v−

− 1
)2

. (2.3)
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Note that the R-H condition (1.6) and (2.3) give

s23 = −p+ − p−
v+ − v−

= −p−
v+

(θ+
θ−

− v+
v−

)/(v+
v−

− 1
)

=
p−
v+

[

1−
(θ+
θ−

− 1
)/(v+

v−
− 1
)]

=
p−
v+

[

1−
(

− (γ − 1) +
γ − 1

Rθ−

s23v
2
−

2

(v+
v−

− 1
))]

=
γp−
v+

− γ − 1

2v+
s23(v+ − v−),

which yields (iii).
�

Remark 3 In [14, 25], it requires 1 < γ ≤ 2. In fact, as pointed in [14], this condition might be removed
by more careful and complicated estimates.

The following lemma plays a crucial role to obtain the extra weak dissipation effect along the shock
propagation direction, which fully used the compressible structure of the non-isentropic viscous shock
wave.

Lemma 2.2 Let (V ε, Uε,Θε) be the 3−viscous shock wave with strength δ = |p− − p+|, then there exists
positive constant C such that

∣
∣
∣
∣

V ε − v−
P ε − p−

− V ε − v+
P ε − p+

− γ + 1

2γp+

Rεγ

κ(γ − 1)2 +Rεγ
(v+ − v−)

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ Cδ2, (2.4)

where p± = Rθ±
v±

and P ε = P (V ε,Θε) = RΘε

V ε .

Proof : Integrating (2.1) over [ξ,+∞) or (−∞, ξ], we have

κΘε
x

s3V
= − R

γ − 1
(Θε − θ±)− p±(V

ε − v±) +
s23
2
(V ε − v±)

2

= − Rθ±
γ − 1

(Θε

θ±
− 1
)

−Rθ±

(V ε

v±
− 1
)

+
s23v

2
±

2

(V ε

v±
− 1
)2

,

(2.5)

which together with (iii) in Lemma 2.1 gives

Θε

θ±
− 1 = −(γ − 1)

(V ε

v±
− 1
)

+
γ − 1

Rθ±

s23v
2
±

2

(V ε

v±
− 1
)2

− γ − 1

Rθ±

κΘε
x

s3V ε

= −(γ − 1)
(V ε

v±
− 1
)

+
γ(γ − 1)

2

(V ε

v±
− 1
)2

− γ − 1

Rθ±

κΘε
x

s3V ε
+O(δ3).

(2.6)

Then, using (2.6), we have

V ε − v−
P ε − p−

− V ε − v+
P ε − p+

=
V ε

p−

(V ε

v−
− 1
)/(Θε

θ−
− V ε

v−

)

− V ε

p+

(V ε

v+
− 1
)/(Θε

θ+
− V ε

v+

)

=
V ε

p−

1
(

Θε

θ−
− 1
)/(

V ε

v−
− 1
)

− 1
− V ε

p+

1
(

Θε

θ+
− 1
)/(

V ε

v+
− 1
)

− 1

=
(V ε

p−
− V ε

p+

) 1
(

Θε

θ−
− 1
)/(

V ε

v−
− 1
)

− 1

+
V ε

p+




1

(
Θε

θ−
− 1
)/(

V ε

v−
− 1
)

− 1
− 1
(

Θε

θ+
− 1
)/(

V ε

v+
− 1
)

− 1





=: I1 + I2.

(2.7)

It follows from (2.3) that

p− − p+ = R
(θ−
v−

− θ+
v+

)

=
Rθ−
v+

(v+
v−

− θ+
θ−

)

=
Rθ−
v+

[(v+
v−

− 1
)

−
(θ+
θ−

− 1
)]

=
Rθ−
v+

γ
(v+
v−

− 1
)

+O(δ2) =
γp+
v+

(v+ − v−) +O(δ2).

(2.8)
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Then, using (2.6) and (2.8), we have

I1 =
V ε(p+ − p−)

p−p+

/(

− γ +
γ(γ − 1)

2

(V ε

v−
− 1
)

− γ − 1

p−

κΘε
x

s3V ε

1

V ε − v−
+O(δ2)

)

=
v+
γp2+

(p− − p+) +O(δ2) =
1

p+
(v+ − v−) +O(δ2).

(2.9)

It follows from (2.6) and (2.8) that

I2 =
V ε

p+

[

1
/(

− γ +
γ(γ − 1)

2

(V ε

v−
− 1
)

− γ − 1

p−

κΘε
x

s3V ε

1

V ε − v−
+O(δ2)

)

− 1
/(

− γ +
γ(γ − 1)

2

(V ε

v+
− 1
)

− γ − 1

p+

κΘε
x

s3V ε

1

V ε − v+
+O(δ2)

)]

=
V ε

γ2p+

[γ(γ − 1)

2
V ε
( 1

v+
− 1

v−

)

+
γ − 1

p+

κΘε
x

s3V ε

( 1

V ε − v−
− 1

V ε − v+

)

+ (γ − 1)
( 1

p−
− 1

p+

) κΘε
x

s3V ε

1

V ε − v−

]

+O(δ2)

= −γ − 1

2γp+
(v+ − v−) +

(γ − 1)v+
γ2p2+

κΘε
x

s3V ε

( 1

V ε − v−
− 1

V ε − v+

)

+O(δ2),

using (2.5), (2.8) and (iii) in Lemma 2.1, we have

κΘε
x

s3V ε

( 1

V ε − v−
− 1

V ε − v+

)

=
R

γ − 1

(Θε − θ+
V ε − v+

− Θε − θ−
V ε − v−

)

+ (p+ − p−) +
s23
2
(v+ − v−)

=
Rεγ2 − 2κγ(γ − 1)

κ(γ − 1)2 +Rεγ

p−
2v−

(v+ − v−)−
γp+
v+

(v+ − v−) +
γp+
2v+

(v+ − v−) +O(δ2)

=
Rεγ2 − 2κγ(γ − 1)

κ(γ − 1)2 +Rεγ

p+
2v+

(v+ − v−)−
γp+
2v+

(v+ − v−) +O(δ2),

where we have used the fact (see formula (B.5) of [24]) that

Θε − θ+
V ε − v+

− Θε − θ−
V ε − v−

=
γ − 1

2R

Rεγ2 − 2κγ(γ − 1)

κ(γ − 1)2 +Rεγ

p−
v−

(v+ − v−) +O(δ2).

Thus we have

I2 = −γ − 1

γp+
(v+ − v−) +

γ − 1

2γp+

Rεγ − 2κ(γ − 1)

κ(γ − 1)2 +Rεγ
(v+ − v−) +O(δ2). (2.10)

Finally, we substitute (2.9) and (2.10) into (2.7) to obtain the desired inequality (2.4), and the proof of
Lemma 2.2 is completed.

�

Finally, we introduce a one-dimensional weighted sharp Poincaré type inequality, whose proof can be
found in [21] and plays a very important role in our stability analysis.

Lemma 2.3 (Lemma 2.9 [21]) For any f : [0, 1] → R satisfying
∫ 1

0 z(1− z)|f ′|2dz <∞, it holds

∫ 1

0

∣
∣
∣
∣
f −

∫ 1

0

fdz

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dz ≤ 1

2

∫ 1

0

z(1− z)|f ′|2dz. (2.11)

3 Proof of the main result

In this section, we will prove our main result, Theorem 1.1. Introduce the following scaled variables

y =
x

ε
, τ =

t

ε
, (3.1)
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and set
(vε, uε, θε)(t, x) = (v, u, θ)(τ, y).

Then the new unknown function (v, u, θ)(τ, y) satisfies the system






vτ − uy = 0,

uτ + py =
(uy
v

)

y
,

R

γ − 1
θτ + puy = ν

(
θy
v

)

y

+
u2y
v

(3.2)

with initial data

(v, u, θ)(0, y) =

{

(v−, u−, θ−), y < 0,

(v+, u+, θ+), y > 0,
(3.3)

where ν = κ
ε denotes the coefficient of scaled heat conductivity and satisfies ν ≤ ν ≤ ν̄, uniformly in

ε→ 0+, for some positive constants ν and ν̄.

3.1 Construction of the shift

Here and in what follows, we introduce the notation: for any function f : R+ × R → R and the shift
X(τ),

f−X := f(τ, y −X(τ)).

The shift X(τ) is defined as a solution to the ODE:







Ẋ(τ) = −M
δ

∫

R

a−X

(

−P
−XV −X

y

s3V −X
+ U−X

y +
p+Θ

−X
y

s3Θ−X

)

(u− U−X)dy,

X(0) = 0

(3.4)

with the constant M = (γ+1)2

2α+v2
+

2ν(γ−1)2+Rγ
ν(γ−1)2+Rγ . Here a(·) : R → R is a weight function defined by

a(y − s3τ) = 1 +
p− − P (y − s3τ)√

δ
= 1 +

p(v−, θ−)− P (V,Θ)(y − s3τ)√
δ

. (3.5)

Obviously, the weight function a satisfies

1 ≤ a ≤ 1 +
√
δ, ay = − Py√

δ
> 0. (3.6)

Let F (τ,X(τ)) be the right-hand side of the ODE (3.4)1. By Lemma 2.1 and (3.6), we know that a,
ay, U are bounded, and V , Θ are bounded from below and above. Indeed, from the Propositions 3.2, 3.3,
we can also show u is bounded. Thanks to these facts, there is some constant C > 0 such that

sup
X∈R

|F (τ,X)| ≤ C

δ
‖a‖L∞(‖u‖L∞ + ‖U−X‖L∞)

∥
∥
(
V −X

y , U−X

y ,Θ−X

y

)∥
∥
L1

≤ C, (3.7)

and

sup
X∈R

|∂XF (τ,X)| ≤ C

δ
‖ay‖L∞(‖u‖L∞ + ‖U−X‖L∞)

∥
∥
(
V −X

y , U−X

y ,Θ−X

y

)∥
∥
L1

+
C

δ
‖a‖L∞(‖u‖L∞ + ‖U−X‖L∞)

∥
∥
(
V −X

yy , U−X

yy ,Θ−X

yy

)∥
∥
L1

+
C

δ
‖a‖L∞

∥
∥
(
V −X

y , U−X

y ,Θ−X

y

)
U−X

y

∥
∥
L1

≤ C.

(3.8)

Then ODE (3.4) has a unique absolutely continuous solution X(τ) defined on any interval in time [0, T ]
by the well-known Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem. In particular, since |Ẋ(τ)| ≤ C by (3.7), we can obtain

|X(τ)| ≤ Cτ, ∀τ ∈ [0, T ].
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3.2 Reformulation of the problem

Setting

(φ, ψ, ζ)(τ, y) = (v, u, θ)(τ, y)− (V −X, U−X,Θ−X)(τ, y)

= (v, u, θ)(τ, y)− (V, U,Θ)(y − s3τ −X(τ)),

where (V, U,Θ) satisfies (2.1) with ε = 1 and κ = ν. Then, it follows from (3.2), (3.3) and (2.1) with
ε = 1 and κ = ν that







φτ − Ẋ(τ)V −X

y − ψy = 0,

ψτ − Ẋ(τ)U−X

y + (p− P−X)y =

(

uy
v

−
U−X
y

V −X

)

y

,

Rζτ
γ − 1

− Ẋ(τ)
RΘ−X

y

γ − 1
+ pψy + (p− P−X)U−X

y

= ν

(

θy
v

− Θ−X
y

V −X

)

y

+
ψ2
y

v
+ 2

ψyU
−X
y

v
+ (U−X

y )2
(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

,

(3.9)

and the initial value

(φ, ψ, ζ)(0, y) = (φ0, ψ0, ζ0)(y) =

{

( v− − V (y), u− − U(y), θ− −Θ(y) ), y < 0,

( v+ − V (y), u+ − U(y), θ+ −Θ(y) ), y > 0.
(3.10)

We can see that the initial data (φ0, ψ0, ζ0)(y) and its derivatives are sufficiently smooth away from but
up to y = 0 and

(φ0, ψ0, ζ0)(y) ∈ L2(R), φ0y ∈ L2(R±).

For simplicity, we denote

N0 := ‖(φ0, ψ0, ζ0)‖+ ‖φ0y–‖.

We show that the initial value problem (3.9), (3.10) has a unique global solution (φ, ψ, ζ)(τ, y), with
regularity as in Theorem 1.1, which approaches zero uniformly as τ → ∞.

Proposition 3.1 There exists a positive constant δ0 such that if the initial data and the wave strength
δ satisfies

N0 + δ ≤ δ0,

then the problem (3.9), (3.10) admits a unique global solution (φ, ψ, ζ)(τ, y) satisfying

(i) There exists a positive constant C independent of τ such that

sup
τ≥0

(
‖(φ, ψ, ζ)(τ, ·)‖2 + ‖φy(τ, ·)–‖2

)
+

∫ ∞

0

(
‖(ψy, ζy)(τ, ·)‖2 + ‖φy(τ, ·)–‖2

)
dτ ≤ C(N 2

0 + δ). (3.11)

(ii) For any τ∗ > 0, there exists a positive constant C = C(τ∗) depending on τ∗, such that

sup
τ≥τ∗

‖(ψy, ζy, ψτ , ζτ )(τ, ·)–‖2 +
∫ ∞

τ∗

‖(ψyy, ζyy, ψτy, ζτy)(τ, ·)–‖2dτ ≤ C(τ∗)(N 2
0 + δ). (3.12)

(iii) The jump condition of φ(τ, y) at y = 0 admits the bound

|[φ](τ)| ≤ Cδe−cτ , (3.13)

where the positive constants C and c are independent of τ ∈ (0,∞).
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Assume the Proposition 3.1 holds, then for any τ∗ > 0, we have from the inequalities (3.11), (3.12),
and equations (3.9) that

∫ ∞

τ∗

(

‖(φy, ψy, ζy)–‖2 +
∣
∣
∣
∣

d

dτ
‖(φy, ψy, ζy)–‖2

∣
∣
∣
∣

)

dτ <∞,

which leads to
lim
τ→∞

‖(φy, ψy, ζy)–‖2 = 0,

from which and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, it holds

lim
τ→∞

sup
y 6=0

‖(φ, ψ, ζ)(τ)‖L∞ ≤ C lim
τ→∞

‖(φ, ψ, ζ)(τ)‖ 1
2 ‖(φy, ψy, ζy)(τ)–‖

1
2

≤ C lim
τ→∞

‖(φy, ψy, ζy)(τ)–‖
1
2 = 0.

This together with the estimate (3.13) gives

lim
τ→∞

sup
y∈R

∣
∣
(
v − V −X, u− U−X, θ −Θ−X

)
(τ, y)

∣
∣ = 0. (3.14)

Next, it follows from (3.4) and Lemma 2.1 that

|Ẋ(τ)| ≤ C

δ
‖ψ‖L∞‖(V −X

y , U−X

y ,Θ−X

y )‖L1 ≤ C‖ψ‖L∞ ,

which with X(0) = 0 and Hölder inequality yield

|X(τ)| ≤ C

∫ τ

0

‖ψ‖L∞dτ ≤ C

∫ τ

0

‖ψ‖ 1
2 ‖ψy‖

1
2 dτ ≤ C

(∫ τ

0

‖ψy‖2dτ
) 1

4
(∫ τ

0

‖ψ‖ 2
3 dτ

) 3
4

≤ C

(∫ τ

0

‖ψy‖2dτ
) 1

4

sup
τ>0

‖ψ‖ 1
2 τ

3
4 .

Recalling the scaled variable (3.1), the above inequality indicates
∣
∣
∣
∣
εX

(
t

ε

)∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ Cε

1
4T

3
4 ,

for t ∈ [0, T ] with any finite positive number T . Then, for any positive number h, there exists sufficient
small ε such that ∣

∣
∣
∣
εX

(
t

ε

)∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ h

2
. (3.15)

Therefore, we have

(vε, uε, θε)(t, x) − (vS , uS, θS)(t, x)

=(v, u, θ)(τ, y)− (vS , uS, θS)(τ, y)

=(v, u, θ)(τ, y)− (V −X, U−X,Θ−X)(τ, y) + (V −X, U−X,Θ−X)(τ, y)− (vS , uS, θS)(τ, y),

(3.16)

where the second last term in the last line of (3.16) vanishes as τ → +∞ due to the large time behavior
(3.14), which means it vanishes as ε → 0+, uniformly with t ≥ h for any positive number h due to a
straightforward scaling argument τ = t

ε .
Then for the last term in the last line of (3.16), using Lemma 2.1 and (3.15), for any h > 0, it holds

lim
ε→0

sup
|y−s3τ |≥

h
ε

|(V −X, U−X,Θ−X)(τ, y)− (vS , uS , θS)(τ, y)|

= lim
ε→0

sup
|y−s3τ |≥

h
ε

|(V, U,Θ)(y − s3τ −X(τ)) − (vS , uS , θS)(τ, y)|

= lim
ε→0

sup
|x−s3t|≥h

∣
∣
∣
∣
(V ε, Uε,Θε)

(
x− s3t

ε
−X

( t

ε

))

− (vS , uS, θS)(t, x)

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ lim
ε→0

sup
|x−s3t|≥h

Cδ exp

(

−cδ
ε

∣
∣
∣
∣
x− s3t− εX

( t

ε

)
∣
∣
∣
∣

)

≤ lim
ε→0

Cδ exp

(

−cδh
2ε

)

= 0.

(3.17)
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Thus combination of (3.16) and (3.17) gives the dissipation limit behavior (1.8) of the solutions (vε, uε, θε).
Then the proof of Theorem 1.1 can be finished with the regularity results from Proposition 3.1.

�

Denote

N(τ∗, τ
∗) = sup

τ∈[τ∗,τ∗]

(

‖(φ, ψ, ζ)(τ, ·)‖ + ‖(φy, ψy, ζy)(τ, ·)–‖ + ‖(ψτ , ζτ )(τ, ·)‖
)

,

N(τ∗) = N(τ∗, τ
∗),

and define the solution space of the problem (3.9), (3.10), as follows

X [τ∗, τ
∗] =

{

(φ, ψ, ζ) | (φ, ψ, ζ) ∈ C([τ∗, τ
∗];H1(R±)), φy ∈ L2(τ∗, τ

∗;L2(R±)),

(ψy , ζy) ∈ L2(τ∗, τ
∗;H1(R±)),

(ψτ , ζτ ) ∈ L∞(τ∗, τ
∗;L2(R±)) ∩ L2(τ∗, τ

∗;H1(R±))
}

.

In order to prove Proposition 3.1 for our purpose, we shall combine a local existence result in Propo-
sition 3.2, together with a-priori estimates in Proposition 3.3 by continuation arguments. To state the
local existence result precisely, we set

(φ̄, ψ̄, ζ̄)(τ, y) = (v, u, θ)(τ, y)− (V, U,Θ)(y − s3τ),

then (φ̄, ψ̄, ζ̄) satisfies (3.9) without time shift function X(τ), and has the same initial value with
(φ0, ψ0, ζ0) since X(0) = 0. The local existence of a small solution (φ̄, ψ̄, ζ̄) has been established by
[12], we just state it and omit its proof for brevity.

Proposition 3.2 (Local existence) For any Ξ > 0, suppose the initial data and the wave strength satisfy
N0 + δ ≤ Ξ. Then there exists a positive constant time τ0 depending on Ξ such that problem (3.9), (3.10)
with X(τ) = 0 has a unique solution (φ̄, ψ̄, ζ̄)(τ, y) ∈ X (0, τ0) satisfying

A(τ0) +B(τ0) + F (τ0) ≤ 4(N0 + δ)2,

where

A(τ0) = sup
0≤τ≤τ0

(

‖(φ̄, ψ̄, ζ̄)(τ, ·)‖2 + ‖φ̄y(τ, ·)–‖2
)

+

∫ τ0

0

‖(ψ̄y, ζ̄y)‖2dτ,

B(τ0) = sup
0≤τ≤τ0

(

g(τ)
1
2 ‖ψ̄y(τ, ·)‖2 + g(τ)‖ζ̄y(τ, ·)‖2

)

+

∫ τ0

0

g(τ)
1
2
+ϑ
(

‖ψ̄τ‖2 +
∥
∥
∥

( ψ̄y

v

)

y
–
∥
∥
∥

2)

dτ

+

∫ τ0

0

g(τ)
(

‖ψ̄2
y‖2 + ‖ζ̄τ‖2 +

∥
∥
∥

( ζ̄y
v

)

y
–
∥
∥
∥

2)

dτ,

F (τ0) = sup
0≤τ≤τ0

{

g(τ)
3
2
+ϑ
(

‖ψ̄τ (τ, ·)‖2 +
∥
∥
∥

( ψ̄y

v

)

y
(τ, ·)–

∥
∥
∥

2)

+ g(τ)3
(

‖ζ̄τ (τ, ·)‖2 +
∥
∥
∥

( ζ̄y
v

)

y
(τ, ·)–

∥
∥
∥

2)}

+

∫ τ0

0

(

g(τ)
3
2
+ϑ‖ψ̄τy–‖2 + g(τ)3‖ζ̄τy–‖2

)

dτ,

where g(τ) = τ ∧ 1 = min{τ, 1} and ϑ ∈ (0, 1). Moreover, v, u, θ have the same regularity as in Theorem
1.1. Thus, v, uy, θy have one-side limit at y = 0 and satisfy the jump conditions

[

p− uy
v

]

=
[θy
v

]

= 0.

Finally, one has the following estimate on the jump at y = 0,

|[v](τ)| ≤ Cδe−cτ , τ > 0

for some positive constants C and c independent of time τ .
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Next, we show the following (uniform) a-priori estimates.

Proposition 3.3 (A-priori estimates) Let (φ, ψ, ζ) ∈ X [τ1, τ2] be a solution to the problem (3.9), (3.10)
for 0 < τ1 ≤ τ2. Then there exist positive constants χ0 ≦ 1 and C0 independent of τ1, τ2, such that if

N(τ1, τ2) + δ ≤ χ0, (3.18)

then it holds

N2(τ1, τ2) +

∫ τ2

τ1

(

δ|Ẋ(τ)|2 +
∥
∥
∥

√

|U−X
y |ψ

∥
∥
∥

2

+ ‖φy–‖2 + ‖(ψy, ζy)–‖2H1 + ‖(ψτy, ζτy)–‖2
)

dτ

≤ C0(N
2(τ1) + δ).

(3.19)

In addition, if the shift function X(τ) is an absolutely continuous solution to (3.4), then it holds for
τ ∈ [τ1, τ2],

|Ẋ(τ)| ≤ C0‖ψ(τ, ·)‖L∞ . (3.20)

The proof of Proposition 3.3 will be given in Sect. 4. Then we can demonstrate Proposition 3.1 by
the continuation arguments based on Propositions 3.2 and 3.3, the detailed proof can be found in [33].

4 A-priori estimates

Throughout this section, C denotes a positive constant which may change from line to line, but which
stays independent of the wave strength δ. From now on until the end of this paper, we always assume
that χ0 ≦ 1.

4.1 Relative entropy method

The following lemma is derived by the relative entropy method.

Lemma 4.1 Let a(τ, y) be the weighted function defined by (3.5), and X(τ) be the shift defined by (3.4).
Then it holds

d

dτ

∫

R

−a−XEdy +G1(τ) +G2(τ) +D1(τ) +D2(τ) +
δ

M
|Ẋ(τ)|2 = Ẋ(τ)

3∑

i=1

Yi(τ) +
7∑

i=1

Bi(τ), (4.1)

where X(τ) has been defined in (3.4), and

E = RΘ−XΦ
( v

V −X

)

+
ψ2

2
+
RΘ−X

γ − 1
Φ
( θ

Θ−X

)

, Φ(z) = z − ln z − 1,

G1(τ) =

∫

R

−a−X

y

s3p+
2v+

(

φ+
ψ

s3

)2

dy,

G2(τ) =

∫

R

−a−X

y

R

γ − 1

s3
2θ+

(

ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)2

dy,

D1(τ) =

∫

R

a−X
Θ−X

vθ
ψ2
ydy, D2(τ) = ν

∫

R

a−X
Θ−X

vθ2
ζ2ydy,

Y1(τ) =

∫

R

−a−X

(

P−X

V −X

(

φ+
ψ

s3

)

V −X

y +
R

γ − 1

(

ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)Θ−X
y

Θ−X

)

dy,

Y2(τ) = −
∫

R

−a−XΘ−X

y

(

RΦ
( v

V −X

)

+
R

γ − 1
Φ
( θ

Θ−X

))

dy,

Y3(τ) = −
∫

R

−a−X

y Edy,
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and

B1(τ) =

∫

R

−− a−XU−X

y P−X

(

Φ
(V −Xθ

Θ−Xv

)

+ γΦ
( v

V −X

))

dy

+

∫

R

−a−X

(

ν
(Θ−X

y

V −X

)

y
+

(U−X
y )2

V −X

)(

(γ − 1)Φ
( v

V −X

)

− Φ
(Θ−X

θ

))

dy

+

∫

R

−− a−X
y

2s3

(

s23 −
γp+
v+

)

ψ2dy =:
3∑

i=1

B1,i(t),

B2(τ) = O(1)(N(τ1, τ2) + δ)

∫

R

−a−X

y

∣
∣
∣
∣

(

φ+
ψ

s3
, ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dy,

B3(τ) = O(1)

∫

R

−a−X

y

(
|(φ, ζ)| + δ

)
ψ2dy,

B4(τ) =

∫

R

−a−X

(

U−X
y φ

V −Xv
ψy + 2

U−X
y ζ

vθ
ψy + ν

Θ−X
y ζ

vθ2
ζy + ν

Θ−X

V −X

Θ−X
y φ

vθ2
ζy

)

dy,

B5(τ) = −
∫

R

−a−X

(

(U−X
y )2

V −X

φζ

vθ
+ ν

(Θ−X
y )2

V −X

φζ

vθ2

)

dy,

B6(τ) = −
∫

R

−a−X

y

(
ψψy

v
+ ν

ζζy
vθ

)

dy,

B7(τ) =

∫

R

−a−X

y

(

U−X
y

V −X

φψ

v
+ ν

Θ−X
y

V −X

φζ

vθ

)

dy.

Remark 4 Since s3a
−X
y > 0, thus Gi(τ)(i = 1, 2) consists of terms with good sign, while Bi(τ)(i =

1, · · · , 7) consists of bad terms.

Proof : It follows from (3.5) that

a−X : = 1 +
p− − P−X

√
δ

= 1 +
p− − P (V −X,Θ−X)√

δ

= 1 +
p− − P (V,Θ)(y − s3τ −X(τ))√

δ
.

(4.2)

Then it holds
|a−X − 1| ≤

√
δ, a−X

τ = −s3a−X

y − Ẋ(τ)a−X

y .

First, we multiply (3.9)1 by −a−XRΘ−X(1/v − 1/V −X) to have

−a−XRΘ−X

(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

φτ + Ẋ(τ)a−XRΘ−X

(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

V −X

y

+ a−XRΘ−X

(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

ψy = 0,

(4.3)

where

−a−XRΘ−X

(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

φτ =
(

a−XRΘ−XΦ
( v

V −X

))

τ
+ s3a

−X

y RΘ−XΦ
( v

V −X

)

+Ẋ(τ)a−X

y RΘ−XΦ
( v

V −X

)

+ a−XV −X

τ

P−Xφ2

V −Xv
− a−XRΘ−X

τ Φ
( v

V −X

)

.

Next, we multiply (3.9)2 by a−Xψ to have

(

a−X
ψ2

2

)

τ

+ s3a
−X

y

ψ2

2
+ Ẋ(τ)a−X

y

ψ2

2
− Ẋ(τ)a−XψU−X

y

13



+
(
a−X(p− P−X)ψ

)

y
− a−X(p− P−X)ψy − a−X

y (p− P−X)ψ

=

(

a−X

(uy
v

− U−X
y

V −X

)

ψ

)

y

− a−X
ψ2
y

v
− a−XU−X

y

(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

ψy (4.4)

− a−X

y

ψψy

v
− a−X

y U−X

y

(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

ψ.

Third, we multiply (3.9)3 by a−Xζ/θ to have

a−X
R

γ − 1

ζζτ
θ

− Ẋ(τ)a−X
ζ

θ

RΘ−X
y

γ − 1
+ a−X

Rζ

v
ψy + a−X(p− P−X)U−X

y

ζ

θ

= ν

(

a−X

(θy
v

− Θ−X
y

V −X

)ζ

θ

)

y

− νa−X
Θ−Xζ2y
vθ2

+ νa−X
Θ−X

y ζ

vθ2
ζy (4.5)

− νa−X
Θ−XΘ−X

y

θ2

(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

ζy + νa−X
(Θ−X

y )2

θ2

(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

ζ − νa−X

y

ζζy
vθ

− νa−X

y Θ−X

y

(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)
ζ

θ
+ a−X

ψ2
yζ

vθ
+ 2a−X

ψyU
−X
y

v

ζ

θ
+ a−X(U−X

y )2
(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)
ζ

θ
,

where

a−X
R

γ − 1

ζζτ
θ

=

(

a−X
RΘ−X

γ − 1
Φ
( θ

Θ−X

))

τ

+ s3a
−X

y

RΘ−X

γ − 1
Φ
( θ

Θ−X

)

+ Ẋ(τ)a−X

y

RΘ−X

γ − 1
Φ
( θ

Θ−X

)

+ a−X
RΘ−X

τ

γ − 1
Φ
(Θ−X

θ

)

.

Direct calculation yields

V −X

τ

P−Xφ2

V −Xv
−RΘ−X

τ Φ
( v

V −X

)

+
RΘ−X

τ

γ − 1
Φ
(Θ−X

θ

)

+ (p− P−X)U−X

y

ζ

θ

= U−X

y P−X

(

Φ
(V −Xθ

Θ−Xv

)

+ γΦ
( v

V −X

))

−
(

ν
(Θ−X

y

V −X

)

y
+

(U−X
y )2

V −X

)(

(γ − 1)Φ
( v

V −X

)

− Φ
(Θ−X

θ

))

− Ẋ(τ)

(

P−Xφ2

V −X
V −X

y − Φ
( v

V −X

)

RΘ−X

y +Φ
(Θ−X

θ

)RΘ−X
y

γ − 1

)

.

We add (4.3), (4.4), (4.5) and use the above equality to have

(a−XE)τ + a−X

y

(
s3E − (p− P−X)ψ

)
+
(
a−X(p− P−X)ψ

)

y

+ Ẋ(τ)a−X

y E − Ẋ(τ)a−X

(

P−X

v
φV −X

y + ψU−X

y +
ζ

θ

RΘ−X
y

γ − 1

)

− Ẋ(τ)a−X

(

P−Xφ2

V −Xv
V −X

y − Φ
( v

V −X

)

RΘ−X

y +Φ
(Θ−X

θ

)RΘ−X
y

γ − 1

)

+ a−XU−X

y P−X

(

Φ
(V −Xθ

Θ−Xv

)

+ γΦ
( v

V −X

))

− a−X

(

ν
(Θ−X

y

V −X

)

y
+

(U−X
y )2

V −X

)(

(γ − 1)Φ
( v

V −X

)

− Φ
(Θ−X

θ

))

=

(

a−X

(uy
v

−
U−X
y

V −X

)

ψ + νa−X

(θy
v

−
Θ−X

y

V −X

)ζ

θ

)

y

− a−X
Θ−Xψ2

y

vθ
− νa−X

Θ−Xζ2y
vθ2

(4.6)
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+ a−X

(

U−X
y φ

V −Xv
ψy + 2

U−X
y ζ

vθ
ψy + ν

Θ−X
y ζ

vθ2
ζy + ν

Θ−X

V −X

Θ−X
y φ

vθ2
ζy

)

− a−X

(

(U−X
y )2

V −X

φζ

vθ
+ ν

(Θ−X
y )2

V −X

φζ

vθ2

)

− a−X

y

(
ψψy

v
+ ν

ζζy
vθ

)

+ a−X

y

(

U−X
y

V −X

φψ

v
+ ν

Θ−X
y

V −X

φζ

vθ

)

.

We directly calculate to have

s3E − (p− P−X)ψ

= s3

(

RΘ−XΦ
( v

V −X

)

+
ψ2

2
+
RΘ−X

γ − 1
Φ
( θ

Θ−X

))

−R

(
θ

v
− Θ−X

V −X

)

ψ

=
s3p+
2v+

(

φ+
ψ

s3

)2

+
R

γ − 1

s3
2θ+

(

ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)2

+

(

s23 −
γp+
v+

)
ψ2

2s3
(4.7)

+O(1)(N(τ1, τ2) + δ)

∣
∣
∣
∣

(

φ+
ψ

s3
, ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)∣
∣
∣
∣

2

+O(1)
(
|(φ, ζ)| + δ

)
ψ2,

and

− Ẋ(τ)a−X

(

P−X

v
φV −X

y + ψU−X

y +
ζ

θ

RΘ−X
y

γ − 1

)

− Ẋ(τ)a−X

(

P−Xφ2

V −Xv
V −X

y − Φ
( v

V −X

)

RΘ−X

y +Φ
(Θ−X

θ

)RΘ−X
y

γ − 1

)

(4.8)

=− Ẋ(τ)a−X

(

P−X

V −X
φV −X

y + ψU−X

y +
ζ

Θ−X

RΘ−X
y

γ − 1

)

+ Ẋ(τ)a−XΘ−X

y

(

RΦ
( v

V −X

)

+
R

γ − 1
Φ
( θ

Θ−X

))

.

Integrating (4.6) with respect to y over R±, the jump term in (4.6) across y = 0 vanishes, i.e.,
[

a−X(p− P−X)ψ − a−X

(uy
v

− U−X
y

V −X

)

ψ − νa−X

(θy
v

− Θ−X
y

V −X

)ζ

θ

]

(τ)

=
[

a−X

(

p− uy
v

)

ψ
]

(τ) −
[

a−X

(

P −
U−X
y

V −X

)

ψ

]

(τ) − ν

[

a−X

(θy
v

−
Θ−X

y

V −X

)ζ

θ

]

(τ)

=
[

p− uy
v

]

a−Xψ(τ, 0)−
[

P − U−X
y

V −X

]

a−Xψ(τ, 0)− ν

(
[θy
v

]

−
[Θ−X

y

V −X

]
)

a−X
ζ(τ, 0)

θ(τ, 0)
= 0.

Using the above equality and (4.7), (4.8), we have

d

dτ

∫

R

−a−XEdy +G1(τ) +G2(τ) +D1(τ) +D2(τ) = Ẋ(τ)Y(τ) +

7∑

i=1

Bi(τ), (4.9)

where

Y(τ) =

∫

R

−a−X

(

P−X

V −X
φV −X

y + ψU−X

y +
ζ

Θ−X

RΘ−X
y

γ − 1

)

dy

−
∫

R

−a−XΘ−X

y

(

RΦ
( v

V −X

)

+
R

γ − 1
Φ
( θ

Θ−X

))

dy −
∫

R

−a−X

y Edy

= − δ

M
Ẋ(τ) +

3∑

i=1

Yi(τ),
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by using the definition of Ẋ(τ) in (3.4) and the definition of Yi(τ)(i = 1, 2, 3). Thus, it holds

Ẋ(τ)Y(τ) = − δ

M
|Ẋ(τ)|2 + Ẋ(τ)

3∑

i=1

Yi(τ). (4.10)

Combination of (4.9) and (4.10) gives (4.1). The proof of Lemma 4.1 is completed.
�

4.2 Contraction property

The contraction property is expressed in the following Lemma.

Lemma 4.2 Under the hypotheses of Proposition 3.3, there exists constant C > 0, such that for any
τ ∈ [τ1, τ2], it holds

B1(τ)−
7

8

(
D1(τ) +D2(τ)

)
− δ

2M
|Ẋ(τ)|2 ≤ −α+

3

∫

R

|P−X

y |ψ2dy + Cδ
1
4

(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
, (4.11)

where α+ := γ+1
2γ

s3
p+

.

Proof : We introduce a new variable

z =
p− − P−X

δ
, (4.12)

which maps y ∈ R to z ∈ [0, 1]. Then it follows from (4.2) and (4.12) that

dz

dy
= −1

δ
P−X

y =
1√
δ
a−X

y . (4.13)

We can deduce from the viscous shock equations (2.1) that






V −X

y = − 1

s23
P−X

y +Rs
1,

U−X

y =
1

s3
P−X

y + Rs
2,

Θ−X

y =
γ − 1

Rs23
P−XP−X

y +Rs
3,

(4.14)

where |Rs
i | ≤ Cδ|P−X

y | (i = 1, 2, 3).
• Change of variable for B1(τ): We first treat each term B1,i(τ) (i = 1, · · · , 3) by using a new

variable (4.12). By Taylor expansion and (4.14), it holds

B1,1(τ) ≤
∫

R

−− U−X

y P−X

[1

2

(V −Xθ

Θ−Xv
− 1
)2

+
γ

2

( v

V −X
− 1
)2]

dy + C(N(τ1, τ2) +
√
δ)

∫

R

−|U−X

y | |(φ, ζ)|2dy

≤
∫

R

−− U−X

y p+

[1

2

( ζ

θ+
− φ

v+

)2

+
γ

2

φ2

v2+

]

dy + C(N(τ1, τ2) +
√
δ)

∫

R

−|U−X

y | |(φ, ζ)|2dy

≤
∫

R

−− P−X

y

p+
s3

(γ + 1

2

φ2

v2+
+

1

2

ζ2

θ2+
− φζ

v+θ+

)

dy + C(N(τ1, τ2) +
√
δ)

∫

R

−|P−X

y | |(φ, ζ)|2dy.

Using inequality m2 ≤ (1 + η)n2 + (1 + 1/η)(m− n)2 for η > 0, and (4.14), it holds
∫

R

−− P−X

y

p+
s3

(γ + 1

2

φ2

v2+
+

1

2

ζ2

θ2+

)

dy

≤ (1 + η)

∫

R

−P−X

y

p+
s3

(
γ + 1

2v2+

ψ2

s23
+

(γ − 1)2

2R2

p2+ψ
2

θ2+s
2
3

)

dy

+
C

η

∫

R

−|P−X

y |
{(

φ+
ψ

s3

)2

+
(

ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)2
}

dy

=

∫

R

−− P−X

y

γ2 − γ + 2

2

p+ψ
2

s33v
2
+

dy +
C

η

√
δ(G1(τ) +G2(τ)) + Cη

∫

R

−|P−X

y |ψ2dy,
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and
∫

R

−P−X

y

p+
s3

φζ

v+θ+
dy =

∫

R

−P−X

y

R

s3v2+

(

φ+
ψ

s3
− ψ

s3

)(

ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3
+
γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)

dy

≤
∫

R

−− P−X

y (γ − 1)
p+ψ

2

s33v
2
+

dy + Cη

∫

R

−|P−X

y |ψ2dy +
C

η

√
δ(G1(τ) +G2(τ)).

We combine the above two estimates, and use (iii) in Lemma 2.1 and (4.13) to have

B1,1(τ) ≤
∫

R

−P−X

y

γ(γ + 1)

2

p+ψ
2

s33v
2
+

dy + C(η +N(τ1, τ2) +
√
δ)

∫

R

|P−X

y |ψ2dy (4.15)

+
C

η

√
δ
(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)

≤
∫

R

−P−X

y

γ(γ + 1)

2

s3ψ
2

γ2p+
dy + C(η +N(τ1, τ2) +

√
δ)

∫

R

|P−X

y |ψ2dy

+
C

η

√
δ
(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)

= δ

∫ 1

0

γ + 1

2γ

s3
p+
ψ2dz + C(η +N(τ1, τ2) +

√
δ)δ

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz +
C

η

√
δ
(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
.

Likewise, B1,i(τ) (i = 2, 3) can be controlled as

3∑

i=2

B1,i(τ) ≤ Cδ

∫

R

a−X

y ψ2dy + Cδ

∫

R

−|P−X

y | |(φ, ζ)|2dy (4.16)

≤ Cδ
3
2

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz + Cδ
3
2

(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
.

Set

α+ :=
γ + 1

2γ

s3
p+
, with s3 =

√

−p− − p+
v− − v+

. (4.17)

Hence, combination of (4.15) and (4.16) gives

B1(τ) ≤ α+δ

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz + C(η +N(τ1, τ2) +
√
δ)δ

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz +
C

η

√
δ
(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
. (4.18)

• Change of variable for Di(τ)(i=1,2): To deal with the diffusion term Di(τ)(i = 1, 2), we need a
uniform in z estimate on dz

dy with the help of Lemma 2.2. First, using a−X > 1 and the change of variable

(4.13), it holds

D1(τ) +D2(τ) ≥
∫

R

Θ−X

vθ
ψ2
ydy + ν

∫

R

Θ−X

vθ2
ζ2ydy ≥

(
1− C(N(τ1, τ2) + δ)

) 1

v+

∫

R

(

ψ2
y +

ν

θ+
ζ2y

)

dy

=
(
1− C(N(τ1, τ2) + δ)

) 1

v+

∫ 1

0

(

ψ2
z +

ν

θ+
ζ2z

)dz

dy
dz.

Integrating (2.1)2 with ε = 1 over (−∞, ξ] yields

U−X
y

V −X
= s23

(
V −X − v−

)
+ P−X − p−.

On one hand, by (4.14) and (4.13), it holds

U−X
y

V −X
=

1

s3

P−X
y

V −X
+

Rs
2

V −X
=

1

s3

−δ
V −X

dz

dy
+

Rs
2

V −X
.
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On the other hand,

s23
(
V −X − v−

)
+ P−X − p− = −p+ − p−

v+ − v−

(
V −X − v−

)
+ P−X − p−

=
1

v+ − v−

[(
P−X − p+

)(
V −X − v−

)
−
(
P−X − p−

)(
V −X − v+

)]

.

Recalling z = (p− − P−X)/δ and 1− z = (P−X − p+)/δ, we have

1

z(1− z)

dz

dy
=
δs3V

−X

v+ − v−

(
V −X − v−
P−X − p−

− V −X − v+
P−X − p+

)

+
s3

z(1− z)

Rs
2

δ
.

Recalling that
|Rs

2|
δ

≤ C|P−X

y | = Cδ
dz

dy
,

then using (2.4) and (4.17), we obtain
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

z(1− z)

dz

dy
− δα+v+

Rγ

ν(γ − 1)2 +Rγ

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ Cδ2. (4.19)

Thus, by (4.19) and Poincaré inequality (2.11), it holds

D1(τ) +D2(τ)

≥
(
1− C(N(τ1, τ2) + δ)

) 1

v+

∫ 1

0

z(1− z)
(

ψ2
z +

ν

θ+
ζ2z

) 1

z(1− z)

dz

dy
dz

≥
(
1− C(N(τ1, τ2) + δ)

)
δα+

Rγ

ν(γ − 1)2 +Rγ

∫ 1

0

z(1− z)
(

ψ2
z +

ν

θ+
ζ2z

)

dz

≥
(
1− C(N(τ1, τ2) + δ)

)
δ2α+

Rγ

ν(γ − 1)2 +Rγ

∫ 1

0

(∣
∣
∣ψ −

∫ 1

0

ψdz
∣
∣
∣

2

+
ν

θ+

∣
∣
∣ζ −

∫ 1

0

ζdz
∣
∣
∣

2)

dz

=
(
1− C(N(τ1, τ2) + δ)

)
δ2α+

Rγ

ν(γ − 1)2 +Rγ

(∫ 1

0

ψ2dz −
( ∫ 1

0

ψdz
)2
)

+
(
1− C(N(τ1, τ2) + δ)

)
δ2α+

Rγ

ν(γ − 1)2 +Rγ

ν

θ+

(∫ 1

0

ζ2dz −
( ∫ 1

0

ζdz
)2
)

.

(4.20)

Since

1 >
Rγ

ν(γ − 1)2 +Rγ
→ 0, as γ → ∞,

we will use the last term in (4.20) to control the bad term B1. By Cauchy’s inequality, it holds
∫ 1

0

ζ2dz =

∫ 1

0

(

ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3
+
γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)2

dz

≥ (1− δ
1
4 )
(γ − 1

R

p+
s3

)2
∫ 1

0

ψ2dz − Cδ−
1
4

∫ 1

0

(

ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)2

dz

and
( ∫ 1

0

ζ dz
)2

≤ 2
(∫ 1

0

(

ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)

dz
)2

+ 2
(∫ 1

0

γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3
dz
)2

≤ 2

∫ 1

0

(

ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)2

dz + 2
(γ − 1

R

p+
s3

)2(
∫ 1

0

ψ dz
)2

.

Thus, using (4.13), it holds
∫ 1

0

ψ2dz +
ν

θ+

∫ 1

0

ζ2dz

≥
∫ 1

0

ψ2dz + (1 − δ
1
4 )(γ − 1)2

νθ+
s23v

2
+

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz − Cδ−
1
4

∫ 1

0

(

ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)2

dz

≥(1− δ
1
4 )
ν(γ − 1)2 +Rγ

Rγ

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz − Cδ

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz − Cδ−
3
4G2(τ),
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where in the last inequality, we have used (iii) in Lemma 2.1 that

θ+
s23v

2
+

=
θ+

γp+v+
+O(δ) =

1

Rγ
+O(δ).

Therefore, we can deduce from (4.20) that

D1(τ) +D2(τ)

≥
(
1− C(N(τ1, τ2) + δ)

)
δ2α+

Rγ

ν(γ − 1)2 +Rγ

[

(1− δ
1
4 )
ν(γ − 1)2 +Rγ

Rγ

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz

− Cδ

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz − Cδ−
3
4G2(τ) −

2ν(γ − 1)2 +Rγ

Rγ

( ∫ 1

0

ψdz
)2]

≥
(
1− C(N(τ1, τ2) + δ

1
4 )
)
δ2α+

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz − Cδ
1
4G2(τ) − δ2α+

2ν(γ − 1)2 +Rγ

ν(γ − 1)2 +Rγ

( ∫ 1

0

ψdz
)2

.

(4.21)

• Estimate on − δ
2M |Ẋ(τ)|2: We first decompose − δ

M Ẋ(τ) into

− δ

M
Ẋ(τ) = −

∫

R

a−X
P−Xψ

V −Xs3
V −X

y dy +

∫

R

a−XψU−X

y dy +

∫

R

a−X
p+ψ

Θ−Xs3
Θ−X

y dy =:

6∑

i=4

Yi(τ).

Using (4.14), we have

Y4(τ) =

∫

R

a−X
P−Xψ

V −Xs33
P−X

y dy −
∫

R

a−X
P−Xψ

V −Xs3
Rs

1dy,

Y5(τ) =

∫

R

a−X
ψ

s3
P−X

y dy +

∫

R

a−XψRs
2dy,

Y6(τ) =

∫

R

a−X
γ − 1

R

p+ψ

Θ−Xs33
P−XP−X

y dy +

∫

R

a−X
p+ψ

Θ−Xs3
Rs

3dy,

which together with (iii) of Lemma 2.1 implies

∣
∣
∣
∣
Y4(τ) −

∫

R

s3v+
γ2p+

P−X

y ψdy

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C

√
δ

∫

R

|P−X

y | |ψ|dy,
∣
∣
∣
∣
Y5(τ) −

∫

R

s3v+
γp+

P−X

y ψdy

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C

√
δ

∫

R

|P−X

y | |ψ|dy,
∣
∣
∣
∣
Y6(τ) − (γ − 1)

∫

R

s3v+
γ2p+

P−X

y ψdy

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C

√
δ

∫

R

|P−X

y | |ψ|dy.

Hence, it holds ∣
∣
∣
∣
− δ

M
Ẋ(τ) −

∫

R

2s3v+
γp+

P−X

y ψdy

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C

√
δ

∫

R

|P−X

y | |ψ|dy,

which together with the new change of variable (4.13) and (4.17) gives

∣
∣
∣
∣
− δ

M
Ẋ(τ) + δ

4v+α+

γ + 1

∫ 1

0

ψdz

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ Cδ

3
2

∫ 1

0

|ψ|dz. (4.22)

By (4.22), it holds

∣
∣
∣
∣
Ẋ(τ) −M

4v+α+

γ + 1

∫ 1

0

ψdz

∣
∣
∣
∣
=

∣
∣
∣
∣

M

δ

(

− δ

M
Ẋ(τ) + δ

4v+α+

γ + 1

∫ 1

0

ψdz
)
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C

√
δ

∫ 1

0

|ψ|dz,

which yields
(∣
∣
∣
∣
M

4v+α+

γ + 1

∫ 1

0

ψdz

∣
∣
∣
∣
− |Ẋ(τ)|

)2

≤ Cδ

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz,
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which together with the algebraic inequality m2

2 − n2 ≤ (m− n)2 indicates

M2 8v2+α
2
+

(γ + 1)2

(∫ 1

0

ψdz

)2

− |Ẋ(τ)|2 ≤ Cδ

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz.

Thus, we get

− δ

2M
|Ẋ(τ)|2 ≤ −M 4v2+α

2
+

(γ + 1)2
δ

(∫ 1

0

ψdz

)2

+ Cδ2
∫ 1

0

ψ2dz. (4.23)

• Conclusion: First, combination of (4.18), (4.21) and (4.23) yields

B1(τ) −
7

8

(
D1(τ) +D2(τ)

)
− δ

2M
|Ẋ(τ)|2

≤ α+δ

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz + C(η +N(τ1, τ2) +
√
δ)δ

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz +
C

η

√
δ
(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)

−
(
1− C(N(τ1, τ2) + δ

1
4 )
)7

4
α+δ

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz + Cδ
1
4G2(τ)

+ 2α+
2ν(γ − 1)2 +Rγ

ν(γ − 1)2 +Rγ
δ
( ∫ 1

0

ψdz
)2

−M
4v2+α

2
+

(γ + 1)2
δ
(∫ 1

0

ψdz
)2

.

Choosing N(τ1, τ2), δ and η suitably small such that

C(η +N(τ1, τ2) +
√
δ) ≤ α+

3
, C(N(τ1, τ2) + δ

1
4 ) ≤ 1

21
,

which together with M = (γ+1)2

2α+v2
+

2ν(γ−1)2+Rγ
ν(γ−1)2+Rγ gives

B1(τ) −
7

8

(
D1(τ) +D2(τ)

)
− δ

2M
|Ẋ(τ)|2 ≤ −α+

3
δ

∫ 1

0

ψ2dz + Cδ
1
4

(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
,

which indicates the desired inequality (4.11) by using (4.13). The proof of Lemma 4.2 is completed.

�

4.3 Energy estimates

Now we are in a stage to show the L2 estimates.

Lemma 4.3 Under the hypotheses of Proposition 3.3, there exists constant C > 0, such that for any
τ ∈ [τ1, τ2], it holds

‖(φ, ψ, ζ)(τ)‖2 +
∫ τ

τ1

(

δ|Ẋ(τ)|2 +Gs(τ) +

2∑

i=1

Gi(τ)
)

dτ +

∫ τ

τ1

‖(ψy, ζy)‖2dτ

≤ C‖(φ, ψ, ζ)(τ1)‖2,
(4.24)

where we denote

Gs(τ) =

∫

R

|U−X

y |ψ2dy, G1(τ) =
1√
δ

∫

R

−|U−X

y |
(

φ+
ψ

s3

)2

dy,

G2(τ) =
1√
δ

∫

R

−|U−X

y |
(

ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)2

dy.

(4.25)
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Proof : First of all, we use (4.1) and Lemma 4.2 to have

d

dτ

∫

R

−a−XEdy +G1(τ) +G2(τ) +
1

8

(
D1(τ) +D2(τ)

)
+

δ

2M
|Ẋ(τ)|2

= B1(τ) −
7

8

(
D1(τ) +D2(τ)

)
− δ

2M
|Ẋ(τ)|2 +

7∑

i=2

Bi(τ) + Ẋ(τ)

3∑

i=1

Yi(τ)

≤ −α+

3

∫

R

|P−X

y |ψ2dy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Gs(τ)

+Cδ
1
4

(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
+

7∑

i=2

Bi(τ) +
δ

4M
|Ẋ(τ)|2 + C

δ

3∑

i=1

|Yi(τ)|2.

(4.26)

In what follows, it is to control the bad terms Bi(τ) (i = 2, · · · , 7) and Yi(τ) (i = 1, 2, 3) by the good
terms Gs(τ), Gi(τ) and Di(τ) (i = 1, 2).

• Estimates for Bi(τ) (i = 2, · · · , 7): The smallness of assumption (3.18) and wave strengths leads
to

B2(τ) ≤ C(N(τ1, τ2) + δ)
(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
.

For B3(τ), it holds

B3(τ) ≤ C

∫

R

−a−X

y

∣
∣
∣
∣

(

φ+
ψ

s3
, ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)∣
∣
∣
∣
ψ2dy +

C√
δ

∫

R

|P−X

y | |ψ|3dy

+ C
√
δ

∫

R

|P−X

y |ψ2dy =:

2∑

i=1

B3,i(τ) + C
√
δGs(τ).

By Cauchy inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and (3.6), it holds

B3,1(τ) ≤ C‖ψ‖2L∞

√

G1(τ) +G2(τ)
( ∫

R

|a−X

y |dy
) 1

2

≤ C‖ψ‖‖ψy‖δ
1
4

√

G1(τ) +G2(τ) ≤ Cδ
1
4N(τ1, τ2)

(
‖ψy‖2 +G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
.

Likewise, we have

B3,2(τ) ≤
C√
δ
‖ψ‖2L∞

∫

R

|P−X

y | |ψ|dy ≤ C√
δ
‖ψ‖‖ψy‖

√

Gs(τ)
( ∫

R

|P−X

y |dy
) 1

2

≤ CN(τ1, τ2)‖ψy‖
√

Gs(τ) ≤ CN(τ1, τ2)
(
‖ψy‖2 +Gs(τ)

)
.

Combination the estimates of B3,i(τ) (i = 1, 2) gives

|B3(τ)| ≤ CN(τ1, τ2)
(
‖ψy‖2 +G1(τ) +G2(τ) +Gs(τ)

)
.

For B4(τ) and B5(τ), using Cauchy inequality, we have

|B4(τ)| + |B5(τ)| ≤
1

40

∫

R

a−X
Θ−Xψ2

y

vθ
dy +

ν

40

∫

R

a−X
Θ−Xζ2y
vθ2

dy + C

∫

R

−|(U−X

y ,Θ−X

y )|2|(φ, ζ)|2dy

≤ 1

40

(
D1(τ) +D2(τ)

)
+ Cδ2Gs(τ) + Cδ

5
2

(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
.

Likewise,

|B6(τ)| ≤
1

40

(
D1(τ) +D2(τ)

)
+ C

∫

R

|a−X

y |2|(ψ, ζ)|2dy,

where

C

∫

R

|a−X

y |2|(ψ, ζ)|2dy ≤ C‖a−X

y ‖L∞G2(τ) +
C

δ
‖P−X

y ‖L∞Gs(τ)

≤ Cδ
3
2G2(τ) + CδGs(τ),
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which indicates

|B6(τ)| ≤
1

40

(
D1(τ) +D2(τ)

)
+ Cδ

3
2G2(τ) + CδGs(τ).

By (ii) of Lemma 2.1 and (3.6), it holds

B7(τ) ≤ C

∫

R

−a−X

y |(U−X

y ,Θ−X

y )| |(φ, ψ, ζ)|2dy

≤ C‖(U−X

y ,Θ−X

y )‖L∞

∫

R

−a−X

y

∣
∣
∣
∣

(

φ+
ψ

s3
, ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dy

+ C‖a−X

y ‖L∞

∫

R

|(U−X

y ,Θ−X

y )|ψ2dy

≤ Cδ2
(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
+ Cδ

3
2Gs(τ).

Thus, we combine the above estimates and choose N(τ1, τ2) and δ suitably small such that

7∑

i=2

Bi(τ) ≤
1

16

(
Gs(τ) +G1(τ) +G2(τ) +D1(τ) +D2(τ)

)
. (4.27)

• Estimates for Yi(τ) (i = 1, 2, 3): For Y1(τ), it holds

C

δ
|Y1(τ)|2 ≤ C

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

R

−a−X

y

∣
∣
∣

(

φ+
ψ

s3
, ζ − γ − 1

R

p+ψ

s3

)∣
∣
∣dy

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

≤ C
(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
∫

R

a−X

y dy ≤ C
√
δ
(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
.

For Y2(τ), it holds

C

δ
|Y2(τ)|2 ≤ C

δ

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

R

−|Θ−X

y | |(φ, ζ)|2dy
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

≤ C

δ
‖Θ−X

y ‖L∞‖(φ, ζ)‖2
∫

R

−|Θ−X

y | |(φ, ζ)|2dy

≤ CδN(τ1, τ2)
2
(√

δ
(
G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
+Gs(τ)

)

.

Likewise, we have

C

δ
|Y3(τ)|2 ≤ C

δ

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

R

−a−X

y |(φ, ψ, ζ)|2dy
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

≤ C

δ
‖a−X

y ‖L∞‖(φ, ψ, ζ)‖2
∫

R

−a−X

y |(φ, ψ, ζ)|2dy

≤ C
√
δN(τ1, τ2)

2

(

G1(τ) +G2(τ) +
1√
δ
Gs(τ)

)

.

Thus, we combine the above estimates and choose N(τ1, τ2) and δ suitably small to have

3∑

i=1

C

δ
|Yi(τ)|2 ≤ 1

16

(
G1(τ) +G2(τ) +Gs(τ)

)
. (4.28)

We substitute (4.27) and (4.28) into (4.26), then integrate the resultant inequality over (τ1, τ), and note
that

Gs(τ) ∼ Gs(τ), Gi(τ) ∼ Gi(τ), D1(τ) ∼ ‖ψy‖2, D2(y) ∼ ‖ζy‖2,
we can obtain the desired inequality (4.24) with the new notations (4.25). Here A ∼ B denotes A is
equivalent to B. The proof of Lemma 4.3 is completed.

�

Next, we estimate the derivative of φy.
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Lemma 4.4 Under the hypotheses of Proposition 3.3, there exists constant C > 0, such that for any
τ ∈ [τ1, τ2], it holds

‖φy(τ)–‖2 +
∫ τ

τ1

‖φy–‖2dτ ≤ C(‖(φ, ψ, ζ)(τ1)‖2 + ‖φy(τ1)–‖2 + δ). (4.29)

Proof : Set ṽ = v
V −X , then the equation (3.9)2 can be rewritten as

( ṽy
ṽ

)

τ
− Ẋ(τ)

(

V −X
yy

V −X
− (V −X

y )2

(V −X)2
− U−X

y

)

− ψτ +
Rθ

v

ṽy
ṽ

− Rζy
v

+ (p− P−X)
V −X
y

V −X
−RΘ−X

y

(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

= 0,

(4.30)

where we have used the fact

−
(
p− P−X

)

y
=
Rθ

v

ṽy
ṽ

− Rζy
v

+ (p− P−X)
V −X
y

V −X
−RΘ−X

y

(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

.

Multiplying (4.30) by
ṽy
ṽ , we have

(
1

2

( ṽy
ṽ

)2

− ψ
ṽy
ṽ

)

τ

+

(

ψ
ṽτ
ṽ

)

y

+
Rθ

v

( ṽy
ṽ

)2

=Ẋ(τ)

(

V −X
yy

V −X
−

(V −X
y )2

(V −X)2
− U−X

y

)

ṽy
ṽ

+ Ẋ(τ)
V −X
y

V −X
ψy + ψy

(

uy
v

−
U−X
y

V −X

)

+

(

Rζy
v

− (p− P−X)
V −X
y

V −X
+RΘ−X

y

(1

v
− 1

V −X

)
)

ṽy
ṽ
.

Integrating the above equality with respect to τ and y over [τ1, τ ]×R± and using Cauchy inequality, we
obtain

∫

R

−
(
1

2

( ṽy
ṽ

)2

− ψ
ṽy
ṽ

)

(τ, y)dy +

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−Rθ
2v

( ṽy
ṽ

)2

dydτ

≤
∫

R

−
(
1

2

( ṽy
ṽ

)2

− ψ
ṽy
ṽ

)

(τ1, y)dy +

∫ τ

τ1

[

ψ
ṽτ
ṽ

]

(τ)dτ +

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−
∣
∣
∣
∣
ψy

(uy
v

− U−X

V −X

)
∣
∣
∣
∣
dydτ

+

∫ τ

τ1

|Ẋ(τ)|
∫

R

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

V −X
y

V −X
ψy

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
dydτ + C

∫ τ

τ1

|Ẋ(τ)|2
∫

R

(

V −X
yy

V −X
− (V −X

y )2

(V −X)2
− U−X

y

)2

dydτ

+C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Rζy
v

− (p− P−X)
V −X
y

V −X
+RΘ−X

y

(1

v
− 1

V −X

)
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dydτ.

(4.31)

To deal with the terms in (4.31) which involve jumps at y = 0, we recall the observation by Hoff [12] that
the jump discontinuity of the solution (v, u) to (3.2) and (3.3) satisfies

[log v(τ, 0)] = [log v(τ1, 0)] exp
{∫ τ

τ1

α(s)ds
}

with

α(τ) =
p
(
log v(τ, 0+), θ(τ, 0)

)
− p
(
log v(τ, 0−), θ(τ, 0)

)

log v(τ, 0+)− log v(τ, 0−)
,

from which it follows for τ ≥ τ1,

[uy
v

]

= [p], | [v](τ) | ≤ C| [v](τ1) | exp{−C(τ − τ1)}. (4.32)
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Hence, by (4.32), the jump across y = 0 can be bounded as follows

∫ τ

τ1

[

ψ
ṽτ
ṽ

]

(τ)dτ =

∫ τ

τ1

ψ(τ, 0)

[
vτ
v

− V −X
τ

V −X

]

(τ)dτ

=

∫ τ

τ1

ψ(τ, 0)

[

uy
v

− U−X
y

V −X

]

(τ)dτ +

∫ τ

τ1

ψ(τ, 0)Ẋ(τ)

[

V −X
y

V −X

]

(τ)dτ

=

∫ τ

τ1

ψ(τ, 0)[p](τ)dτ = R

∫ τ

τ1

ψ(τ, 0)θ(τ, 0)

[
1

v

]

(τ)dτ = −R
∫ τ

τ1

ψ(τ, 0)θ(τ, 0)

v(τ, 0+)v(τ, 0−)
[v](τ)dτ

≤C
∫ τ

τ1

‖ψ‖L∞(τ)|[v](τ1)|e−C(τ−τ1)dτ ≤ Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

‖ψ‖ 1
2 ‖ψy‖

1
2 e−C(τ−τ1)dτ

≤Cδ
∫ τ

τ1

‖ψy‖2dτ + Cδ sup
τ∈[τ1,τ2]

‖ψ‖2(τ) + Cδ.

By Cauchy inequality, it holds

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
ψy

(uy
v

− U−X
y

V −X

)
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
dydτ ≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

‖ψy‖2dτ + C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−|U−X

y |2φ2dydτ

≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

‖ψy‖2dτ + Cδ2
∫ τ

τ1

(
Gs(τ) +G1(τ)

)
dτ,

and
∫ τ

τ1

|Ẋ(τ)|
∫

R

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

V −X
y

V −X
ψy

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
dydτ + C

∫ τ

τ1

|Ẋ(τ)|2
∫

R

(

V −X
yy

V −X
− (V −X

y )2

(V −X)2
− U−X

y

)2

dydτ

≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

|Ẋ(τ)| ‖V −X

y ‖ ‖ψy‖dτ + C

∫ τ

τ1

|Ẋ(τ)|2 ‖(V −X

yy , (V −X

y )2, U−X

y )‖2dτ

≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

‖ψy‖2dτ + Cδ3
∫ τ

τ1

|Ẋ(τ)|2dτ.

Similarly, we have

C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Rζy
v

− (p− P−X)
V −X
y

V −X
−RΘ−X

y

(1

v
− 1

V −X

)
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dydτ

≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

‖ζy‖2dτ + C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−|(V −X

y ,Θ−X

y )|2|(φ, ζ)|2dydτ

≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

‖ζy‖2dτ + Cδ2
∫ τ

τ1

(
Gs(τ) +G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
dτ.

Note that
ṽy
ṽ

=
vy
v

− V −X
y

V −X
=
φy
v

− φV −X
y

vV −X
,

which yields

C−1
(
φ2y − |V −X

y φ|2
)
≤
( ṽy
ṽ

)2

≤ C
(
φ2y + |V −X

y φ|2
)
.

Thus, combination of the above inequalities and Lemma 4.3 implies the desired inequality (4.29). The
proof of Lemma 4.4 is completed.

�

Lemma 4.5 Under the hypotheses of Proposition 3.3, there exists constant C > 0, such that for any
τ ∈ [τ1, τ2], it holds

‖(ψy, ζy)(τ)‖2 +
∫ τ

τ1

(‖(ψyy, ζyy)–‖2 + ‖(ψτ , ζτ )‖2)dτ ≤ C(N2(τ1) + δ) + Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

‖(ψτy, ζτy)–‖2dτ. (4.33)
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Proof : We multiply (3.9)2 by −ψyy to have

(

ψ2
y

2

)

τ

− (ψyψτ )y +
ψ2
yy

v

= −Ẋ(τ)U−X

y ψyy +

(

−p
v
φy +

R

v
ζy

)

ψyy +RΘ−X

y

(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

ψyy

−RV −X

y

(
θ

v2
− Θ−X

(V −X)2

)

ψyy − U−X

yy

(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

ψyy +
1

v2
φyψyψyy

+
1

v2
U−X

y φyψyy +
1

v2
V −X

y ψyψyy + V −X

y U−X

y

(
1

v2
− 1

(V −X)2

)

ψyy.

(4.34)

Integrating (4.34) with respect to τ and y over [τ1, τ ]× R± yields

∫

R

ψ2
y

2
(τ, y)dy +

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−
ψ2
yy

2v
dydτ ≤

∫

R

ψ2
y

2
(τ1, y)dy −

∫ τ

τ1

[ψyψτ ](τ)dτ

+ C

∫ τ

τ1

|Ẋ(τ)|2
∫

R

|U−X

y |2dydτ + C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−(φ2y + ζ2y )dydτ + C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−|φy| |ψy| |ψyy|dydτ

+ C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−|(U−X

yy , V −X

y ,Θ−X

y )|2|(φ, ζ)|2dydτ + C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−|(V −X

y , U−X

y )|2|(φy, ψy)|2dydτ.

(4.35)

We control the jump term across y = 0 as follows,

−
∫ τ

τ1

[ψyψτ ](τ)dτ = −
∫ τ

τ1

ψτ (τ, 0)[ψy](τ)dτ = −
∫ τ

τ1

ψτ (τ, 0)[uy](τ)dτ

= −
∫ τ

τ1

ψτ (τ, 0)
[(uy

v
− p
)

v
]

(τ)dτ

= −
∫ τ

τ1

ψτ (τ, 0)
(uy
v

− p
)

(τ, 0)[v](τ)dτ

≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

‖ψτ‖L∞(‖ψy‖L∞ + 1)[v](τ1)e
−c(τ−τ1)dτ

≤ Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

‖ψτ‖
1
2 ‖ψτy–‖

1
2 (‖ψy‖

1
2 ‖ψyy–‖

1
2 + 1)e−c(τ−τ1)dτ.

(4.36)

By equation (3.9)2 and assumption (3.18), it holds

‖ψτ‖ ≤ C
(
|Ẋ(τ)|‖U−X

y ‖+ ‖ψyy–‖+ ‖(φy, ψy, ζy)–‖+ ‖φyψy–‖
+ ‖(V −X

y , U−X

y ,Θ−X

y , U−X

yy )φ‖+ ‖V −X

y ζ‖
)

≤ C
(
δ

3
2 |Ẋ(τ)| + ‖ψyy–‖+ ‖(φy, ψy, ζy)–‖ + δ

3
2

)
,

(4.37)

where we have used the fact that

‖φyψy–‖ ≤ ‖φy–‖‖ψy‖L∞ ≤ C‖φy–‖‖ψy‖
1
2 ‖ψyy–‖

1
2 ≤ CN(τ1, τ2)(‖ψy‖+ ‖ψyy–‖).

Substituting (4.37) into (4.36) yields

−
∫ τ

τ1

[ψyψτ ](τ)dτ ≤ Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

(
δ

3
2 |Ẋ(τ)| + ‖ψyy–‖+ ‖(φy , ψy, ζy)–‖+ δ

3
2

) 1
2

× ‖ψτy–‖
1
2 (‖ψy‖

1
2 ‖ψyy–‖

1
2 + 1)e−c(τ−τ1)dτ

≤ Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

(
‖(ψyy, ψτy)–‖2 + ‖(φy, ψy, ζy)–‖2 + δ|Ẋ(τ)|2

)
dτ + Cδ.
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By Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and assumption (3.18), it holds

C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−|φy| |ψy| |ψyy|dydτ ≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

‖φy‖ ‖ψy‖L∞‖ψyy–‖dτ

≤ CN(τ1, τ2)

∫ τ

τ1

‖ψy‖
1
2 ‖ψyy–‖

3
2 dτ

≤ CN(τ1, τ2)

∫ τ

τ1

(‖ψy‖2 + ‖ψyy–‖2)dτ.

Other terms can be treated similar as that of in Lemma 4.4. Substituting the above estimates into (4.35)
and using Lemmas 4.3, 4.4, we obtain

‖ψy(τ)‖2 +
∫ τ

τ1

‖ψyy–‖2dτ ≤ C(N2(τ1) + δ) + Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

‖ψτy–‖2dτ. (4.38)

Next, we multiply (3.9)3 by −ζyy to have

R

γ − 1

(

ζ2y
2

)

τ

− R

γ − 1
(ζyζτ )y +

ν

v
ζ2yy

= −Ẋ(τ)
RΘ−X

y

γ − 1
ζyy + pψyζyy + (p− P−X)U−X

y ζyy − νΘ−X

yy

(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

ζyy

+
ν

v2
φyζyζyy +

ν

v2
Θ−X

y φyζyy +
ν

v2
V −X

y ζyζyy + νV −X

y Θ−X

y

(
1

v2
− 1

(V −X)2

)

ζyy

− 1

v
ψ2
yζyy −

2

v
U−X

y ψyζyy − (U−X

y )2
(
1

v
− 1

V −X

)

ζyy.

(4.39)

Integrating (4.39) with respect to τ and y over [τ1, τ ]× R± gives

∫

R

R

γ − 1

ζ2y
2
(τ, y)dy +

∫

R

−ν
v

ζ2yy
2
dy ≤

∫

R

R

γ − 1

ζ2y
2
(τ1, y)dy −

R

γ − 1

∫ τ

τ1

[ζyζτ ](τ)dτ

+ C

∫ τ

τ1

|Ẋ(τ)|2
∫

R

|Θ−X

y |2dydτ + C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

ψ2
ydydτ + C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−|φy| |ζy | |ζyy|dydτ

+ C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−ψ2
y|ζyy|dydτ + C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−|(U−X

y ,Θ−X

yy , V −X

y Θ−X

y )|2|(φ, ζ)|2dydτ

+ C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−|(V −X

y , U−X

y ,Θ−X

y )|2|(φy , ψy, ζy)|2dydτ.

(4.40)

The jump across y = 0 can be bounded as follows

− R

γ − 1

∫ τ

τ1

[ζyζτ ](τ)dτ = − R

γ − 1

∫ τ

τ1

ζτ (τ, 0)[ζy](τ)dτ = − R

γ − 1

∫ τ

τ1

ζτ (τ, 0)[θy](τ)dτ

= − R

γ − 1

∫ τ

τ1

ζτ (τ, 0)
θy
v
(τ, 0)[v](τ)dτ

≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

‖ζτ‖L∞(‖ζy‖L∞ + 1)[v](τ1)e
−c(τ−τ1)dτ

≤ Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

‖ζτ‖
1
2 ‖ζτy–‖

1
2 (‖ζy‖

1
2 ‖ζyy–‖

1
2 + 1)e−c(τ−τ1)dτ.

(4.41)

By equation (3.9)3 and assumption (3.18), it holds

‖ζτ‖ ≤ C
(
|Ẋ(τ)|‖Θ−X

y ‖+ ‖ζyy–‖+ ‖ψy‖+ ‖φyζy–‖+ ‖ψ2
y‖

+ ‖(U−X

y , (U−X

y )2, V −X

y Θ−X

y ,Θ−X

yy )(φ, ζ)–‖ + ‖(V −X

y , U−X

y ,Θ−X

y )(φy , ψy, ζy)–‖
)

≤ C
(
δ

3
2 |Ẋ(τ)| + ‖(ψyy, ζyy)–‖+ ‖(φy, ψy, ζy)–‖+ δ

3
2

)
,

(4.42)

26



where we have used the facts that

‖φyζy–‖ ≤ ‖φy–‖‖ζy‖L∞ ≤ C‖φy–‖‖ζy‖
1
2 ‖ζyy–‖

1
2 ≤ CN(τ1, τ2)(‖ζy‖+ ‖ζyy–‖)

and

‖ψ2
y‖ = ‖ψy‖2L4 ≤ C‖ψy‖

3
2 ‖ψyy–‖

1
2 ≤ CN(τ1, τ2)‖ψy‖

1
2 ‖ψyy–‖

1
2 ≤ CN(τ1, τ2)(‖ψy‖+ ‖ψyy–‖).

Substituting (4.42) into (4.41) yields

− R

γ − 1

∫ τ

τ1

[ζyζτ ](τ)dτ ≤ Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

(
δ

3
2 |Ẋ(τ)| + ‖(ψyy, ζyy)–‖+ ‖(φy, ψy, ζy)–‖+ δ

3
2

) 1
2

× ‖ζτy–‖
1
2 (‖ζy‖

1
2 ‖ζyy–‖

1
2 + 1)e−c(τ−τ1)dτ

≤ Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

(
‖(ψyy, ζyy, ζτy)–‖2 + ‖(φy, ψy, ζy)–‖2 + δ|Ẋ(τ)|2

)
dτ + Cδ.

By Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and assumption (3.18), it holds

C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−|φy| |ζy| |ζyy|dydτ ≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

‖φy–‖ ‖ζy‖L∞‖ζyy–‖dτ

≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

N(τ1, τ2)‖ζy‖
1
2 ‖ζyy–‖

3
2 dτ

≤ CN(τ1, τ2)

∫ τ

τ1

(‖ζy‖2 + ‖ζyy–‖2)dτ

and

C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−ψ2
y|ζyy|dydτ ≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

‖ψy‖2L4‖ζyy–‖dτ ≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

‖ψy‖
3
2 ‖ψyy–‖

1
2 ‖ζyy–‖dτ

≤ CN(τ1, τ2)

∫ τ

τ1

‖ψy‖
1
2 ‖ψyy–‖

1
2 ‖ζyy–‖dτ

≤ CN(τ1, τ2)

∫ τ

τ1

(‖ψy‖2 + ‖ψyy–‖2 + ‖ζyy–‖2)dτ.

Other terms can be treated similar as that of in Lemma 4.4. Substituting the above estimates into (4.40)
and using Lemmas 4.3, 4.4, we have

‖ζy(τ)‖2 +
∫ τ

τ1

‖ζyy–‖2dτ ≤ C(N2(τ1) + δ) + Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

‖(ζτy, ψyy)–‖2dτ. (4.43)

We combine (4.38) and (4.43) with suitably small δ to have

‖(ψy, ζy)(τ)‖2 +
∫ τ

τ1

‖(ψyy, ζyy)–‖2dτ ≤ C(N2(τ1) + δ) + Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

‖(ψτy, ζτy)–‖2dτ. (4.44)

Combination of (4.37), (4.42) and (4.44) gives

∫ τ

τ1

‖(ψτ , ζτ )‖2dτ

≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

(
δ3|Ẋ(τ)|2 + ‖(ψyy, ζyy)–‖2 + ‖(φy , ψy, ζy)–‖2 +Gs(τ) +G1(τ) +G2(τ)

)
dτ

≤ C(N2(τ1) + δ) + Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

‖(ψτy, ζτy)–‖2dτ,

(4.45)

which together with (4.44) and suitably small δ leads to the desired inequality (4.33) . The proof of
Lemma 4.5 is completed.

�
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Lemma 4.6 Under the hypotheses of Proposition 3.3, there exists constant C > 0, such that for any
τ ∈ [τ1, τ2], it holds

‖(ψτ , ζτ )(τ)‖2 +
∫ τ

τ1

‖(ψτy, ζτy)–‖2dτ ≤ C(N2(τ1) + δ). (4.46)

Proof : First, we apply the operator ∂τ to the equation (3.9)2 to have

ψττ = Ẍ(τ)U−X

y −
(
s3 + Ẋ(τ)

)
Ẋ(τ)U−X

yy +
(uy
v

− p
)

τy
−
(U−X

y

V −X
− P−X

)

τy
.

Multiplying the above equation by ψτ , we have

(
ψ2
τ

2

)

τ

+
ψ2
τy

v
=

(

ψτ

(uy
v

− p
)

τ
− ψτ

(U−X
y

V −X
− P−X

)

τ

)

y

+ Ẍ(τ)ψτU
−X

y −
(
s3 + Ẋ(τ)

)
Ẋ(τ)ψτU

−X

yy

+ ψτy
uy
v2
vτ − ψτy

U−X
τy

v
+ ψτy

(U−X
y

V −X

)

τ
+ ψτy(p− P−X)τ ,

(4.47)

where

uy
v2
vτ − U−X

τy

v
+
(U−X

y

V −X

)

τ

=
u2y
v2

− (U−X
y )2

(V −X)2
+ Ẋ(τ)

V −X
y U−X

y

(V −X)2
− U−X

τy

(1

v
− 1

V −X

)

=
ψ2
y

v2
+ 2

ψy

v2
U−X

y + (U−X

y )2
( 1

v2
− 1

(V −X)2

)

+ Ẋ(τ)
V −X
y U−X

y

(V −X)2
+
(
s3 + Ẋ(τ)

)
U−X

yy

(1

v
− 1

V −X

)

and

(p− P−X)τ =
Rθτ
v

− RΘ−X
τ

V −X
− pvτ

v
+
P−XV −X

τ

V −X

=
Rζτ
v

+RΘ−X

τ

(1

v
− 1

V −X

)

− puy
v

+
P−X

V −X
(U−X

y − Ẋ(τ)V −X

y )

=
Rζτ
v

− pψy

v
−R

(
s3 + Ẋ(τ)

)
Θ−X

y

(1

v
− 1

V −X

)

− Ẋ(τ)
P−XV −X

y

V −X
−
(p

v
− P−X

V −X

)

U−X

y .

Integrating (4.47) with respect to τ and y over [τ1, τ ]× R±, and using Cauchy inequality and the above
two equalities, we obtain

∫

R

ψ2
τ

2
(τ, y)dy +

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−ψ
2
τy

2v
dydτ

≤
∫

R

ψ2
τ

2
(τ1, y)dy −

∫ τ

τ1

[

ψτ

(uy
v

− p
)

τ
− ψτ

(U−X
y

V −X
− P−X

)

τ

]

(τ)dy

+

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

|Ẍ(τ)| |ψτ | |U−X

y |dydτ +
∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

(s3 + |Ẋ(τ)|)|Ẋ(τ)| |ψτ | |U−X

yy |dydτ
︸ ︷︷ ︸

J1

+ C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−
(

ψ4
y + ψ2

y |U−X

y |2 + |U−X

y |4φ2 + |Ẋ(τ)|2|V −X

y U−X

y |2 + (s3 + |Ẋ(τ)|)2|U−X

yy |2φ2
)

dydτ

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J2

+ C

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−
(

ζ2τ + ψ2
y + (s3 + |Ẋ(τ)|)2|Θ−X

y |2φ2 + |Ẋ(τ)|2|V −X

y |2 + |U−X

y |2|(φ, ζ)|2
)

dydτ

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J3

,

(4.48)
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where the jump across y = 0 in fact vanishes, i.e.,

[

ψτ

(uy
v

− p
)

τ
− ψτ

(U−X
y

V −X
− P−X

)

τ

]

(τ)

=[ψτ ](τ)
(uy
v

− p
)

τ
(τ, 0−) + ψτ (τ, 0+)

[(uy
v

− p
)

τ

]

(τ)− [ψτ ](τ)
(U−X

y

V −X
− P−X

)

τ
(τ, 0)

=[ψ]τ (τ)
(uy
v

− p
)

τ
(τ, 0−) + ψτ (τ, 0+)

[uy
v

− p
]

τ
(τ) − [ψ]τ (τ)

(U−X
y

V −X
− P−X

)

τ
(τ, 0) = 0.

In the following, we control the remaining terms on the right-hand side of (4.48). By (3.4), Lemma 2.1
and (3.18), it holds

|Ẋ(τ)| ≤ C

δ
‖ψ(τ)‖‖(V −X

y , U−X

y ,Θ−X

y )‖ ≤ Cδ
1
2 ,

and

|Ẍ(τ)| ≤ C

δ
(s3 + |Ẋ(τ)|)

∫

R

|a−X

y | |(V −X

y , U−X

y ,Θ−X

y )| |ψ|dy

+
C

δ
(s3 + |Ẋ(τ)|)

∫

R

|(V −X

yy , U−X

yy ,Θ−X

yy , (V −X

y )2, (Θ−X

y )2)| |ψ|dy

+
C

δ

∫

R

|(V −X

y , U−X

y ,Θ−X

y )| |ψτ |dy

≤ Cδ
1
2

(√

Gs(τ) + ‖ψτ (τ)‖
)
.

Then, we use the above two inequalities, (4.24) and (4.45) to have

J1 ≤ Cδ
1
2

∫ τ

τ1

(√

Gs(τ) + ‖ψτ‖
)
‖ψτ‖ ‖U−X

y ‖dτ + C

∫ τ

τ1

|Ẋ(τ)|‖ψτ‖ ‖U−X

yy ‖dτ

≤ Cδ2
∫ τ

τ1

(
Gs(τ) + ‖ψτ‖2 + δ|Ẋ(τ)|2

)
dτ ≤ C(N2(τ1) + δ) + Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

‖(ψτy, ζτy)–‖2dτ.

Similarly, using Sobolev inequality, (4.24) and (4.33), we have

J2 + J3 ≤ C

∫ τ

τ1

(
‖ψyy–‖2 + ‖ζτ‖2 + ‖ψy‖2 +Gs(τ) +G1(τ) +G2(τ) + δ|Ẋ(τ)|2

)
dτ

≤ C(N2(τ1) + δ) + Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

‖(ψτy, ζτy)–‖2dτ.

Substituting the above estimates into (4.48) with suitably small δ gives

‖ψτ (τ)‖2 +
∫ τ

τ1

‖ψτy–‖2dτ ≤ C(N2(τ1) + δ) + Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

‖ζτy–‖2dτ. (4.49)

Next, we apply the operator ∂τ to the equation (3.9)3 to have

Rζττ
γ − 1

= Ẍ(τ)
RΘ−X

y

γ − 1
−
(
s3 + Ẋ(τ)

)
Ẋ(τ)

RΘ−X
yy

γ − 1
+ ν
(θy
v

)

τy
− ν
(Θ−X

y

V −X

)

τy

+
(

uy

(uy
v

− p
))

τ
−
(

U−X

y

(U−X
y

V −X
− P−X

))

τ
.

Multiplying the above equation by ζτ , we have

R

γ − 1

(ζ2τ
2

)2

+ ν
ζ2τy
v

= ν

(

ζτ

(θy
v

)

τ
− ζτ

(Θ−X
y

V −X

)

τ

)

y

+ Ẍ(τ)ζτ
RΘ−X

y

γ − 1
−
(
s3 + Ẋ(τ)

)
Ẋ(τ)ζτ

RΘ−X
yy

γ − 1
− νζτy

Θ−X
τy

v
+ νζτy

θy
v2
vτ

+ νζτy

(Θ−X
y

V −X

)

τ
+ ζτuτy

(uy
v

− p
)

+ ζτuy

(uy
v

− p
)

τ

− ζτU
−X

τy

(U−X
y

V −X
− P−X

)

− ζτU
−X

y

(U−X
y

V −X
− P−X

)

τ
.
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Integrating the above equality with respect to τ and y over [τ1, τ ]× R± gives

∫

R

R

γ − 1

ζ2τ
2
(τ, y)dy +

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−ν ζ
2
τy

v
dydτ

=

∫

R

R

γ − 1

ζ2τ
2
(τ1, y)dy −

∫ τ

τ1

ν
[

ζτ

(θy
v

)

τ
− ζτ

(Θ−X
y

V −X

)

τ

]

(τ)dτ

+

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

(

Ẍ(τ)ζτ
RΘ−X

y

γ − 1
−
(
s3 + Ẋ(τ)

)
Ẋ(τ)ζτ

RΘ−X
yy

γ − 1

)

dydτ

+

∫ τ

τ1

∫

R

−
{

− νζτy
Θ−X

τy

v
+ νζτy

θy
v2
vτ + νζτy

(Θ−X
y

V −X

)

τ
+ ζτuτy

(uy
v

− p
)

+ ζτuy

(uy
v

− p
)

τ
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)

− ζτU
−X

y
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y
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− P−X

)

τ

}

dydτ,

(4.50)

where the jump in fact vanishes, i.e.,

[

ζτ

(θy
v

)

τ
− ζτ

(Θ−X
y

V −X

)

τ

]

(τ)

=[ζτ ](τ)
(θy
v

)

τ
(τ, 0−) + ζτ (τ, 0+)

[(θy
v

)

τ

]

(τ) − [ζτ ](τ)
(Θ−X

y

V −X

)

τ
(τ, 0)

=[ζ]τ (τ)
(θy
v

)

τ
(τ, 0−) + ζτ (τ, 0+)

[θy
v

]

τ
(τ) − [ζ]τ (τ)

(Θ−X
y

V −X

)

τ
(τ, 0) = 0.

(4.51)

The other terms on the right-hand side of (4.50) can be controlled as (4.49), therefore, it holds

‖ζτ (τ)‖2 +
∫ τ

τ1

‖ζτy–‖2dτ ≤ C(N2(τ1) + δ) + Cδ

∫ τ

τ1

‖ψτy–‖2dτ. (4.52)

Thus, combination of (4.49) and (4.52) together with suitably small δ gives the desired inequality (4.46).
The proof of Lemma 4.6 is completed.

�

Finally, combination of Lemmas 4.3-4.6 yields Proposition 3.3.
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