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Abstract

In this paper, we study the large time behavior and sharp interface limit of the Cauchy
problem for compressible Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system with interaction shock waves
in the same family. This system is an important mathematical model for describing the
motion of immiscible two-phase flow. The results show that, if the initial density and ve-
locity are near the superposition of two shock waves in the same family, then there exists a
unique global solution to the compressible Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system, and this solu-
tion asymptotically converges to the superposition of the viscous shock wave and rarefaction
wave which moving in opposite directions. Moreover, this global-in-time solution converges
to the entropy solution of p-system in L∞-norm as the thickness of the diffusion interface
tends to zero.
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1 Introduction and Main Results

It is well known that the immiscible two-phase flow with diffusion interface is usually de-
scribed by the Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system(called as NSAC system) as following

ρt + div(ρu) = 0,
(ρu)t + div

(
ρu⊗ u

)
− ν(ϵ)∆u−

(
ν(ϵ) + λ(ϵ)

)
∇divu+∇p(ρ)

= div
(η(ϵ)

2
∇χ− ϵ2∇χ⊗∇χ

)
,

(ρχ)t + div
(
ρχu

)
= −Ld(ϵ)µ,

ρµ = ρ(χ3 − χ)− η(ϵ)∆χ,

(1.1)

where u is the fluid velocity, ρ the density and χ the concentration difference of the immiscible
two-phase flow. ∇, div, and ∆ represent the gradient operator, the divergence operator and the
Laplace operator respectively, t the time and ·t = d

dt . The pressure p is assumed to be a function
of ρ given by

p = ργ , γ > 1 the adiabatic exponent. (1.2)
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µ is the chemical potential. ν(ϵ) and λ(ϵ) represents the viscosity coefficient for the immiscible
two-phase flow, η(ϵ) represents the gradient energy coefficient related to the interfacial width,
and Ld(ϵ) represents the phenomenological mobility coefficient related to the speed at which
the system approaches an equilibrium configuration, ϵ > 0 is the parameter. Throughout this
paper, without loss of generality, we assume that these coefficients satisfy the following relation:

ν(ϵ) ∼ ϵ, λ(ϵ) ∼ ϵ, Ld(ϵ) ∼
1

ϵ
, η(ϵ) ∼ ϵ2. (1.3)

The physical derivation of the NSAC system (1.1) can be referred to Blesgen [1], Heida-
Malek-Rajagopal [16] and the references therein. Intuitively, the function χ can be roughly
thought as an indicator function to distinguish between two fluids. The region with χ = 1 refers
to the region where the first fluid is located, the region with χ = −1 refers to the region where the
second fluid is located, and the region of −1 < χ < 1 refers to the region where diffusion interface
of immiscible two-phase flow is located. On the other hand, from a purely mathematical point
of view, this model can be regarded as an approximation of the two-phase flow problem with
sharp interface. In this paper, we are concerned with the singular limit problem for (1.1) where
the thickness of the diffusion interface tends to zero. Considering the complexity and challenge
of this singular limit problem, this paper starts from the one-dimensional Cauchy problem of
NSAC systsem (1.1). Taking into account the hypothesis (1.3), without loss of generality, we
assume the following

2ν(ϵ) + λ(ϵ) = ϵ, Ld(ϵ) =
1

ϵ
, η(ϵ) = ϵ2. (1.4)

Therefore, in the one-dimensional Lagrange coordinate system (see Smoller [29] and the refer-
ences therein), the problem (1.1) is simplified to the following mathematical model

vt − ux = 0,

ut + p(v)x = ϵ
(ux
v

)
x
− ϵ2

2

(χ2
x

v2

)
x
,

χt = −1

ϵ
vµ,

µ = χ3 − χ− ϵ2
(χx

v

)
x
,

(1.5)

with the initial condition

(v, u, χ)(x, 0) = (v0, u0, χ0)(x)
x→±∞−−−−→ (v±, u±,±1), x ∈ R, (1.6)

where v is the specific volume defined by

v =
1

ρ
, p(v) = v−γ , (1.7)

and v± > 0, u± in (1.6) are the given constants, satisfy the following conditions

u− > u+, 0 < v− < v+. (1.8)

Moreover, we assume that initial phase field χ0 satisfies the following physical assumption

−1 ≤ χ0 ≤ 1. (1.9)

As the parameter ϵ → 0+, that is, the diffuse interface thickness tends to zero, the system
(1.5) is formally transformed into the following free boundary problem of hyperbolic conservation
law systems 

v±t − u±x = 0, in Ω±(t),
u±t + px(v

±) = 0, in Ω±(t),
χ± = ±1, in Ω±(t),

(1.10)
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where for fixed t ≥ 0, Ω∓(t) are defined as

Ω−(t)
def
===

{
x ∈ R

∣∣χ(x, t) = −1
}
, Ω+(t)

def
===

{
x ∈ R

∣∣χ(x, t) = 1
}
,

and
Γ(t)

def
=== R\

{
Ω−(t) ∪ Ω+(t)

}
, measΓ(t) = 0.

The sharp interface limit of the immiscible two-phase flow has been an important and chal-
lenging problem in recent years, and it is becoming increasingly visible, see Wang-Wang [32],
Xu-Di-Yu [33], Witterstein [31] and the references therein. It is well known that, when the
interface thickness tends to zero, in addition to the discontinuity of the phase field on both
sides of the two-phase flow interface, the continuity of density and velocity of the flow may also
be disrupted, which prevent us to solve the problem of singular limit by using the traditional
analytical tools, and new methods are needed to deal with this open problem.

Before analyzing this singular limit problem, let us give a briefly review of the relevant works
on the well-posedness and asymptotic stability for the system (1.1). The global existence of
renormalized finite energy weak solutions of compressible NSAC system (1.1) in 3-D with no-slip
boundary condition is established by Feireisl-Petzeltová-Rocca-Schimperna [14] for the adiabatic
exponent of pressure γ > 6, and this existence result was then generalized to γ > 2 by Chen-
Wen-Zhu [4]. The existence of the local strong solutions in high dimensional for NSAC system
(1.1) is established by Kotschote [23], Chen-He-Huang-Shi [8], etc. For the global existence of
the strong solutions in 1-dimensional, refer to Ding-Li-Luo [12] for the Cauchy problem, Ding-
Li-Tang [13] for the free boundary problem, Chen-Guo [3] and Li-Yan-Ding-Chen [24] for the
problem of the initial density containing vacuum, Chen-He-Huang-Shi [6, 7] for the problem
that the coefficient of heat conduction depends on temperature, and Yan-Ding-Li [34] for the
problem that the viscosity depends on phase field. Moreover, Chen-Hong-Shi [9, 10], Chen-Li-
Tang [11] and Zhao [36] presented the global existence and uniqueness of strong solution for
the Cauchy problem with small initial perturbations in 3-dimensional, and also established the
asymptotic stability and decay estimates of the solutions. When the initial conditions are near
the rarefaction wave, contact wave or stationary solution, the stabilities of the solutions for the
Cauchy problem of compressible NSAC system with some certain restrictions on initial phase
field are investigated by Yin-Zhu [35], Luo-Yin-Zhu [25], Luo-Yin-Zhu [26], etc.

However, very little work has been done on the sharp interface limit for compressible NSAC
system (1.1). The results that have been obtained so far are, specifically, for incompressible
immiscible two-phase flow, the sharp interface limit is formally presented in Wang-Wang [32],
Xu-Di-Yu [33] by means of the method of matched asymptotic expansion, they showed that the
leading order problem satisfies the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations with the interface be-
ing a free boundary. Abels-Fei [2] and Jiang-Su-Xie [19] proved convergence of the solutions of
the incompressible NSAC system in a two-dimensional bounded domain to solutions of a sharp
interface model respectively. Hensel-Liu [17] showed the sharp interface limit of the incom-
pressible NSAC system in a bounded region in R2 and R3. Recently, for the nonhomogeneous
incompressible NSAC system, Jiang-Su-Xie [20] investigated the sharp interface limit for inho-
mogeneous incompressible NSAC system in a bounded domain via a relative energy method.
As for compressible immiscible two-phase flow, the density, velocity and phase field are coupled
together nonlinearly, this makes the asymptotic expansion matching method, which is effective
for the incompressible fluids, difficult to apply to the rigorous analysis of the compressible flu-
ids. Furthermore, unlike the incompressible fluids, considering that various basic waves, such as
shock waves, rarefaction waves and contact discontinuity, will appear in the compressible immis-
cible two-phase flow, the interactions between these waves and the interface, and the interactions
between the interface can be seen everywhere and are complex and important and extremely
difficult to analyze. Witterstein [31] formally generalized the results of Wang-Wang [32] to
compressible NSAC system (1.1), but the arguments are only formal and lack rigorous analysis.
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From a mathematical point of view, the diffused interface model is equivalent to an approx-
imation of the ideal free boundary model, which avoids the jump of the phase field near the
interface, especially makes it easy to construct a suitable numerical computation format for
numerical simulation. Nevertheless, in terms of physical observations, the corresponding physi-
cal scale of the diffusion interface is actually so small that even for the numerical computation
format, it exceeds the computing capacity of the current computers, so that the scale has to be
artificially enlarged to obtain the approximate numerical simulation results, and whether it is
really approximate, it needs to be strictly explained on the analysis. Therefore, the in-depth
analysis of sharp interface limit is extremely important both from the point of view of numerical
simulation and mathematical physics.

In view of the above analysis, this paper starts with the analysis of interface interaction.
As for the interaction of the interface, our first concern at present is the interaction of two
codirectional interfaces chasing each other at the velocity of the shock wave, that is, when the
front and back interfaces moving in the same direction with different shock velocity interact with
each other, there’s reason to guess, a forward shock wave and a backward rarefaction wave will
be generated, and the newly generated rarefaction wave tail will produce a complicated wave-
shift effect on the forward shock wave. Further, when the interface thickness approaches zero,
these so-called viscous shock waves, smooth approximate rarefaction waves, and smooth phase
fields caused by diffusion interfaces L∞(R)-norm converge to corresponding entropy solutions
and jump discontinuous phase fields caused by phase separation interfaces, respectively.

From the physical intuition, we believe that the physical state of the sharp interface limit for
immiscible two-phase flow, should be the same as the physical state after a long enough time,
this is the fundamental reason for our above speculation, so we think that when the thickness of
the two-phase flow interface approaches zero, the velocity field and density should converge to
the corresponding entropy solution, and the phase field converges to ±1. Therefore, the following
corresponding isentropic Navier-Stokes system in the Lagrangian coordinates is considered:{

vt − ux = 0,

ut + p(v)x = ϵ
(ux
v

)
x
,

(1.11)

and the inviscid Navier-Stokes equations associated with the system (1.11) is as follows{
Vt − Ux = 0,
Ut + p(V )x = 0,

(1.12)

the eigenvalues of system (1.12) are

λ1(V ) = −
√

−p′(V ) = −
√
γ
p(V )

V
< 0, λ2(V ) =

√
−p′(V ) =

√
γ
p(V )

V
> 0. (1.13)

Given two incoming shocks denoted by S21 , S22 which all belongs to the second family shock
waves. S22 is the 2-shock wave which connects (v∗, u∗) as the left state and (v+, u+) as the right
state with the speed s22 > 0, while S21 is the another 2-shock which connects (v−, u−) as the
left state and (v∗, u∗) as the right state with the speed s21 > 0, and s21 > s22 . Because the
shock wave S21 propagates faster than shock wave S22 , the two shocks must interact at some
point Q(x0, t0) with t0 > 0. After the interaction, two nonlinear waves will be generated in
opposite directions, that is, the outgoing rarefaction wave R̃1 and the outgoing shock wave S̃2
are generated. In this case, the intermediate state between R̃1 and S̃2 is (vm, um). It is important
to note that the intermediate states (v∗, u∗) and (vm, um) mentioned here are determined by
(1.16)-(1.17) and (1.24), (1.31). Without loss of generality, we assume the initial data of the
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(a) entropy solution V, U (b) phase plane of V, U

Figure 1: Figure of the interaction of shock waves in the same group

Euler system (1.12) is

(V,U)(x, 0) =


(v−, u−), x < 0,

(v∗, u∗), 0 < x < 1,

(v+, u+), x > 1,

(1.14)

where (v∗, u∗) satisfies
u− > u∗ > u+, v− < v∗ < v+, (1.15)

and is determined by the following R-H conditions (1.16)-(1.17){
− s21(v

∗ − v−)− (u∗ − u−) = 0,

− s21(u
∗ − u−) +

(
p(v∗)− p(v−)

)
= 0,

(1.16)

{
− s22(v+ − v∗)− (u+ − u∗) = 0,

− s22(u+ − u∗) +
(
p(v+)− p(v∗)

)
= 0,

(1.17)

where s21 and s22 represent the corresponding shock velocity, and satisfy the entropy condition

0 < λ2(v+, u+) < s22 < λ2(v
∗, u∗) < s21 < λ2(v−, u−). (1.18)

So far, the 2-shock wave curves S21 in a suitable neighbourhood O(v−,u−) of (v−, u−) and S22 in
a suitable neighbourhood O(v∗,u∗) of (v

∗, u∗) are defined as

S21(v−, u−)
def
===

{
(v, u) ∈ O(v−,u−)

∣∣∣u = u− − s21(v − v−), v > v−

}
, (1.19)

S22(v
∗, u∗)

def
===

{
(v, u) ∈ O(v∗,u∗)

∣∣∣u = u∗ − s22(v − v∗), v > v∗
}
. (1.20)

By a simple calculation, the two incoming shocks hit at the point

(x0, t0) =
( s21
s21 − s22

,
1

s21 − s22

)
, (1.21)

and thus, the unique entropy solution (V,U) of (1.12),(1.14) before the interaction time t0 can
be given as follows

(V,U)(x, t) def
===


(v−, u−), x < s21t, t ≤ t0,

(v∗, u∗), s21t < x < s22t+ 1, t ≤ t0,

(v+, u+), x > s22t+ 1, t ≤ t0.

(1.22)
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Further, after the interacting time t0, it is equivalent to resolve the Riemann problem of system
(1.12) again with the initial data at t = t0 below

(V,U)(x, t0) =

{
(v−, u−), x < x0,

(v+, u+), x > x0.
(1.23)

The outgoing 1-rarefaction wave curve R̃1 (v−, u−) in a suitable neighbourhood O(v−,u−) of
(v−, u−) is defined as

R̃1

(
v−, u−

) def
===

{
(v, u) ∈ O(v−,u−)

∣∣∣ u = u− −
∫ v

v−

λ1(s)ds, v > v−

}
,

and the corresponding Lipschitz continuous 1-rarefaction wave (vr, ur)(x, t) = (vr, ur)(x−x0
t−t0

) of
the Riemann problem (1.12) is given explicitly by

λ1
(
vr) = wr, ur = u− −

∫ vr

v−

λ1(s)ds, (1.24)

where wr(x, t) has the following expression

wr(x, t) =


λ1(v−), x− x0 < w−(t− t0),
x− x0
t− t0

, w−(t− t0) ≤ x− x0 ≤ wm(t− t0),

λ1(vm), x− x0 > wm(t− t0).

(1.25)

(vm, um) is the intermediate state between R̃1 and S̃2 can be determined by (1.24), (1.28). To
be clear here, wr(x, t) is actually satisfies the following Riemann problem of inviscid Burgers
equation 

wt + wwx = 0,

w(x, t0) = wr
0(x) =

{
w− = λ1(v−), x < x0,

wm = λ1(vm), x > x0.

(1.26)

On the other hand, the outgoing 2-shock wave curve S̃2 in a suitable neighbourhood O(vm,um)

of (vm, um) is defined as

S̃2(vm, um)
def
===

{
(v, u) ∈ O(vm,um)

∣∣∣u = um − s̃2(v − vm), λ2(v, u) < λ2(vm, um)
}
, (1.27)

where the shock speed s̃2 satisfies the following R-H condition{
− s̃2(v+ − vm)− (u+ − um) = 0,

− s̃2(u+ − um) +
(
p(v+)− p(vm)

)
= 0,

(1.28)

and the entropy condition

0 < λ2(v+, u+) < s̃2 < λ2(vm, um), (1.29)

s̃2 is uniquely determined by (1.28) and satisfies

s̃2 =

√
p(vm)− p(v+)

v+ − vm
, b1 = p(v+) + s̃22v+ = p(vm) + s̃22vm, b2 = −(s̃2v+ + u+). (1.30)

Therefore, the entropy solution (V,U) after the interaction time t = t0 can be given as follows:

(V,U)(x, t) def
===



(v−, u−), x− x0 ≤ λ1(v−)(t− t0),(
λ−1
1 (wr), u− −

∫ λ−1
1 (wr)

v−

λ1(s)ds
)
, λ1(v−) <

x− x0
t− t0

≤ λ1(vm),

(vm, um), λ1(vm) <
x− x0
t− t0

≤ s̃2,

(v+, u+), x− x0 > s̃2(t− t0),

(1.31)
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Setting
δ1 = max

{
|v∗ − v−|, |u∗ − u−|

}
, δ2 = max

{
|v+ − v∗|, |u+ − u∗|

}
, (1.32)

be the strengths for the two incoming shocks of the same family, and letting

δ̃1 = max
{
|vm − v−|, |um − u−|

}
, δ̃2 = max

{
|v+ − vm|, |u+ − um|

}
, (1.33)

be the wave strengths of the outgoing waves, and the relations of the wave strengths between
the incoming and the outgoing waves can be provided by the following formula (see Smoller [29]
Proposition 19.1)

δ̃1 = δ1 +O(1)δ1δ2, δ̃2 = δ2 +O(1)δ1δ2. (1.34)

Notations. We denote by C and c the positive generic constants without confusion throughout
this paper, L2(R) denotes the space of Lebesgue measurable functions on R which are square

integrable, with the norm ∥f∥ = (
∫
R |f |2)

1
2 . H l(R)(l ≥ 0) denotes the Sobolev space of L2-

functions f on R whose derivatives ∂jxf, j = 1, · · · are L2 functions too, with the norm ∥f∥Hl(R) =

(
∑l

j=0 ∥∂
j
xf∥2)

1
2 .

So far, we will give the main results about the large time behavior of the solution and the
singular limit of diffusion interface thickness respectively in the following theorems.

Theorem 1.1. (Asymptotic stability) Suppose that (v∗, u∗) ∈ S21(v−, u−), (v+, u+) ∈ S22(v
∗, u∗),

(vm, um) ∈ R̃1(v−, u−) and (v+, u+) ∈ S̃2(vm, um). Let v0, u0, χ0 be the initial data of the
compressible NSAC system (1.5) satisfies the well-prepared initial data (2.15) in Section 2,
χ0 ∈ H2(R), (V̄ , Ū) is the superposition of two incoming viscous shock waves given by (3.1),

(vr, ur) and (Ṽ S̃2 , Ũ S̃2) are the outgoing rarefaction wave and viscous shock wave given by (1.24)
and (2.13) respectively, for fixed ϵ, there exist positive constants δ0 and M0 such that

δ1 + δ2 ≤ δ0, ∥χ0x∥2 + ∥χ2
0 − 1∥ ≤M0, (1.35)

then the Cauchy problem of NSAC system (1.5)-(1.6) admits a unique global-in-time solution
(v, u, χ) satisfying

χ2 − 1 ∈ C
(
[0,+∞);H2(R)

)
∩ L2

(
[0,+∞);H3(R)

)
, −1 ≤ χ ≤ 1,

and before the interaction time t0,

(v − V̄ , u− Ū) ∈ C
(
[0, t0);H

2(R)
)
,

(v − V̄ ) ∈ L2
(
[0, t0);H

2(R)
)
, (u− Ū) ∈ L2

(
[0, t0);H

3(R)
)
,

after the interaction time t0,

v(x, t)−
(
vr1(

x− x0
t− t0

) + Ṽ S̃2
(
x− x0 − s̃2(t− t0)−X(t− t0)

)
− vm

)
∈ C

(
[t0,+∞);H1(R)

)
,

u(x, t)−
(
ur1(

x− x0
t− t0

) + Ũ S̃2
(
x− x0 − s̃2(t− t0)−X(t− t0)

)
− um

)
∈ C

(
[t0,+∞);H1(R)

)
,

uxx − Ũ S̃2
xx

(
x− x0 − s̃2(t− t0)−X(t− t0)

)
∈ L2

(
[t0,+∞);L2(R)

)
,

where X(t) is determined by (4.7), In addition, it holds that

lim
t→+∞

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣v(x, t)− (
vr1(

x− x0
t− t0

) + Ṽ S̃2
(
x− x0 − s̃2(t− t0)−X(t− t0)

)
− vm

)∣∣∣ = 0,

lim
t→+∞

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣u(x, t)− (
ur1(

x− x0
t− t0

) + Ũ S̃2
(
x− x0 − s̃2(t− t0)−X(t− t0)

)
− um

)∣∣∣ = 0,

lim
t→+∞

sup
x∈R

∣∣χ2 − 1
∣∣ = 0, lim

t→+∞

∣∣ d
dt
X(t)

∣∣ = 0.
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Remark 1.1. Theorem 1.1 implies that, when two interfaces move in the same direction with
different shock wave velocities, if the speed of the rear interface is faster than the speed of the
front interface, the rear interface will catch up with the front interface and interact with each
other in a finite time, so that it will evolve into a forward interface moving at the shock wave
velocity and a backward interface moving at the rarefaction wave velocity.

Remark 1.2. It is not necessary to take the initial conditions directly as the composite viscous
waves (2.14) and the smoothed approximate rarefaction wave constructed in Section 2. In fact,
Theorem 1.1 also holds for small perturbations of the initial condition.

Theorem 1.2. (Singular limit of diffusion interface thickness) Suppose that (v±, u±), (v
∗, u∗)

and (vm, um) satisfy (v∗, u∗) ∈ S21(v−, u−), (v+, u+) ∈ S22(v
∗, u∗), (vm, um) ∈ R̃1(v−, u−) and

(v+, u+) ∈ S̃2(vm, um). Let v0, u0, χ0 be the initial data of the compressible NSAC system (1.5)
satisfies the well-prepared initial data (2.15) in Section 2, χ0 ∈ H2(R), (V,U) be the entropy
solution of system (1.12) given by (1.22) and (1.31), there exist positive constants δ0 and M0

such that
δ1 + δ2 ≤ δ0, ∥χ2

0 − 1∥ ≤M0, (1.36)

then the system (1.5)-(1.6) admits a family smooth solution (vϵ, uϵ, χϵ) for any ϵ > 0. Moreover,
before the interaction time t = t0, it holds that

lim
ϵ→0+

∥∥vϵ − V, uϵ − U , (χϵ)2 − 1
∥∥
L∞(Σς)

= 0, (1.37)

where Σς =
{
(x, t)

∣∣|x − s21t| ≥ ς, |x − s22t − 1| ≥ ς, 0 ≤ t ≤ t0 − ς
}
for any positive constant

ς > 0. After the interaction time t0, it holds that

lim
ϵ→0+

∥∥vϵ − V, uϵ − U , (χϵ)2 − 1
∥∥
L∞(Σ̃ς̃)

= 0, (1.38)

where Σ̃ς̃ =
{
(x, t)

∣∣|(x− x0)− s̃2(t− t0)| ≥ ς̃ , ς̃ ≤ t− t0
}
for any positive constant ς̃ > 0.

Remark 1.3. The Navier-Stokes equations can be regarded as a special case of the NSAC system,
and the conclusion of Theorem 1.2 is also applicable for the problem of vanishing viscosity for
isentropic Navier-Stokes equations, and in this sense, Theorem 1.2 answers and generalizes the
open problem raised in Huang-Wang-Wang-Yang [18] about the single-phase flow.

Remark 1.4. The conclusion of Theorem 1.2 can be seen as a special case of sharp interface
limit for Navier-Stokes/Allen-Cahn system. Under the condition of Theorem 1.2, when the
thickness of the diffusion interface tends to zero, the NSAC system (1.5) tends to the p-system
(1.10), and the diffusion interface evolves into a free boundary.

Remark 1.5. Theorem 1.2 is concerned with the L∞-norm which gives a detailed description
on the sharp interface limit, the range of validity of this L∞-norm sharp interface limit requires
the removal of the neighborhood near the interface and the interaction, and this constraint is
necessary, although the scale ς, ς̃ can be small enough.

Remark 1.6. The assumption lim
x→±∞

χ0 = ±1 in (1.6) means that the initial phase field of the

immiscible two-phase flow is in a different phase state at a distance, this assumption can also
be set more generally as lim

x→±∞
χ2
0 = 1.

Here we make some comments on the key steps in the proof. First, scaling transformation is
introduced to transformed the sharp interface limit into the problem of large time behavior for
the solution of NSAC system. Second, before the interacting shock waves of the same family,
the anti-derivative technique is used to study the stability of viscous shocks. However, due to
the effect of phase field in compressible immiscible two-phase flow, it is not possible to use anti-
derivative technique directly on NSAC system. Therefore, the anti-derivative method is modified
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here, that is, the antiderivative only be used for the mass equation and momentum equation,
while keeping the phase field equation unchanged, see (3.6) and (3.7). In addition, in order
to get more information about the density before interaction, the weighted energy estimation
method is used (see (3.20) and (3.22)). Finally, after interaction, as the shock waves of same
family catch up with each other and interacting, a viscous shock wave in the same direction and
an inverted rarefaction wave are generated. In order to continue to be able to use the energy
estimation method, we need to derive the estimates separately before and after the interaction
time and connect the incoming and outgoing on these nonlinear waves, see the energy inequality
at t = t0 (4.20). Moreover, since the traditional energy method for dealing with the stability
of rarefaction waves does not match the anti-derivative method, to overcome this difficulty, the
time-dependent shift X(t) is introduced to the viscous shock wave (see (4.7)), associated to the
BD entropy (see (4.26)), and combined with the weight function technique (see (4.8)). This
new method is used by Kang-Vasseur-Wang [22] to discuss the asymptotic stability of composite
waves, and is called as a-contraction method.

The outline of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, The scaling transformation
is applied to the NSAC system (1.5), the approximate solutions (such as viscous shock waves,
smooth approximation of rarefaction waves) of entropy solution are constructed, some basic
properties (such as decay estimates etc.) of these approximate nonlinear waves are given, and
the definition of relative quantities and the related properties are also given here. In Section 3,
the properties for the solutions of NSAC system (1.5) is established before the interaction of the
shocks. In Section 4, the desired energy estimates for the solutions of NSAC system (1.5) are
provided after the interaction time.

2 Preliminaries

This section is concerned with the estimates for the viscous shock waves and rarefaction
waves. Without loss of generality, we rewrite the system (1.5) by scaling method, letting

y =
x− x0
ϵ

, τ =
t− t0
ϵ

, (2.1)

and introducing the following new variable

ω = χ2, (2.2)

then the original system (1.5) is reformulated into the form
vτ − uy = 0,

uτ + p(v)y =
(uy
v

)
y
− 1

8

( ω2
y

ωv2

)
y
,

ωτ = −2v(ω − 1)ω + v
(ωy

v

)
y
−
ω2
y

2ω
.

(2.3)

Now we begin to construct the viscous shock waves before τ = 0, that is, considering the Navier-
Stokes equations (1.11). The left 2-viscous incoming shock wave (V S21 , US21 )(y − s21τ) of the
system (1.11) which connects (v−, u−) on the left and (v∗, u∗) on the right exists uniquely up to
a shift and satisfies

− s21V
S21
ξ − U

S21
ξ = 0,

− s21U
S21
ξ + pξ(V

S21 ) =
(US21

ξ

V S21

)
ξ
,

lim
ξ→−∞

(V S21 , US21 ) = (v−, u−), lim
ξ→+∞

(V S21 , US21 ) = (v∗, u∗),

(2.4)
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where ·ξ = d
dξ , and ξ = y − s21τ . To fix the viscous shock wave, setting

V S21 (0) =
v− + v∗

2
, (2.5)

then by using (2.4)1 and (1.16), one has

US21 (0) = u− − s21(V
S21 (0)− v−) = u− − 1

2
s21(v

∗ − v−) =
u− + u∗

2
. (2.6)

Similarly, the right 2-viscous incoming shock wave which connects (v∗, u∗) on the left and
(v+, u+) on the right satisfies

− s22V
S22
ξ − U

S22
ξ = 0,

− s22U
S22
ξ + p(V S22 )ξ =

(US22
ξ

V S22

)
ξ
,

lim
ξ→−∞

(V S22 , US22 ) = (v∗, u∗), lim
ξ→+∞

(V S22 , US22 ) = (v+, u+).

(2.7)

In order to determine the above viscous shock wave, the following constraint need to be given

(V S22 , US22 )(0) =
(v+ + v∗

2
,
u+ + u∗

2

)
, (2.8)

where ·ξ = d
dξ , and ξ = y − s22τ .

Further, after the interaction of these two shock waves of the same family, we will con-
struct the corresponding smooth rarefaction wave and viscous shock wave, that is, for the 1-
approximate outgoing rarefaction wave (Ṽ R̃1 , Ũ R̃1)(y, τ) to the problem (1.5) which connecting
(v−, u−) on the left and (vm, um) on the right, it can be expressed by the following formula

(Ṽ R̃1 , Ũ R̃1)(y, τ) =


(v−, u−), y ≤ λ1(v−)τ,(
λ−1
1 (wr

ℓ ), u− −
∫ λ−1

1 (wr
ℓ )

v−
λ1(s)ds

)
, λ1(v−)τ < y ≤ λ1(vm)τ,

(vm, um), λ1(vm)τ < y ≤ s̃2τ,

(2.9)

where wr
ℓ (y, τ) is the smooth solution of the following Burgers equationwt + wwy = 0,

w(y, 0) = wℓ(y) = w
(y
ℓ

)
=
wm + w−

2
+
wm − w−

2
tanh

y

ℓ
,

(2.10)

with w− = λ1(v−) < wm = λ1(vm) < 0, ℓ > 0 is a small parameter to be determined. As is

well-known, the approximate outgoing rarefaction wave (Ṽ R̃1 , Ũ R̃1) has the following properties
(see Matsumura-Nishihara [28]):

Lemma 2.1. The approximate rarefaction waves (Ṽ R̃1 , Ũ R̃1)(y, τ) which be constructed in (2.9)
have the following properties:
i) Ũ R̃1

y > 0, for y ∈ R, τ > 0.
ii) For any 1 ≤ q ≤ +∞, the following estimates holds,∥∥(Ṽ R̃1 , Ũ R̃1)y

∥∥
Lq(R) ≤ Cmin

{
δ̃1ℓ

−1+ 1
q , δ̃

1
q

1 τ
−1+ 1

q
}
,∥∥(Ṽ R̃1 , Ũ R̃1)yy

∥∥
Lq(R) ≤ Cmin

{
δ̃1ℓ

−2+ 1
q , ℓ

−1+ 1
q τ−1

}
,

where δ̃1 = |vm−v−| is the rarefaction wave strength and the positive constant C depending only
on q.
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iii) If y ≥ λ1(vm)τ , then∣∣(Ṽ R̃1 , Ũ R̃1)− (vm, um)
∣∣ ≤ CδR̃1e−

2|y−λ1(vm)τ |
ℓ ,∣∣∂ky (Ṽ R̃1 , Ũ R̃1)− (vm, um)

∣∣ ≤ C

ℓk
δR̃1e−

2|y−λ1(vm)τ |
ℓ , k = 1, 2.

iv) There exist positive constants C and ℓ0 such that for ℓ ∈ (0, ℓ0) and τ > 0

sup
y∈R

∣∣(Ṽ R̃1 , Ũ R̃1)(y, τ)− (vr1 , ur1)(
y

τ
)
∣∣ ≤ C

τ

[
ℓ ln(1 + τ) + σ| ln ℓ|

]
,∥∥(Ṽ R̃1 , Ũ R̃1)(y, τ)− (vr1 , ur1)(

y

τ
)
∥∥ ≤ Cδ̃1ℓ.

On the other hand, the 2-viscous outgoing shock wave which connecting (vm, um) on the left
and (v+, u+) on the right satisfies

−s̃2Ṽ S̃2
ξ − Ũ S̃2

ξ = 0,

−s̃2Ũ S̃2
ξ + pξ(Ṽ

S̃2) =
( Ũ S̃2

ξ

Ṽ S̃2

)
ξ
,

lim
ξ→−∞

(Ṽ S̃2 , Ũ S̃2) = (vm, um), lim
ξ→+∞

(Ṽ S̃2 , Ũ S̃2) = (v+, u+),

(2.11)

with the following constraint:

(Ṽ S̃2 , Ũ S̃2)(0) = (
v+ + vm

2
,
u+ + um

2
), (2.12)

where ·ξ = d
dξ , and ξ = y− s̃2τ . And now, the properties of the viscous shock waves which were

constructed in the system (2.4), (2.7) and (2.11) are presented as following(see Matsumura-
Nishihara [27]):

Lemma 2.2. There are positive constant C0, C and c0 such that∣∣(V S21 − v∗, US21 − u∗)
∣∣ < C0δ1e

−c0δ1|y−s21τ |, y > s21τ, 0 > τ ≥ −t0/ϵ,∣∣(V S21 − v−, U
S21 − u−)

∣∣ < C0δ1e
−c0δ1|y−s21τ |, y < s21τ, 0 > τ ≥ −t0/ϵ,∣∣(V S22 − v∗, US22 − u∗)

∣∣ < C0δ2e
−c0δ2|y−s22τ |, y < s22τ, 0 > τ ≥ −t0/ϵ,∣∣(V S22 − v+, U

S22 − u+)
∣∣ < C0δ2e

−c0δ2|y−s22τ |, y > s22τ, 0 > τ ≥ −t0/ϵ,∣∣(Ṽ S̃2 − vm, Ũ
S̃2 − um)

∣∣ < C0δ̃2e
−c0δ̃2|y−s̃2τ |, y < s̃2τ, τ ≥ 0,∣∣(Ṽ S̃2 − v+, Ũ

S̃2 − u+)
∣∣ < C0δ̃2e

−c0δ̃2|y−s̃2τ |, y > s̃2τ, τ ≥ 0,∣∣(V S2i
y , U

S2i
y )

∣∣ ≤ Cδ2i e
−c0δ1|y−s2iτ |, i = 1, 2,

∣∣(Ṽ S̃2
y , Ũ S̃2

y )
∣∣ ≤ Cδ̃22e

−c0δ̃2|y−s̃2τ |,∣∣(V S2i
yy , U

S2i
yy )

∣∣ ≤ Cδ3i e
−c0δ1|y−s2iτ |, i = 1, 2,

∣∣(Ṽ S̃2
yy , Ũ

S̃2
yy )

∣∣ ≤ Cδ̃32e
−c0δ̃2|y−s̃2τ |,

v− ≤ V S21 ≤ v∗, v∗ ≤ V S22 ≤ v+, vm ≤ Ṽ S̃2 ≤ v+, Ṽ
S̃2
y > 0, V

S2i
y > 0, i = 1, 2.

Obviously, if we pull the viscous shock waves and the smooth rarefaction wave back to the
coordinate system of (x, t) before the scaling transformation, for any ϵ > 0, these corresponding
nonlinear smooth waves can be expressed as

(V
S21
ϵ , U

S21
ϵ )(x, t) = (V S21 , US21 )

(x− x0 − s21(t− t0)

ϵ

)
,

(V
S22
ϵ , U

S22
ϵ )(x, t) = (V S22 , US22 )

(x− x0 − s22(t− t0)

ϵ

)
,

(Ṽ R̃1
ϵ , Ũ R̃1

ϵ )(x, t) =
(
Ṽ R̃1 , Ũ R̃1

)(x− x0
ϵ

,
t− t0
ϵ

)
,

(Ṽ S̃2
ϵ , Ũ S̃2

ϵ )(x, t) = (Ṽ S̃2 , Ũ S̃2)
(x− x0 − s̃2(t− t0)

ϵ

)
.

(2.13)
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In order to approximate the superposition of two incoming shock waves in the same family,
setting

(V̄ ϵ, Ū ϵ)(x, t)
def
===

(
V

S21
ϵ , U

S21
ϵ

)(
x− x0 − s21(t− t0)

)
+
(
V

S22
ϵ , U

S22
ϵ

)(
x− x0 − s22(t− t0)

)
− (v∗, u∗).

(2.14)

Without loss of generality, let the above composite viscous shock waves (2.14) at t = 0 to be
the initial data of v, u for the system of (1.5), that is

(v, u, χ)
∣∣∣
t=0

=
(
V̄ ϵ, Ū ϵ, χ0

)(
x, 0

) x→±∞−−−−→ (v±, u±,±1). (2.15)

Finally, we define relative entropy as follows:

F
(
v | V

)
= F (v)− F (V )− F ′(V )(v − V ). (2.16)

where F is a differentiable functional defined for v, V > 0. Letting

Q(v) =
v1−γ

1− γ
, (2.17)

Q is called as the internal energy. The relative quantity inequalities commonly used in this
paper are given as following (see Kang-Vasseur [21] and the references therein):

Lemma 2.3. For given constants γ > 1, and M > 0, there exist constants C, δ∗ > 0, such that
the relative quantities associated to p and Q satisfy
1) For any v, V , if 0 < v < 3M, 0 < V ≤ 2M , it holds that

|v − V |2 ≤ CQ(v | V ), |v − V |2 ≤ Cp(v | V ).

2) For any v, V > M
2 , it holds that

|p(v)− p(V )| ≤ C|v − V |.

3) ∀0 < δ < δ∗, ∀v, V > 0, if |p(v)− p(V )| < δ, |p(V )− p(M)| < δ, it holds that

p
(
v | V

)
≤

(γ + 1

2γ

1

p(V )
+ Cδ

)
|p(v)− p(V )|2,

Q
(
v | V

)
≤

(p(V )
− 1

γ
−1

2γ
+ Cδ

)∣∣p(v)− p(V )
∣∣2,

Q
(
v | V

)
≥ p(V )

− 1
γ
−1

2γ
| p(v)− p(V )

∣∣2 − 1 + γ

3γ2
p(V )

− 1
γ
−2(

p(v)− p(V )
)3
.

3 Estimates Before the Interacting Time

In this section, the case before the interaction of two homologous shock waves will be
considered. For − t0

ϵ ≤ τ ≤ 0, the composite wave of two approximate forward shock waves
pursuing in the same direction is defined as follows

(V̄ , Ū)(y, τ)
def
=== (V̄ ϵ, Ū ϵ)(x, t)

=
(
V S21 , US21

)(
y − s21τ

)
+
(
V S22 , US22

)(
y − s22τ

)
− (v∗, u∗),

(3.1)

and it is easy to check that the profile (V̄ , Ū) satisfies V̄τ − Ūy = 0,

Ūτ + p(V̄ )y =
( Ūy

V̄

)
y
+Gy,

(3.2)
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where

G =
(
p(V̄ )− p(V S21 )− p(V S22 ) + p(v∗)

)
−
( Ūy

V̄
− U

S21
y

V S21
− U

S22
y

V S22

)
. (3.3)

Putting the perturbation around the superposition wave profile (V̄ , Ū , 1)(y, τ) by(
ϕ, ψ, σ

)
(y, τ) =

(
v − V̄ , u− Ū , ω − 1

)
(y, τ), − t0

ϵ
≤ τ ≤ 0, (3.4)

and by using the system (2.3), (3.2), one has

ϕτ − ψy = 0,

ψτ +
(
p(v)− p(V̄ )

)
y
=

(uy
v

)
y
−
( Ūy

V̄

)
y
−Gy −

1

8

( σ2y
(σ + 1)v2

)
y
,

στ = −2(ϕ+ V̄ )(σ + 1)σ + (ϕ+ V̄ )
( σξ
(ϕ+ V̄ )

)
y
−

σ2y
2(σ + 1)

,

(ϕ, ψ, σ)
∣∣∣
τ=− t0

ϵ

= (0, 0, χ2
0 − 1)

y→±∞−−−−→ (0, 0, 0).

(3.5)

Using the antiderivative technique for the above (3.5)1,2, that is, letting

Φ(y, τ) =

∫ y

−∞
ϕ(z, τ)dz, Ψ(y, τ) =

∫ y

−∞
ψ(z, τ)dz, (3.6)

one gets 

Φτ −Ψy = 0,

Ψτ +
(
p(v)− p(V̄ )

)
=
uy
v

− Ūy

V̄
−G−

σ2y
8(σ + 1)(Φy + V̄ )2

,

στ = −2(Φy + V̄ )(σ + 1)σ + (Φy + V̄ )
( σy
Φy + V̄

)
y
−

σ2y
2(σ + 1)

,

(Φ,Ψ, σ)
∣∣
τ=− t0

ϵ
= (0, 0, χ2

0 − 1)
y→±∞−−−−→ (0, 0, 0).

(3.7)

Linearizing (3.7) around (V̄ , Ū , 1), one has
Φτ −Ψy = 0,

Ψτ + p′(V̄ )Φy −
Ψyy

V̄
= −Q−G+H1,

στ − σyy = −2(Φy + V̄ )(σ + 1)σ +H2,

(Φ,Ψ, σ)
∣∣
τ=− t0

ϵ
= (0, 0, χ2

0 − 1)
y→±∞−−−−→ (0, 0, 0).

(3.8)

where

Q = p(V̄ +Φy)− p(V̄ )− p′(V̄ )Φy −
( 1

V̄ +Φy
− 1

V̄

)
(Ψyy + Ūy),

H1 = −
σ2y

8(σ + 1)(Φy + V̄ )2
, H2 = −σy(Φyy + V̄y)

Φy + V̄
−

σ2y
2(σ + 1)

.
(3.9)

We look for the solution of the initial value problem (3.8) in the following space:

Xm,M (I) =
{
(Φ,Ψ, σ)

∣∣∣(Φ,Ψ) ∈ C(I;H3(R)), σ ∈ C(I;H2(R)),Φy ∈ L2(I;H2(R)),

Ψy, σy ∈ L2(I;H3(R)), sup
t∈I

∥(Φ,Ψ)∥H3(R) + ∥σ∥H2(R) ≤M
}
,

(3.10)

where I ⊆ [− t0
ϵ , 0] is an interval. Now we give the existence results of the system (3.8) before

the interaction time, that is
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Theorem 3.1. (Existence Before the Interaction Time) There are constants δ0 and C such that
if

∥χ0y∥2 + ∥χ2
0 − 1∥+ |v+ − v−| ≤ δ0, (3.11)

there exists a unique solution (Φ,Ψ, σ) ∈ Xδ(− t0
ϵ , 0) to (3.8). Furthermore, it holds that

∥(Φ,Ψ)(τ)∥2H3(R) + ∥σ(τ)∥2H2(R) +

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

(
∥V̄

1
2
y (Φ,Ψ)(s)∥2 + ∥σ(s)∥2H3(R)

)
ds

+

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

(
∥Φy(s)∥2H2(R) + ∥Ψy(s)∥2H3(R)

)
ds ≤ Cδ

1
3
0 e

− cδ0|t−t0|
2ϵ .

(3.12)

and
−1 ≤ χ ≤ 1. (3.13)

For the proof of the Theorem 3.1, the standard continuation argument is adopted. The
basic steps of this argument is to obtain the existence and uniqueness for the local solution of
the system (3.8) through the fixed point theorem, and then find a way to obtain the consistent
energy estimation of the local solution with respect to time, and then get the global solution.
Because the proof for local solutions is fundamental and conventional, it will not be given in
detail for the sake of brevity. Here we only devote ourselves to obtaining the a priori estimates.
Setting

N(T )
def
=== sup

τ∈[− t0
ϵ
,T ]

(
∥(Φ,Ψ)∥H3(R) + ∥σ∥H2(R)

)
≤M0, for T ≤ 0, (3.14)

where [− t0
ϵ , T ] is the time interval on which the local solution is assumed to exist, and M0 is a

positive constant which will be determined later. Obviously, by using the embedding theorem,
the assumption (3.14) with M0 small enough holds that

v−
2

≤ V̄ +Φy ≤ 2v+, −M0 ≤ σ ≤M0, (3.15)

moreover, noticing that the following equation which be derived from (3.7)3, using the (3.14)
again, for M0 small enough, one has

στ − σyy + 2(Φy + V̄ )σ +
σy(Φyy + V̄y)

Φy + V̄
= −

σ2y
2(σ + 1)

− 2(Φy + V̄ )σ2 ≤ 0, (3.16)

and so, using the parabolic equation maximum principle, one obtains σ ≤ 0 and (3.13) is
established. Further, the nonlinear term Q,H in the system (3.8) satisfy the following:

Q = O(1)
(
Φ2
y + |ΦyΨyy|+ |ŪyΦy|

)
, H1 =

σ2y
8(σ + 1)(Φy + V̄ )2

= O(1)|σ2y |,

H2 = O(1)
(
|σyΦyy|+ |σyV̄y|+ |σ2y |

)
.

(3.17)

Moreover, by Lemma 2.2, it is straightforward to obtain

|G| ≤ Cδ2e−cδ0|y|−cδ0|τ |. (3.18)

The following is the a priori estimate of the local solution for (3.8).

Proposition 3.1. (A Priori Estimate Before the Interaction Time) Suppose that there exists
a solution (Φ,Ψ, σ) ∈ X[− t0

ϵ , T ] with T ≤ 0, then there exist positive constants δ0, M0 and C
such that, if δ ≤ δ0 and N(T ) ≤M0, then (Φ,Ψ) holds that for τ ∈ [− t0

ϵ , T ]

∥(Φ,Ψ)(τ)∥2H3(R) + ∥σ(τ)∥2H2(R) +

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

(
∥V̄

1
2
y (Φ,Ψ)(s)∥2 + ∥σ(s)∥2H3(R)

)
ds

+

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

(
∥Φy∥2H2(R) + ∥Ψy(s)∥2H3(R)

)
ds ≤ Cδ

1
3
0 e

− cδ0|t−t0|
2ϵ .

(3.19)
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The a priori estimate (3.19) in proposition 3.1 are obtained step by step from the following
lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumption of Proposition 3.1, if δ0 and M0 are suitably small, then
for − t0

ϵ ≤ τ ≤ T ≤ 0, it holds that

∥(Φ,Ψ, σ)(τ)∥2 +
∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

(
∥V̄

1
2
y (Φ,Ψ)(s)∥2 + ∥σ(s)∥2

)
ds+

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∥(Ψy, σy)(s)∥2ds

≤ Cδ
1
3
0 e

− cδ0|τ |
2 + C(δ0 +M0)

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∥(Φy,Φyy,Ψyy)(s)∥2ds.
(3.20)

Proof. In order to obtain the low order energy estimate of Φ,Ψ, σ, the weighted integral
method is used as following. For 1 ≥ α > 0, multiplying (3.8)1 by (1 + αV̄ )Φ, (3.8)2 by

− (1+αV̄ )
p′(V̄ )

Ψ, (3.8)3 by βσ respectively, where α > 0 and β > 0 are undetermined constants,

adding the three resulting equations together, and integrate the result with respect to y over R,
note that −V̄τ = s21V

S21
y + s22V

S22
y > 0, p′′(V̄ ) > 0 > p′(V̄ ), one has(1

2

∫
R

(
(1 + αV̄ )Φ2 +

(1 + αV̄ )

|p′(V̄ )|
Ψ2 + βσ2

)
dy

)
τ

+

∫
R

s21V
S21
y + s22V

S22
y

2

(
αΦ2 +

2α(V
S21
y + V

S22
y )

s21V
S21
y +s22V

S22
y

ΦΨ+
( p′′(V̄ )

p′2(V̄ )
+

α

|p′(V̄ )|
)
Ψ2

)
dy

+

∫
R

1 + α(V
S21
y + V

S22
y )

V̄ |p′(V̄ )|
Ψ2

ydy +

∫
R
β
(
σ2y + 2(Φy + V̄ )(σ + 1)σ2

)
dy (3.21)

=

∫
R

(1 + αV̄

p′(V̄ )
Ψ
(
G−Q

)
+
(1 + αV̄

V̄ p′(V̄ )

)′
V̄
V̄yΨΨy −

(1 + αV̄ )ΨH1

p′(V̄ )
+ βH2σ

)
dy

≤ C

∫
R

(
|Ψ||G|+ |Ψ||Q|+ V̄y|Ψ||Ψy|+ |Ψ||H1|+ β|H2||σ|

)
dy.

For the part contained in parentheses in the second term of (3.21), choosing α small enough, by
direct calculation, one obtains

αΦ2 +
2α(V

S21
y + V

S22
y )

s21V
S21
y +s22V

S22
y

ΦΨ+
( p′′(V̄ )

p′2(V̄ )
+

α

|p′(V̄ )|
)
Ψ2 ≥ c(Φ2 +Ψ2), (3.22)

Moreover, using the Sobolev embedding theorem, combining the Hölder inequality and Young
inequality, one gets∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∫
R
|G||Ψ|dyds ≤

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∫
R
δ2|Ψ|e−cδ|y|−cδ|s|dyds

≤ Cδ

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∥Ψ(s)∥
1
2 ∥Ψy(s)∥

1
2 e−cδ|s|ds

≤ N(T )

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∥Ψy(s)∥2ds+ Cδ
1
3
0 e

− cδ0|τ |
2 ,

(3.23)

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∫
R
|Q||Ψ|dyds ≤ C(δ +M0)

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∥(Φy,Ψyy)(s)∥2ds

+ ν

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∥Φy∥2ds+
Cδ0
ν

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∫
R
V̄yΨ

2dyds,
(3.24)

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∫
R
V̄y|Ψ||Ψy|dyds ≤ ν

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∥Ψy(s)∥2ds+
Cδ

ν

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∫
R
V̄y|Ψ|2dyds, (3.25)
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∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∫
R
|Ψ||H1|dyds ≤ C∥Ψ(s)∥

1
2 ∥Ψy(s)∥

1
2

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∫
R
|σy|2dyds

≤ CM0

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∥σy(s)∥2ds,
(3.26)

and ∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∫
R
|σ||H2|dyds ≤

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∫
R

(
|σ||σy|2 + |σ||σy||Φyy|+ |σ||σy|V̄y

)
dyds

≤ C∥σ∥
1
2 ∥σy∥

1
2

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

(
∥σy(s)∥2 + ∥Φyy(s)∥2

)
ds+ δ2

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∥σy(s)∥∥σ(s)∥ds

≤ C(δ0 +M0)

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

(
∥σ∥2 + ∥σy(s)∥2 + ∥Φyy(s)∥2

)
ds,

(3.27)

integrating (3.21) over [− t0
ϵ , τ ], for sufficiently large weighted parameter β and sufficiently small

weighted parameter α, combining with the Lemma 2.2, (3.20) is deduced immediately by select-
ing the initial disturbance M0 and the shock wave intensity δ0 are suitable small, and the proof
of Lemma 3.1 is completed.

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumption of Proposition 3.1, if δ0 and M0 are suitably small, then
for − t0

ϵ ≤ τ ≤ T ≤ 0, it holds that

∥(Φ,Ψ, σ)(τ)∥21 +
∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

(
∥V̄

1
2
y (Φ,Ψ)(s)∥2 + ∥Φy∥2 + ∥Ψy(s)∥21 + ∥σ(s)∥22

)
ds

≤ Cδ
1
3
0 e

− cδ0|t−t0|
2ϵ + C(δ0 +M0)

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∥Φyy(s)∥2ds.
(3.28)

Proof. Applying ∂y to (3.8)1, one gets

Φyτ −Ψyy = 0, (3.29)

multiplying the above equality (3.29) by Φy, (3.8)2 by −V̄ Φy respectively, adding the two re-
sulting equations together, and integrate the result with respect to y over R, one has(∫

R

1

2
Φ2
ydy

)
τ
+

∫
R

(
V̄ |p′(V̄ )|Φ2

y − V̄ΨτΦy

)
dy = −

∫
R
V̄ Φy

(
Q−G+H1

)
dy, (3.30)

observing that∫
R
V̄ΨτΦydy =

(∫
R
V̄ΨΦydy

)
τ
+

∫
R

(
(s21V

S21
y + s22V

S22
y )ΨΦy + V̄yΨΨy + V̄Ψ2

y

)
dy, (3.31)

plugging (3.31) into (3.30), integrating the resulting equation over [− t0
ϵ , τ ], one gets∫

R

(1
2
Φ2
y − V̄ΨΦy

)
dy +

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∫
R
V̄ |p′(V̄ )|Φ2

ydyds

≤
∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∫
R

(
(s21V

S21
y + s22V

S22
y )ΨΦy + V̄yΨΨy + V̄Ψ2

y

)
dyds

−
∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∫
R
V̄ Φy

(
Q−G+H1

)
dyds,

(3.32)

multiplying both sides of (3.20) by a constant large enough, adding it to (3.32), by using the
Sobolev embedding theorem, for smallness of δ and M0, one obtains

∥(Ψ, σ)(τ)∥2 + ∥Φ(τ)∥21 +
∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∥(Φy,Ψy, σy)(s)∥2ds

+

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

(
∥V̄

1
2
y (Φ,Ψ)(s)∥2 + ∥σ(s)∥2

)
ds

≤ Cδ
1
3
0 e

− cδ0|t−t0|
2ϵ + C(δ +M0)

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

∥(Φyy, σyy,Ψyy)(s)∥2ds.

(3.33)
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Multiplying (3.8)2 by −Ψyy, (3.8)3 by −σyy, and integrate it over R with respect to y, one has(1
2

∫
R
Ψ2

ydy
)
τ
+

∫
R

1

V̄
Ψ2

yydy =

∫
R

(
p′(V̄ )ΨyyΦy −Ψyy(Q−G+H1)

)
dy, (3.34)

and (1
2

∫
R
σ2ydy

)
τ
+

∫
R
σ2yydy =

∫
R
σyy

(
2(Φy + V̄ )(σ + 1)σ −H2

)
dy, (3.35)

integrating the above equality over [ t0ϵ , τ ], by using Sobolev embedding theorem, repeating the
previous proof of (3.33) steps, the inequality (3.28) can be derived, and the proof of Lemma 3.2
is completed.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. In the proof of the Lemma 3.1, we need to use the assumptions
(3.14) for (Φ,Ψ, σ), in fact, sup

τ∈[− t0
ϵ
,T ]

{
∥(Φ, σ)∥2, ∥Ψ∥1

}
is required to be small enough. In

order to keep the proof of the energy estimate closed, we need to give the following higher
derivative estimate of (Φ,Ψ, σ) for the system (3.8), for which, applying ∂yy to (3.8)1 and ∂y to
(3.8)2 one has Φyyτ −Ψyyy = 0,

Ψyτ + p′(V̄ )Φyy −
Ψyyy

V̄
= −p′′(V̄ )V̄yΦy −

ΨyyV̄y
V̄ 2

+Qy −Gy +H1y,
(3.36)

and further, Applying ∂y to (3.36)1, ∂y to (3.36)2 and ∂y to (3.8)3, one gets

Φyyyτ −Ψyyyy = 0,

Ψyyτ + p′(V̄ )Φyyy −
Ψyyyy

V̄
= −p′′(V̄ )V̄yΦyyy −

ΨyyyV̄y
V̄ 2

−
(
p′′(V̄ )V̄yΦy

)
−
(ΨyyV̄y

V̄ 2

)
y
+Qyy −Gyy +H1yy,

στy − σyyy = −2(Φyy + V̄y)(σ + 1)σ − 2(Φy + V̄ )(2σ + 1)σy +H2y,

(3.37)

Multiplying (3.36)1 by Φyy, (3.36)2 by −V̄ Φyy and (3.36)2 by −Ψyyy, repeating the analytic
steps in Lemma 3.2 step by step, one obtains

∥(Φ,Ψ)(τ)∥2H2(R) + ∥σ(τ)∥2H1(R) +

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

(
∥V̄

1
2
y (Φ,Ψ)(s)∥2 + ∥σ(s)∥2H2(R)

)
ds

+

∫ τ

− t0
ϵ

(
∥Φy(s)∥2H1(R) + ∥Ψy(s)∥2H2(R)

)
ds ≤ Cδ

1
3
0 e

− cδ0|t−t0|
2ϵ .

(3.38)

Multiplying (3.37)1 by Φyyy, (3.37)2 by −V̄ Φyyy, (3.37)2 by −Ψyyyy and (3.37)3 by −σyyy,
repeating the proof steps in Lemma 3.2 again, combining with the energy inequality (3.38), the
a priori estimate (3.28) can be derived, and thus the proof of Proposition 3.1 is completed.

4 Estimates After the Interacting Time

4.1 Time-dependent shift

In this section, we consider the case after the interaction of two homologous shock waves,
for which, as shown in Figure 1, after the interaction, a forward shock wave and a backward
rarefaction wave are generated. Unlike the system (2.3) where the initial data at τ = − t0

ϵ is
well-chosen such that the perturbation (v, u)

∣∣
τ=− t0

ϵ
= (V̄ , Ū), here the initial data is determined

by the solution obtained after the interaction time, thanks for Proposition 3.1 and (1.34), one
has

∥(v − V̄ , u− Ū , ω − 1)(0)∥2H2(R) ≤ Cδ
1
3
0 e

− cδ0|t0|
2ϵ . (4.1)
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and
max

{
|vm − v−|, |um − u−|

}
+max

{
|(v+ − vm|, |u+ − um)|

}
= δ̃1 + δ̃2 ≤ δ0, (4.2)

On the other hand, due to the difference in the analysis techniques of rarefaction wave and shock
wave, the anti-derivative method used in Section 3 is no longer applicable to the analysis of the
superposition of rarefaction wave and shock wave. Thanks to the inspiration of Kang-Vasseur-
Wang [22], we introduce time-dependent shift X(τ) for these composite wave, and combine the
effective velocity, relative quantities and the weighted estimation method to solve this difficulty.
Letting

ξ = y − s̃2τ, (4.3)

under the moving coordinate system (ξ, τ), the system (2.3) is transformed into the following
form 

vτ − s̃2vξ − uξ = 0,

uτ − s̃2uξ + p(v)ξ =
(uξ
v

)
ξ
− 1

8

( ω2
ξ

ωv2

)
ξ
,

ωτ − s̃2ωξ = −2vω(ω − 1) + v
(ωξ

v

)
ξ
−
ω2
ξ

2ω
.

(4.4)

The following notations are used throughout in this section, i.e.

f±X(ξ, τ)
def
=== f(ξ ±X(τ), τ), (4.5)

with any function f : R× R+ → R, moreover, the corresponding smooth approximate superpo-
sition outgoing waves is constructed as follows(

Ṽ , Ũ
)
(ξ, τ)

def
===

(
Ṽ R̃1 , Ũ R̃1

)
(ξ + s̃2τ, τ) +

(
Ṽ S̃2,−X, Ũ S̃2,−X

)
(ξ)− (vm, um), (4.6)

where
(
Ṽ R̃1 , Ũ R̃1

)
(ξ, τ) is the approximate 1-rarefaction wave defined in (2.9),

(
Ṽ S̃2 , Ũ S̃2

)
(ξ) is

the 2-viscous shock wave defined in (2.11), and the shift X(τ) of the forward viscous shock wave
is determined by the following ordinary differential equation:

dX

dτ
= −m0

δ̃2

[∫
R

a(ξ −X)

s̃2
∂ξh̃

S̃2,−X
(
p(v)− p(Ṽ )

)
dξ

−
∫
R
a(ξ −X)∂ξp

(
Ṽ S̃2,−X

)(
v − Ṽ

)
dξ

]
,

X(0) = 0,

(4.7)

where m0 = 5(γ+1)(−p′(vm))
3
2

8γp(vm) , h̃S̃2 = Ũ S̃2 −
(
ln Ṽ S̃2

)
ξ
and the weight function a : R → R is

defined by

a(ξ)
def
=== 1 +

λ

δ̃2

(
p(vm)− p

(
Ṽ S̃2(ξ)

))
, (4.8)

λ is a constant which be chosen so small but far bigger than δ̃2 such that

δ̃2 ≪ λ ≤ C

√
δ̃2, (4.9)

and the following properties hold for the weight function a(ξ)

1 < a(ξ) < 1 + λ, a′ξ(ξ) = − λ

δ̃2
p′
(
Ṽ S̃2

)
Ṽ S̃2
ξ > 0,

∣∣a′ξ∣∣ ∼ λ

δ̃2

∣∣Ṽ S̃2
ξ

∣∣. (4.10)

The following Lemma 4.1 shows the properties of the waves with shift X(τ) (see Kang-Vasseur-
Wang [22]).
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Lemma 4.1. Let X be the shift defined by (4.7). There exist constants ϵ1, δ0 > 0, such that
|Ẋ| ≤ ϵ1 and δ̃1, δ̃2 ≤ δ0, then for all t ≤ T ,∥∥Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ

(
Ṽ R̃1 − vm

)∥∥
L1(R) +

∥∥Ṽ R̃1
ξ Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ

∥∥
L1(R) ≤ Cδ̃1δ̃2e

−Cδ̃2τ ,∥∥Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ

(
Ṽ R̃1 − vm

)∥∥
L2(R) +

∥∥Ṽ R̃1
ξ Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ

∥∥
L2(R) ≤ Cδ̃1δ̃

3
2
2 e

−Cδ̃2τ ,∥∥Ṽ R̃1
ξ

(
Ṽ S̃2,−X − vm

)∥∥
L2(R) ≤ Cδ̃1δ̃2e

−Cδ̃2τ .

(4.11)

It is easy to check that the approximate superposition wave
(
Ṽ , Ũ

)
constructed in (4.6)

satisfies the system
Ṽτ − s̃2Ũξ − Ũξ = −Ẋ(τ)Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ ,

Ũτ − s̃2Ũξ + pξ(Ṽ ) =
( Ũξ

Ṽ

)
ξ
− Ẋ(τ)Ũ S̃2,−X

ξ + F1 + F2,
(4.12)

where

F1 =
( Ũ S̃2,−X

ξ

Ṽ S̃2,−X

)
ξ
−
( Ũξ

Ṽ

)
ξ
, F2 =

(
p(Ṽ )− p(Ṽ R̃1)− p(Ṽ S̃2,−X)

)
ξ
. (4.13)

The following Theorem 4.1 is about the existence, uniqueness and asymptotic stability of the
solution for system (4.4) after the interaction time of the chasing shock waves.

Theorem 4.1. Let (vr, ur) and (Ṽ S̃2 , Ũ S̃2) are the outgoing rarefaction wave and viscous shock
wave given by (1.24) and (2.13) respectively, there exist a positive constant δ̃0(< δ0) such that,
if the strength satisfies δ1 + δ2 < δ̃0, then there exists a unique global solution (v, u, ω) to (4.4)
and (4.20) in τ ∈ [0,+∞), moreover, it holds that

v(y, τ)−
(
vr1(

y

τ
) + Ṽ S̃2(y − s̃2τ −X(τ))− vm

)
∈ C

(
[0,+∞);H1(R)

)
,

u(y, τ)−
(
ur1(

y

τ
) + Ũ S̃2(y − s̃2τ −X(τ))− um

)
∈ C

(
[0,+∞);H1(R)

)
,

uyy(y, τ)− Ũ S̃2
yy (y − s̃2τ −X(τ)) ∈ L2

(
[0,+∞);L2(R)

)
,

ω − 1 ∈ C
(
[0,+∞);H2(R)

)
∩ L2

(
[0,+∞);H3(R)

)
.

furthermore,

lim
τ→+∞

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣(v, u, ω)− (Ṽ , Ũ , 1)
∣∣∣ = 0, (4.14)

and
lim

τ→+∞
|Ẋ(τ)| = 0. (4.15)

Remark 4.1. The implication of the theorem 4.1 is that, when two interfaces move in the same
direction with different shock wave velocities, if the speed of the rear interface is faster than the
speed of the front interface, the rear interface will catch up with the front interface and interact
with each other in a finite time, so that it will evolve into a forward interface moving at the
shock wave velocity and a backward interface moving at the rarefaction wave, and the tail of the
newly generated interface moving backward at the rarefaction wave velocity will produce a shift
effect to the interface moving forward at the shock velocity, the shift is time dependent.

Remark 4.2. From (4.15), one derives at once that

lim
τ→+∞

X(τ)

τ
= 0, (4.16)

which means that the function X(τ) grows at most sub-linearly with respect to time t.
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Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.1, the proof of the local solution is omitted, and the
a priori estimate of the solution is given here in detail. Putting the perturbation around the
superposition wave profile (Ṽ , Ũ , 1) by(

ϕ, ψ, σ
)
(y, τ) =

(
v − Ṽ , u− Ũ , ω − 1

)
(y, τ), τ > 0, (4.17)

subtracting (4.12) from (4.4), one has

ϕτ − s̃2ϕξ − ψξ = Ẋ(t)Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ ,

ψτ − s̃2ψξ +
(
p(v)− p(Ṽ )

)
ξ
=

(ψξ

v

)
ξ
−
(ϕŨξ

vṼ

)
ξ
− 1

8

( σ2ξ
(σ + 1)v2

)
ξ

+Ẋ(t)Ũ S̃2,−X
ξ − F1 − F2,

στ − s̃2σξ = −2v(σ + 1)σ + v
(σξ
v

)
ξ
−

σ2ξ
2(σ + 1)

,

(4.18)

with the initial condition as following

(ϕ, ψ, σ)(ξ, 0) = (v − Ṽ , u− Ũ , ω − 1)(ξ, 0)
ξ→±∞−−−−→ (0, 0, 0). (4.19)

The a prior estimate of the moment of interaction of the chasing shock waves is given below,
which means that when the strength of the outgoing waves is suitably small, the initial pertur-
bation in the sense of (4.2) is also small after the interacting time.

Lemma 4.2. It holds that∥∥∥(v − Ṽ , u− Ũ , ω − 1
)∣∣∣

τ=0

∥∥∥
H2(R)

= O(1)δ
1
3
0 , (4.20)

for δ0 small enough.

Proof. Since the difference between the viscous shock profiles before and the rarefaction wave
and the viscous shock profiles after the interacting time are(
Ṽ − V̄

)
(y, 0) =

(
Ṽ − V̄

)
(y, 0) =

(
Ṽ R̃1(y, 0) + Ṽ S̃2(y)− vm

)
−
(
V S21 (y) + V S22 (y)− v∗

)

=



(Ṽ R̃1(y, 0)− v−)− (V S22 (y)− v∗)

+ (Ṽ S̃2(y)− vm)− (V S21 − v−), y ≤ 0,

(Ṽ R̃1(y, 0)− vm)− (V S22 (y)− v+)

+ (Ṽ S̃2(y)− v+)− (V S21 − v∗), y ≥ 0,

and(
Ũ − Ū

)
(y, 0) =

(
Ũ − Ū

)
(y, 0) =

(
Ũ R̃1(y, 0) + Ũ S̃2(y)− vm

)
−
(
US21 (y) + V S22 (y)− v∗

)

=



(Ũ R̃1(y, 0)− v−)− (US22 (y)− v∗)

+ (Ũ S̃2(y)− vm)− (US21 − v−), y ≤ 0,

(Ũ R̃1(y, 0)− vm)− (US22 (y)− v+)

+ (Ũ S̃2(y)− v+)− (US21 − v∗), y ≥ 0,

by using Lemma (2.1) and Lemma (2.2), one has∣∣(Ṽ − V̄ )(y, 0)
∣∣ = O(1)δ0e

−cδ0|y|,
∣∣(Ũ − Ū)(y, 0)

∣∣ = O(1)δ0e
−cδ0|y|,

which gives ∥∥∥(Ṽ − V̄ , Ũ − Ū
)∣∣∣

τ=0

∥∥∥
H2(R)

= O(1)δ
1
2
0 , (4.21)

combining with (4.1), then the a priori estimate (4.2) is obtained immediately, and the proof of
Lemma 4.1 is completed.
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Now, similar to the proof procedure in Section 3, setting the solution space:

XM ([0, T ]) =
{
(ϕ, ψ, σ)

∣∣∣(ϕ, σ) ∈ C([0, T ];H2(R)), ψ ∈ C([0, T ];H1(R)),

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥(ϕ, ψ, σ)∥H1(R) ≤M, ∥(ϕyy, σyy)∥L∞(0,T ;L2(R)) ≤M1

}
.

(4.22)

From (4.22), by using the Sobolev embedding, one has

∥(ϕ, ψ, σ)∥L∞((0,T )×R) ≤ CM, ∥(ϕy, σy)∥L∞((0,T )×R) ≤ C
√
MM1. (4.23)

This smallness together with (4.7) and Lemma 2.3 yields that

∥p(v)− p(Ṽ )∥L∞((0,T )×R) ≤ C∥ϕ∥L∞((0,T )×R) ≤ CM, (4.24)

|Ẋ(τ)| ≤ C

δ̃2

∥∥ |p(v)|+ |p(Ṽ )|+ |ϕ
∣∣∥∥

L∞(R)

∫
R
Ṽ S̃2
ξ dξ ≤ C∥ϕ∥L∞(R). (4.25)

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that (ϕ, ψ, σ)(ξ, τ) ∈ XM ([0, T ]) is the solution to the problem (4.18)-
(4.19) on [0, T ] for some T > 0, then, for δ0 and M small enough, ∀τ ≤ T , it holds that

sup
[0,T ]

(∥∥(ϕ, σ)∥∥2
H2(R) +

∥∥ψ∥∥2
H1(R)

)
+ δ̃2

∫ τ

0
|Ẋ|2ds+

∫ τ

0

∫
R
(|Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ |+ |Ũ R̃1
ξ |)ϕ2dξds

+

∫ τ

0

∫
R

∣∣(p(v)− p(Ṽ )
)
ξ

∣∣2dξds+ ∫ τ

0

∫
R

∣∣ϕξξ∣∣2dξds+ ∫ τ

0

(
∥ψξ∥2H1(R) + ∥σ∥2H3(R)

)
ds

≤ C0

(∥∥(ϕ, σ)(0)∥∥
H2(R) +

∥∥ψ(0)∥∥
H1(R) + δ

1
3
0

)
,

where C0 is independent of T .

4.2 Energy estimates for weighted relative entropy

In this subsection, the energy estimates for weighted relative entropy will be established.
In order to get more information about v, thanks to the entropy method provided by Vasseur-
Yao [30], He-Huang [15] to overcome the difficulties caused by the initial perturbations with
small energy but possibly large oscillations of shock waves, the following effective velocity is
introduced:

h(ξ, τ)
def
=== u− (ln v)ξ, h̃S̃2(ξ)

def
=== Ũ S̃2 −

(
ln Ṽ S̃2

)
ξ
,

h̃(ξ, τ)
def
=== Ũ R̃1 + h̃S̃2,−X − um,

(4.26)

Further, the system (4.4), the system (2.11) and the system (4.12) are transformed into the
following new forms respectively

vτ − s̃2vξ − hξ = (ln v)ξξ,

hτ − s̃2hξ + p(v)ξ = −1

8

( ω2
ξ

ωv2

)
ξ
,

ωτ − s̃2ωξ = −2vω(ω − 1) + v
(ωξ

v

)
ξ
−
ω2
ξ

2ω
.

(4.27)

and 
−s̃2Ṽ S̃2

ξ − h̃S̃2
ξ = (ln Ṽ S̃2)ξξ,

−s̃2h̃S̃2
ξ +

(
p(Ṽ S̃2)

)
ξ
= 0,

lim
ξ→−∞

(
Ṽ S̃2 , h̃S̃2

)
= (vm, um), lim

ξ→+∞

(
Ṽ S̃2 , h̃S̃2

)
= (v+, u+).

(4.28)
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and {
Ṽτ − s̃2Ṽξ − h̃ξ = (ln Ṽ )ξξ − Ẋ(τ)Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ + F3,

h̃τ − s̃2h̃ξ + (p(Ṽ ))ξ = −Ẋ(τ)h̃S̃2,−X
ξ + F2,

(4.29)

where F2 is defined in (4.13) and

F3 =
(
ln Ṽ S̃2,−X − ln Ṽ

)
ξξ
. (4.30)

To simplify the system (4.27) and the system (4.29), introducing the following vector

w
def
===

 v
h
ω

 , w̃
def
===

 Ṽ

h̃
ω̃

 =

 Ṽ R̃1(ξ, τ) + Ṽ S̃2,−X(ξ)− vm

Ũ R̃1(ξ, τ) + h̃S̃2,−X(ξ)− um
1

 , (4.31)

and the following matrix operators

A(w)
def
===

 −s̃2v − h
−s̃2h+ p(v)

−s̃2ω

 , M(w)
def
===


1

γp(v)
0 0

0 0 −
ωξ

8v2ω
0 0 1

 , (4.32)

H(w)
def
===


0
0

−2vω(ω − 1)−
ωξvξ
v

−
ω2
ξ

2ω

 , (4.33)

further, we define the entropy function

η(w)
def
=== Q(v) +

h2

2
+
ω2

2
, (4.34)

where

Q(v) =
v−γ+1

γ − 1
. (4.35)

Moreover, the relative entropy of η, the relative flux of A and the relative pressure of p are as
follows

η
(
w
∣∣w̃)

= η(w)− η(w̃)−∇η(w̃)(w − w̃) = Q(v
∣∣Ṽ ) +

(h− h̃)2

2
+
σ2

2
, (4.36)

A
(
w
∣∣w̃)

= A(w)−A(w̃)−∇A(w̃)(w − w̃) =

 0

p
(
v
∣∣Ṽ )
0

 . (4.37)

p(v
∣∣Ṽ ) = p(v)− p(Ṽ )− p′(Ṽ )(v − Ṽ ). (4.38)

Thus, the system (4.27) and (4.29) are transformed into the following vector forms respectively

∂τw + ∂ξA(w) = ∂ξ

(
M(w)∂ξ∇η(w)

)
+H(w). (4.39)

∂τ w̃ + ∂ξA(w̃) = ∂ξ

(
M(w̃)∂ξ∇η(w̃)

)
− Ẋ∂ξw̃

S̃2,−X +

 F3

F2

0

 , (4.40)

where

w̃S̃2,−X =

 Ṽ S̃2,−X

h̃S̃2,−X

1

 , A(w̃) =

 −s̃2Ṽ − h̃

−s̃2h+ p(Ṽ )
−s̃2

 , M(w̃) =


1

γp(Ṽ )
0 0

0 0 0
0 0 1

 ,
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and F2, F3 are defined in (4.13), (4.30) respectively. By using (4.7), (4.8), (4.39)-(4.40), the
expression of the rate of change of the weighted relative entropy integral with respect to time
can be obtained by direct calculation

d

dτ

∫
R
a−Xη

(
w
∣∣w̃)

dξ = Ẋ(τ)Y(w) + B(w)− G(w), (4.41)

where

Y(w) =

∫
R
a−Xh̃S̃2,−X

ξ ℏdξ −
∫
R
a−Xp′(Ṽ )Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ ϕdξ −
∫
R
a−X
ξ

( |h− h̃|2

2
+Q(v

∣∣Ṽ )
)
dξ,

B(w) =
1

2s̃2

∫
R
a−X
ξ |p(v)− p(Ṽ )|2dξ + s̃2

∫
R
a−XṼ S̃2,−X

ξ p(v
∣∣Ṽ )dξ

−
∫
R
a−X
ξ

p(v)− p(Ṽ )

γp(v)
∂ξ(p(v)− p(Ṽ ))dξ +

∫
R
a−X
ξ (p(v)− p(Ṽ ))2

∂ξp(Ṽ )

γp(v)p(Ṽ )
dξ

−
∫
R
a−X∂ξ(p(v)− p(Ṽ ))

p(Ṽ )− p(v)

γp(v)p(Ṽ )
∂ξp(Ṽ )dξ +

∫
R
a−X(p(v)− p(Ṽ ))F3dξ

−
∫
R
a−X(h− h̃)F2dξ −

1

8

∫
R
a−X(h− h̃)

( σ2ξ
(σ + 1)v2

)
ξ
dξ −

∫
R
a−X
ξ σσξdξ

−
∫
R
a−X

(
2vσ3 +

(ϕξ + Ṽξ)σξσ

v
+

ω2
ξσ

σ + 1

)
dξ,

and

G(w) =
s̃2
2

∫
R
a−X
ξ

∣∣(h− h̃)− p(v)− p(Ṽ )

s̃2

∣∣2dξ + s̃2

∫
R
a−X
ξ Q(v|Ṽ )dξ +

∫
R
a−XŨ R̃1

ξ p
(
v|Ṽ

)
dξ

+

∫
(R
(
(s̃2a

−X
ξ + 4va−X)σ2

2
dξ +

∫
R
a−X|σξ|2dξ +

∫
R

a−X
∣∣∂ξ(p(v)− p(Ṽ ))

∣∣2
γp(v)

dξ.

At this point of preparation, the relative entropy energy inequality is given as follows:

Lemma 4.3. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 4.1, there exists C > 0 (independent of
δ0,M, T ) such that for all t ∈ (0, T ],∫

R
Q(v

∣∣Ṽ )dξ + ∥h− h̃∥2L2(R) + ∥σ∥2H1(R) + δ̃2

∫ τ

0
|Ẋ|2ds

+

∫ τ

0
(G1 +GS̃2 +D1 + ∥σ∥2H2(R))ds (4.42)

≤ C

∫
R
Q(v

∣∣Ṽ )(ξ, 0)dξ + ∥(h− h̃)(0)∥2L2(R) + ∥ω(0)− 1∥2H1(R) + Cδ̃
1
3
1 ,

where h(ξ, 0) = u(ξ, 0)−
(
ln v(ξ, 0)

)
ξ
and

G1 =
λ

δ̃2

∫
R
|Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ | ·
∣∣∣h− h̃− p(v)− p(Ṽ )

s̃2

∣∣∣2dξ,
GS̃2 =

∫
R
|Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ |
∣∣p(v)− p(Ṽ )

∣∣2dξ, D1 =

∫
R

∣∣(p(v)− p(Ṽ ))ξ
∣∣2dξ. (4.43)

Proof. By using the translation coordinate ξ 7→ ξ +X(τ) for (4.41), one has

d

dτ

∫
R
a(ξ)η(wx

∣∣w̃x)dξ = Ẋ(τ)Y (wx) + B (wx)− G (wx) , (4.44)
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Without causing ambiguity, for the sake of brevity, we omit the dependence of the solution on
the shift, that is, (v, h, ω) = (vX, hX, ωX),w = wX. Moreover, the following substitute symbols
are introduced

∆P
def
=== p(v)− p

(
Ṽ X

)
,B def

===

3∑
i=1

Bi +

3∑
i=1

Pi +

2∑
i=1

Si,

G def
===

2∑
i=1

Gi +GR̃1 +D1 +A1,

(4.45)

where

B1 =
1

2s̃2

∫
R
aξ(ξ)(∆P )

2dξ + s̃2

∫
R
a(ξ)Ṽ S̃2

ξ p
(
v
∣∣Ṽ X

)
dξ,

B2 =

∫
R

a(ξ)(∆P )2ξpξ
(
Ṽ X

)
2γp(v)p

(
Ṽ X

) dξ −
∫
R

aξ(∆P )
2
ξ

2γp(v)
dξ,

B3 =

∫
R

aξ(∆P )
2pξ(Ṽ

X)

γp(v)p(Ṽ X)
dξ, P1 = −1

8

∫
R
a(h− h̃X)

( 2σξσξξ
(σ + 1)v2

−
σ3ξ

(σ + 1)2v2
−

2σ2ξ Ṽ
X
ξ

(σ + 1)v3
)
dξ,

P2 = −
∫
R
aξσσξdξ −

∫
R
a
(
2vσ3 −

Ṽ X
ξ σξσ

v
−

σ2ξω

σ + 1

)
dξ,

P3 =
1

4

∫
R
a(h− h̃X)

σ2ξϕξ

(σ + 1)v3
dξ +

∫
R
a
ϕξσξσ

v
dξ,

and

S1 =

∫
R
a(∆P )

(
ln Ṽ S̃2 − ln Ṽ X

)
ξξ
dξ, S2 = −

∫
R
a(h− h̃X)

(
p(Ṽ X)− p(Ṽ R̃1,X)− p(Ṽ S̃2)

)
ξ
dξ,

G1 =
s̃2
2

∫
R
aξ
∣∣(h− h̃X)− ∆P

s̃2

∣∣2dξ, G2 = s̃2

∫
R
aξQ

(
v
∣∣Ṽ X

)
dξ, GR̃1 =

∫
R
aŨ R̃1,X

ξ p
(
v
∣∣Ṽ X

)
dξ,

D1 =

∫
R

a

γp(v)

∣∣(∆P )ξ∣∣2dξ, A1 =

∫
R

s̃2a
−X
ξ + 4va−X

2
σ2dξ +

∫
R
a|σξ|2dξ.

Further, from (4.7) and (4.41), the functional Y can be decomposed into the following form

Y = −
∫
R
aξ(ξ)

( |(h− h̃X)|2

2
+Q(v

∣∣Ṽ X)
)
dξ +

∫
R
a(ξ)h̃S̃2

ξ (h− h̃X)dξ

−
∫
R
a(ξ)p′(Ṽ X)Ṽ S̃2

ξ (v − Ṽ X)dξ =
5∑

i=1

Yi,

(4.46)

where Yi, (i = 1, · · · , 5) satisfy

Y1 =

∫
a(ξ)

( h̃S̃2
ξ ∆P

s̃2
− p′(Ṽ S̃2)Ṽ S̃2

ξ (v − Ṽ X)
)
dξ, Y2 =

∫
a(ξ)h̃S̃2

ξ

(
(h− h̃X)− ∆P

s̃2

)
dξ,

Y3 =−
∫
a(ξ)

(
p′(Ṽ X)− p′(Ṽ S̃2)

)
Ṽ S̃2
ξ ϕdξ,

Y4 =− 1

2

∫
R
aξ(ξ)

(
h− h̃X − ∆P

s̃2

)(
h− h̃X +

∆P

s̃2

)
dξ,

Y5 =−
∫
aξ(ξ)

(
Q(v

∣∣Ṽ X) +
(∆P )2

2s̃22

)
dξ.

Notice from (4.7) that Ẋ(τ) = −m0

δ̃2
Y1 which together with (4.46) yields

Ẋ(τ)Y = − δ̃2
m0

|Ẋ(τ)|2 + Ẋ(τ)
5∑

i=2

Yi, (4.47)
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and then, by using the Poincaré inequality below (Kang-Vasseur-Wang [22])∫ 1

0

∣∣∣g − ∫ 1

0
gdz

∣∣∣2dz ≤ 1

2

∫ 1

0
z(1− z)

∣∣g′∣∣dz, (4.48)

where ∀g : [0, 1] → R and satisfiying
∫ 1
0 z(1−z)

∣∣g′∣∣dz <∞, through the tedious but not difficult
calculations, one immediately knows, there exist C,C1 > 0 such that:

− δ̃2
2M

|Ẋ|2 +B1 −G2 −
3

4
D1 ≤ −C1G

S̃2 + C(K1 +K2), (4.49)

where

GS̃2 =

∫
|Ṽ S̃2

ξ |(∆P )2dξ,

K1 =

∫
|aξ(ξ)|(∆P )3dξ, K2 =

∫
|aξ(ξ)||Ṽ R̃1,X − vm|(∆P )2dξ.

(4.50)

Next, by using (4.44), (4.47) and (4.49), we have

d

dτ

∫
R
a(ξ)η(w

∣∣w̃X)dξ ≤− δ̃2
2M

|Ẋ|2 + Ẋ
5∑

i=2

Yi +
3∑

i=2

Bi +
3∑

i=1

Pi +
2∑

i=1

Si

−G1 −GR̃1 − 1

4
D1 −A1 − C1G

S̃2 + C(K1 +K2).

By using the Young’s inequality, one obtains

d

dτ

∫
R
a(ξ)η(w

∣∣w̃X)dξ +
δ̃2
4M

|Ẋ|2 +G1 +GR̃1 +
1

4
D1 +A1 + C1G

S̃2

≤ C(K1 +K2) +
C

δ̃2

5∑
i=2

|Yi|2 +
3∑

i=2

Bi +
3∑

i=1

Pi +
2∑

i=1

Si.

(4.51)

Note that from (4.24) and (4.10), it holds

G1 ∼ G1, GS̃2 = GS̃2 , D1 ∼ D1, ∥σ∥2H1 ∼ A1. (4.52)

we will use the above good terms G1,G
R̃1 ,GS̃2 ,D1 and A1 in (4.51) to control the above

bad terms on the right-hand side of (4.51), and the following are appropriate estimates for the
these bad terms in turn. The first step is to consider the estimation of K1 and K2. By using
interpolation inequality, (4.8), (4.24) and (4.10) with Lemma 2.2, one has

K1 ≤ C
λ

δ̃2
∥∆P∥2L∞(R)

∫
|Ṽ S̃2

ξ | · |∆P |dξ

≤ C
λ

δ̃2

∥∥(∆P )ξ∥∥L2(R)∥∆P∥L2(R)
( ∫

|Ṽ S̃2
ξ |(∆P )2dξ

)1/2( ∫ |Ṽ S̃2
ξ |dξ

)1/2
≤ CM ∥(∆P )ξ∥2L2(R) + CM

∫
|Ṽ S̃2

ξ |(∆P )2dξ ≤ 1

40

(
D1 + C1G

S̃2
)
.

(4.53)

Similarly, from Lemma 4.1, combining with (4.22), (4.9), (4.10), one gets

K2 ≤ C
λ

δ̃2
∥∆P∥2L4(R)∥Ṽ

S̃2
ξ (Ṽ R̃1,X − vm)∥L2(R)

≤ C
λ

δ̃2
∥(∆P )ξ∥

1
2

L2(R) ∥∆P∥
3
2

L2(R)δ̃
3
2
2 δ̃1e

−Cδ̃2τ

≤ CM
∥∥(∆P )ξ∥∥2L2(R) + CMδ̃

4
3
2 δ̃

4
3
1 e

−Cδ̃2τ ≤ 1

40
D1 + CMδ̃

4
3
2 δ̃

4
3
1 e

−Cδ̃2τ .

(4.54)
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The second step is to give the estimates of the terms Yi (i = 2, · · · , 5). Since h̃S̃2
ξ =

∂ξp(Ṽ
S̃2 )

s̃2
=

− δ̃2
λs̃2
aξ, one derives

|Y2| ≤ C
δ̃2
λ

∫ ∣∣aξ∣∣ · ∣∣h− h̃− ∆P

s̃2

∣∣dξ ≤ C
δ̃2√
λ
|G1|

1
2 .

From Lemma 2.2, one gets

|Y3| ≤ C

∫ ∣∣Ṽ R̃1,X − vm
∣∣|Ṽ S̃2

ξ |
∣∣ϕ∣∣dξ ≤ Cδ̃1

∫
|Ṽ S̃2

ξ |∆Pdξ ≤ Cδ̃1

√
δ̃2|GS |

1
2 .

Observing that

|h− h̃| ≤
∣∣u− Ũ

∣∣+ ∣∣(ln v)ξ − (
ln Ṽ S̃2

)
ξ

∣∣
≤ |ψ|+ C

(∣∣ϕξ∣∣+ ∣∣Ṽ X
ξ

∣∣∣∣v − Ṽ S̃2
∣∣+ ∣∣Ṽ R̃1,X

ξ

∣∣)
≤ |ψ|+ C

(
|ϕξ|+

∣∣Ṽ X
ξ

∣∣|ϕ|+ ∣∣Ṽ S̃2
ξ

∣∣∣∣Ṽ R̃1,X − vm
∣∣+ ∣∣Ṽ R̃1,X

ξ

∣∣),
(4.55)

together with Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2 and (4.22), one gets

∥h− h̃∥L2(R) ≤ C(∥ψ∥L2(R) + ∥ϕ∥H1(R) + δ̃1) ≤ C(M + δ̃1), (4.56)

combining with (4.56), (4.22) and ∥aξ∥L∞ ≤ Cλδ̃2, one obtains

|Y4| ≤ C∥aξ(ξ)∥
1
2
L∞ |G1|

1
2 (∥h− h̃∥L2(R) + ∥ϕ∥L2(R) ≤ C

(
M + δ̃1

)(
λδ̃2

) 1
2G

1
2
1 .

Using Lemma 2.2 with (4.24), one derives

|Y5| ≤ C

∫
|aξ(ξ)| (∆P )2dξ ≤ C∥∆P∥L2(R)|GS |

1
2 ≤ CM |GS |

1
2 .

Thus, combining the estimates for Yi (i = 2, · · · , 5), the following estimates is obtained

C

δ̃2

5∑
i=2

|Yi|2 ≤ Cδ̃2G1 + Cδ̃1G
S̃2 + C(M + δ̃1)G1 + CM2GS ≤ 1

2
G1 +

C1

20
GS̃2 . (4.57)

Next, the terms Bi (i = 2, 3) are considered as following. By using Young’s inequality, one has

|B2| ≤ CD
1
2
1

( ∫
R
|aξ|2(∆P )2dξ

) 1
2 + CD

1
2
1 δ0

( ∫
R
|Ṽ X

ξ |2(∆P )2dξ
) 1

2

≤ CD
1
2
1 δ̃2|G

S̃2 |
1
2 + CD

1
2
1 δ0

(
GS +GR

) 1
2

≤ 1

40
D1 +

1

8
(GR̃1 + C1G

S̃2),

(4.58)

It should be noted that |∂ξp(Ṽ X)| ≤ C(|Ṽ S̃2
ξ |+|Ũ R̃1,X

ξ |) and Lemma 2.3 are used in the derivation
of the inequality (4.58). Similarly, it holds

|B3| ≤ Cλδ̃2

∫
R

(
|Ṽ S̃2

ξ |+ |Ũ R̃1,X
ξ |

)
(∆P )2dξ ≤ 1

8
(C1G

S̃2 +GR̃1). (4.59)

The next step is to give the estimates for the terms Pi (i = 1, 2, 3) as following. For P1 and P2,
using (4.56) and Young’s inequality, one has

|P1| ≤ C∥h− h̃∥L2

(
∥σξξ∥L2∥σξ∥L∞ + ∥σξ∥L2∥σξ∥2L∞ + ∥Ṽ X

ξ ∥L∞∥σξ∥2L4

)
≤ C(ϵ1 + δ̃1)

(
∥σξξ∥

3/2
L2 ∥σξ∥

1/2
L2 + ∥σξ∥2L2∥σξξ∥L2 + (δ̃2 + δ̃1)∥σξ∥

3/2
L2 ∥σξξ∥

1/2
L2

)
≤ C(ϵ1 + δ̃1)(∥σξ∥2L2 + ∥σξξ∥2L2) ≤

1

8
(A1 + ∥σξξ∥2L2).

|P2| ≤ C ∥aξ∥L∞

(
∥σ∥2L2 + ∥σξ∥2L2

)
+ C∥σ∥2L2∥σ∥L∞ + C

∥∥∥Ṽ X
ξ

∥∥∥
L∞

∥σ∥L2∥σξ∥L2

≤ C(δ̃2 + δ̃1)(∥σξ∥2L2 + ∥σ∥2L2) + Cϵ1∥σ∥2L2 ≤ 1

4
A1.

(4.60)
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To give the estimate of P3, we start with the following inequality of ϕξ in terms of D1,GR and
GS . Observing that there exists a constant v̄ between v and Ṽ X such that(

p(v)− p(Ṽ X)
)
ξ
= p′(v)ϕξ −

(
p′(v)− p′(Ṽ X)

)
Ṽ X
ξ = p′(v)ϕξ − p′′(v̄)Ṽ X

ξ ϕ,

which together with the algebraic inequality p2

2 − q2 ≤ (p− q)2 implies

D1 =

∫
R

a

γp(v)

(
p′(v)ϕξ −

(
p′(v)− p′(Ṽ X)

)
Ṽ X
ξ

)2
dξ

≥ 1

2

∫
R

a(p′(v))2

γp(v)
|ϕξ|2dξ −

∫
R

a(p′′(v̄))2

γp(v)
(Ṽ X

ξ )2ϕ2dξ

≥ 1

C2

∫
R
ϕ2ξdξ − C(δ̃2 + δ̃1)

∫
R

(
Ṽ S̃2
ξ + Ṽ R̃1,X

ξ

)
ϕ2dξ

≥ 1

C2

∫
R
ϕ2ξdξ − C(δ̃2 + δ̃1)

(
GS̃2 +GR̃1

)
,

where the facts that ϕ2 ≤ Cp(v
∣∣Ṽ X) ≤ C

(
p(v)− p(Ṽ X)

)
are used, and it implies

∥ϕξ∥2L2 ≤ C2D1 + C(δ̃2 + δ̃1)
(
GS̃2 +GR̃1

)
, (4.61)

which together with (4.60), one gets

|P3| ≤ C∥h− h̃∥L2∥ϕξ∥L2∥σξ∥2L∞ + C∥σ∥L∞∥σξ∥L2∥ϕξ∥L2

≤ C(ϵ1 + δ̃1)
(
∥ϕξ∥2L2 + ∥σξξ∥2L2

)
+ Cϵ1

(
∥ϕξ∥2L2 + ∥σξ∥2L2

)
≤ 1

8
(A1 + ∥σξξ∥2L2) +

1

40
(D1 + C1G

S̃2 +GR̃1).

(4.62)

And next, S1 and S2 are estimated as follows. Since Ṽ S̃2 , Ṽ X, Ṽ R̃1,X ∈
(v+

2 , 2v+
)
, one has∣∣∣(ln Ṽ S̃2 − ln Ṽ X)ξξ

∣∣∣ (4.63)

=
∣∣∣Ṽ S̃2

ξξ (
1

Ṽ S̃2
− 1

Ṽ X
) +

1

Ṽ X
(Ṽ S̃2

ξξ − Ṽ X
ξξ )−

1

(Ṽ S̃2)
2

(
(Ṽ S̃2

ξ )2 − (Ṽ X
ξ )2

)
−
(
Ṽ X
ξ

)2( 1

(Ṽ S̃2)2
− 1

(Ṽ X)2

)∣∣∣ (4.64)

≤ C
(
|Ṽ S̃2

ξξ ||Ṽ R̃1,X − vm|+ |Ṽ R̃1,X
ξξ |+ |Ṽ R̃1,X

ξ ||Ṽ S̃2
ξ |+ |Ṽ R̃1,X

ξ |2 + |Ṽ S̃2
ξ |2|Ṽ R̃1,X − vm|

)
≤ C

(
|Ṽ S̃2

ξ ||Ṽ R̃1,X − vm|+ |Ṽ R̃1,X
ξ ||Ṽ S̃2

ξ |+ |Ṽ R̃1,X
ξξ |+ |Ṽ R̃1,X

ξ |2
)
.

Then, one obtains

|S1| ≤ C

∫
R
|(∆P )|

(
|Ṽ S̃2

ξ ||Ṽ R̃1,X−vm|+ |Ṽ R̃1,X
ξ ||Ṽ S̃2

ξ |+ |Ṽ R̃1,X
ξξ |+ |Ṽ R̃1,X

ξ |2
)
dξ

≤ C∥(∆P )∥L2

∥∥|Ṽ S̃2
ξ | · |Ṽ R̃1,X − vm|+ |Ṽ R̃1,X

ξ | · |Ṽ S̃2
ξ |

∥∥
L2 + C∥∆P∥L∞∥Ṽ R̃1,X

ξξ ∥L1

+C∥∆P∥L2∥Ṽ R̃1,X
ξ ∥2L4 (4.65)

≤ C(M + δ̃1)δ̃1δ̃2e
−Cδ̃2τ + CM1/2|D1|1/4∥Ṽ R̃1,X

ξξ ∥L1+CM∥Ṽ R̃1,X
ξ ∥2L4

≤ 1

40
D1 + C(M + δ̃1)δ̃1δ̃2e

−Cδ̃2τ + CM2/3|∥Ṽ R̃1,X
ξξ ∥4/3

L1 +CM∥Ṽ R̃1,X
ξ ∥2L4 .

Similarly, observing that∣∣∣(p(Ṽ X)− p(Ṽ R̃1,X)− p(Ṽ S̃2)
)
ξ

∣∣∣ ≤ C
(∣∣Ṽ R̃1,X

ξ

∣∣|Ṽ S̃2 − vm|+
∣∣Ṽ S̃2

ξ

∣∣∣∣Ṽ R̃1,X − vm
∣∣), (4.66)
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then, one has

|S2| ≤ C

∫
R
|h− h̃|

(
|Ṽ R̃1,X

ξ ||Ṽ S̃2 − vm|+ |Ṽ S̃2
ξ ||Ṽ R̃1,X − vm|

)
dξ

≤ C∥h− h̃∥L2

∥∥∥|Ṽ R̃1,X
ξ ||Ṽ S̃2 − vm|+ |Ṽ S̃2

ξ ||Ṽ R̃1,X − vm|
∥∥∥
L2

≤ C
(
M + δ̃1

)
δ̃1δ̃2e

−Cδ̃2τ .

(4.67)

and so far, one obtains

d

dτ

∫
R
aη(w|w̃X)dξ +

δ̃2
4M

|Ẋ|2 + G1

2
+

GR̃1

2
+

D1

8
+

A1

2
+
C1

2
GS̃2

≤1

4
∥σξξ∥2L2 + C

(
M + δ̃1

)
δ̃1δ̃2e

−Cδ̃2τ + CM
2
3 ∥Ṽ R̃1,X

ξξ ∥
4
3

L1 + CM∥Ṽ R̃1,X
ξ ∥2L4 .

(4.68)

Finally, multiplying (4.18)3 by −σξξ, and integrating over R, one has

1

2

d

dt

∫
R
|σξ|2dξ + ∥σξξ∥2L2

=

∫
R
2v(σ + σ2)σξξdξ +

∫
R

σξvξ
v

σξξdξ +

∫
R

σ2ξσξξ

σ + 1
dξ

≤−
∫
R
2v|σξ|2dξ−

∫
R
2(ϕξ+Ṽ

X
ξ )σσξdξ+

∫
R
2vσ2σξξdξ+

∫
R

σξ(ϕξ+Ṽ
X
ξ )

v
σξξdξ+

∫
R

σ2ξσξξ

σ + 1
dξ

≤−
∫
R
2v|σξ|2dξ+C∥σ∥L∞(∥σξ∥L2∥ϕξ∥L2+∥σ∥L2∥σξξ∥L2)+C∥Ṽ X

ξ ∥L∞∥σξ∥L2∥σ∥L2)

+C∥σξ∥L∞(∥σξξ∥L2∥ϕξ∥L2+∥σξ∥L2∥σξξ∥L2)+C∥Ṽ X
ξ ∥L∞∥σξ∥L2∥σξξ∥L2

≤−
∫
R
2v|σξ|2dξ+CM(∥ϕξ∥2L2+A1)+C

√
M(∥ϕξ∥2L2+∥σξξ∥2L2)+C(δ̃2+δ̃1)(A1+∥σξξ∥2L2),

which together with (4.61) yields

1

2

d

dt

∫
R
|σξ|2dξ + ∥σξξ∥2L2 +

∫
R
2v|σξ|2dξ

≤ 1

4
∥σξξ∥2L2 +

1

4
(A1 +GR + C1G

S) +
1

16
D1,

(4.69)

combining with (4.68) (4.69), one gets

d

dτ

∫
R
aη(w

∣∣w̃X)dξ +
1

2

d

dτ

∫
R
|σξ|2dξ +

δ̃2
4M

|Ẋ|2

+
G1

2
+

D1

16
+

A1

4
+
C1

4
GS̃2 +

1

2
∥σξξ∥2L2

≤C
(
M + δ̃1

)
δ̃1δ̃2e

−Cδ̃2τ + CM
2
3 |∥Ṽ R̃1,X

ξξ ∥
4
3

L1+CM∥Ṽ R̃1,X
ξ ∥2L4 .

(4.70)

Noticing that by Lemma 2.1,

∥∥∥Ṽ R̃1
ξξ

∥∥∥
L1

≤

{
δ̃1 if 1 + τ ≤ δ̃−1

1 ,
1

1+τ if 1 + τ ≥ δ̃−1
1 ,

,
∥∥∥Ṽ R̃1

ξ

∥∥∥
L4

≤

{
δ̃1 if 1 + τ ≤ δ̃−1

1 ,

δ̃
1/4
1

1
(1+τ)3/4

if 1 + τ ≥ δ̃−1
1 ,

which implies ∫ ∞

0

∥∥Ṽ R̃1,X
ξξ

∥∥4/3
L1 ds ≤ Cδ̃

1
3
1 ,

∫ ∞

0

∥∥Ṽ R̃1,X
ξ

∥∥2
L4ds ≤ Cδ̃1. (4.71)
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Integrating (4.70) over [0, τ ] for any τ ≤ T and using (4.71), we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫
R

(
η(w|w̃X)+|σξ|2

)
dξ + δ̃2

∫ t

0
|Ẋ|2ds+

∫ t

0

(
G1+GS̃2+D1+A1+∥σξξ∥2L2

)
ds

≤ C

∫
R

(
η(w0|w̃(ξ, 0)) + |σ0ξ|2

)
dξ + Cδ̃

1
3
1 ,

which together with (4.52), the desired estimate (4.42) is obtained, and the proof of Lemma 4.3
is completed.

4.3 Lower order energy estimates

The purpose of this section is to derive the low order energy estimation of the solution for
the system (4.18)-(4.19) after the shock waves interaction in the same group. Since the main
difficulty is to give the lower derivative estimate of the velocity for the flow, we will not use the
effective velocity technique considered in the subsection 4.2.

Lemma 4.4. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 4.1, there exists C > 0 (independent of
δ0,M, T ) such that for all τ ∈ (0, T ],

∥ϕ, σ∥2H1(R) + ∥ψ∥2L2(R)

+ δ̃2

∫ t

0
|Ẋ|2ds+

∫ τ

0

(
GS̃2 +GR̃1 +D1 + ∥ψξ∥2L2(R) + ∥σ∥2H2(R)

)
ds

≤C
(
∥ϕ0, σ0∥2H1(R) + ∥ψ0∥2L2(R)

)
+ Cδ̃

1
3
1 ,

(4.72)

where GS̃2 , D1 are as in (4.43), and

GR̃1 def
===

∫
R
Ũ R̃1
ξ p(v

∣∣Ṽ )dξ. (4.73)

Proof. Here we turn to the system (4.18)-(4.19). As in the proof step of Lemma 4.2, the
following vectors and matrix operators are introduced

z
def
===

 v
u
ω

 , z̃
def
===

 Ṽ

Ũ
1

 , M1(z)
def
===

 0 0 0

0
1

v
−

ωξ

8v2ω
0 0 1

 , (4.74)

moreover, similarly, the following entropy function is introduced

η(z) = Q(v) +
u2

2
+
ω2

2
, (4.75)

where Q satisfies (4.35), and the relative entropy of η is as follows

η(z
∣∣z̃) = Q(v

∣∣Ṽ ) +
ψ2

2
+
σ2

2
. (4.76)

From the definition (4.74) and (4.75), the system (4.4) and the system (4.12) are transformed
into the following vector form equations respectively

∂τz+ ∂ξA(z) = ∂ξ
(
M1(z)∂ξ∇η(z)

)
+H(z). (4.77)

and

∂tz̃+ ∂ξA(z̃) = ∂ξ (M1(z̃)∂ξ∇η(z̃))− Ẋz̃S̃2,−X
ξ +

 0
F1 + F2

0

 , (4.78)

29



where F1, F2 are as in (4.13). Adopting the same method for the estimates of the weighted
relative entropy in (4.41) with a ≡ 1, one has

d

dτ

∫
R
η(z

∣∣z̃)dξ = ẊY(z) + B(z)− G(z), (4.79)

where

Y(z) = −
∫
R
p′(Ṽ )Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ ϕdξ︸ ︷︷ ︸
Y1

+

∫
R
Ũ S̃2,−X
ξ ψdξ︸ ︷︷ ︸
Y2

,

B(z) = −
∫
R
Ũ S̃2,−X
ξ p(v

∣∣Ṽ )dξ︸ ︷︷ ︸
B1

−
∫
R
(
1

v
− 1

Ṽ
)Ũξψξdξ︸ ︷︷ ︸

B2

+
1

8

∫
R

σ2ξψξ

(σ + 1)v2
dξ︸ ︷︷ ︸

B3

−
∫
R
ψ(F1 + F2)dξ︸ ︷︷ ︸

B4

−
∫
R

(
2vσ3 +

(ϕξ + Ṽξ)σξσ

v
+

σ2ξσ

σ + 1

)
dξ︸ ︷︷ ︸

B5

,

and

G(z) =
∫
R

1

v
|ψξ|2 dξ︸ ︷︷ ︸
E1

+

∫
R
Ũ R̃1
ξ p(v|Ṽ )dξ︸ ︷︷ ︸

GR̃1

+

∫
R
(2vσ2 + |σξ|2)dξ︸ ︷︷ ︸

A1

.

Noticing that G(z) consists of good terms, while B(z) consists bad terms related to the pertur-

bation ϕ, ψ and σ. The good terms GR̃1 ,A1 and E1 will be used to control the bad terms. The
proof start with the energy estimation of Y1 and Y2. By using Lemma 4.3, one deduces from
(4.61) that

|Y1| ≤C
(∫

R
|Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ |dξ
)1/2(∫

R
|Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ |ϕ2dξ
)1/2

≤ C

√
δ̃2

√
GS̃2 ,

|Y2| ≤C
∫

|Ũ S̃2,−X
ξ |

(∣∣∣h− h̃− p(v)− p(Ṽ )

s̃2

∣∣∣+ |p(v)− p(Ṽ )|

+ |ϕξ|+
∣∣∣Ṽξ∣∣∣ |ϕ|+ |Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ |
∣∣∣Ṽ R̃1 − vm

∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣Ṽ R̃1
ξ

∣∣∣ )dξ
≤C

( δ̃2√
λ

√
G1 +

√
δ̃2

√
GS̃2 + δ̃2

√
D1 + δ̃2

√
GR̃1 + δ̃2δ̃1e

−Cδ̃2τ
)
,

where in the estimates of Y2, we have use the fact (as done in (4.55)):

|ψ| ≤
∣∣h− h̃

∣∣+ C
(
|ϕξ|+ |Ṽξ| · |ϕ|+ |Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ ||Ṽ R̃1 − vm|+ |Ṽ R̃1
ξ |

)
.

Thus,

|ẊY(z)| ≤ δ̃2
2
|Ẋ|2 + C

δ̃2
λ
G1 + CGS̃2 + Cδ̃2D1 + Cδ̃2G

R̃1 + Cδ̃2δ̃
2
1e

−Cδ̃2τ . (4.80)

Next, we will give the energy estimates of bad terms B(z). For B1,B2 and B3, using Lemma 2.1,
Lemma 2.2 and Young’s inequality, we have

|B1| ≤ CGS̃2 ,

|B2| ≤
∫
R
|ψξ| |ϕ|

(
|Ũ R̃1

ξ |+ |Ũ S̃2,−X
ξ |

)
dξ ≤ 1

8
E1 + Cδ̃1G

R̃1 + Cδ̃2G
S̃2 ,

|B3| ≤ C

∫
R
|ψξ| |σξ|2dξ ≤ C∥σξ∥L∞∥σξ∥L2E1/2

1 ≤ 1

4
E1 +

1

4
A1.
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For B4, using Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2 again, as done in (4.64), one gets

|F1| ≤ C
(∣∣Ũ R̃1

ξξ

∣∣+ |Ũ R̃1
ξ ||Ṽ R̃1

ξ |+ (|Ũ S̃2,−X
ξξ |+ |Ũ S̃2,−X

ξ ||Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ |)|Ṽ R̃1 − vm|

+|Ũ R̃1
ξ ||Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ |+ |Ṽ R̃1
ξ ||Ũ S̃2,−X

ξ |
)

(4.81)

≤ C
(∣∣Ũ R̃1

ξξ

∣∣+ ∣∣Ũ R̃1
ξ

∣∣2 + (|Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξξ |+ |Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ |2)|Ṽ R̃1 − vm|+ |Ṽ R̃1
ξ ||Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ |
)
,

which together with (4.66), using the same estimates as in (4.65) with (4.20) yields

|B4| ≤C
∫
R
|ψ|

(∣∣Ũ R̃1
ξξ

∣∣+ ∣∣Ũ R̃1
ξ

∣∣2)dξ
+ C

∫
R
|ψ|

(
|Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ ||Ṽ R̃1 − vm|+ |Ṽ R̃1
ξ ||Ṽ S̃2 − vm|+ |Ṽ R̃1

ξ ||Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ |

)
dξ

≤C∥ψ∥1/2
L2 ∥ψξ∥

1/2
L2

∥∥Ũ R̃1
ξξ

∥∥
L1 + C∥ψ∥L2

∥∥Ũ R̃1
ξ

∥∥2
L4 + CMδ̃1δ̃2e

−Cδ̃2τ

≤1

8
E1 +M2/3

∥∥Ũ R̃1
ξξ

∥∥ 4
3

L1 + CM
∥∥Ũ R̃1

ξ

∥∥2
L4 + CMδ̃1δ̃2e

−Cδ̃2τ .

For B5, by using Young’s inequality, one obtains

|B5| ≤ C∥σ∥L∞
(
∥σ∥2L2 + ∥σξ∥2L2

)
+ ∥σ∥L∞∥σξ∥L2∥ϕξ∥L2 + C

∥∥Ṽ X
ξ

∥∥
L∞∥σ∥L2∥σξ∥L2

≤ C(M + δ̃2 + δ̃1)
(
∥σ∥2L2 + ∥σξ∥2L2

)
+ CM∥ϕξ∥2L2

≤ 1

4
A1 + CM(D1 +GS̃2 +GR̃2).

Therefore, from the above estimates, we find that for some constant c1 > 0,

d

dτ

∫
R
η(z|z̃)dξ + 1

2
GR +

1

2
E1 +

1

2
A1

≤ δ̃2
2
|Ẋ|2 + C

δ̃2
λ
G1 + c1G

S + C(δ̃2 +M)D1 (4.82)

+M
2
3

∥∥Ũ R̃1
ξξ

∥∥ 4
3

L1 + CM
∥∥Ũ R̃1

ξ

∥∥2
L4 + CMδ̃1δ̃2e

−Cδ̃2τ .

Integrating the above inequality over [0, τ ] for any τ ≤ T , and using (4.71), one derives∫
R

(
ψ2

2
+
σ2

2
+Q(v|Ṽ )

)
dξ +

1

2

∫ τ

0

(
GR + E1 + A1

)
ds

≤
∫
R

(ψ2
0

2
+
σ20
2

+Q
(
v0
∣∣Ṽ (ξ, 0)

))
dξ + Cδ̃

1
3
1

+

∫ t

0

( δ̃2
2
|Ẋ|2 + C

δ̃2
λ
G1 + c1G

S + C(δ̃2 +M)D1

)
ds.

(4.83)

Therefore, multiplying (4.83) by the constant 1
2max{1,c1} , and then adding the result to (4.42),

together with the smallness of δ̃2/λ, δ̃2, δ̃1,M , we have

∥ϕ, ψ, h− h̃∥2L2(R) + ∥σ∥2H1(R) + δ̃2

∫ τ

0
|Ẋ|2ds

+

∫ τ

0

(
GR̃1 +GS̃2 +D1 + ∥ψξ∥2L2(R) + ∥σ∥2H2(R)

)
ds

≤ C(∥ϕ0, ψ0, (h− h̃)0∥2L2(R) + ∥σ0∥2H1(R)) + Cδ̃
1
3
1 ,

(4.84)

where we have used the fact that Q(v|Ṽ ) ∼ ϕ2 and ∥ψξ∥2L2 ∼ E1. At the end of the proof, the

energy estimate of ∥ϕξ∥L2(R) is established. By using the definition of h and h̃ in (4.26), one has

ψ − (h− h̃) = (u− Ũ)− (h− h̃) =
(
ln v − ln Ṽ S̃2,−X

)
ξ
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=

(
v − Ṽ S̃2,−X

)
ξ

v
+
Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ

(
Ṽ S̃2,−X − v

)
vṼ S̃2,−X

,

which yields

ϕξ =
(
v − Ṽ S̃2,−X

)
ξ
−
(
Ṽ − Ṽ S̃2,−X

)
ξ

= vψ − v(h− h̃) +
Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ

(
ϕ+ (Ṽ R̃1 − vm)

)
Ṽ S̃2,−X

− Ṽ R̃1
ξ ,

together with Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 4.1 implies

∥ϕξ∥2L2(R) ≤ C
(
∥ϕ, ψ, h− h̃∥2L2(R) + δ̃21

)
. (4.85)

As in (4.55), one deduces from Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 that

∥(h− h̃)(0)∥2L2(R) ≤ C
(∥∥ϕ0∥∥2H1(R) +

∥∥ψ0

∥∥2
L2(R) + δ̃21

∥∥Ṽ S̃2
ξ (0)

∥∥2
L2(R) +

∥∥Ṽ R̃1
ξ (0)

∥∥2
L2(R)

)
≤ C

(
∥ϕ0∥2H1(R) + ∥ψ0∥2L2(R) + δ̃21

)
. (4.86)

Hence, the combination of (4.84), (4.85) and (4.86) implies the desired estimate (4.72) and the
proof of Lemma 4.4 is completed.

4.4 Higher order energy estimates

The purpose of this section is to derive the higher order energy estimation of the solution
for the system (4.18)-(4.19) after the shock waves interaction in the same group.

Lemma 4.5. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 4.1, there exist C1, C > 0 (independent of
δ0,M, T ) such that for all t ∈ (0, T ],

∥ϕ, ψ, σ∥2H1(R) + δ̃2

∫ τ

0
|Ẋ|2ds+

∫ τ

0

(
GS̃2 +GR̃1 +D1 + ∥ψξ∥2H1 + ∥σ∥2H2

)
ds

≤ C∥ϕ0, ψ0, σ0∥2H1(R) + Cδ̃
1
3
1 ,

(4.87)

where GS̃2 , D1 are as in (4.43), and GR̃1 are as in (4.73).

Proof. Multiplying the system (4.18)2 by −ψξξ and integrating the result with respect to ξ
over R, one has

d

dτ

(∫
R

|ψξ|2

2
dξ

)
+

∫
R

1

v
|ψξξ|2 dξ

= −Ẋ(t)

∫
R
Ũ S̃2,−X
ξ ψξξdξ +

∫
R
(p(v)− p(Ṽ ))ξψξξdξ +

∫
R

ψξ(ϕξ + Ṽξ)

v2
ψξξdξ

−
∫
R

( Ũξϕ

vṼ

)
ξ
ψξξdξ +

∫
R
(F1 + F2)ψξξdξ −

1

8

∫
R

( σ2ξ
(σ + 1)v

)
ξ
ψξξdξ

def
===

6∑
i=1

Ji.

(4.88)
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First, by using Young’s inequality, Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2 and (4.20), one has

|J1| ≤ |Ẋ|δ̃22
∫
R
e−Cδ̃2|ξ−X| |ψξξ| dξ,

≤ δ̃2
2
|Ẋ|2 + Cδ̃32

∫
R

1

v
|ψξξ|2 dξ ≤

δ̃2
2
|Ẋ|2 + 1

12

∫
R

1

v
|ψξξ|2 dξ,

|J2| ≤
1

12

∫
R

1

v
|ψξξ|2 dξ + CD1,

|J3| ≤ ∥ϕξ∥L2(R) ∥ψξ∥L∞(R)
∥∥ψξξ

∥∥
L2(R) +

∥∥Ṽξ∥∥L∞(R) ∥ψξ∥L2(R) ∥ψξξ∥L2(R)

≤ CM ∥ψξ∥
1
2

L2(R) ∥ψξξ∥
1
2

L2(R) ∥ψξξ∥L2(R) + C
(
δ̃2 + δ̃1

)
∥ψξ∥L2(R) ∥ψξξ∥L2(R)

≤ 1

12

∫
R

1

v
|ψξξ|2 dξ + C

(
M + δ̃2 + δ̃1

)
∥ψξ∥2L2(R) ,

|J4| ≤ C

∫
R

(
|Ũ S̃2

ξ |+ |Ũ R̃1
ξ |

)
(|ϕ|+ |ϕξ|) |ψξξ| dξ

≤ 1

12

∫
R

1

v
|ψξξ|2 dξ + C

(
δ̃2 + δ̃1

)(
GS̃2 +GR̃1 +D1

)
.

By using (4.66), (4.81) and Lemma 4.3, a straightforward computation yields

|J5| ≤ C ∥ψξξ∥L2(R) ·
∥∥∥∣∣Ũ R̃1

ξξ

∣∣+ ∣∣Ũ R̃1
ξ

∣∣2 + (
|Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξξ |+ |Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ |2

)∣∣Ṽ R̃1 − vm
∣∣

+ |Ṽ R̃1
ξ ||Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ |
∥∥∥
L2(R)

≤ 1

12

∫
R

1

v
|ψξξ|2 dξ + C

∥∥Ũ R̃1
ξξ

∥∥2
L2(R) + C

∥∥Ũ R̃1
ξ

∥∥4
L4(R) + Cδ̃1δ̃

3
2
2 e

−cδ̃2τ .

For J6, by using Young’s inequality, one gets

|J6| ≤ C

∫
R

(
|σξσξξ|+ |σξ|3 + |σξ|2|ϕξ|+ |σξ|2|Ṽξ|

)
|ψξξ| dξ

≤ 1

12

∫
R

1

v
|ψξξ|2 dξ + CM

(
∥σξ∥2H1(R) +GS̃2 +GR̃1 +D1

)
.

Therefore, for some c2 > 0, one obtains

1

2

d

dt

∫
R
ψ2
ξdξ +

1

2

∫
R

1

v
|ψξξ|2 dξ

≤ δ̃2
2
|Ẋ|2 + c2D1 + C

(
M + δ̃2 + δ̃1

)(
GS̃2 +GR̃1 + ∥ψξ∥2L2(R) + ∥σξ∥2H1(R)

)
+ C

∥∥Ũ R̃1
ξξ

∥∥2
L2(R) + C

∥∥Ũ R̃1
ξ

∥∥4
L4(R) + Cδ̃1δ̃

3
2
2 e

−cδ̃2τ .

Integrating the above estimate over [0, τ ] for any τ ≤ T , one has

1

2

∫
R
ψ2
ξdξ +

1

2

∫ τ

0

∫
R

1

v
|ψξξ|2 dξds

≤ 1

2

∫
R
ψ2
0ξdξ + Cδ̃1 +

∫ τ

0

( δ̃2
2
|Ẋ|2 + c2D)ds

+ C(M + δ̃2 + δ̃1)

∫ τ

0
(GS̃2 +GR̃1 + ∥ψξ∥2L2(R) + ∥σξ∥2H1(R))ds,

(4.89)

where the Lemma 3.2 is used to get∫ ∞

0

∥∥Ũ R̃1
ξξ

∥∥2
L2(R)ds ≤ Cδ̃1,

∫ ∞

0

∥∥Ũ R̃1
ξ

∥∥4
L4(R)ds ≤ Cδ̃31 . (4.90)
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Multiplying (4.89) by the constant 1
2max(1,c2)

, and then adding the result to (4.72), together

with the smallness of M, δ̃2, δ̃1, we have

∥ϕ, ψ, σ∥2H1(R) + δ̃2

∫ τ

0
|Ẋ|2ds+

∫ τ

0

(
GR̃1 +GS̃2 +D1 + ∥ψξ∥2H1(R) + ∥σ∥2H2(R)

)
ds

≤ C∥ϕ0, ψ0, σ0∥2H1(R) + Cδ̃
1
3
1 ,

and thus the proof of Lemma 4.5 is finished.

Lemma 4.6. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 4.1, there exists C > 0 (independent of
δ0,M, T ) such that for all τ ∈ (0, T ],

∥(ϕ, σ)∥2H2(R) + ∥ψ∥2H1(R) + δ̃2

∫ τ

0
|Ẋ|2ds

+

∫ t

0

(
GR̃1 +GS̃2 +D1 + ∥ϕξξ∥2L2(R) + ∥ψξ∥2H1 + ∥σ∥2H3(R)

)
ds

≤ C(∥ϕ0, σ0∥2H2 + ∥ψ0∥2H1) + Cδ̃
1
3
1 .

(4.91)

Proof. Differentiating the system (4.18)2 with respect to ξ yields

(ψξ

v

)
ξξ

= ψτξ − s̃2ψξξ +
(
p(v)− p(Ṽ )

)
ξξ

+
(ϕŨξ

vṼ

)
ξξ

+
1

8

( σ2ξ
(σ+1)v2

)
ξξ

− Ẋ(τ)Ũ S̃2,−X
ξξ + F1ξ + F2ξ.

(4.92)

By using (4.18)1, one has the following fact(
ψξ

v

)
ξξ

=

(
ϕτ
v

)
ξξ

− s̃2

(
ϕξ
v

)
ξξ

− Ẋ(τ)
( Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ

v

)
ξξ

=

(
ϕξξ
v

)
τ

+
ϕξξvτ − 2ϕξτvξ − ϕτvξξ

v2
+

2ϕτv
2
ξ

v3
− s̃2

(
ϕξ
v

)
ξξ

− Ẋ(τ)
( Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ

v

)
ξξ
,

which together with (4.92) implies(
ϕξξ
v

)
τ

=−
ϕξξṼτ − 2ϕξτvξ − ϕτ Ṽξξ

v2
−

2ϕτv
2
ξ

v3
+ s̃2

(
ϕξ
v

)
ξξ

+ Ẋ(τ)
( Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ

v
− Ũ S̃2,−X

)
ξξ

+ ψτξ − s̃2ψξξ +
(
p(v)− p(Ṽ )

)
ξξ

+
(ϕŨξ

vṼ

)
ξξ

+
1

8

( σ2ξ
(σ+1)v2

)
ξξ

+ F1ξ + F2ξ.

Multiplying the above equation by
ϕξξ

v , integrating the resulting equality by parts, one obtains

d

dτ

∫
R

∣∣ϕξξ
v

∣∣2dξ = Ẋ(τ)I0 +

6∑
i=1

Ii, (4.93)

where

I0 =

∫
R

( Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ

v
− Ũ S̃2,−X

)
ξξ

ϕξξ
v
dξ, I1 = −

∫
R

(ϕξξṼτ − 2ϕξτvξ − ϕτ Ṽξξ
v2

+
2ϕτv

2
ξ

v3

)ϕξξ
v
dξ,

I2 =

∫
R
σ

(
ϕξ
v

)
ξξ

ϕξξ
v
dξ, I3 =

∫
R
(ψτξ − σψξξ)

ϕξξ
v
dξ, I4 =

∫
R

(
p(v)−p(Ṽ )

)
ξξ

ϕξξ
v
dξ,

I5 =

∫
R

(ϕŨξ

vṼ

)
ξξ

ϕξξ
v
dξ, I6 =

∫
R

( σ2ξ
8(σ+1)v2

)
ξξ

ϕξξ
v
dξ, I7 =

∫
R

(
F1ξ + F2ξ

)ϕξξ
v
dξ.
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Observing that(
p(v)− p(Ṽ )

)
ξξ

= p′(v)ϕξξ + (p′(v)− p′(Ṽ ))Ṽξξ + p′′(v)v2ξ − p′′(Ṽ )Ṽ 2
ξ ,

one gets

I4 = −
∫
R

−p′(v)
v

|ϕξξ|2dξ︸ ︷︷ ︸
D2

+

∫
R

(
(p′(v)− p′(Ṽ ))Ṽξξ + p′′(v)v2ξ − p′′(Ṽ )Ṽ 2

ξ

)ϕξξ
v
dξ︸ ︷︷ ︸

I4

,

where p′(v) < 0 and D2 is the good term which can used to control the other terms. Now we
start with the estimate for I0. Noting that

( Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ

v

)
ξξ

ϕξξ
v

=
( Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξξξ

v
−

2Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξξ vξ

v2
−
Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ (ϕξξ + Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξξ )

v2
+

2Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ v2ξ
v3

)ϕξξ
v
,

by using (4.23), Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, one has

I0 = −
∫
R

Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ

v2
|ϕξξ|2dξ

+

∫
R

( Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξξξ

v
−

2Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξξ vξ

v2
−
Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξξ

v2
+

2Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ v2ξ
v3

− Ũ S̃2,−X
ξξ

)ϕξξ
v
dξ

≤ Cδ̃22D2 + Cδ̃2
(
δ̃2 + δ̃1 +M

1
2
)
D

1
2
2 ,

which together with (4.25) yields

Ẋ(τ)I0 ≤ C
(
δ̃2 + δ̃1 +M

1
2
)
D2 +

δ̃2
2
|Ẋ|2 ≤ 1

16
D2 +

δ̃2
6
|Ẋ|2. (4.94)

From (4.12)1, (4.18)1, Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2 and (4.23), one obtains

I1 ≤ C

∫
R

(
(|Ṽt|+ |vξ|)|ϕξξ|2 + |vξ||ψξξ||ϕξξ|+ (|Ṽξ|+|vξ|2)(|ϕξ|+|ψξ|)|ϕξξ|

)
dξ

+ C

∫
R
|Ẋ|

(
|Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξξ |+ |Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ ||Ṽξξ|+ |Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ ||vξ|2
)
|ϕξξ|dξ

≤ C
(
δ̃2 + δ̃1 +M

1
2
)(
D2 + ∥ψξξ∥2L2(R) + ∥ϕξ∥2L2(R)

)
+
δ̃2
4
|Ẋ|2

≤ 1

16
D2 +

δ̃2
6
|Ẋ|2 + C

(
δ̃2 + δ̃1 +M

1
2
)(
∥ψξξ∥2L2(R) +GR̃1 +GS̃2 +D1

)
,

(4.95)

where the following facts are used here

|Ṽτ | ≤ C
(
|Ṽξ|+ |Ũξ|+ |ẊṼ S̃2,−X

ξ |
)
≤ C(δ̃2 + δ̃1),

ψτξ = s̃2ϕξξ + ψξξ + ẊṼ S̃2,−X
ξξ .

(4.96)

Similarly, a straightforward computation yields

I2 =

∫
R
s̃2

(ϕξξ
v

)
ξ

ϕξξ
v
dξ︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

−
∫
R
σ
(ϕξvξ
v2

)
ξ

ϕξξ
v
dξ

≤
∫
R
|vξ||ϕξξ|2dξ +

∫
R
(|Ṽξξ|+ |vξ|2)|ϕξ||ϕξξ|dξ

≤ C
(
δ̃2 + δ̃1 +M

1
2
)
(D2 + ∥ϕξ∥2L2)

≤ 1

16
D2 + C(δ̃2 + δ̃1 +M

1
2 )
(
GR̃1 +GS̃2 +D1

)
.

(4.97)
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For I3, by using (4.96) (as done in (4.95)), one gets

I3 =

∫
R
(ψτξ − s̃2ψξξ)

ϕξξ
v
dξ,

=
d

dτ

∫
R

ψξϕξξ
v

dξ −
∫
R
ψξ

(
ϕξξ
v

)
τ

dξ −
∫
R
s̃2ψξξ

ϕξξ
v
dξ,

=
d

dτ

∫
R

ψξϕξξ
v

dξ +

∫
R

(
ψξ

v

)
ξ

ϕτξdξ +

∫
R

ψξϕξξ
v

(
ϕτ + Ṽτ

)
dξ −

∫
R
s̃2ψξξ

ϕξξ
v
dξ,

≤ d

dτ

∫
R

ψξϕξξ
v

dξ +
1

16
D2 +

δ̃2
6
|Ẋ|2 + C∥ψξ∥2H1(R).

(4.98)

and for I4, observing that(
p′(v)− p′(Ṽ )

)
Ṽξξ + p′′(v)v2ξ − p′′(Ṽ )Ṽ 2

ξ = p′′(v1)ϕṼξξ + p′′(v)ϕ2ξ + p′′′(v2)ϕṼ
2
ξ ,

where v1, v2 are constants between v and Ṽ . This together with Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2
yields

I4 ≤ C

∫
R
|ϕξ|2|ϕξξ|dξ + C

∫
R
|ϕ|

(
|Ṽξξ|+ |Ṽξ|2

)
|ϕξξ|dξ

≤ 1

16
D2 + C(δ̃2 + δ̃1 +M

1
2 )(GR̃1 +GS̃2 +D1).

(4.99)

Similarly, one gets

I5 ≤ C

∫
R

(
|Ũξ||ϕξξ|2 + |ϕξ|

(
|Ũξξ|+ |Ṽξ||Ũξ|

)
|ϕξξ|+ |ϕ||Ũξ||Ṽξξ||ϕξξ|

)
dξ

≤ 1

16
D2 + C(δ̃2 + δ̃1 +M

1
2 )
(
GR̃1 +GS̃2 +D1

)
.

(4.100)

For I6, by (4.23), Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, a straightforward computation yields

I6 ≤ C

∫
R
|σξ|2|ϕξξ|2dξ + C

∫
R
|σξ|(|σξ|+ |σξξξ|)|ϕξξ|dξ + C

∫
R
|σξξ|2|ϕξ|2dξ

+ C

∫
R
|σξξ||σξξξ||ϕξ|dξ + C

∫
R
|σξξ|2|σξ||ϕξ|dξ

≤ 1

16
D2 + CM

1
2 ∥σξξ∥2H1(R).

(4.101)

Finally, as the definition of (4.13) and straight calculation, one obtains

F1ξ =
(( Ũ S̃2,−X

ξ

Ṽ S̃2,−X

)
ξ
−
( Ũξ

Ṽ

)
ξ

)
ξ

=
( Ũ S̃2,−X

ξξ − Ũξξ

Ṽ S̃2,−X
+
( 1

Ṽ S̃2,−X
− 1

Ṽ

)
Ũξξ

+ ŨξṼξ

( 1

Ṽ 2
− 1(

Ṽ S̃2,−X
)2)+

ŨξṼξ − Ũ S̃2,−X
ξ Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ(
Ṽ S̃2,−X

)2 )
ξ

=
( Ũ R̃1

ξξ

Ṽ S̃2,−X
+

(Ṽ R̃1 − vm)Ũξξ

Ṽ Ṽ S̃2,−X

−
ŨξṼξ

(
Ṽ + Ṽ S̃2,−X

)(
Ṽ R̃1 − vm

)
Ṽ 2

(
Ṽ S̃2,−X

)2 +
ŨξṼ

R̃1
ξ + Ũ R̃1

ξ Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ(

Ṽ S̃2,−X
)2 )

ξ

≤ C
(
|Ũ R̃1

ξξ |+ |Ṽ R̃1
ξξ |+ |Ũ R̃1

ξξξ|+ |Ṽ R̃1 − vm||Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ |+ |Ṽ R̃1

ξ |2 + |Ũ R̃1
ξ |2

)
,
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and

F2ξ =
(
p(Ṽ )− p

(
Ṽ R̃1

)
− p

(
Ṽ S̃2,−X

))
ξξ

=
((
p′(Ṽ )− p′

(
Ṽ R̃1

))
Ṽ R̃1
ξ +

(
p′(Ṽ )− p′

(
Ṽ S̃2,−X

))
Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ

)
ξ

≤ C
(
|Ṽ R̃1

ξξ |+ |Ṽ R̃1
ξ |2 + |Ṽ R̃1

ξ ||Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ |+ |Ṽ R̃1 − vm||Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ |
)
,

which yields that

I7 ≤ C

∫
R̃⊮

(
|Ṽ R̃1

ξξ |+ |Ṽ R̃1
ξ |2 + |Ṽ R̃1

ξ ||Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ |+ |Ṽ R̃1 − vm||Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ |
)
ϕξξdξ

≤ 1

16
D2 + C

(
∥Ṽ R̃1

ξξ ∥2L2(R) + ∥Ṽ R̃1
ξ ∥4L4(R)

)
+ Cδ̃1δ̃

3
2
2 e

−Cδ̃2τ .

(4.102)

Combining (4.94)-(4.102) with (4.93), one has

d

dτ

∫
R

∣∣ϕξξ
v

∣∣2dξ + 1

2
D2 ≤

d

dt

∫
R

ψξϕξξ
v

dξ +
δ̃2
2
|Ẋ|2+C∥ψξ∥2H1(R)

+C
(
δ̃2 + δ̃1 +M

1
2
)(
GS̃2 +GR̃1 +D1 + ∥σξξ∥2H1

)
+ C

∥∥Ũ R̃1
ξξ

∥∥2
L2(R) + C

∥∥Ũ R̃1
ξ

∥∥4
L4(R) + Cδ̃1δ̃

3
2
2 e

−cδ̃2τ .

(4.103)

Differentiating (4.18)3 with respect to ξ twice, multiplying the resulting by σξξ, and integrating
that inequality by part, one gets

1

2

d

dτ

(∫
R
|σξξ|2dξ

)
+

∫
R
|σξξξ|2dξ +

∫
R
2v|σξξ|2dξ

=

∫
R

(
2vσ2 +

σξvξ
v

+
σ2ξ

2(σ + 1)

)
ξ
σξξξdξ − 2

∫
R
(vξξσσξξ + 2vξσξσξξ)dξ

≤ 1

2
∥σξξξ∥2 + Cϵ

1
2
1

(
D2 + ∥σ∥2H3(R)

)
,

which implies

1

2

d

dτ

(∫
R
|σξξ|2dξ

)
+

1

2
∥σξξξ∥2 +

∫
R
2v|σξξ|2dξ ≤ Cϵ

1
2
1

(
D2 + ∥σ∥2H3(R)

)
. (4.104)

Adding (4.103) to (4.104) and integrating the resulting over [0, τ ] for any τ ≤ T , using (4.90),
we have that for some c3 > 0,∫

R

(∣∣ϕξξ
v

∣∣2 + 1

2
|σξξ|2

)
dξ +

1

2

∫ τ

0
(D2 + ∥σξξ∥2H1(R))ds

≤ C

∫
R

(∣∣ϕ0ξξ
v0

∣∣2 + 1

2
|σ0ξξ|2 + |ψ0ξ|2

)
dξ +

∫ τ

0

( δ̃2
2
|Ẋ|2 + c3∥ψξ∥2H1(R)

+C(δ̃2 + δ̃1 +M
1
2 )(GS̃2 +GR̃1 +D1 + D2 + ∥σ∥2H3(R))

)
ds.

(4.105)

Multiplying the above estimate by the constant 1
2max(1,c3)

, and then adding the result to (4.87),

together with the smallness of M, δ̃2, δ̃1, one obtains

∥(ϕ, σ)∥2H2(R)+∥ψ∥2H1(R) + δ̃2

∫ τ

0
|Ẋ|2ds

+

∫ τ

0

(
GR̃1 +GS̃2 +D1 + ∥ϕξξ∥2L2(R) + ∥ψξ∥2H1(R) + ∥σ∥2H3(R)

)
ds

≤ C(∥ϕ0, σ0∥2H2(R) + ∥ψ0∥2H1(R)) + Cδ̃
1
3
1 ,

and the proof of Lemma 4.6 is completed.
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Proof of Proposition 4.1. Combining with Lemmas 4.4-4.6, Lemma 4.1 and the following
estimates ∫

R

(
|Ṽ S̃2,−X

ξ |+ |Ũ R̃1
ξ |

)
ϕ2dξ ≤ C

(
GS̃2 +GR̃1

)
,

the desired estimate (4.26) is obtained. Thus the proof of Proposition 4.1 is completed.

4.5 The proof of Theorem 4.1

With all the a priori estimates in Subsection 2-4 at hand, we are going to prove the main
theorems in this subsection. By (4.17), Theorem 4.1 can be deduced immediately from Lemma
2.1. Moreover, using a natural scaling argument (2.1), we reduce the proof of Theorem 1.1 from
the nonlinear asymptotic stability analysis of composite wave in Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. In order to prove the global existence of the solutions to the problem
(4.18)-(4.19), we employ the standard continuation argument based on a local existence theorem
and the a priori estimates. Once Proposition 4.1 is obtained, similar to [22], we employ the
standard continuation argument to extend the local solution to a global one. Therefore, to
complete the proof of Theorem 4.1, we need only to investigate the large-time behavior for the
solution (ϕ, ψ, σ) of system (4.18). First, we define a function g on (0,+∞) by

g(τ)
def
=== ∥(ϕ, ψ, σ)ξ∥2L2(R).

The main aim is to show the following estimate∫ ∞

0
(|g(τ)|+ |g′(τ)|)dτ <∞. (4.106)

Using (4.91), one can easily get ∫ ∞

0
|g(τ)|dτ <∞. (4.107)

Using (4.87), (4.91) and (4.18), one has∫ ∞

0
|g′(τ)|dt =

∫ ∞

0
2
∣∣∣ ∫

R

(
ϕξϕτξ + ψξψτξ + σξστξ

)
dξ

∣∣∣dτ
≤ 2

∫ ∞

0

∫
R
|ϕξξϕτ + ψξξψτ + σξξστ | dξdτ

≤ C

∫ ∞

0

(
∥ϕ, ψ, σ∥2H2(R) + δ̃2Ẋ

2 + |D1|
)
dτ + C

∫ ∞

0

∫
R

(
F 2
1 + F 2

2 +
(uξ
v

−
Ũξ

Ṽ

)2
ξ

)
dξdτ

≤ C

∫ ∞

0

(
∥ϕ, ψ, σ∥2H2(R) + δ̃2Ẋ

2 + |D1|+ |GS̃2 |+ |GR̃1 |
)
dτ

+ C

∫ ∞

0

∥∥∥(Ũ R̃1
ξ )2 + |Ũ R̃1

ξξ |+ |Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ | · |Ṽ R̃1 − vm|+ |Ṽ R̃1

ξ ||Ṽ S̃2,−X
ξ |

∥∥∥2
L2(R)

dτ

≤ C.

Thus, the above estimates with (4.107), we get (4.106). Therefore, one obtains

lim
τ→+∞

∥ (ϕ, ψ, σ)ξ ∥L2(R) = 0, (4.108)

this along with interpolation inequality implies

lim
τ→+∞

∥(ϕ, ψ, σ)∥L∞(R) = 0, (4.109)
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which together with (4.25) yields

lim
τ→+∞

sup
ξ∈R

|(ϕ, ψ, σ)(ξ, τ)| = 0, lim
τ→+∞

|Ẋ(τ)| = 0. (4.110)

and the proof of Theorem 4.1 is completed.

Finally,Theorems 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are directly derived from Theorem 3.1 and Theorem
4.2, and the proof of the main conclusions in this paper is completed.
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