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ABSTRACT. We establish the time-asymptotic stability of solutions to the one-dimensional
compressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations, with initial data perturbed from Riemann
data that forms a generic Riemann solution. The Riemann solution under consideration
is composed of a viscous shock, a viscous contact wave, and a rarefaction wave. We prove
that the perturbed solution of Navier-Stokes-Fourier converges, uniformly in space as time
goes to infinity, to a viscous ansatz composed of viscous shock with time-dependent shift,
a viscous contact wave and an inviscid rarefaction wave. This is a first resolution of the
challenging open problem associated with the generic Riemann solution. Our approach
relies on the method of a-contraction with shifts, specifically applied to both the shock
wave and the contact discontinuity wave. It enables the application of a global energy
method for the generic combination of three waves.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the one-dimensional full compressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations. In the
Lagrangian mass coordinates, the system is described as
vy — Uy = 0, re€R, t>0,
(1.1) Ut + p(U, 9)90 = (quTz)x’
B+ (p(v, 0)u), = (’f%)x + (:“m;z =

where the unknown functions v = v(t,z) > 0, u(t,z), and 0(¢,x) represent respectively the
specific volume, the velocity and the temperature of the gas, £ = e+ “72 is the total energy
function. For the ideal polytropic gas, the pressure function p and the internal energy
function e is given by

(1.2) p(v,0) = RTH, e(v,0) = %9 + const.

where R > 0,7 > 1 are both constants depending on the fluid, and the constants p > 0 and
K > 0 correspond to the viscosity coefficient and the heat-conductivity coefficient.

Consider initial data (vo(z),up(z), 0o (x)) connecting the two different end states (vi, us,0+) €
Ry x R x Ry (with Ry := (0, +00)) at far fields:

(1.3) (vo(x),up(x),00(z)) — (v, ux,01), as x — too.

We aims to prove that the large-time behavior of solutions to (1], with initial values
verifying (I.3]), is determined by the Riemann problem of the associated full Euler equations:
vy — Uy = 0,
(1.4) ut + pz =0,
(e + %)+ (pu)s = 0,

with the Riemann initial data

(1.5) (0,0, 8)(t = 0, ) = {

(v_yu_,0_), z<0,
(U+7u+70+)7 T > 07

corresponding to the end states ([L3]). To simplify the exposition, we focus on the most
challenging situation, called generic, where the related Riemann problem involves a shock, a
contact discontinuity, and a rarefaction. Notably, the treatment of combinations of different
waves, including both a rarefaction and a shock, was, before this paper, an outstanding open
problem (see, for instance, the review paper [38] and the very recent book [33]).
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In 2005 [2], Bianchini-Bressan showed, for small BV initial values, the convergence at the
inviscid limit of solutions to a parabolic system with “artificial” viscosity to the unique so-
lution of the associated hyperbolic system. However, to this day, the result in full generality
is still unknown for the physical Navier-Stokes system (III), even in the barotropic case.
The study of large-time behavior of solutions to compressible Navier-Stokes equations (ITJ)
towards the Riemann solutions may shed some insights about the physical inviscid limit to
the Euler equations.

In the case of the scalar equation (replacing the system (1) with a single viscous equa-
tion), the time-asymptotic stability of viscous waves and their connection to the inviscid
problem were initially proven by Ilin-Oleinik in 1960 [I3], with further contributions from
Sattinger [40].

However, when dealing with systems like (ILI]), the analysis becomes significantly more
complex. Matsumura-Nishihara demonstrated in [39] the stability of viscous shock waves
for the barotropic Navier-Stokes equations, and a similar result was independently obtained
by Goodman for a general system with artificial diffusion in [§], where diffusion is added
to all equations in the system. Both papers relied on the crucial assumption of zero mass,
in order to use the anti-derivative method. Subsequently, Liu [32] , Szepessy-Xin [49], and
Liu-Zeng [36] eliminated the need for the zero mass condition by introducing a constant
shift for the viscous shock and diffusion waves, as well as for the coupled diffusion waves in
the transverse characteristic fields. Masica-Zumbrun [37] established the spectral stability
of viscous shocks for the 1D compressible Navier-Stokes system, relaxing the zero mass
condition to a slightly weaker spectral condition. Huang-Matsumura addressed in [11]
the case of superimposed shocks for the Navier-Stokes-Fourier system. Han-Kang-Kim [9]
improved the result [II] by handling two shocks with small amplitudes “independently”
chosen, for the barotropic case. Matsumura-Wang investigated the asymptotic stability
of viscous shocks for Navier-Stokes systems with degenerate viscosities in [42], which was
further generalized in [53] to a wider range of viscosities using the BD entropy introduced
by Bresch-Desjardins in [3].

Regarding the stability of rarefaction waves, a different set of techniques based on direct
energy methods was employed. Matsumura-Nishihara [40, 41] initially established the time-
asymptotic stability of rarefaction waves for the compressible and isentropic Navier-Stokes
equations. It was later generalized to the Navier-Stokes-Fourier system ([II) by Liu-Xin
[34] and Nishihara-Yang-Zhao [44]. The time-asymptotic stability and vanishing viscosity
limit of isentropic Navier-Stokes equatios/Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations to the planar
rarefaction wave of 2D /3D compressible Euler equations could be found in [31], 30, 28], 291 [1].
For the linear degenerate wave in the second characteristic field, it is known that the inviscid
contact discontinuity is unstable for the Euler equations time-asymptotically. While for the
Euler equations with viscosities, a viscous contact wave, which is a viscous version of inviscid
contact discontinuity, can be constructed and proved to be time-asymptotically stable to
both 1D “artificial” viscosity system [55, B5] and the 1D physical Navier-Stokes system
[12) 10). This viscous contact wave can converge to the inviscid contact discontinuity in
LP—norm (Vp > 1) at any finite time interval, however, they could be far away at large
time, which is called the meta-stability of the inviscid contact discontinuity to the viscous
system. For the composite wave, Huang-Li-Matsumura [I0] proved the time-asymptotic
stability of the combination of two rarefaction waves and a viscous contact wave to the
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full compressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier system (L)) by introducing a new heat-kernel type
estimate.

However, the time-asymptotic stability of the superposition of a viscous shock wave, a
viscous contact wave, and a rarefaction wave has remained an open problem until now,
[38, B3]. The main challenge in addressing the general case stems from the fact that the
classical anti-derivative method, commonly employed for the stability analysis of shocks,
does not align well with the energy method traditionally used for the stability analysis of
rarefaction and viscous contact waves. Resolving this issue has been the primary focus of
our research, and our main theorem successfully tackles this problem. The main ingredient
is the theory of a-contraction with shifts first introduced in the viscous setting for the scalar
case in [I§], and for the barotropic Navier-Stokes equation in [19]. The method was employed
for the first time in [24] to tackle the time asymptotic stability of composite waves with a
shock and a rarefaction in the context of the barotropic Navier-Stokes equations by using
the Bresch-Desjardins entropy to transfer the viscosity from the momentum equation to the
continuity equation. However, compared with the barotropic Navier-Stokes equations, there
is no Bresch-Desjardins entropy for the full compressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier system (L)
due to the energy dissipation equation. Preferably, we carry out the stability analysis in the
original Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations (ILT]) by fully using the a—weighted functions a(¢&)
in (ZI7). On the other hand, there are two dissipation terms in the momentum and energy
equations in (II]) and the sharp weighted Poincare inequality will be used respectively in
the momentum and energy equations and so we need more accurate information about the
velocity and the temperature in the viscous ansatz, in particular, for the viscous shock
profile.

Riemann problem for the inviscid model: Let us first describe the well-known solution
of the Riemann problem for the inviscid model (L4)-(T3), first proposed and solved by
Riemann [45] in the 1860s, then generalized by Lax [25]. This system of conservation laws
is strictly hyperbolic. This means that the derivative of the flux function (—u,p,pu) with
respect to the conserved variables, about a fixed state (v,u, E) € Ry x R x Ry:

0 -1 0
L B B e B
- =Du (=Du

is diagonalizable with real distinct eigenvalues. This matrix defines the waves generated
by the linearization of the system (L4)) about this fixed state (v,u,0) € Ry x R x Ry. Its
eigenvalues A\ = A\(v,6) = — /2 <0, Ao =0 and A3 = A3(v,0) = /22 > 0 generate two
genuinely nonlinear characteristic fields, and one linearly degenerate characteristic field.
Therefore, the self-similar solution, called Riemann solution of the Riemann problem, is
determined by a combination of at most three elementary solutions from the following five
families: 1-rarefaction; 3-rarefaction; 1-shock; 3-shock and 2-contact discontinuity (see for
instance [5]). These families are completely defined through their associated curves in the
states plane Ry x R x Ry. For any (vg,ug,fr) € Ry x R x Ry, the 1-rarefaction curve
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Ri(vRr,ur,0r) corresponds to the integral curve of the first eigenvalue A1, and is defined by
(1.6)

Rl(vRauRveR) = {(U,U, 0) v < VR, S(U79) = S(UPmHR) =S8R, U= UR_/ Al(SR,U/)d’U/},
VR

where s(v,0) = V—Z In(46v771) and A (s,v) = —/ w. The 3-rarefaction curve R3 can
be defined in the same way from the second eigenvalue A3. For any initial values of the
Riemann problem ([A) with (v_,u_,0_) = (vp,ur,0r), (v4,uyt,04+) = (VR,ur,0r), such
that (vp,ur,0r) € Ri(vr,ur,0r), the solution (v",u",0") of (4] is the 1-rarefaction wave
defined as

(v, 0r), x < Ai(vr,0p)t,
(17) Al(vr(tv$)7er(t7x)) = %7 )\1(’[)L,9L)t <z < )\1(’0]{,9}2)75,
M (vR, OR), x> Ai(vg,OR)t,

together with

18) 21(0" (¢, ), u" (t,x)) = z1(vp,urp) = z1(vR, uR),
' s(u(t,2),07 (t,x)) = s(vr,01) = s(vr, ),

v
where z1(v,u) = u + / A1(s,v")dv" and s(v,6) are the 1-Riemann invariants to the Euler

equation ([4]). The case of 3-rarefaction wave is treated similarly from the third eigenvalue
A3.

The second characteristic field corresponding to the eigenvalue Ay = 0 is linearly degen-
erate and corresponds to the 2-contact discontinuity. For any (vg,ugr,fr) € Ry x R x Ry,
the 2-contact discontinuity curve C'Dy(vg, ug, @) can be defined by

(1.9) CDs(vR,uR,0R) :== {(v,u,@)‘u =upg, p(v,0) = p(vR,HR)}.

Whenever (vp,ur,0r) € CDy(vg, ug,0r), the contact discontinuity (v¢,u®, 6¢) connecting
(v_,u_,0_) = (vp,ur,0) with (vy,uy,01) = (vr,ur,0r), is uniquely determined by

0 t=urt
(110) (UC,UC,HC)(t,x) _ (ULvuln L)7 r < UR urt,
(UR7UR7 HR)y x > URt = uLta

as a solution of (L4)-(LEl), that is,

vy — Uy = 0,
U + pg = 0, t>0,z €R,
(1.11) (5250 + 402) + (pu) =0,

{ ’ULauLyeL xz <0,

(v,u,0)(
’UR,UR,QR x> 0.

\
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We can now define the shock curves using the Rankine-Hugoniot condition, as the one-
parameter family of all the (v, u, ) such that there exists o with:

—o(vg —v) — (ugr —u) =0,
(1.12) —o(ur —u) + (p(vg,0r) — p(v,0)) =0,
—o(ER — E) + (p(vr, Or)ur — p(v,0)u) = 0.

The general theory shows that this condition defines actually 2 curves that meet at the

3 _ p(’l) 70 )—p(vﬂ)
point (vgr,ug,0g), one for the value o = —\/—%

(the 1-shock curve Si(vg,ur)

p(vr,0r)—p(v,9)

which corresponds to admissible 1-shock for v > vg), and one for the value o = \/ — "

(the 3-shock curve S3(vg,ug,fr) with admissible 3-shock for v < vg).

Whenever (vp,ur,0r) € Si(vg,ur,0r) U S3(vg,ur,r), the shock solution (v*,u*,0%)
to (L4)-(TA) with (v_,u_,0_-) = (vp,ur,0r), (v4,us,05) = (vR,ur,0R), is given by the
discontinuous traveling wave defined as

(113) (,Usyusaes)(tyx) = (UL’UL’HL)’ r < Utu
(vr,uR,OR), x> ot.

For the general case of any states (v_,u_,0_), (v4,us+,04+) € Ry xRxRy, it can be shown
that there exists two (unique) intermediate states (v, uy, 64 ), (v*, u*,0*) € Rt x RxR™ such
that (v*,u*,0%) is on a curve of the third families from (vy,uy,01) (either Rg(vy,uy,04)
or Ss(vg,us,04)), (vs, us, 0x) € CDy(v*, u*,0%), that is, (v, u«, 64) is on the second contact
continuity curve from (v*,u*,0*), and (v_,u_,0_) is on a curve of the first families from
(Vk, Ux, Ox) (either Ry(vi, uy,0x) or S1(vs, us, 04)). The solution (v, u, ) of (L4)-(L3H) is then
obtained by the juxtaposition of the three associated waves

(v,u,0)(t, x) = (vi,u1,01)(t, )+ (v, ug, O2)(t, )+ (v3, us, 03) (¢, x) — (Vi, us, 0, ) — (V*, 0", 0%).

The wave (v, u1,0;) is 1-rarefaction fan solution to (L7)-(L8) if (v_,u_,0_) € Ry (vy, ux, 04),
or 1-shock solution to (LI3) if (v_,u_,0_) € S1(vs, ux, bx), with (v, ur,0r) = (v—,u_,0_),
(R, uR, OR) = (Vs, Us, 0i). The wave (vg, ug,02) is 2-contact discontinuity solution to ((LI0Q)
if (vi,ux,0x) € CDo(v*,u*,0%) with (vp,ur,0r) = (vs, ux, 0x), (VR ,ur,0r) = (V*,u*,0%).
And the shock solution to (LI3) if (v*,u*,0%) € S3(vy,uy,0), or, 3-rarefaction fan so-
lution if (v*,u*,0%) € R3(vy,uy,04), both with the end states (vp,ur,0r) = (v*,u*,0%),
(vR,uRr,0r) = (v4,us,04). Note that the cases of three single waves, i.e., shock, rarefac-
tion, and contact discontinuity, are included as degenerate cases when (v_,u_,0_) and
(vy,uy,0y) are exactly on a single wave curve without intermediate states.

Viscous ansatz of the Riemann solution: The time-asymptotic behavior of the viscous
solution to (LI)) depends on whether the associated Riemann solution to the associated
inviscid model (IL4])- (A involves shock waves, a contact discontinuity, or rarefaction waves.
In the case where (ILH) is a shock, the viscous counterpart for (ILI]), called viscous shock, is
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the traveling wave (v¥(z — ot),u®(x — ot), 0% (z — ot)) to (LI):

( —U(US)' o (uS)/ =0,

(1.14) Sy S(nSY
. S/ S S\ _ (0°)"y u” (u”)"\/
o(B%) + (p°u) = (ko) + (15— ) -
(Usvusves)(_oo) = (U*7U*76*)7 (US7US795)(+OO) = (U+7u+76+)’
where E° := %95 + @ and p° := p(v°,6°).

The viscous version of the inviscid contact discontinuity connecting (v, us,6,) with
(v*,u*, 0%), called viscous contact wave (vc, u®, HC)(t, x) can be defined by [12]:

C( T ) - R@sim

v - )
V14t Px
— 1)kOsM
1.15 . —L Yy =y, + (7—96
( ) U ( ’ 1—|—t) U R,y@am ’
HC( z ) — @Simy
14+t

where @™ = @sim (\/%H) is the unique self-similar solution to the following nonlinear

diffusion equation

(1.16) {@t = S (%),

O(t,—00) = 0., O(t,+00)=0*.

The definition of the aproximate ansatz associated with the self-similar rarefaction fan
(v",u",0")(F) will be described in the next section ( see Section 2.1).

Given the end states (vy,us,01) € Ry x R x Ry in (3], we consider the general case
that there exist two unique intermediate states (vy,us, 04) and (v*,u*, 6*) such that
(1.17)
(v_yu_,0_) € Ry (s, ux,04), (Ui, us,0s) € CDo(v*,u*,0%), (v, u*,0%) € Ss(vy,uy,by).

We consider, as viscous ansatz, the superposition wave:

)+ 0% (& — ot) — v, — v,

(1.18) u’“(?mc(t, $1x+t)+us(x—at)—u*—u*,
Y C S —ot) -0, — *
0" (3) + 0% (=) + 6%z~ ot) — 9)

where (v",u",0")(F) is the 1-rarefaction wave defined in (23] , (vc,ﬁc)(\/f—ﬂ),uc(t, \/%4—1&)

is the 2-viscous contact wave defined in (LIH) and (v°,u?, 6%)(¢) (¢ = x—ot) is the 3-viscous
shock wave defined in Lemma
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For simplicity, we consider the following system in non-divergence form which is equiva-
lent to the original system ([LII):

Vg — Ug = 07
(1.19) u + p(v,0)z = (L5 )2, .
B+ p(v,0)uy = (k%) + pte.

Theorem 1.1. For a given constant state (v4,uy,04) € Ry xR xRy, there exist constants
00, €0 > 0 such that the following holds true.

For any (v*,u*,0%) € Ss(vy,uy,0y), (v, us,0y) € CDo(v* u*,0%) and (v_,u_,0_) €
Ry (vs, us, 04) such that

|U+ —U*| + |U* _U*| + |U* _U—| < 507

denote (v",u",0")(%) the I-rarefaction solution to (L4) with end states (v—,u_,0_) and

(Vs U, 04), (vc,uc,ec)(\/i";ﬂ) the 2-viscous contact wave defined in (LID) and (Z3) with

end states (v, Us, 0y) and (v*,u*,0%), and (v°,u’,0%)(x — ot) the 3-viscous shock solution
of (CI9) with end states (v*,u*,6*) and (vy,us,04). Let (vo,up,00) be any initial data
such that

(1.20) > <||(Uo — U, Uup — U, B — G:l:)HL2(Ri)) + 1 (voz» oz, Ooz) || L2(R) < €0,
T
where R_ := —Ry = (—00,0).

Then, the compressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier system (LI9) (and (L)) admits a unique
global-in-time solution (v,u,0)(t,x) for all t € Ry. Moreover, there exists an absolutely
continuous shift X(t) such that

(1.21)
o(t,z) — (v’"(%) + O 1’; )+ (@ — ot = X(1) ~ v - v*) € C(0, +oo; H' (R)),
ult, ) — (u’“(ﬁ) +uClt, 1‘1 ) (o — ot = X(1)) —u - u> € C(0, +oo; H(R)),
o(t,z) — (97‘(%) + 90(\/1‘17_“) 105z — ot — X(t)) — 0, — 9*) € C(0, +oo; H(R)),
Ous(t, ) — 05, (z — ot — X(t)) € L*(0,+00; L*(R)),

Ugy (t, ) — us (x — ot — X(t)) € L?(0, 4+00; L*(R)).

In addition, as t — +o00,

sup (v, )(1,) ~ (M(%) + Y 1‘”+ )+ 05 (a — ot = X(1) v — 0",
(1.22) ur(f) +uC(t, 1$+ )+ (o — ot = X(1) s~
9?(%) +0°( 1””+ )+ 6%(x — ot = X(8)) ~ 6. - 9*) S0
and
(1.23) Jim |X(t)| = 0.

Remark 1.1. Theorem [I1 states that if the two far-field states (vi,us,0+) in ([L3) are
connected by the superposition of a shock, a contact discontinuity, and a rarefaction wave,
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then the solution to the full compressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations (LI)) or (LI9)
converges in long time to the superposition wave made from the inviscid self-similar rar-
efaction wave, the viscous contact wave, and viscous shock wave with the shift X(t).

Remark 1.2. The shift function X(t) (defined in [BI2)) is proved to satisfy the time-
asymptotic behavior (L23)), which implies that

t—+oco ¢

that is, the shift function X(t) grows at most sub-linearly w.r.t. the time t and the shifted
viscous shock wave still keeps the original traveling wave profile time-asymptotically.

The main new ingredient of our proof is the use of the method of a-contraction with shifts
[19] to track the stability of the viscous shock. The method is based on the relative entropy
introduced by Dafermos [6] and DiPerna [7]. It is energy based, and so meshes seamlessly
with the treatments of the rarefaction and the viscous contact wave as in [12] [10].

The method of a-contraction with shifts: The method of a-contraction with shifts
was developed in [I7] (see also [27]) to study the stability of extremal shocks for inviscid
system of conservation laws, as for example, the Euler system (L.4]). Consider the entropy
of the system (which is actually the physical energy) defined for any state U = (v, u, E) as
s(U). We then consider the relative entropy defined in [6] for any two states U = (v,u, E),
U= (v,u,FE):

s(UIU) :=s(U) — s(U) —ds(U) - (U —0U).
Note that the physical entropy
n(UI0) = ~0 s(U|0)

is nonnegative and equal to zero if and only if U = U. Therefore n(U|U) can be used as a
pseudo-distance between U and U. It can be shown that rarefactions U (that is solutions
to (IL7)-(L8))) have a contraction property for this pseudo-metric (see for instance [50]).
Indeed, for any weak entropic solution U to (I4)), it can be shown that

d _
‘ /Rn(U|U) da < 0

The contraction property is not true if U is a shock (that is traveling waves (II3)) verifying
the Rankine-Hugoniot conditions (I.I2)). However, the contraction property can be recov-
ered up to a shift, after weighting the relative entropy (see [I7]). Indeed, there exists weights
a_,a; > 0 (depending only on the shock U) such that for any weak entropic solution U of
(4] (verifying a mild condition called strong trace property) there exists a Lipschitz shift
function t — X (t) such that

X(t) _ o0 _
d {a_/ n(U!U)daz+a+/ n(U\U)dm} <0.

% —00 X (t)

This was first proved in the scalar case by Leger [26] for a_ = a. It has been shown in [47]
that the contraction with a_ = a is usually false for most systems. Therefore the weighting
via the coefficients a_, a4 is essential. Note that in the case of the full Euler system, the
a-contraction property up to shifts is true for all the single wave patterns, including the
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1-shocks, 3-shocks (see [51]), and the 2-contact discontinuities (see [48]). Although the a-
contraction property with shifts holds for general extremal shocks, it is not always true for
intermediate shocks (see [15] for instance).

The first extension of the method to viscous models was done in the 1D scalar case [18]
(see also [16]) and then in the multi-D case [22]. The case of the barotropic Navier-Stokes
equation (1) was treated in [19] (see also [21] for the case of 2 shocks). The a-contraction
property takes place in variables associated with the BD entropy (see [3]): U = (v, h), where
h is the effective velocity defined as h = u — (In v),. In these variables, system (] with
u =1 is transformed as

(1.24) { vy — hy = (In0)4y,

ht +p(v)x =0.

The only nonlinear term of the hyperbolic system ([.4]) is the pressure which is a function
of v. The system ([L24]) is then better than (L)) since the diffusion is in the variable v
corresponding to the nonlinear term p(v). It was shown in [19] that there exists a monotonic
function z — a(x) (with limits a+ at +00), depending only on the viscous shock U = (o, h)
solution to (in the (v,u) variables), such that for any solution U to (I24]), there exists a
shift function t — X(t) with

% /Ra(:p - X(t))n(U(t,x)lU(x —X(t)))dz <0.

Note that the a-contraction result of [19] provides uniform stability for viscous shocks with
respect to the strength of the viscosity. This is used in [20] to obtain the stability of inviscid
shocks of the Isentropic Euler equation among any inviscid limits of the associated Navier-
Stokes equation (see also [52] 23] for an example of similar stability for a single 1D contact
discontinuity and 3D planar contact discontinuity).

In the simplified situation of the barotropic Navier-Sotkes equation, the a-contraction
method has been extended to composite waves made of a shock and a rarefaction in [24]
(see also [54] for a 3D extension). The aim of this paper is to extend the a-contraction
theory to the more complex Navier-Stokes-Fourier system (LI) and to apply it to the study
of the long-time stability to the composite wave made of a viscous shock wave, a viscous
contact wave, and an inviscid rarefaction wave.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We begin with preliminaries in Section 2l
It includes known properties on the rarefaction and on the viscous contact and shock waves.
The general set up is laid out in Section Bl We introduce the local existence of solution,
the construction of the shift function and an a priori estimates result in Proposition [3.2],
which together with a continuing argument implies Theorem [Tl The last two sections are
dedicated to the proof of Proposition B2l for the main a priori estimates . The a-contraction
argument is set up in Section @ where global a priori estimates are proved to conclude the
proof of Proposition Finally, three Appendixs are devoted to the derivation of relative
entropy, the sharp estimate for the diffusion and the proof of Lemma [4.5] respectively.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We gather in this section some well-known results which will be useful in the rest of the
paper.
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2.1. Approximate rarefaction wave. We now recall important properties of the 1-
rarefaction waves. Consider a (v, us,0y) in (L3), and (v_,u_,0_) € Ry (v, us, 0y). Set
w_ = A (v_,0_),w, = A\ (vs, 04), and consider the Riemann problem for the inviscid Burg-
ers equation:

w + ww, = 0,

(21) w(0,z) = wy(z) = {

w—, x<0,
Wy, x> 0.

If w_ < wy, then (2] has the rarefaction wave fan w"(t,x) = w"(z/t) given by

- w—, r < w-t,
(2.2) w'(t,x) = wr(?) =4 % w_t <z < w,t,
Wy, T > wyt.

It is easy to check that the l-rarefaction wave (v",u",0)(t,z) = (v",u",0")(x/t) to the
Riemann problem (L4)-(L5), defined in (L7)-(L8]), is given explicitly by

MU(F),07(F) = w" (%),
(2.3) 21 (V" (§),u"(F)) = 2z1(v—,u_) = 21(vs, ux)
S0 (2),07(2)) = s(v_,0_) = 5(v.,0.)

The self-similar 1-rarefaction wave (v",u",0")(x/t) is Lipschitz continuous and satisfies the
Euler system a.e. for t > 0,

vy —ul, =0,
(2.4) uj + p(v",0"), =0,
L7 4 p(o”, 07 )ul, = 0.

Let 0 := v, —v_| denote the strength of the rarefaction wave. Notice that dp ~ |u,—u_

6.~ 6_| by @3,

As in [40], by using the smooth solution to the Burgers equation:

w + ww, = 0,
(2.5) W Fw_ wy —

w(0,z) = wy(z) = 5 + 5 — tanh z.

we will consider the smooth approximate I-rarefaction wave (vft,uf, 0%)(t,z) of the 1-
rarefaction wave fan (v",u",0")(%) by

L, 0-) =w_, Myi= A (vs, 04) = wy,
,m) =w(l+t,z),

) =21(v—,u_) = 21 (Vs, Uy ),

,l‘) (U—v ) _8(’0*,9*),

(2.6)
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where w(t, z) is the smooth solution to the Burgers equation in (235]). One can easily check

that the above approximate rarefaction wave (vR, ult, HR) satisfies the FEuler system:
oft —ult =0,
(2.7) utt + p(v®,0%), = 0,

R
B R R gRyE g,
v—1
The following lemma comes from [40].
Lemma 2.1. The smooth approzimate 1-rarefaction wave (v®,uft, 0%)(t,z) defined in (Z.0)

satisfies the following properties. Let dr denote the rarefaction wave strength as dg =

[V — v |~|u*—u | ~ [0 — 6]
U >0and9R _=1)e” 1) v <0,VxreR, t>0.

(1) ult (7+1)wx>0 vl \/W .
(2) The following estimates hold for all t >0 and p € [1, +oo]:

1R, uf 0F)| e < Cmin{dp, 63" (1 + )"V},
IR, w08 ||Lr < Cmin{og, (1+1¢)71},
Wl | < Cluf|, |0R| < Cl0F), vzeR.
(8) For x > A«(1+1t),t >0, it holds that
(v R R HR)(t ) — (ve, s, 0,)| < Odp e—2|m—)\1*(1+t)|,
(B, ulf, 08)(t,2)| < Cop e 2001,

(4) For x < \i_(1+1t),t > 0, it holds that
(0w, 07) (¢, ) — (v un, 0)] < Cop e 2o =0,

(0, u, 0F)(t, z)| < Cop e~Ae=2a-(+0],
ul 0% (¢, x) — (o, 07) (2| =
(3) Jim_sup (0", ", 6%)(t ) = (" 61) ()] =

2.2. Viscous contact wave. It is known that the inviscid contact discontinuity is time-
asymptotically unstable for the compressible Euler equations ([4]). However, a viscous
contact wave, which is a viscous version of inviscid contact discontinuity, can be constructed
and proved to be time-asymptotically stable to both ”artificial viscosity” system [55] [35]
and the physical Navier-Stokes system [12] [10].

Lemma 2.2. ([12]) The viscous contact wave (vc,uc,ﬁc)(t,x) defined in ([LIB) satisfies

Cac

(UC_U*yuc_u*yec_e*) ( ) s 5 Vo <0,
2
c % C _ _x pC  px _G1e” .
(28) (U v,U U 79 0 ) ( ) ;::2, Vo > 0,
(O, 26 0,) = O (44 55, WweR, m=1,2.
Cq xz
ol (tx) = O()S, (1+1) = e 1o | Ve ER, n=12--:

where 6, = |v* —vy| ~ |0* — 0,| is the amplitude of the viscous contact wave, and Cy > 0 is
generic constant.
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Then the viscous contact wave (v”,u”,09)(t, z) defined in (LI5) satisfies the system

vtc — ug =0,
C
(2.9) uf +pS = p(3%), 4-69? N
07+ 0 = k() + e+ QF
where p© = p(vc, 90) and

U 2C1 z2

Qlc = utc — ,u(v—c)m =0(1)d,(1+ t)_%e_ T+

8Q

(2.10) oy o

C:_ — 1 1 -2 —
Q3 po = 0o (1 +8) e T,

as © — +oo due to Lemma Moreover, from (LI5) and Lemma 22] it holds that for
Vp > 1,

(2.11) (€, uC,09) (k) — (v°, 0, 6°) (¢, )| o () = O(1)i28 (1 + 1),

which implies that viscous contact wave (v¢,u",0%)(t,z) can converge to the inviscid con-
tact discontinuity (v¢, u® 0°)(t,x) in LP—norm (Vp > 1) at any finite time interval as the
heat conductivity coefficient kK — 0+, however, they could be far away at large time.

2.3. Viscous shock wave. We turn to the 3-viscous shock wave connecting (v*, u*, 6*) and
(v, uy,04) such that (v*,u*,0%) € S3(vy,us,64). Recall the Rankine-Hugoniot condition
(LI2) and the Lax entropy condition

(2.12) Az(vg,04) <o < A3(v™,0%).
The Riemann problem (L4)-(L3) admits a unique 3-shock solution

v ut 0%, < ot,
(2.13) (v*,u®,0%)(t,z) = ( )
(U+,U+,9+), x>0t,
where it follows from (LI2]) that
(2.14) o= |- Pl be) Z P 07)
' vy — v* ’

As a traveling wave solution of (LI9) (equivalently, of (1)), the 3-viscous shock wave
(v, u’,0%)(€) satisfies the system of ODEs ([L14)).
Integrating the system (LI4]) over (£oo,£] gives that

—o(v° —vy) = (u¥ —uy) = =0 (0¥ —v*) = (u¥ —u*) =0,
’LLS /
M(US) = —o(u® —u) + (0% —ps) = —o(u® —u) + (7 —p),
(2'15) (95)/ uS(uS)/
Kog TH— 5 = —o(E® — Ey) + (p°u® — pruy)
= —0o(E° — E*) + (p°u® — p*u®).
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Then the existence of shock profiles (v, u”,0%)(€) is equivalent to the existence of solution
to the following autonomous system of ODEs:

SN/
v * *
W—(US) = (p° —py) + 2 (0" —vy) = (p° —p*) + (V5 —v*),

%) R 1y,
/‘i(o_vg = ﬁ(95—9+)+p+(vs —vy) — 502(?1 —vy)
_ R S * *0,,8 % _1
_7_1(6 0%) + p*(v° —v*) 57

(2.16) 2

2(’[)5 _ 'U*)2.

The properties of the 3-viscous shock wave (v°,u”,60%)(£) can be listed as follows.

Lemma 2.3. For any state (vy,uy,04), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that the
following is true. For any end state such that (v*,u*,0%) € Ss(vi,uy,0y), there exists
a unique solution (v°,u®,0%)(¢) to (LI4). Let 65 denote the strength of the shock as
dg = vy —v*| ~ |ug — u*| ~ |04 — 0*|. Then, it holds that

ug <0, ve >0, 0f <0, VEER,

’(Us(é) - 'U*,us(f) - U*aes(g) - 0*)‘ < C(SS 6_06S|£|7 5 < 07

(2.17) | Us(g) — U+7US(£) _ U+,95(£) o 9+)| < Cdg 6_065‘5‘, £€>0,

(
(vf,ug,69)] < C6% ekl veeR,
(

In particular, \vg\ ~ \uf\ ~ ]9&9\ for all £ € R, more explicitly,

vge, uge, Oge)| < Cds|(vf ug, 0F)], VEER.

(2.18) |(45) + 0" (05)e| < Cosl(v%)el, Ve ER,

and

(2.19) %) + T 05) | < onsl(e)el, veeR,
where

(2.20) p*i=p*,0%) = Jjﬁ* and o" = 111* = @,

which satisfies
(2.21) lo —o*| < Cos.

Proof. We here prove the last estimate of (2I7)), and the explicit estimates (2.I8])-(2I19).
The remaining estimates can be found in [I1] and [39] (see also [19]).

e Proof of (2.I8)-(219):
The estimate (ZI8) is easily shown by 22I)) and the equation (u®) = —o(v°)e.

To prove (Z19]), we use the following fraction from (2I6]) that
@ B ,u02 7_{%1(95 . 9*) +p*(v5 . U*) _ %02(1)5 . U*)2

¥ w 5 =) + 025 — )

(2.22)
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Since 053 < 0 and vg > 0 for all ¢, we regard 0° as a smooth function of v° by considering
05 o (v 1 [, vy] — [04,0%] with 0* = 0%(v*) and 6, = 0°(v,). Then, we define a
smooth function F(v®) by the right-hand side of ([2.22), that is,
M0'2 VTR1(HS . 0*) +p*(vs o ?}*) _ 50,2(1)5 . 'U*)2

K (pS _p*) + 0'2(US _ 'U*)

We will estimate F'(v_) as below. Since

F(v®) :=

S S S *
d 0> —0
Flv_)= lim -5 = lim —= = lim =" <0,
( ) £——o00 ’US vS —v* dv® vS —v* vS — ¥
and
im = lim - =
vSoor U5 —v* S \S S — v @S vr

we take v° — v* on ([Z22) to have

S R 65 —o* R
P q 26 po? i imesoe gsmm £P7 pe? S50
ST P
v —u* vo — v*
and so,

(l*)2 B <p* _ 0'22}* N ,u0'2’U* . MO.20* 0
R k(y —1) K )

But, since [, := —(ﬁ’_}%)p " satisfies

* *\2, % *\2, % *\2 n*

IR (N e PR
R Ky —1)

we use (Z.21]) to have

II* — 1| < Cés,
and so,
~1)pt
Py + 32U o
R
This together with [F(v%) — F(v_)| < C|v® —v_| < Cdg for all ¢ implies
07 —1)p*
S D) NS
L R

which proves ([Z.19]).
e Proof of \(vé,u&,@é)] < Cés\(vfs,u?ﬁg)\, V€ € R:
First, it holds from (II4]) that

ug 5, .5
s 202’05 + e,
13

and so,

S S8 S S8
U UV RO pv
€ _ ¢ 2.8 3 €
(2.23) MU—S—MW"FO' Ve +’U—S_ S
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Then, using ([219]) and (221]), we have

S S,y
u |ug [ (y—1p* p*
39 e )2 v p p S 2 211, S
55| < utse |0 - O B g bo? - o)
=0
‘Regq —(v— 1)p*’u§] it g p* p° g
+ " +(y=1p U_S_E‘US‘ ;—0—5’%’
< C(Ss‘?}g’,
which yields
(2.24) |uge| < Céslvg]|.

To estimate ]9?5\, we first find from (LI4) that (v°,u”,6°) satisfies (as a solution of (LI9)

(95)5) ((u%)e)?
. :

Ro s S(, Sy _
— 0N+ = v(50) s

v—1

(2.25)

This together with ([2:23]) gives

95 0515 (u5)2 wSvS
g _ e 3 o s £€7¢ 2,58, .58 S, 8
mv—s—m(vs)2—u o —7_1 Huge — [ " — 0TV +pTUg | +pTug.

Then, using ([2.24]), we have

s
s o ss,. ss 1—1 gy
m% §C5S|v§|+ﬁ‘—02v Vg +pTug - g

In addition, since u*g = —Jv? and (Z2I)) imply

258 7—1 g5

vivg +p%vg — ——pug| < | — ot +p" + (v = D7 Jog] + Coslee|,

=0

o

we have
|9595| < C5S|U§q|-

Finally, using u? = —avg and (2I]))-(2I9]), we complete the desired estimates. O

2.4. Weighted Poincare inequality. The method of a-contraction with shift in the vis-
cous cases relies on the following Poincaré type inequality (see [19] Lemma 2.9]).

Lemma 2.4. For any f:1[0,1] — R satisfying fol y(1 —)|f')Pdy < oo,

(226) [ = [ rafar< [va—irra
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3. ProoF or THEOREM [[.1]

3.1. Local in time estimates on the solution. For simplicity, we rewrite the system
(CI9) into the following system, based on the change of variable associated to the speed of
propagation of the shock (t,z) — (¢, = x — ot):

vy —ovg —ug =0,

u,
(3.1) ut — oug +p(v, 0)e = (175 e,
fod 0
%Qt — %95 + p(v, 9)u5 = (k 5)5 + u
0

u

|mw

v

<

It follows from (Z7) that the approximate rarefaction wave (v, u, 0)(t,€) = (v, u®, 0%)(t, &+
ot) verifies

vy —ovg —ug = 0,

(3.2) Ut}; oug +I}§U79)§ =0,
ag

and from (ZJ) that the viscous contact wave (v,u,0)(t,&) = (v, u”,0%)(t,& + ot) satisfies
the system

vy —ovg —ug =0,
(3.3) up — oug +pe = p(5) + QF
0 2
6, — B0+ pue = w( %)+ L 1 QS

v v

with the error terms QY (i = 1,2) defined in (ZI0). We will consider stability of the
solution to (B3] around the superposition wave of the approximate rarefaction wave, the
viscous contact wave and the viscous shock wave shifted by X(¢) (to be defined in (B312])) :

(0,4, 0)(t,€) == (vR(t,f + ot) + 9 (€ + ot) + 05 (€ = X(t)) — v, — V7,
(3.4) u(t, € 4+ ot) +uC (t, & + ot) +u® (€ — X(t)) — uy — u*,
OR (L, € + ot) + 00 (€ + ot) + 65 (€ — X(t)) — 0, — 9*).

Then the superposition wave (7, 4, 0)(t, £) satisfies the system

b — g + X(8)(v°) X — e = 0,
_ _ . S\—X | - Ug
(3.5) iy — otg + X(t)(u )g +p£—ll<?>£+Q1,
R - Ro ~ R 4 u?
0; — 0 X()(05)7% + pe = 1 | = -
e T A (6)(0°)¢ ™ + pug /-6<77 5Jru@Jng,
where p = RT(; and the error terms
(3.6) Qi=Q +Qf+Qf, i=12

with the wave interactions terms

m C Sy—X
7 Q{::(p—pR—pC—@SrX)g—u(“—f—Z—%—”—é—(u : )
3
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3 c Sy—X
ol — (ﬁﬂ _ Ry Oyl (ps)—x(us)—x) . b ﬁ N (0°)
2 ¢ € 3 3 v o o0 ()X .

v
3.8
. N A s
TH\T T ToR T .0 W)X |
and the error terms due to the inviscid rarefaction wave
uR 9R (uR)2
(3.9) Q= —u (U—; I &
3 3

and the error terms Q¢, QY due to the viscous contact wave are given in (ZI0).

For any initial H' perturbation of the superposition of waves (3.4)), there exists a global
strong solution to ([B.I]) (see for instance [14]). We will use a standard argument of contin-
uation process to show the global in time control of this perturbation. For that, we first
recall local in time estimates for strong solutions to (I.I]) (and so also for (BI])). They can
be found in [43] in the general setting.

Proposition 3.1. Let v, u and 6 be smooth monotone functions such that
(3.10) (v(x),u(z),0(x)) = (ve,us,0y), for £ >1.

For any constants My, M1, kg, Ko, Kk, k1 with My > My > 0 and &1 > Ry > kg > K, > 0,
there exists a constant Ty > 0 such that if

[ (vo — v, u0 — u, 00 — O)| 71wy < Mo,
0 < Ky < vo(2), bo(x) < Fo, Vz € R,
then BI) has a unique solution (v,u) on [0, Ty] such that
v—uv e C([0,To); H' (R)),
u—u,0—0 € C([0,Tp); H'(R)) N L*(0, To; H*(R)).

and

(v —v,u—u,0 = 0)| Loo (0,111 (R)) < M-
Moreover:
(3.11) ry <wv(t,x),0(t z) <R, Y(t,x) € [0,Tp] x R.

3.2. Construction of shift. For the continuation argument, the main tool is the a priori
estimates of Proposition These estimates depend on the shift function, and for this
reason, we are giving its definition right now. The definition depends on the weight function
a:R — R defined in ([IT). For now, we will only use the fact that [[a[c1g) < 2. We then
define the shift X as a solution to the ODE:

M _ ROZ(-X) _
X(0) = 52| [ ale =X [ute - X)) + <00
,'US .
(312) PR e
X(0) = 0,

where M is the specific constant chosen as M := % (1 + %), which will be

used in the proof of Lemma [£4l
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The following lemma ensures that ([BI2]) has a unique absolutely continuous solution
defined on any interval in time [0, 7] for which BII) is verified.

Lemma 3.1. For any c1,co > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that the following is
true. For any T > 0, and any function v € L*=((0,T) x R) verifying

(3.13) ca <o(t,z),0(t,x) < ca, V(t,z) € [0,T] x R,
the ODE [BI2) has a unique absolutely continuous solution X on [0,T]. Moreover,
(3.14) IX(t)| <Ct, Vt<T.

Proof. We will use the following lemma as a simple adaptation of the well-known Cauchy-
Lipschitz theorem.
Lemma 3.2. [4, Lemma A.1] Letp > 1 and T > 0. Suppose that a function F : [0, T] xR —
R satisfies
F(t,z) — F(t
sup |F(t,z)| < f(t) and  sup (t,2) (ty) <g(t) fortel0,T]
zeR z,yER, x#y r—=y

for some functions f € L*(0,T) and g € LP(0,T). Then for any xo € R, there erists a
unique absolutely continuous function X : [0,T] — R satisfying

X(t) = F(t,X(t)) for a.e. t € [0,T],
(3.15) { X(0) = o0

To apply the above lemma, let F(¢,X) denote the right-hand side of the ODE (B3.12)).
Then the sufficient conditions of the above lemma are verified thanks to the facts that
lallos ) < 2. 1.5, 0%) |2z < C. and [|(vF u.05) |1+ < O6s. Indeed, using @ID),
we find that for some constant C' > 0,

C _ B _
316) s X< S —vu— 50— Oluem [ 0500l < C.
XeR s R
and
C
)s(u%]E?XF(t , X)| < —Ha|]o1|](v—v u—u,0—0)| M £oom) / I( fug,ug 95)\d§
€
<C.

Especially, since |X(t)] < C by (BI8), we have (BI4). O
3.3. A priori estimates. We now state the key step for the proof of Theorem [l

Proposition 3.2. For a given point (vy,us,01) € Ry x R x Ry, there exist positive
constants Cy,dg,e1 such that the following holds. B
Suppose that (v,u,0) is the solution to BI) on [0,T] for some T > 0, and (v,u,8) is the
superposition wave defined in [B.4]) with the shift X only performed in the viscous shock and
being the absolutely continuous solution to [BI2]) with weight function a defined in (LIT).
Assume that both the rarefaction and shock waves strength satisfy or,dc,ds < dy and that
v—10€C(0, T H'(R)),
(u—1,6 - 0) € C(0,T); H'(R)) N L2(0, T; H(R)),
and

(3.17) 1(v = 0,u — @,60 = )| L= (0,11 (m)) < €1-
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Then, for all t <T,
oo [Ie =20~ D)ll +\/5S / ' [X(r)[2ar
(3.18) \// GRWU) + G5 (U))dr
\/ / 10— )all2a gy + / I = 0,0 — B), |y

< Coll (vo = 9(0,-), 1o — @(0,-),8 = (0, )) |l 111y + Cody”",

where
- / o ||(0 — 0.0 — 8) e,
(3.19)
/ )X (0 — 0,0 — 5,0 — 0)Pde.
In addition, by (3.12)),
(3.20) IX(#)| < Coll(v—2,u—u,0—0)t ) pom, t<T

We postpone the proof of this key proposition to Sections Ml and Bl We are proving in
the rest of this section how Proposition implies Theorem [I.11

3.4. Conclusion. Based on Propositions Bl and B2, we use the continuation argument to
prove (LZI)) for the global-in-time existence of perturbations. We can also use Proposition
to prove (L22)) for the long-time behavior. Those proofs are typical and use the same
arguments as in the previous paper [24]. Therefore, we omit those details, and complete
the proof of Theorem [[11

Hence, the remaining part of this paper is dedicated to the proof of Proposition
e Notations: In what follows, we use the following notations for notational simplicity.
1. C denotes a positive O(1)-constant which may change from line to line, but which is
independent of the small constants &g, e1,dg,dr, A (to appear in ([@I7)) and the time 7'
2. For any function f: Ry X R — R and any time-dependent shift X(¢),

fix(tv 6) = f(tv = X(t))

For simplicity, we also omit the arguments of the waves without confusion: for example,

o= 0Bt e+ ot), ()X = 0B (L, € + ot + X (1)),
v i= (e at), (V) =00 (€ + ot + X(1)),
5% = (1€ + ot + X(1) + o (IR sy, — o,

Vv1+t

4. RELATIVE ENTROPY ESTIMATES

This section is dedicated to the proof of the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.1. Under the hypotheses of Proposition [3.2, there exists C > 0 (independent of
d0,€1,T) such that for all t € [0,T],

(4.1)

t
sup [I(0 = 0.u 0.0~ 8)(t ) Bage)) + s | X(r)Par
t€[0,T) 0

" /0 (GR(U) + G5 (U))dr + /0 (= 6 — )22 gy dr

t
< CJl(vo — 50, ), up — @(0, ), 8o — (0, )) || 2z, + Co / (v = )g |22 gydr + Cy/,
0

where the good terms GE(U),G%(U) are as in (B19).

4.1. Wave interaction estimates. We first present useful estimates for the wave interac-
tion terms such as Q! in ([37). Notice that the a priori assumption [3.I7) with the Sobolev
embedding implies

(4.2) (v —0,u—1u,0 = 0)| o (or)xr) < Ce1, andso wv,u,0 € L®((0,T) x R).
Then, the ODE (B.12]) together with Lemma [23] yields that
. C B B _ _
X (1) < (v —0,u—a@,0 = 0)(t, )| Loor) | (v%)g*dE
0s R C

< Cll(v—0,u—u,0=0)(t, )l Lo

(4.3)

This especially proves ([B.:20]), and will be used to get the wave interaction estimates in
Lemma [4.2]

Lemma 4.2. Let X be the shift defined by BI2) and QI (i =1,2) is defined in B1) and
BX). Under the same hypotheses as in Proposition [32, the following holds: for i = 1,2,
and ¥Vt < T, 3 a constant C > 0 independent of T,r,ds and dc such that

1Q] I r2r) < Cs(dr + 60)e” Ot 4 Cordce™ ",
(4.4) 15 (0" = va, 07 = 0) [l L2 @y + 11(0%) XN (07 = 0,6 = 67l 12wy
< O6Y2 (5 + 8¢)e %1,

Proof. For brevity, we only estimate ||Q?|| L2(R), since the proof for QL] £2(r) is almost the
same. Recall

_ R C S\—X
of = <ﬁ—pR—pO—<pS>—X>5—u($_“_s_u_s_ (v >sx> |
13

Since p = RTé, ég = 9? + 050 + 05 and v¢ = vg + vg + vf, the first term of Q{ can be written
as

(p—p" =1 = (°)%),
= RO~ )+ RS~ o)+ RO~ )
p pf p p¢ Sy—X
G- =G -l -G -
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Thus, we have
(4.5) |(I5—PR—Z?C— (PS)_X)§| < C(R1 + Ry + R3),

where
Rl = |(U?79?)||(,UC - U*vec - 0*7 (US)_X - U*7 (95)_)( - 9*)|7

R2 = ’('USC,HSC)H(’UR - v*70R - 9*7 (US)_X - U*7 (95)_X - 9*)’7

Ry :=[((v*)g ™, (0°)g )| (0F — 0., 07 — 0,07 —0*,6% — 67)].

First, for fixed ¢ € [0, 7] and A, := Ai (v, 6x) < 0, we have

R < / +/ > ol 08 |?
1l 22y K {erot<X=t)}  S{erot>2=14)} (e’ 061

2

(4.6)

Jun

0 = 04,09 = 0., (v7) T 0", (05) 7% 9*)\%5] ’

=:Cv/Ru + Riz
By (#2) and (43]), it holds that
IX(t)| < Cey, 0<t<T,
which together with X (0) = 0 yields
IX(t)| < Ceyt, 0<t<T.

Let us take €1 so small such that the above bound is less than "Tt, that is,

t
(4.7) X (t)] < Ceyt < UZ
Since
Alx Alx Alx
E4ot < ; (1+t) = £-X()< ; (1+t)—ot—X(t) < ; (1+t)—gat<—zat<0,

and so |[¢ — X(t)| > 20t, it follows from Lemma and Lemma that for all £ with
4ot <A(1+1) <0,

(

<
(US)—X _ ’U*, (95)—)( _ 9*)‘ < 0556—055‘5—)((15”

(4.8) < C5ge~ X0 st

and

49) |0 = 0.,609 = 0,)] + | (o€, 69)| < Cope= 555 < Cope HHT ot
Thus,

Ry < C{(és)ze_w‘sst + (50)26_2&} / |(U?,9?)‘2df,
R
which together with Lemma 211 (1) yields

Ri1 < C(S% [(53)26_206st + (50)26_2Ct].
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On the other hand, since

|A14]
2

Alx Als
21(1—|—t) = 4ot —Aa(1+1) 21(1+t): (1+1) >0,

it follows from Lemma 2211 (3) that for all £ with & + ot > 21=(1 + 1),
(4.10) (v — 0., 0% — 0,)] + |(v8,0F)] < Coge 2Tt (0],
In addition, for & + ot > 21=(1 +¢),

_ o 2eHot— ALx (141)) A1) _

M
\ 3= (10| o=l (1)

(411) e—2‘5+0’t—)\1*(1+t)
This together with Lemma 23] and Lemma implies

Rip < OO3,(05 + 6 )¢~ 040 /{§+ 121 (1)) ot 0l

< O%(0% + 68)e "
Thus,
Rl 12y < CORdse %" + CoR(3s + c)e "

To estimate || Rz 12 (r), con81der
(4.12)

1Rl 2 < c[( )|<v5,95>|2|<v3 0,00,

<,
/{5+crt§)‘21*(1+t)} {etot>21(140) }

' </{£S—%t} ’ /{é>—%t} > |0, 07 (v%) X =07, (%)% — 07)["de

=: Cv/Ra1 + Ros + Raz + Rau.
First, using ({3, we have

(NI

le+ot|?
Roy < C8%62eCt / e~ S0 de < O8%5%eC! / e~Clé+atl ge < 62526,
{erot<=(140)} R

Using the same estimates on Ry with ([@I0),
Roy < C6%62e7 1.
For Ro3, since
t t t
Ve < —% <0, ¢€—X(t) < —%+C€1t< —UZ <0 and then

ot

€-x() > 7.
it holds from Lemma 23] that V¢ < —2¢
(@)% =0, (0%) 7% — 6°)| < Cogem sk X )

_Cogle=X®)|  _
< Cége 2 e~ Cost

(4.13)
(%) *, (09)§%)] < Cogem sl X0

Cogl€—X(1)]
< Odke” 2 e~ Cost,
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This and Lemma imply
Ry < O6%e™%1|(of, eg‘)HiQ(R) < C6%6%e 908t

On the other hand, since

ot ot

VE>S ——, E4+ot>— >0,

2 2

it holds from Lemma 22 that V¢ > — %,

_ Cle+at)? _ Clétot|?

4.14 0% —0,,0% —0,)| + |08, 09)] = O(1)dce 1+t = O(1)dge 2040 ¢,
§7¢

Then,

Clétot|?

Roy < C6%6%e7C" / e” 2040 dg < C6%oze™ .

Etot>2t
Thus,
Ry < 05055€_C5st + 050536_Ct.

As in Ro3, Ro4, decompose R3 as

| R3l 2wy = K/{gg—%} +/{£>_%t}>|((v5)gx,(95)gx)‘2

(4.15) %
' KUR — 0., 0% = 0,0 —v*,09 — 9*)|2d£
=: OV/R1 + Raa.
Using (£13]),
Ry < C(0k + 6¢) / (65)te~CoslE=XWI=Costge < O3 (6% + 62 )eCOst,
R
Since
)‘1*

ot ot
vg>—7, §+at>7>0> 5

using (410) with (£I1]), and ([@I4]), we have

Rap < C8%(5% + 62)e ! / (057X, (05)7%)|de < Co3(5% + 62)e~C".
R

(1+1),

Thus,
3/2 —Cést
R3 < 8" (6p + dc)e ;

which gives (£.4),.
Combining the above estimates, we have

(4.16) |(p—p" —p° = (°)¥) ell 2 ) < COs(0r + 60)e” Ot 4 Cordce™ L.
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Moreover, we have

éC[I(U@U?vf)ll(vc—v*,(vs)_x—v*)lJrI(ugcg,ugcv?)l
Sy— * S\-X (, S\-X/(, §\-X C_ o«
T = v (07)7F =0T+ [(0)g () @O (0" = v, 0 = 0]
c ( S\-X c S\-X 5\-X c
+Jug || (v, (V) )+ g (g, (%) ™)+ 1) (vg, v |

which can be bounded by the same bound as in ([@I6]), by using the same techniques as
above. Therefore, the wave interactions estimate (44]), holds true. O

4.2. Construction of weight function. We define the weight function a by

A *
(4.17) a(§) =1+ @(vs(é’) — ),
where the constant A is chosen to be so small but far bigger than dg := vy — v* such that
(4.18) 0g K A< Cy/dg.
Notice that
(4.19) 1<a(§) <1+,
and

1 A S

(4.20) a(§) = +vg >0,

ds
and so,

A S A S

(421) ]~ ol ~ 5168,

4.3. Relative entropy method. For simplicity of computations on the evolution of the
relative entropy, we will use the non-conserved quantities U = (v,u,@)f and U = (v,1,0)t,

where U = (v,u,0)! is the solution to the system (B.1)), and U = (v, u, )" the superposition
of 1-rarefaction wave, 2-viscous contact wave and 3-viscous shock wave shifted by X. Then,

by B.4),
(4.22)
o(t,€) vl (t,€ +at) + 07 (€ + at) + 05 (€ = X(1)) — v — v
Ut = ut,9) | = uvft,e+0t) +uC(t,&+0t) +u” (€ — X(1)) — s — u*
o(t. &) 0% (t, & + ot) + 09 (€ + ot) + 65(6 — X(t)) — 0, — 6*
First of all, it follows from Appendix [A]l that for the (mathematical) entropy 7 := —s, the

relative entropy of U and U is given by
- v v R [0 6 (u — u)?
=R(=-—1-log— —— (=—1-1log= —_—.
n(U10) =R (3 8 7) I (9 o8 9> MY
Then, using the convex function ®(z) := z — 1 — In z, we have

TI(U!U) ZRQ)(%) +%(I) <g> +%'
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So, the relative entropy weighted by 6 is given by

(4.23) on(U|0) = RO® (%) + f—ﬂ@ (%) L _Zu)2.

Below, we will compute the evolution of the relative entropy of U and U weighted by

a(§ —X)0(t,€) :

/R XA (UL T (1, €)) de.

Lemma 4.3. Let a be the weight function defined by @IT). Let U be a solution to ([B.1)),
and U the shifted wave given by [@22). Then,

(4.24) % /[R a” X0t (Ut &[T (¢, €))ds = X(1)Y (U) + T*(U) = J7(U),

where
(4.25)
Y(U) = - /Ragxén(wU)dg + /Ra_x RS % (V) - %(es)g% (g) Jae
+ /Ra_x [(us)gx(u — )+ (US)EXﬁ(U — ) % (HS;gX (0 — é)} dg,
(4.26)
TN ) = / ag ™ (u — @) (p — p)dé
+ /Ra_x :R((eﬁ — 06F) + (6 — 06¢) — a(es)gx)q)(%) - %(v - @)2] d¢
+ /Ra‘x % ((95 — a0 + (0F — abf) — 0(95)5X><I> <g> - %(9 —0)(p — ) + Plig
o0 - ) -5
- /Ra_x = u’&(% - %)(u —u)e + 569_26%(95 - %) @ _96)5%(% - %)
0—0 ug ﬂg ~ 0
- ,uT(? - =)= Qi(u—u)— Q21 - 5)]6157
and

(4.27)  J°UU) == U/Ragxén(UW)df + /Ra_x [%Ku —a)e]® + %KG — 0)¢|?|dt.

Remark 4.1. Since oa'(€) > 0, J9°¢ consists of nonnegative terms.

Proof. First, we use ([A23]) to have

%/ﬂy‘x(s)ea,@n(UwOW (.6))d¢

= —X(t) /Ragxén(UlU)dé + /Ra—xat [R§<I> (%) - f—i@ (%) - C _2“)2}15

(4.28)
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To compute the second term above, we first use the two systems ([B.I) and (3.3]) (satisfied
by U) to find

(0 =20); —o(v—0)e = X()(0°) X = (u— 1) =0,

(1= e~ ot~ w)e = KOS+ (- ple = (26 - “—E)f ~Qu.

v v
(4.29) R _ Ro _ R .

0= 0y~ (0= )~ KO + (pu — pi)

(b b ug g
”‘(T?)ﬁ“(: 5| @

Using ®'(z) =1 —1/z and [@.29), and B.3),, we have

oo ()] a0 (2) 40w (9) (2,

S (@) vi (L) [ oeen (-]
a0 (5) +9(5 - 5) ot Ko X e
#0(5-3) (=) [rrexoeixend

In addition, since

o080 (2) | = oten () 400 (3 - 1) |- o+ (1- 1) |

we have

(4.30) = R~ ol)® (2) + X(t)(vs)gxg(v — %)
- @(v —0)*+ R <% - %) (u—1u)e.

VU
Likewise, using (4.29)); and (B3], we have

o[ %50 (5)]-[25 (5)]

(4.31)
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Using ([#.29)),, we find

)2 )2

8t[(u @) ] _85[0(14 @) ]

2 2
(432) = X))~ a) ~ [0~ p)(u— )]+ (p P~ )¢

[ (5 -2 - 0], - - el -t - e (- 1) - @ulu-w

v v v v

Therefore, combining ([A.30), ([431)) and ([£32)), we have
g RO 0 (u—1u)?
0, [RHCI) (=) ~+ T <5> + }

_ od [e‘n(mm] (B — ob) [m AR <€> ]

v v—1 0
. v Ep EAPRE _
+X(t)[( )Uf p(v—’u)—i—%( 9’5 (9—9)+(u5)gx(u—a)}
R TR X A S PRCELI )
- mee (- 1)+ 2200 - %) -0 L
w2 a? 7] K
20 Qi) - a1 - )~ Elu— w0 - )l

In addition, since
0 — 00 = (0 — 00F) + (0 — 06F) — o (0°)* = X(8)(6°) %,
we substitute the above relations into (£28]) to get the desired representation.

O

4.4. Decompositions. First of all, we will decompose the second and third terms of 7%¢
into the main term Bj of leading order, and some lower order terms, together with an
additional good term G as below:

(4.33)
Bi(0) = [ a XX [Og T w0 o0 07 - o6 - )]s
0"() = [ Iofl(w .6~ 0)
where the constant p* and ¢* are as in (2.20]), that is,
p*i=p*,6%) = Izz* and o := Zﬁ* = \/F,

For that, we first handle the second term of 7 bad,
_ _ v pU, _
/Ra X [R((6F — 06 + (67 — 00€) — o(65)7%) (%) ~ T80 — o7?] ae.

=:Jo
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Since g = u? + ug + uf and it holds from ([B.2), that

R R_ Y1l grnpg
0;" — ob; ——Tp ug,
we have
_ _ _
B DRl P 0)? c_ oaCvaly _ PYE o2
Jo = —uf|(y = Dp"o(=) + B | + RO — 06§)0(2) - — (v~ )
=:Jo1 =:J22
Sy—X -
S\—X v ('LL )é‘ p _\2
—Ro(0%) (=) = ———(v 1)
=:Jo3

Using the fact |v — 8] < Ceq, and by ®(1) = ®'(1) =0,9"(1) =1,

(4.34) a(ly = -

z 271_)2+0(|U—17|3)7

and
b~ ™| < C(Jo — v + 16— 67))
< O(0° =0+ [ — v + 6% — %[ + 169 — 6.]) < C(ds + dc),
we have

v +1p &
Jar S — e

Using ([33))5, we have
Tz < O(Jug | + 10€| + 16 |[vg | + 1Q5 ) (v — v)%,
which together with (Z8]) and (ZI0) yields

(v — )2 + C(do + 1) [ul||v — o]

_ C1létot|?

Jao < Coo(1+ t)_le wr (v — 17)2.
Using 2.18), (2.19), 2.2I)) and
p—p*| < C(Jo —v*| + |0 - 67)
(4.35) < O(Jo® = va| + [0 — 0¥ + [v° = v*| + |0F — 6. + |0° — 0% +10° — 67))
< C(dr + ds + 0c) < Cdo,

we have

+1)p*o”* _ _ - _
Jog < %(vs)sx(v —0)? + C(d + <€1)|(US)§ X|jv — )2

Similarly, we handle the third term of J bad.
R

[ [P (0 ooy 0 o0 —ot9) (4) ~ 001+ e L] :

=:J3
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as follows: Using p—p = £(6 — 0) — (v — v) and (uS)gX < 0, we have

_ 0\ 0—-0/R P (6 - 6)?
et e (3) S5 o)
j 7 5 22
- [—,Y]_%l(%c— 9§)®(g)+u§¥(§(e— )~ L0 - 1) - pu (6 9;) ]
o 7 -0 B _7)\2
+ R_ (es)gx@(g)_(us)gxe_ 5(9_9)_2(?}_@) +ﬁ(us)£—x(9 )
v—1 0 0 v v 00
§u?[_%(9—9)4—ﬁ—(v—ﬁ)}(ﬁ—é)+C’50(1+t)_1e‘clfift2|(v_@,9_§)|2
O o Bt s ]
0 —8)—2p (v—v))(@—H)

2u*0*
+C (b0 +en)(fud| + (%) DI — 5,6 - 9)%.
Therefore, by combining the above estimates together with p = T)é,

H 0oy (Lo =0 - [o0- )

/ a X (Jy + J3)dE
R

<B —
<B.(U) /Ra 22 [0
=K
letot|? _
o X T (0 — 0,0 — 0)|2de

+ Coc(1 + t)_l /
R

+C(do +21) /Ra—x(|u§| 105Xl — 5,6 — 9) e,

We now derive the simpler form G from the above good term K as follows. Using

200—0)(0 —0) < —=(v—70)% +

=| g

and u? ~ vg > 0 by Lemma 2] (1), we have

| =

(0 —0)*|de > CGR(U).

|

2

Ru? {(fy — 1)6_(1) _ @)2 +

K > /a_x —
R 2'1)2
Thus,
[aX 0+ gy < Bu(©) + 06" (V)
R

+ Coc(1+1)71 /
R
+Cloo+20) [ @ (ol + 15Dl = 5.0~ 0) e

Oy letotf? _
aXe iee |(v— 1,60 — 0)]>d¢
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Therefore, it holds from Lemma that

& [ e em(u .ol )de
R
(4.36) 5
<X(OY(U)+ > Bi(U) +81(U) + S2(U) — CGH(U) — G(U) — D(U),
=1

where By, G are as in ([@33]), and

(4.37)

11 6—6, 6 0—0)¢- 1 1
B, (U) =/Ra X[ et — D — e+ w02 - 2y - Deg
00 ui U
g - e

C |etot|? _
+Coe(1 +t)—1/a—xe—7l ST | (v — 0,0 — 0)[2de,
R

S1(U) :=— /Ra_XQl(u — a)de, Sy(U) == — /Ra_XQg(l — g)df,
and

GU) = U/Ragxen(U\U)dg,
(4.38) ) )
D) = [ o [Ejw— e + 210 - el

We decompose the functional Y as follows:

31
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where

) =X5
Y2 (U) .:/Ra x )v_g p(v—v)d{,
95 -X
Ya(U) = [ a—X%( S (- by
Vi) = = [ e FROD X B

Notice from ([B.I2)) that

(4.39) X(t) = —%(Yl + Y2+ Y3),
and so,
6
(4.40) X(H)Y = _%X(]s)ﬁ X0 Y.
=4

4.5. Leading order estimates.

Lemma 4.4. There exists C > 0 such that

—5—;4|X|2+B1+B2—G—§D
< —CG5U) + (3" + 64)5g e COst,
where
(4.41) /y Xl = 5,0 — 1,0 — B)|de,
Proof. We first rewrite the main terms in terms of the new variables y and w:
(4.42) w=u— >,
and

V(€ - X(t) — v

0s ’
Since X(t) is bounded on [0, 7] by (£3]), it follows from dg := v4 — v* > 0 and vg > 0 that
for any fixed ¢, the change of variable £ € R — y € (0,1) is well-defined, together with

¢ bs
Note also that a(§) =1+ Ay and '(§) = \(dy/d§) > 0.
To perform the sharp estimates, we will use the O(1)-constants p*, o* defined in (Z.20]), which

(4.43) Y=

> 0.

(4.44)
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are indeed independent of the small constants &g, €1, since %* <v* <wy and 07* <O <0,.

o Estimates on By, — G:

First, by (£23),
(uw—0)(p— p) ~ oI(U (L OIT(£.6))
v ) u—1)?
— (- 0)(p - p) o [rI0() + e + )

Using p —p = %(9 —0) — (v —), and Z20), (@34), [@35), we have
(u—a@)(p —p) — oOn(U(t,§)|U(L,€))

:(u—ﬁ)(%(@—é)—%(v—ﬁ))—0[R§¢(%)+%¢(g_)+(u;u)2}
< (w-d) v_]?ﬂ(@_e)‘i_i(”‘”)]—‘Zi—ﬁ(v—vf—%w—ef
—%*<u—ﬂ>2+0(!v—@\+\@—v*\+ré—9*y)\(v—@,u_a,9_é)y2
e I R L

+ O (v =]+ 65 + | (v — 0., 07 = 0,)| + | (vC —v*,0° —0%)))|(v — B, u — @, 0 — O)|?,
where the last equality is obtained by using

RIC RO-D0_ Ry ot ARE
2(v*)%0* 2(v*)20*  2(v*)20* 2 VO T
Therefore, we have
(4.45) B2(U) = G(U) £ =G1(U) — G2(U) + Bpew(U),
where
(4.46)
_ Ro™0” _x . u—ul?
G(U) = 2(v*)2/Raf (0 —5)+ =] de.
. Ro” X[g a7 (=1 92
Colt) = 5 [ X [0 =) = =) e

Buew(U) i= Cbs [ agX|(v = v.u— .0~ §)dg
R

-X - - NE
—l-C/Ra£ (v —0,u—u,0—0)]°d

+0/ ag * (|0 =0, 0% = 0.)] + (v = v*,09 = 07)]) (v — b, u — u,0 — O)Pde.
R

The two good terms Gi, Go will be used in the remaining estimates, while the bad term
B,.c.s can be controlled by the three good terms Gi, Go, D and G°, as follows.

First, using (.20,
55/ ag (v —B,u— 0,0 —0)Pd¢ < CAG”.
R
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Using ([#20)) and the interpolation inequality, and A\ < C'v/dg by @IR]), we have
/ agX|(v - 5,0 — 5,60 — B)d
R

< C/R|agx|((v—@) + 2

+0/R\ag"\\<9—0>—M(u—u)f’df

v*o*

¢ Clwl’dg

A _
< Cal(G1 + Go) + O3 /R 05X 10l gy 0]

A _ _
< CEl(Gl+G2)""C%Hwi”LQ(R)HwHH(R)\//R’(Us)gx‘wzdg\/é‘(vs)gx‘df

A
< 051(G1 +G’2) +O€1\/—6—VDV gS
S

< Cei(G1+ G2 +D +G%),
Likewise, using the interpolation inequality and Lemma 2] we have
[ ae (0" = e 67 = 0]+ (€ = 0,6~ )0 = 0.~ 0.0~ B) e
R
< C’(éR +c)(G1 + Gz)

+on /| v*,HR—G*)I+|(vc—v*,90—9*)|)|w|2d£
< OB +80) (@1 + Ga) + Ol [ KT — 0,07 = 0.)l] oy

+ IS = 07,6 = )l 2w

< C6)(Gy 4 Go) + gy 0] 357 52(5R+5c> ~Cost

w
\[ [[well 2
< Co(G1 + Ga) + C’Digf 5s(6r + 5C)e—C(Sst
< Cép(G1+ Ga)+CeD + C5§/3(5;/3 n 5é/3)e—055t.

Therefore,

(4.47) Buew < C(A+ 1+ 60)(G1 + Go + D +G%) + €3> (6% + 6/ )e=COst.

e Estimates on —2‘5—54 |X|?: First, to estimate the term — 25 |X|2 we will estimate Y1,Y2,Ys
due to (£39).

By the change of variable ([£44)) and (C14]),, we have
1
Y, = / a_X(uS)gX(u —u)d§ = —550/ a Xwdy.
R 0
Using (221]) and |a — 1| < A, we have

1 1
(4.48) Y+ 530*/ wdy‘ < C(SSA/ |w|dy.
0 0
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For
5 -X5
Ygz/a_x()%fp(v—v)df
R (%
S\—X = S\—X = _
v
:—/a_x( _)5* p(u—ﬂ)d£+/a_x )_5 p[(v—ﬁ)+u *u]dg,
R vo R v g
using (£35)) and (£20), we have
p*dg 1 1 ds X U—u
(4.49) ‘Y2+ / wdy‘ 3055(A+50)/ |w|dy+o—/ag (w—7) + dc.
v¥o* 0 0 )\ R *
Likewise, since
R (9%
Yy= [ aX———=—(0—0)d
3 /Ra 18 ( )d€
* QS -X
_ 1 /a—X( )e (u—wX)de
v¥o* Jp 0 o x
R (67)¢ o (y=1)*
-X 13 N _ v =
+/Ra e (6 6) — T——(u— )|,
using |0 — 6*| < C'(e1 + dp) and (2.19]), [E21]), we have
— 1)p*s 1 1
‘Yg—i—%/ wdy‘ §C55()\+50+€1)/ lw|dy
(4.50) ve 0 . (9Y -
o5 X\l _py_ 7 @
—l—C)\ R% ‘(9 0) prrg (u u)'dg.
Therefore, using (@39), (£48), @49) and [@E0) together with o* = |/ 22-, we have
: ! 1 C X U—1u
‘X—20*M/ wdy‘ gC(A+50+al)/ ]w\dy—kx/ag (v—75)+ de
0 0 R

+5 [aex|o-0- O - ) de

v*¥o*

which yields

(

This and the algebraic inequality % —q?> < (p—q)? for all p,q > 0 imply

2(0*)?M? </01wdy>

ds o 12 *\2 </1 )
4.51) ——|X]* < —(06")*Mésg wdy
(451) =~ |X[? < (%) 0

1 2 1
. C
20*M/ wdy‘ —|X|> gC’()\—|—50+51)2/ |w|2dy+ﬁ(G1+G2)/angf-
0 0 R

2 1
: C
— [X[* <C(A+do +€1)2/ |w|dy + X(Gl + Ga).
0

Thus,

? L cs
+C55()\+(50+€1)2/ w2dy+TS(G1+G2).
0

35
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e Estimates on B :

Set
B _ [ o X)X [0 Pa e o a2 PO NG
(W) = [ a XA (AT w4 g0 - 07 - B o= 0)(0 - ) ag
= Bll(U) + B12(U) + Blg(U).
First, using Young’s inequality,
_ (y+1)po” e B u—u u—u)?
B = 72(1)*)2 / 5 ‘( v —0) ) e ‘ d§

1
2

(v +1)p*o” os / _x|u— w2
< -0 -
S T o) 1+)‘+<>\) | (0%); ‘ e
(55 _% S\—X _ ’LL —Uu
—I—C’()\> /R(v )e ‘(v ) ‘dé’,
which together with ([£20)) yields

(4.53) B _%(HM(‘;);) 55/1 2dy+0<5/\s>%G1.

Similarly, we estimate (using p* = R0*/v*)

Roe* [ x, s I R GV § /S
- Byy = 2”*9*/f X(Us)gx'((o_le)_in(u—u))j%(u—u) dg
< % <1+>\+ (%S>z> 53/0 w2dy+c(%s>§(;2.
and
B3 < ig:/}R _X(vs)ng(v—v)—l-u *7>_u;ﬂ‘
(4.55) - '((9— 9~ ) ¢ %(u—m‘ ¢

(v — Lp* 05\ 2 /1 2 35\ 3
<——— (14X J d —)7(G1 + Ga).
— (v¥)%0* + +</\> Sow y—l—C’(/\)( 1+ Go)
Let a* be the O(1)-constant defined by

«._ 2y + Dp*
4. =
(4.56) o 2020
Substituting ([A53)), (@54]) and (@55 into [@52), we have
< i) )
(4.57) B, <a <1+>\+<)\) >5S/Owdy—|—0<)\) (G1 + Ga).

e Estimates on D :
Set

(4.58) D(U) = /Ra_x El(u = @)e + 516 — B)¢l?] ds := D1 (U) + Da(U).
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First, using a > 1 and the change of variable, we have

1
H _\ 12 o M dy
> [ Zi(u— — el ‘
Dl_/ﬂwlw w)e[2de /0 B v(dg)dy

To estimate the right-hand side, set v¥ := (v%)™X,p% := p((v°) =%, (0%)7%), py := p(vy,0,)
for simplicity. Then, using (L.I4]), and then integrating (LI4)), over (—oo,§], we have

S
Ve

S *
p- =D
pE = oS ) -

a

)

and so,

S S *
d v -
e %Y — —g——a(vs—v*)—p b

508 d¢ “Hw T o
1 " *
AR
which together with o2 = 2:_—1;; yields
ﬁ% _ _; * S % e S %
SSE = oo o (0" = p)(v” = ") + (v —v")(p” — p")]
_ 1 S S * S % x« S
= olor =) (p7 = p4) (07 =) + (v7 =) (p* = p7)
T A SN ]
1 " %
T oo =) [(p° = p) (0™ —v") + (v = 0°)(p° = p")].
Since y = ”55;”* and 1 —y = v+5;vs7

1 pdy 1 (p%—p. p*—p
y(l—y)vid§ o '

By Appendix Bl we have

1 pdy « pRy

'y(l —y)vS d¢ osc pRy + K(y —1)2

(4.59) < C6%,

This together with [v — v®| < C(e1 + &) implies

1 1 S
2 1 (dy 2,07 M (dy

S o pRy
>«
pRy + k(y = 1)

(4.60)

1
5(1—C(0 + 61))55/0 y(1 — y)|0,w|*dy.
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Likewise, using the change of variable, and (£59]), we have

Dy [ i aac= [ 200, (42 ay
= [ - 0 (2 )ay
= [ ool (Way [ (—Z—fi) 60 25 (%) ay

N uRy K 2
. 1 y)|(6— .
_auR7+M7_Q%wJ C@Hﬁﬂﬁgéy( )0 —0),* dy

(4.61)

Our intention is to use the Poincare-type inequality of Lemma [2.4] to absorb the main
bad term B; by the diffusion term D with (£5I]). However, since

pRy
pRy + k(y — 1)

it follows from ([@57) and ([A60) that D; is not enough to control B;. Thus, we need to
extract an additional good term on w from Do, as follows.
First, using Lemma [Z.4] and

1 1 1
/ lw — @|?dy = / widy — &%, @:= / wdy,
0 0 0

« Ry 'y 2
D>2 1—-C(6 19 dy —
- auRnyrﬁ(’v—l)?( C(O+€1))S[/ow e

1>

— 0 asvy— o0,

we have

K
_|_
L
Observe that Young’s inequality yields

/01|9—§|2dy:/01‘((0—@)—w(u—ﬂ)>+w(u—ﬂ)

v*¥o*

(522 (1 () [

()7 [ (-0~ )

</01(9—§)dy>2 <9 </01 (%(u—m)d@,)2

+2</01 (0—5)—%@—&))@)2

and
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which together with o* = ¥ Z}IEG*, (444) and (@20]) implies
(4.62)

D > 20" (1= (0 +1))0s -7 +“f(7y =" (1 + %) <1 - (575) %> /Olwzdy
,U/;* <(7U_*0}*)0*>2] w - C<%>;G2
P (1 —O(Go+e1) - (‘; )) 5 /1 w2dy

— 206 [1 n %} @ — C’(%S) e

e Conclusion: First, combining (£43)), (.47), (@.51), (£.57), (4.62) and using the smallness
of 575,)\ (as [EIX]), and dg, €1, we have

—2a™dg

—5 XP +B1+ By~ G - %D < CA+e1+80)G5 + o5 > (63 + 50/%)e st

a*

1
1
— —55/ w?dy — 5(G1+ Go)
0

4
26(y — 1)2] -

3
*\ 2 —2 *
— (O Mé + —Q 5 1 +

Choosing the specific O(1)-constant M as in (3.12]), that is,
3 2k(y — 1)?
_ 3 (120D
2(0*)? pRy

Sa .
——]\Z\X\z +B;+B,— G- %D < C(A+e1400)G% + C6L3 (517 + 52/%)e= st

we have

a*

1
1
— —55/ w?dy — = (G1 + Go).
47 Jo 2

Finally, using

1
55 /0 wdy = /]R ()X u — af?de,

/| X| (v—1) d§<2/| X|‘(v—z7)—|— /R|(US - uo_*ﬂ>2d£
< O%Gl +0/R |(US)€_X|(u—ﬂ)2d£,
and
i ) o (-1
Lo—oras <2 [ 090 -0) - T w-af d+ o [ 1055% - a2

)
30§G2+04|<v5)g |(u— @)°de,
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we have

ﬁ\X\%Bsz—G—ZD < —C/ ()X (00, u—1,0-0) Pde+Co¢ > (5704 *)e=C%st,
R

which implies the desired estimate in Lemma .4l O

4.6. Proof of Lemma ATl First of all, it follows from ([&36]) and ([40) to have

d

_ _ s 3
- -X < 9% %2 _q_2
7 Ra 97](U’U)d§_ 2M’X’ +B;+B, -G 4D

6 5
S . .
——;4|X|2+XZY1'+ZB¢+S1-I-Sz—CgR—
i=4 i=3

Then, using Lemma [£.4] and Young’s inequality, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

= [ a Xon(U|U)de < ~C(G° +6") + C(63% + 63) 54 eCost
R

(4.63)
|X|2+—Z|Y |2+§;B +sl+s2—ZD

In what follows, we will control the bad term on the right-hand side of (Z63]).
e Estimates on the terms Y, (i =4,5,6): Using (£34) and (2.19), we have

(Vi X5 <€ [ 10510 — 0.0 - )P
In addition, since Lemma 23] and (3I7) yields
(Y2, Ys)| < s [ (00,6 0)Pds < 8k,
R
we have

C

5—|(Y4,Y5)|2 < Cése1G°.
s

Similarly, we have

2
Clyp< & (/ 0 Xl (v = 5,u — a0 — e)y%zg)
o o5 2
cv .
(/| Jell(v ,e—e>|2d5>

<—H a6 enm/| e XI(0 — 5 — 1,6 — §) e

SOsl/RKv )Xl = 5,0 — 7,6 — B)[2de < C=3G5.

Thus,

6
(4.64) 52 D Y < CarGP.
S =1
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e Estimates on the terms B, (i = 3,4,5): First, observe that
By(0) < € [ JagX|fu = ([ — e+ g o o)
+C [ 1010 = 1(1(0 el +10¢llo — o1) e
< gD+ O [ 10X Pl 0.0 = 0)Pdg +C [ (fngl + 18l — o

80

Since Lemma 2T} (Z8]) and ZI7) yield
(4.65)

/R (el + e[?)o — o[2de

< C/R @)l + 1Ol + @S5 + 10%)e? + 10 + 1(05)7 %] o - o

1 —
< 1Dy oS i / (Iael? + 8|0 — [2de.
R

20 |¢+ot|?

< C6rGH + C65G% + C(0e)* (1 + 1) / e” 1 |u—0[?dg,
R

we have

20 |e+ot|?

1 _
By(U) < ;5D + CorGR + Co5G° + C(60)*(1 —I—t)_l/Re e v — o|2de.

Likewise, we have
Bi < [ [laello — ol(u—a)l + 18 6116 — 0l + 1) (16~ )l + el — )
R
+/R 100 = O)elldellv — ol + 16 — 01 (|(u — ) + el | (w — @)e] + [ o — ) | e,
which together with (2] yields

1 _ _
By < gD+ C [ (fael +106)l v — 0,0 0) e

204 g+ot|?

< %D + CORGH + C35G° + C(6c)*(L+1)7! / e” 1 |(v—1,0 —0)d¢.
R

For Bg, since u? ~ vg, we have

C1létot)?

Bs < C(6y +1)(GF + G°) + Coc(1 + 1)1 / e” 1t |(v—1,0 —0)%de.
R

Therefore,

O le+ot]?

5
(4.66) > B; % C(bo+e1)(GR+G)+Coc(1+1)~ / (0 -5, 60— §)de.
=3 R
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e Estimates on the terms S; (i = 1,2): First, by (39, for i = 1,2,

. QI < C|[ufl + [uflof| + 1051 + 1OFIvf| + [P
< C[|(uft. 08) | + | (o8 ufl 0F) ]
and then
1QF L e < [ (6l 08) | + | (o8 uf 68)|32].
Notice that by Lemma 2.T],

. 6_1
i o)l <{ oF Hiise

o L4t >8R

and

: -1
(4.68) [(ve" g, 02) ] 12 S{ gﬁg/zﬁ iiji;ﬁ;
Thus,
(4.69) | nefias < o+ ) < caif’, =12
By (210, it holds that
(4.70) 1QF N2 < Coc(1+ 7%, [QFIlre < Coo(1+1)71.

Therefore,
g
_ X = X 7
Sl+Sg—/Ra Q1(u u)df—i—/Ra Q2(1 H)df
éc/ (|Q{|+|@f|+|@?l)|u—a|d£+0/ (@3] + 1QF) + 1QS1) 6 — alde
R R

< C(1Q1llz2 + 105 22) lw = @l 2 + CIQT | 1y 1w — @l L (m)
+C(1Q5l1z2 + 15 12)116 = 0l 2 + ClQS | L1 w16 — Ol Lo )

which together with Lemma 2] and (ET0)

S1+So
< C[65(0r + 6c)e” %! + 6poce™Ct + 6o(1+ )75 (lu — al| 2 + 1|6 — ]| .2)
1 _ 1
(4.71) + CIQE. QN ll(uw — 1,0 — O) || 2| (u — @, 0 — 0)]| 2,
< C[65(0r + 60)e™ %" + 6poce™Ct + 6c(1+ )71 ]| (u — @,0 — 6)| 2

1 : T
+ 55D +CIQE, QDIIF N (u— 1,0 —0)| 3.
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e Conclusion: From (£63]), [4.64]), (£.66]) and (£T71]), with the smallness of dy, 1, we have

—_— _X7 7
o Ra on(U|U)d¢

0s w2 C s R 1 4/3 4/3\ ¢4/3 —Cogt
< 2 _ = i s
< 4M\Xy 2(9 +G") 8D+C(6R +607)0d e
Cqle+ot]? _
+C5c(1+t)_1/e_71 S (0 — 5,0 — 6)de
R
+ C[53(5R + (50)6_05st + (5R(506_Ct + 50(1 + t)_%] H(u —u,0 — é)”Loo(O’T;Lz(R))

4 _ 2
+ OH(Q{37 Q§)||zl ||(u — U, 0 — H)HE‘X’(O,T;LQ(R))'

Integrating the above inequality over [0,¢] for any t < T, we have

t t
sup [ n(UI0)de + 35 [ XPar+ [ (6% 46"+ Dyar
te[0,T] /R 0 0
< C/ n(Uo|U(0,8))de + C(57° +64°)64°
R
_ _. .2
+C(6r +80)l|(u— .0 = )| (o722 + OO (1 = 5.0 = )| F e o rip20x)
¢ [ _CilerorP? _
—1-050/ (1+71) /e (v — 0,0 — 6)|°dédT.
0 R

Then, using Young’s inequality with the fact that

U= Ul ~ [ a(UI0)ds, vee 0.1,

we have
— t . t
sup U — U2 + 53/ X|2dr + / (G + G" + D)dr
t€[0,T) 0 0
(4.72) < [T — T(0, )32z + o/

t _1 [ _Culetorl? -
+050/(1+7) /e S0 — 5,0 — 9)2dedr
0 R
Finally, using the following Lemma with dp < 1, we have

t t
sup U~ Ulftagey +8s [ [XPdr+ [ (65 +"+Dyar
te[0,7] 0 0

t
<||Uo = T (0, )32 + Co/° + C /0 (v = D)ellZ2 gy d

which completes the proof of Lemma A1
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Lemma 4.5. It holds that
t Cq 07\2 _
/ (147)" / e (0 = 5,0 — @, 0 — §)Pdgdr
0 R
t t
(4.73) <C sup |[U=U|Fam + 055/ X (7)?dr + 0/ (G° + G + D)dr
te0,T] 0 0
t 1

Remark 4.2. In the above estimate ([A12)), Lemma [{.5 was used to control the last term

in terms of the v and 6 variables only. However, Lemma [{.J also provides the estimate on
_Ciletor)?

0
the u variable: / (1+7)" / e~ 1+ |u — al*dédr, which will be used in Section [A.
0 R

Proof. The proof uses the same argument as in the paper [10] that handles the stability of
the composition of two rarefaction and a viscous contact wave. Here we should additionally
handle the viscous shock wave with shift. However, since the proof is lengthy and mainly
follows the argument of [I0], we present the proof in Appendix [C] for completeness. O

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION
We here complete the proof of Proposition B2 by the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Under the hypotheses of Proposition [3.2, there exists C > 0 (independent of
d0,€1,T) such that for all t € (0,T],

t
10 = 5,0 = ,0 = B)(t, )21 gy + O /0 X () 2dr

t
+/0 (gS(U) +GRU) + (v = 0,0 — 5,0 = O)el[Fa gy + II(u — 7,0 — 9)gs\|%za@) dr
< Cll(v—v,u— 5,0 — 6)(0,)[2: ) + C8y>.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma [L.5] we use the following notations

¢(t7 6) = U(tv 6) - @(tr 6)7 w(ta 6) = u(t,f) - ﬁ(tv 5)7 ﬁ(t,f) = H(t,f) - é(tv 5)7

and

Wte) = (141t 2555 5o %
First, it follows from (@) and (@3) that (as in (CI7))
(5.1) ¢t — ode — X(1)(v%)® —1he = 0,
and
(52) = v = KOS+ 0= p)e = (26 - %)f o

Differentiating (5.I)) w.r.t. £ and multiplying the result by u¢e, we have

o o : _
(5.3) u(f)t - cw(é)5 — X (1) (") e = nobetee.
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Multiplying (5:2) by —v¢e yields that
—VPe Py + oVvPehe + U(ng(t)(uS)gX

= vPe(p — P)e — vPep (—5 - %)5 + v Q1.

Then, using the above equation and (53] together with

RY: RO 1 1 0 6

(5.4) (p—D)e = Tg U¢£ + RO (‘ - ;) + Rg <U—2 - U—2> ;
and

ug e\ _ Ve Weve o (1 1N - (T v
(55) <7—?>5— v 02 +U55 <’U T)) +u§ <52 ’U2>’
we have

2 ¢2
(B2 _ ), — o (P28 — ), + 2% & (ay— o + (v — o),

— (vew + vie) (dr — o e ) + X (t) e [v(us)gx — M(Us)ggx]
ST S R T
—popeiic (j_j—é - %) +p qwg £ 4 vpeQr.

Integrating the above equation over R x [0,t] with respect to £ and ¢, we have

b [ oue [ / 0% s < Clougl2age + [ vocde — [ wvvncde
e /0 /R (0 — ove)bde|dédr + C / / (vet) + vibe) (6 — o) |dédr
+C/t X (7) y/ | [0(u®) e = p(v) g ]|d§d7+c/ /\Rﬁg(bg]dde
+C/ / ‘Rmﬁgeg (— - —) + Rodete ( 0 %) (e ice (1 _ %)
THvdet (F - F) ‘ A u%‘ dédr

e /0 t /R e Qu |dédr.

In addition, using

/R vpedt — /R votbodoedé < Ol 2wy 9l L2 + I1Yoll 2 1 do¢ | 2@

||¢§HL2 + CllYll72 gy + (dog, Yo)l 72 w)

we have
7

et Moy + | 10e(rs ey < € [1Goe,vollFey + 19 Msgy) + 3 £

J=1

45
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where

t
Ly := O/o /R|(Ut — ovg)Ye|dédr,
t
Lo=C /0 /R [(vet) + vibe) (0 — ode) ldédr,
t .
L= C [ 1K) [ [oelof)e - o)) e,
t
L4 = C/O /R|R’L9§¢§|d£d7',

! _ /1 1 A 11
Ls . qubg@g (; — 5) + RU(JS{U& <ﬁ_2 — 2 > MU¢§U§§ <_ _ 5)
+ e (ﬁ - —§> ‘dng,
Lg := P dedr,
0 JR v
t
L7 := C/ /|vgb§Q1|d£dT.
0 JR

Now we estimate L;, j =1,2,---,7. First, using (3I]); and the same estimate as in (£.63)),
we have

t t
\LﬂgC/O /}Rrugwadsdrscr/o A(rw5\+\u5!)\w!\¢5\dsdr
<C t 2 2w 1 t 2, ondT + C Y 2ded
<Cer [ (Wellamy + 1ol ta)ar + 5 [ ol +C [ [ facliuiPear
<C’€1/ (|W)£||L2(R +||¢£||L2(R dT"‘ / H¢£||L2(R d7'+0/ 5sgs+5RgR>d7'

C(6¢) / / W2yp2dedr,
201 |e+ot)?

where the last term is obtained by (1+t)72e”~ 7t < W2
Likewise, we use (C.I17) and ve = ¢¢ + ¢ to have

t .
Lo/ < C /0 /R (16l + el 6] + [el) | KB WS) X + e |dedr
t t t
< Cey / I ellZa oy dr + C / e 22y + Cdods / X (r) 2dr

t t
O / (65 +6")ar + oy / / W2y 2dedr,
0 0 R

and
t _ t
|L5|§C/0 /R‘QSEH(eg,l_)g,ﬂgg,ﬂgl_)g)‘|(¢,Q9)|d£d7—I—C/O /R|a§||¢§|(|¢§|+|1—)£||¢|)d5d7
L 2 oS R ! 2 2
< g/o H¢5HL2(R)dT+C<So/O (g +G >d7+(150/0 /RW (6, 9)[2dedr.
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We easily have
t t
Lol < Cds | X(r)Pdr + Ci [ ol
0 0
and
1 t 5 t 9
[Lal < 2 [ Noelizmdr +C [ [1Vell2 @ dr-
8 0 0

For Lg, we use the interpolation inequality to have

t
L6l < C [ [ 1oclivelice + oclasar
t t
< C [ IWeeluallvelozce e aydr + C [ [ facloclivelasar
t t

gCa%/O Hibggllsz(R)dT-FC(fso—FE%)/o H(¢5="L/JE)”2L2(R)dT'

Since (L67) and Lemma 2] (with the same estimates as in (£G8])) imply that for each
i=1,2,

t t
60 [ 1 <€ [ [t 08) e, + 0. 0D 1] < Coin,

we use Lemma (2] and (£70]) to have
(5.7)

t 1 + t
L7l < C el|Quldedr < = | el emdr +C | Q1|22 dr
0 R 8 0 ( ) 0 ( )
1 [t t
<5 [ 1oclamyir +0 [ 11Q1m, + 100 1my + 10 ey
L[ t
= §/ ”¢€”i2<R>dT+C/ [Coodse™ 0T 4+ C83e™CT + dc(1 +7) 72 )dr + O,
0 0

1 t
< g/ 16€lI7 2y dT + Co.
0

Therefore, combining the above estimates, we have

t
Ioclaey + [ oI
t t
< Cll(¢og> ¥0) 122wy + CllW 172w +C/0 ||(7/)£,19£)||%2(R)d7+06%/0 [veel 72 mydr

t t t
+ 065/ X (7)PdT + 050/ (gs + QR) dr + 050/ / W2|(¢, 9, 9)[2dedr +C5y.
0 0 0 JR

=W
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Applying Lemma [£.5] to the above term W that is the same as the left-hand side of (£73]),
and using D < C’||(¢5,195)||%2(R), we have

(5.8)
t
Pell 2 ) +/0 ¢ 1172 (rydr

t t
< C”(%&"L/JO)”%%R) +C|’(¢=1/1719)H%2(R) +C/0 |’(7/}5719§)”2L2(R)d7—+05%/0 W&H%Z(R)dT

t t
+ 055/ X (r)dr + 050/ (% +")dr +Cty.
0 0

To estimate 1)¢, multiplying the equation ([B.2) by —1)¢¢ and integrating the result w.r.t.
&, we have

d 2 -
% [ hde = k) @)X vecas + [ - pevecas

Uu, U
—M/R< s - g) ¢§§d§+/RQ1T/)§§d£ = K + Ko+ K3 + K.
13

v

First, we find a good term
u
Dy = [ ueelic
RV
from K3 as follows: (using (G.0))

1 1
K3 =~ /R %lwsslzdi - N/R <;>5¢5¢55d€ - N/ Ugg <‘ - ‘) Veedt

1 1
—;L/’L_Lg <;—;> Yeed§ =1 =Dy + K31 + K32 + K33.
R

Using v¢ = ¢¢ + ¢ and the interpolation inequality with ([B3.I7]), we have
[ K1 < (|l ollvell oo el L2 + [|vell oo el 22 e | 2
< Cenobell 2 lwee |l ee 2 + Ctulelelveelis
< Cler +00) ([Ivellze + lveellz2) < —D¢ +C(e1 + do)D.

8
Using |afs| < Claf| (by LemmaRT), we have
Kol < C [ (i + el + 1) Dl el
1
< §Du+Ca (05 9"+ [ wrekic).
8 R
and

Kl < C | Jael(10¢] + eelo]) el

1
< §Du + Cllliclaey + O (05 + 6% + | Weiae).
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We easily have

1
-Dy,

K| < IX O () 2@ el 2 @y < 05X ()] + CosDy < 35X (1) + 3

and
1
[Ka| < gDy + CllQ11I72 @)

Using (2.4)),
Kol < §Do+C [ 10— plelde
< gD + Clloelage + D) +C [ 106,000, 0) P
< %Dd, +C(|16ell72@) + D) + Cdo (gs +G%+ /]R W2¢2d§>.
Therefore, we find that

4 / %d{ + 5Dy < 05|X12 + C(16¢lF2) + D) + CllQu ey
R
(5.9)
+C<50(QS+QR+/W2¢2d§)-
R

Similarly, we estimate ¥¢. Multiplying the equation (CI6) by —d¢e and integrating the
result w.r.t. £, we have

d 9 2 R . _ T
%/R! ;\ dt = - 1X(t)/(95) Xﬂggdf—i-/(puf_puﬁ)ﬂffdg

_/RKG)_S %) Deedf — / ( >§55d§+/Q219§§d§

=:K5

As above, we find a good term
K
Dy = / —[Jee|Pdé
RY

from K35 as follows:

1 1
== [ et = [ (5) et [ (=5 )
11
/ O (- - ;)g%&df-

The all terms above can be estimated in a similar way as before. Therefore, we get

Ie|? D) +C||Q
dt/ ‘ 5‘ el ge Dg <5S|X|2+C(”¢£HL2 + ) C|l 1||L2(R
(5.10)

+ O (gS +GhR 4 /R W2¢2d5>.
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Adding (£.9) and (5I0) and then integrating the result over [0, t], together with using (73]
as in (0.8), we find that for some constants C,,C' > 0,
(5.11)

e V) ey /Ww@%um
< ) (toe, Doe) 122z +c@/WMdrH7/n%mzdrwq/HWﬁmmm
+c/0 1(@1 Qo) aydr + 050/ (65 +G7)dr + Cooll(, 0. )32z + .
Notice that by (5.6), Lemma [£2] and ([£70) with the same estimates as in (5.7]),
[ 16@1 Qe <

Finally, multiplying (5.11]) by ﬁ and then adding the result and (5.8]), we have
t t
I(6e. e, D)o + [ Ielageydr+ | I(bee.Dee)aceydr
t
(5.12) < C|l(doe, Yoes Yo, Y0) [72(m) + Coell (0380, D) |72 ) + C**/O (e, D) 17 2y AT

t t
+ CLds / X (7)[2dr + OB, / (gs + gR) dr + Cép.
0 0

Finally, multiplying ([G.12]) by ﬁ and then adding the result with the L%-estimates (&.I))
of Lemma [£.I] we have the desired estimates. O

APPENDIX A. RELATIVE ENTROPY

Let U = (v,u, F) with E =e + % and e = %9 + const. We here compute the relative
entropy defined by the entropy

s(U) := Rlogv + i log 6.
v—1

Note that the entropy is computed from the Gibbs relation 6ds = de + pdv and (L.2)).
Using the Gibbs relation and £ = e + “72, we have

fds = dE — udu + pdwv,

p ul
VUS(U) = <§,—§, 5) .

Thus, for any U := (9,4, E) with E := & + %, e= 0 + const, and p = Tg‘
(=s)U|U) = =s(U) + s(U) + Vus(U) - (U— U)

and so,

v R 0 p B -
——Rlogg—,Y_llog=+——(v—v)—=(u—u)+

0 0 0

B v v R 0 0 (u — )?
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APPENDIX B. SHARP ESTIMATE FOR THE DIFFUSION

Lemma B.1. Let

RO® RO N RO*
pPi= = —— Pt =
v o v
Then, it holds that
S S *
p’—p+ P’ -p . ¥ pRy . 2
B.1 — — — <Cé
(B.1) vS —vy  vS —o* JauR’y—Fﬁ(’y—l)?(vJ’ V)| = Cs,
where
o Yot D
: 2(?}*)20'*
Proof. First of all, by Taylor expansion with 8(65) =0,
8])5 apS 1 82])5
S S S S 2
= 2 _ ot A 05 — ¢ z _
by o (U+,9+)(v ve) 06° (U+79+)( ) 20(v9)? (U+79+)(U v+)
82 S P
—v)(0° = 04) + O((65)?

avsaes (v+,0+)(v U+)( +)+ (( S) )7

and
op° op° 1 0%p°
S_*:_ S Yy S p* - S %\2
PP =58 (v*,G*)(U v+ 005 (v*,G*)(e o)+ 2 9(v9)?2 (v*,@*)(v v’)
b =068 67) + O((Bs))
OvS 005 | (v 0%) 570

Then, we have

P — s p —p _ S
vS —vy S 81)5 v+79+ (%S (v*,0%)
+ 0>~ 0+ _op° 0> — 0"
805 v+,0+ U — V4 a@s (U*ﬂ*)vs — p¥
82 S s 1 anS < .
i < v+79+)(v —v) - 28(v5)2 (v*,a*)(v - )>
82 o g a2pS . )
<8v5895 oo ) " 555065 | e 0 >> +0((ds)?)
=Ji+J+J3+J1+ O((ég)z).
Since
82p5 . a2pS . )
T = 505 e 00y TV T 555505 |y ey O+~ ) OW8)),
1 0%p° . 1 9%pS 1 92pS ;
J3 = _5 8(1}5 2 (v*79*)(v+ —v ) + (5 8(215) (04,04) - 58( ) (U*ﬂ*)) (U — U+)
1 a2p5’

g4 0 HO((05)?),




52 KANG, VASSEUR, AND WANG

and
82])5 . a2pS (92])5
T == 5.5a0s (v*,e*)(9+ -0+ (8@5805 (Wi by) OvI0OS (v*,e*)> (6° ~6,)
_ O (g, — 6%+ 0((0s)°
T 005005 [y T s)%);
we have
pS —py pS —p* B apS 0 — 9+ 8ps g5 — p*
vS—wvy  vS—ur <895 (0 00)05 —vy 005 w97y vS — v*>
2.5
+ %% gy (0~ V) + OG5,
Thus, using
apS R a2pS 2pS
965 ~ vS 9(WS)Z T (w9)2’
we have
S _ S % R@S—H R@S—Q* *
ZS —Zi a is —i* - <ZUS —vi RS —v*> + (5*)2(U+ —v") +0((05)*).
Observe

,U*

R 6506, RHS—H*_95—9+<R R>+<95—0+ 95—6*>R

vpvd —vg v vS —vr v —wy \vy v v —vy Y — o

To estimate the first term of the right-hand side, we find from (ZI9) that

05 —0y+ T 08 )| < [T 0%+ B2 (0% < o2,
R ¢ R
and so,
05 -6, (y—1p*
In addition, using
R R

R
o v e )+ 0(6s)),

we have

S S * S S * *

p>—p+ p°—p 6> -0y 6°—6"\R . 2
B.2 - — L P .
B2 s, "W ( o+ o V) +0((9)7)

v8 —vy v —w*
Now it remains to estimate
65 — 6 05 — 6%
(B.3) —
v —vy w0 —w
For that, we consider the smooth function #° = 6(v®) as mentioned in the proof for (ZI9)
of Lemma 23] Then, using the Taylor expansions of #° at points v, and v*, we have

s L oS :

S _ S _ _ - ev S _ s 3
0°> — 0, s US:U+(U vy) RIOSIE vs:m(v v4) = O(Jv” —vil]?),
and
do’ 1 d?6°
S * S * S *\2 S *13
0> —0 —dU—SUS:U*(U _U)_§d(vs)2 US:U*(U —v*)* = 0O(Jv> = v*|°).
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Thus,
05 — 0, do° 1 0% s 2
vS — vy C dvS vS=vy - §d(vs)2 vS=u, ) O,
and 05 _ g 95 295
— O* d 1 d S * 2
o |, 2d0 e, ) T O
Consequently,
0°—0, 956" dp° _de®
v —vy v —vr dvd | s . dv| s,
(B.4) ’
LLPC s ey S LB s o(6s)?)
2 d(US)2 vS =p* 2 d(vs)2 vS=vy e ’ .
Using
65 oS d*6°
R - _ - - O 5 2 )
05| s_y A0S |y, T AR sy, U ) = OUOS)Y)
and
1T d265 . . d265 s d*e° .
5 |:d('US)2 vS:v*( - ) - d(US)2 US=U+(U - v+) i d('US)2 US:U+ (U B U+):|
1] d26° s d*6° s
_ L[ _omy - O — )| = 0((3s)?),
00 =) o, 0] =0t

we have from (B.4]) that

05 —0,. 65—0° 1 205

vS—vy 05 —o* * 2d(v5)2

(v" —vy)| = O((ds)?),

vS=vy
which implies

05 — 0. 05— 1 d%6°

B.5 - - —v*)| = 0((65)?).
( ) US _ 'UJ,_ 'US _U* 2d(?}5‘)2 US:U*(’U-F (Y ) (( S) )
Therefore, it remains to compute

d%6°

d(/US)2 S =p*

To this end, we use the following facts as in the proof for (ZI9) of Lemma 2.3t

des B 959 B /wz 7—}_%1(95 —07) +p*(’US —v*) — %02(95 - U*)2

B. —_— = = =
(B6) dvS gk (p% —p*) + o?(v5 — v*¥) ’

d6S oS eS—or
(B1) 005 oy A S I i T <0

S * S * * * *

PP =P R6>—0* p*\ RI"—p
(B.8) vgn_n?v vS — v v'sh—n;i}* <’U_S v —vr v_s) e )
and

* 2,05k 2, % 2 n*
(B.9) (l*)2—<p RJ” + 20 >l*—“"9 —0.

53
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It holds from (B.6]) that

(B.10)
P65 d (d65\  po? s +pt - ot(0% )
dw)?  dvS\dvS) Kk (p°— p)+02(v5—v)
0?7505 = 07) +p (0% — %) — 3P (0% — ") (Rjﬁi ROS 2)
2 5 T ez 0
k [(p = p*) + 02 (vs—v )] v (v°)
_ ot s £ = 00" ) o Ris R
K (p¥ —p*) +o?2(v5 —v*¥) (p° —p )+0'2(US ve) | v° (v5)2
o R dg® B — o2 i pov’d @
 0[(pS = p*) + o2(v dvS R k(y—1) ) dvs
4
polp* o .
‘E(T pra Gl >>]
Then, using (B.9)),
d20° - R |:<@>2_ <pS_O.2,US N ,ua%s )ﬂm@
d(vs)? [(p —p*) +0?(vS —v)] [\ dv® R Ky —1) ) dv®
4 * 2. % 2 % 2
v (et pet o\ (e (PO po vt N\, pol
R( K K (v U)> <(l) < R +/~£(7—1))l K )}

Moreover, since

__<MO. p Iu0.4 (,US B U*)> N MO.29* _ _MO.2(p* _ 0_2,05) ( s
R

K K K Rk v
we have
d?0°

S S % 20,8 %
v [(p p*)+o(v7 —v )] d(v5)?

dOS\? Lo (P =™t potvt N de
“RKW) - () s )

(W) m T ) | et ) N d6S et (= o) s
R K(y=1) ) dv’ Rr 7

and so,

* _ 2,0% 2, % [*
) ()
v° —v* \dv R k(y—1)/ v° —v*

_<%—02 po? >d93_,u0'2(p*—02v5)]

R * k(y—1) ) dv® Rk
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Taking v° — v* on the both sides of the above equality and using (B.8), we have

2nS * 2% 2, % 2nS
(Rl*—p*+azv*) a0 _ _pfop POV _poTv a0
d(v9)? | sy R k(y—1) /) d(v®)? |, s_p
* % 2 2 * 2%
+<Rl Pty Ruo >l*+,ua (p av),
V¥ k(y—1) K
equivalently,
Ruo?v*\ d26°
* —9 * 2%\
<3Rl AT 1>> A5 s,
_ RI* — p* B 02 N RMO'2 o MO.2 (p* _ 0,21)*) 7
v* Kk(y—1) K
Using (B.7) and 02 = Zfi* + O(dg) by [22I)), we have
Ruo*v* Ryunp*
3RI* —2(p" — 020") — L2 = 3y —1)pt—2(1 — )t — L 0@s
( )= 25 = =3 = 1 =201 =) = L 1 0(6s)
Ky =1+ Ruy .
= p + O 55 ’
"G -1 0s)
and
* ok 2 2(k _ 529y _ *\2 2 (%) 2
R —p* o Ruo® N\, po’ (0" —o™) 26 =DE) 0 L 0(5s),
v¥ k(y—1) K Rov* KU*

which yields
d’° _ (v = D[Ry —26y(y — 1)] p*
d(v9)? |5y Rlr(y =12+ Ruy] v

This together with (B.2) and (B.3) yields
S S * 20S
pP—py po—pt _1d¥ N " 2
_ _ - N = _ 5
v —vy v —v* 2d(v5)? US:U*(UJF v )v* + (v7)2 (v —v") +O((65)7)
2 *

7 (v + DuRp . )

= — o)+ O((85)?),

2[k(y — 1) —|—R,LL’7](’L)*)2<U+ v’) ((6s)7)

which completes the proof. ]

ApPPENDIX C. PROOF OF LEMMA

For simplicity, let us introduce the following notations:

¢(t7 5) = U(tv é) - 2_}(7; g)v ¢(t7 5) = u(t7 g) - ’L_L(tv 6)7 19(757 g) = 9(t7 g) - e_(tv 6)7
and
(C.11) W(t, &) = (1 +t)—%e—%, 8= G

and

13 13
(C.12) h(t,€) ;:/_ W (t,¢)dc, H(t,§) ::/_ W2(t,¢)dC.
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Notice that W(t,&) = ®(¢,& + ot) for the fundamental solution ® of the heat equation
P, = ﬁq)m, and so it holds that

(C.13) hi — ohe = We, and note that he = W, He = W2

1
Ehﬁ

We will show the two estimates:

t _ R 2 2 2
| [ o g widcir < € swp 6.0 e

te[0,T

t t
(C.14) +C5S/ \X(T)\2dr+(u+05o)/ /W2\(¢,19)]2d§dr
0 0o JR
t t .
+CI// “(¢57w5705)|’%2(R)dT+C/ (GS+GR)dT+C(5§7
0 0

where v is a small positive constant to be determined below, and C,, depends on v, and

Rz‘} ’
/ / p¢ Lot 1)1”/’ ]W2d£d7' < C sup (6,9, 9)(t, )| 72w

t€[0,T]

t
(C.15) +053/0 X (7)| dT+C50/O /RWQI(éﬁ)\?dde

t t 1
+C/ ||(¢g,z/)g,19§)||%z(R)dT+C(50+sl)/ (G5 + GR)dr + Cd3.
0 0

Then, the above estimates (C.14)) and (C.13)) imply the desired result ([@L.73).
Indeed, since F := p¢ + %ﬁ satisfies

R —pp = (v = 1)F — ypg,
it follows from (C.14) and (C.15) that

/ / 72+ _1);_ 'Yp‘b)z]W?dgdﬁL/t/ 7(7+21)W2W2d5d7
0 JR

< [r.hes. of (CI4)] + [r.h.s. of (CI5))].

Here, using

w2 (= DF —7p9)’
2v

> C Y F?+¢%) for some C > 0 by Young’s inequality,
we have
t
/ / (F? 4 ¢ + 92 W2dedr < C([r-hs. of (CTA)] + [rhus. of (CIT))),

which together with F? > C (92 — ¢?) implies

/ / (02 + ¢ + ) W2dgdr < C([ehs. of ([CIA)] + [rhes. of CIT)).
0 JR

Now, use the smallness of dgy, 1 and choose v small enough such that the third terms on the
r.h.s. of (CI4) and (CI3) can be absorbed into the above left-hand side, which completes

the proof of ([L73]). Therefore, it remains to prove (CI4) and (CIH).
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e Proof of (C.14)): By the energy equations (3I)); and ([B.1),, we have

B e~ X0 + (pug — pig)
(C.16) vl oyl s 2 2
—H(%—%) i ((uﬁ) _(uf) )—Q
R T e TRV, v 2

Observe that since the mass equations (31)); and (B.0), yield

(C.17) e = ¢ — o — X(1)(v7) %,
we have
pug — pg = pe + (p — P)Ye + te(p — p)
(C.18) = pldr — o) — X(1)(v°)Xp+ (p — ) + Ue(p — D)

= (0): — o(pd)e — X(1)(v°) *P = (bt — obe)d + (p — P)tbe + Ue(p — P).
Substituting (C.18) into (C.16) yields that

(74 ), = oo+ —19), - (0957 + 09

ug)? g )?
+p - e = (ﬁt—ffﬁg)¢—ﬂg(p—ﬁ)+%(% —%)sw(% —%) — Q2

(C.19)

Use the notation F' := p¢ + %ﬁ as above for simplicity. Then, multiplying the equation

(CI9) by Fh?, and using (C.I3]), we have

2 2
P, - (27 L

2 46
©20) XKD+ e (09)K)FW + (p — P FN
0 ) 2 7 \2
= n(% ) w2 1[5 - om0 —nelo — 5) + (U - Ly g w2
Observe that
~ L rw, = [— iF%W] + Ly i(F2) hW,
4p ¢ 4p €43 4p\t e

where notice that the second term of the right-hand side is a good term as desired.
Substituting the above relation into (C.20) and then integrating the result over R x [0, ¢],
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45/ /F2W2d§dr—/ F(0,6)? 0d§
/F27d£+/ X(7 )/ (%) %P+ i(95) X\Fn?d¢dr
(C.21) //45 [F?] thde—//p p)Ye Fh?dédr

// (Pt — oPe)p — e (p — p)+u((u5) —(ug) )—Qg]Fh2d£dT

/ / Fh2] d¢dr _ZJ

=1

we have

Using the fact that h is bounded as |h(t,£)| < [ Wd§ = \/% for all £, ¢, we estimate the
right hand sides of (C.2I)) one by one. First we have

|J1 + Jo| < CU|(¢07190)||%2(R) + [[(9, 9)(¢, ')H%?(R)]’

and
1M<%/m:rm+—//\ X121, 0)Pdgdr
<5S/ X(r)| dT+cas/ /\ ) X1, 9)[2dgdr
' /0 X (r)2dr + O /0 GSdr.
Since

Ji = / / — FF:hWdtdr

< 166/ /F2W2d£dr+0/ / (¢e,0¢)|* + |Peo|?] dédr,

and |pe| < C(|0¢| + |v¢|), we use the same estimates as in (Z6H), and

204 g+ot|?

14+t te” 70 <W?

to have

1 t t
— F2W2dedr + C 9 2ded
< s | [rweagar o [ [ e o) Racar

t
+Cd, / / [W2of? + 6" + ¢ dedr.
0 JR
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For J5, we first use (C.17)) to have

5 — RY

—(p— P Fh* = ———— (¢ — o¢pc — X (1) (v%) ) FI?

: pp — RY
= 2190 — (3 = DF) (60 = 00) 1 - X<t><v5>gxwm2
2 2 B . -
- 7[(%) - a(¢ )e| Fh? — 7_1(¢t ~ o¢e) F2h? - X(t)(vs)gXWTMFM
|: ¢2Fh2 ¢F2h2] + Z J52,
where
J51 = |:2’U ¢2Fh2 ¢F2h2:| 9

Jsg 1= — ['”’&F ti <;5F2] — ohe),

h(hi
o= [(20), o(2) |
i (528, o589 Jor

- 5 — RY
a5 1= =X(1)(v”)¢ X2 ” f

Fh2.

So, J5 can be written as

_/Ot/R(p—p)ng}‘FdT ::g/ot/RJsi,

where the integration of the first term of the right-hand side is zero.
We use ([£2) to have

t
/ / 51 < ClI(&, 9t 2 @) + 160, D) F2m)] < C sup_ [[(&, 9132y,
0 JR t€[0,T]

Using (C13) with [We| < 1+t for all &, ¢, we have

//\J52\<c/ (L 7)1l | (6, D)2y
<c / (L ) 6 gy 1 2 8 9) 2

<c / 622 gy + C / (474 16,9) 2aq,

<c / 6e2mydr + Cep sup [1( D)2

te[0,T
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Using the equation (C.19) for F', we first have

t = 4272
J53 = —/ / |:Ft — O'Fg] ’Yp(b h dde
0 JR

B B ¢2h2
/Ot/R ! U>€):| dgd 2 12712
. R atonl)
2h2
// ’ % W;’U ) dédr
2 — \2 2h2
[ - - e neto -+ (1 - Oy ) P gy
+o(1) /0 /R (19 — 05| + ve — ovel] l(6,9) | 6[2dédr.
Using
- ’7}32(252}12 t 5 5
[0 pwe 5 dgar| < [ [ (o + 10 dsdr
/ e g | (6 9) 2 | (6, 9) 2 dr
<c / el ey 1B D) ey 1 D2 ey
<ce /0 (D -+ [|ell2 ),
and
pt o O'ﬁg _ R(ét ; O'ég) . RH(’UtU; O"D&)
(C.22) _ R[(OF — o0f) + (67 — 00F) — (X(t) +0)(0%)¢ "]

RO[(vft — UU?) + (vf — av?) — (X(t) + U)(US)EX]
2 )

v
and vy + ove = ug = P¢ + g, we have

t t
| T3 < (155/ \X(T)\2d7+0(50+51)/ (G"+G% + D+ |[|¢e72m))dr
0 0

t 1
+050/ /W2|(¢,Q9)|2d£d7+0(5,§+5c)
0 R

Similar estimates hold for Js54 and Jg.
We easily have

t t
’J55’ < (53/ ‘X(T)FdT + 0(50 + 61)/ ngT.
0 0
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Using Young’s inequality with any small v > 0,
< [ [ 0+ 106l (pellol + (0e,00) -+ W10, 0)]
< (v+ Cdy) /Ot/RW2|(¢,19)|2d£dT
+C, /0 t 1(6e, D) 172 gy dr + Cdo /0 (65 +gM)ar

e Proof of (C.15l): From the momentum equations (3I)), and ([B.5), and the fact p —p =
RI—p¢
v

, we have

(RY —pg)e Rﬁ P _

v v2

(r— o) + K(OWHE 1 p (“f “€>£ o

v
Multiplying the above equation by H(RVY — p¢) with H defined in (CI2) implies that
H(RY — pg)* (RV—pg)*  H(RI—pg)’

20 ]g He v T+ 202

— [~ Wi o) + XOWHE + 1 <% - %)5 ~ Qi H(RD - po).

v

(C.23)

By H¢ = W2 and the facts that
(e — ovbe) H(RO — po) = [HY(RI — pg)], — o [HY(RY — po)],
— (R — pg)(H; — o He) — H[(RY — pp)y — o (R — po)e],
and
(RO = pd) — o (R — pP)e
d, ug)? Ug )?
= (3~ D[XOREVE ~ (e — pig) + (% - %) 4 u(L L) ]
—p(ve + X(8)(0N)E) — (B — oPe ),
it follows from (C.23)) that

RO — p¢)? H(RY — po)? _
2% % + [HTZJ(Rﬁ _p¢)]t

—p(RY — po)(Hy — o He) + pH1p (vhe + X (8)(v®)F) + Ho(pr — ope)

w = (- )e +ve

(C.24)

ug)? Tig)?
3~ DU [KORO%E ~ (e — g+ (26— 26 () 0

~@a] 10 o)X 4 () +ai]
Noting that
2

2 2
PH e = (- )e = (PH)e = () = W2 T — perr™”
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and
(v — D H(pue — pic) = (v — 1)HY [pioe + (p — p)voe + ae(p — p))

+ (v = DHY[(p — p)e + te(p — p)]

_ 2 _ 2
= (e w20 D g OZ DY a0 e + o - ).

and then integrating the resulting equation over R x [0,¢] give that

/ /Wz Rﬁ qu) (7+1)p¢2 dngZ/H¢(Rﬁ_p¢) =t q¢
/ / H( Rz‘} qu H(RO —po)? o / / W(RO — p)(H, — o He)dédr

+ / X(r) / H [pp(v)E = R(y = )9(0°)F — (RO — po) (u®)F] dédr
2
(C.25) / / cH—— 7+ v d5d7+/ / — DHY[(p — )¢ + te(p — )] dédr

//Hqﬁqﬁpt—apgdﬁdT—l-// ((5) _ (@) ))dgd
+/0 /R(H(Rﬁ—qu))gu(; —3)d5d7+/0 /R/{(v—l)(HT/))g(f —E&)dde
«f t [ 16 = 10)1Qs + H(RD - po)n]deir

The estimations for the right hand side of (C.23)) is almost same as (C.2I]) and even we

have some better estimates since |H(t,§)| < C(1+t)~ > and |Hy —oHe| < C(1+41t)"2, and
we omit the details.

Conflict of Interest: The authors declared that they have no conflicts of interest to this
work.

REFERENCES

[1] X. X. Bian, Y. Wang, and L. L. Xie. Vanishing viscosity limit to planar rarefaction wave with vacuum
for 3d compressible navier-stokes equations. Commun. Math. Anal. Appl., 2(1):21-69, 2023.

[2] S. Bianchini and A. Bressan. Vanishing viscosity solutions to nolinear hyperbolic systems. Ann. of
Math., 166:223-342, 2005.

[3] D. Bresch and B. Desjardins. On the construction of approximate solutions for the 2D viscous shallow
water model and for compressible Navier-Stokes models. J. Math. Pures Appl., 86(9):362-368, 2006.

[4] K. Choi, M.-J. Kang, Y. Kwon, and A. Vasseur. Contraction for large perturbations of traveling waves
in a hyperbolic-parabolic system arising from a chemotaxis model. Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci.,
30(2):387-437, 2020.

[5] C. M. Dafermos. The second law of thermodynamics and stability. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal.,
70(2):167-179, 1979.

[6] C. M. Dafermos. Entropy and the stability of classical solutions of hyperbolic systems of conserva-
tion laws. In Recent mathematical methods in nonlinear wave propagation (Montecatini Terme, 1994),
volume 1640 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 48—69. Springer, Berlin, 1996.

[7] R. J. DiPerna. Uniqueness of solutions to hyperbolic conservation laws. Indiana Univ. Math. J.,
28(1):137-188, 1979.

[8] J. Goodman. Nonlinear asymptotic stability of viscous shock profiles for conservation laws. Arch. Ra-
tional Mech. Anal., 95(4):325-344, 1986.



(9]

(10]

STABILITY OF GENERIC COMPOSITE WAVES FOR NAVIER-STOKES-FOURIER EQUATIONS 63

S. Han, M.-J. Kang, and J. Kim. Large-time behavior of composite waves of viscous shocks for the
barotropic Navier-Stokes equations. SIAM Math. Anal. To appear, 2023.

F. Huang, J. Li, and A. Matsumura. Asymptotic stability of combination of viscous contact wave with
rarefaction waves for one-dimensional compressible Navier-Stokes systems. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal.,
197:89-116, 2010.

F. Huang and A. Matsumura. Stability of a composite wave of two viscous shock waves for the full
compressible Navier-Stokes equation. Comm. Math. Phys., 289(3):841-861, 2009.

F. Huang, Z. Xin, and T. Yang. Contact discontinuity with general perturbations for gas motions. Adwv.
Math., 219:1246-1297, 2008.

A. M. Ilin and O. A. Oleinik. Asymptotic behavior of solutions of the Cauchy problem for some quasi-
linear equations for large values of the time. Mat. Sb. (N.S.), 51 (93):191-216, 1960.

Ja. I. Kanel. The cauchy problem for equations of gas dynamics with viscosity (russian). Sibirsk. Mat.
Zh., 20:293-306, 1979.

M.-J. Kang. Non-contraction of intermediate admissible discontinuities for 3-D planar isentropic mag-
netohydrodynamics. Kinet. Relat. Models, 11(1):107-118, 2018.

M.-J. Kang. L?-type contraction for shocks of scalar viscous conservation laws with strictly convex flux.
J. Math. Pures Appl. (9), 145:1-43, 2021.

M.-J. Kang and A. Vasseur. Criteria on contractions for entropic discontinuities of systems of conser-
vation laws. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 222(1):343-391, 2016.

M.-J. Kang and A. Vasseur. L?-contraction for shock waves of scalar viscous conservation laws. Annales
de UInstitut Henri Poincaré (C) : Analyse non linéaire, 34(1):139-156, 2017.

M.-J. Kang and A. Vasseur. Contraction property for large perturbations of shocks of the barotropic
Navier-Stokes system. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 23(2):585-638, 2021.

M.-J. Kang and A. Vasseur. Uniqueness and stability of entropy shocks to the isentropic Euler system
in a class of inviscid limits from a large family of Navier-Stokes systems. Invent. Math., 224(1):55-146,
2021.

M.-J. Kang and A. Vasseur. Well-posedness of the Riemann problem with two shocks for the isentropic
Euler system in a class of vanishing physical viscosity limits. J. Differential Equations, 338:128-226,
2022.

M.-J. Kang, A. Vasseur, and Y. Wang. L*-contraction for planar shock waves of multi-dimensional
scalar viscous conservation laws. J. Differential Equations, 267(5):2737-2791, 2019.

M.-J. Kang, A. Vasseur, and Y. Wang. Uniqueness of a planar contact discontinuity for 3D compressible
Euler system in a class of zero dissipation limits from Navier-Stokes-Fourier system. Comm. Math. Phys.,
384(3):1751-1782, 2021.

M.-J. Kang, A. Vasseur, and Y. Wang. Time-asymptotic stability of composite waves of viscous shock
and rarefaction for barotropic Navier-Stokes equations. Adv. Math., 419:Paper No. 108963, 66, 2023.
P. D. Lax. Hyperbolic systems of conservation laws. II. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 10:537-566, 1957.
N. Leger. L? stability estimates for shock solutions of scalar conservation laws using the relative entropy
method. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 199(3):761-778, 2011.

N. Leger and A. Vasseur. Relative entropy and the stability of shocks and contact discontinuities for
systems of conservation laws with non-BV perturbations. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 201(1):271-302,
2011.

L.-A. Li, D. H. Wang, and Y. Wang. Vanishing viscosity limit to the planar rarefaction wave for the
two-dimensional compressible Navier-Stokes equations. Comm. Math. Phys., 376(1):353-384, 2020.
L.-A. Li, D. H. Wang, and Y. Wang. Vanishing dissipation limit to the planar rarefaction wave for
the three-dimensional compressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations. J. Funct. Anal., 283(2):Paper No.
109499, 2022.

L.-A. Li, T. Wang, and Y. Wang. Stability of planar rarefaction wave to 3D full compressible Navier-
Stokes equations. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 230(3):911-937, 2018.

L.-A. Li and Y. Wang. Stability of planar rarefaction wave to two-dimensional compressible Navier-
Stokes equations. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 50(5):4937-4963, 2018.

T. Liu. Nonlinear stability of shock waves for viscous conservation laws. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc.,
56(328):v+108, 1985.

T. Liu. Shock Waves. Graduate Studies in Mathematics. Volume: 215. American Mathematical Society,
2021.



64
(34]
(35]
(36]
37]
(38]
(39]
(40]
(41]

42]

(52]

(53]

[54]

[55]

KANG, VASSEUR, AND WANG

T. Liu and Z. Xin. Nonlinear stability of rarefaction waves for compressible Navier-Stokes equations.
Comm. Math. Phys., 118(3):451-465, 1988.

T. Liu and Z. Xin. Pointwise decay to contact discontinuities for systems of viscous conservation laws.
Asian J. Math., 1:34-84, 1997.

T. Liu and Y. Zeng. Shock waves in conservation laws with physical viscosity. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc.,
234(1105):vi+168, 2015.

C. Mascia and K. Zumbrun. Stability of small-amplitude shock profiles of symmetric hyperbolic-
parabolic systems. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 57:841-876, 2004.

A. Matsumura. Waves in compressible fluids: viscous shock, rarefaction, and contact waves. In Handbook
of mathematical analysis in mechanics of viscous fluids, pages 2495-2548. Springer, Cham, 2018.

A. Matsumura and K. Nishihara. On the stability of traveling wave solutions of a one-dimensional model
system for compressible viscous gas. Japan J. Appl. Math., 2:17-25, 1985.

A. Matsumura and K. Nishihara. Asymptotics toward the rarefaction waves of the solutions of a one-
dimensional model system for compressible viscous gas. Japan J. Appl. Math., 3:1-13, 1986.

A. Matsumura and K. Nishihara. Global stability of the rarefaction wave of a one-dimensional model
system for compressible viscous gas. Comm. Math. Phys., 144:325-335, 1992.

A. Matsumura and Yang Wang. Asymptotic stability of viscous shock wave for a one-dimensional
isentropic model of viscous gas with density dependent viscosity. Methods Appl. Anal., 17(3):279-290,
2010.

J. Nash. Le probléme de cauchy pour les équations différentielles d'un fluide général (french). Bull. Soc.
Math. France, 90:487-497, 1962.

K. Nishihara, T. Yang, and H. Zhao. Nonlinear stability of strong rarefaction waves for compressible
Navier-Stokes equations. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 35(6):1561-1597, 2004.

B. Riemann. Uberdie fortpflanzung ebener luftwellen von endlicher schwingungsweite. Abhandlungen
der Koniglichen Gesellschaft der Wissenschaften zu Gottingen, 8:43—65, 1860.

D. H. Sattinger. On the stability of waves of nonlinear parabolic systems. Advances in Math., 22(3):312—
355, 1976.

D. Serre and A. Vasseur. L*-type contraction for systems of conservation laws. J. Ee. polytech. Math.,
1:1-28, 2014.

D. Serre and A. Vasseur. About the relative entropy method for hyperbolic systems of conservation
laws. Contemp. Math. AMS, 658:237-248, 2016.

A. Szepessy and Z. P. Xin. Nonlinear stability of viscous shock waves. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal.,
122(1):53-103, 1993.

A. Vasseur. Recent results on hydrodynamic limits. Handb. Differ. Equ. Elsevier/North-Holland, Ams-
terdam, 2008.

A. Vasseur. Relative entropy and contraction for extremal shocks of conservation laws up to a shift. In
Recent advances in partial differential equations and applications, volume 666 of Contemp. Math., pages
385-404. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2016.

A. Vasseur and Y. Wang. The inviscid limit to a contact discontinuity for the compressible navier-
stokes-fourier system using the relative entropy method. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 47(6):4350-4359, 2015.
A. Vasseur and L. Yao. Nonlinear stability of viscous shock wave to one-dimensional compressible
isentropic Navier-Stokes equations with density dependent viscous coefficient. Commun. Math. Sci.,
14(8):2215-2228, 2016.

T. Wang and Y. Wang. Nonlinear stability of planar viscous shock wave to three-dimensional compress-
ible Navier-Stokes equations. arXiv:2204.09428, 2022.

Z. Xin. On nonlinear stability of contact discontinuities. Hyperbolic problems: theory, numerics, appli-
cations (Stony Brook, NY, 1994), World Sci. Publ., River Edge, NJ, pages 249-257, 1996.



STABILITY OF GENERIC COMPOSITE WAVES FOR NAVIER-STOKES-FOURIER EQUATIONS

(Moon-Jin Kang)

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES,

KOREA ADVANCED INSTITUTE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY, DAEJEON 34141, KOREA
Email address: moonjinkang@kaist.ac.kr

(Alexis F. Vasseur)

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS,

THE UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS AT AUSTIN, AUSTIN, TX 78712, USA
Email address: vasseur@math.utexas.edu

(Yi Wang)
INSTITUTE OF APPLIED MATHEMATICS, AMSS, CAS, BEUING 100190, P. R. CHINA
AND SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, UNIVERSITY OF CHINESE ACADEMY OF SCIENCES,
BEWING 100049, P. R. CHINA

Email address: wangyi@amss.ac.cn

65



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Approximate rarefaction wave
	2.2. Viscous contact wave
	2.3. Viscous shock wave
	2.4. Weighted Poincare inequality

	3. Proof of Theorem 1.1
	3.1. Local in time estimates on the solution
	3.2. Construction of shift
	3.3. A priori estimates
	3.4. Conclusion

	4. Relative entropy estimates
	4.1. Wave interaction estimates
	4.2. Construction of weight function
	4.3. Relative entropy method
	4.4. Decompositions
	4.5. Leading order estimates
	4.6. Proof of Lemma 4.1

	5. Proof of Proposition 3.2
	Appendix A. Relative entropy
	Appendix B. Sharp estimate for the diffusion
	Appendix C. Proof of Lemma 4.5 
	References

