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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
[ pi + div(pu) = 0,
(pu); + div(pu ® u) — v(e)Au — (v(e) + A(e)) Vdivu + Vp(p)
= div(n(;)VX -V ® Vx), (1.1)

(px)t + div(pxu) = —Lg(e)p,
pre = p(x* = x) — n(e)Ax,

where u is the fluid velocity, p the density and x the concentration difference of the immiscible
two-phase flow. V, div, and A represent the gradient operator, the divergence operator and the
Laplace operator respectively, ¢ the time and -; = %. The pressure p is assumed to be a function
of p given by

p=p’, v>1 the adiabatic exponent. (1.2)
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p is the chemical potential. v(e) and A(e) represents the viscosity coefficient for the immiscible
two-phase flow, n(e) represents the gradient energy coefficient related to the interfacial width,
and Lg(e) represents the phenomenological mobility coefficient related to the speed at which
the system approaches an equilibrium configuration, € > 0 is the parameter. Throughout this
paper, without loss of generality, we assume that these coefficients satisfy the following relation:

vie)~€, Ae)~e Lg(e) ~ %, n(e) ~ €. (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 x can be roughly
thought as an indicator function to distinguish between two fluids. The region with x = 1 refers
to the region where the first fluid is located, the region with y = —1 refers to the region where the
second fluid is located, and the region of —1 < x < 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

(&) A€) = ¢, Lale) = 2, ple) = . (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

vy — Uy = 0,

U 2 02
worre=(5), =5 (5.

1 v v (1.5)
Xt = _EU%

with the initial condition
(v, u,x)(2,0) = (v0, w0, X0)(2) 2222 (vg,uy, £1), z € R, (1.6)

where v is the specific volume defined by

and vy > 0,us in (1.6) are the given constants, satisfy the following conditions
u— > uyg, 0<v- <wg. (1.8)
Moreover, we assume that initial phase field y( satisfies the following physical assumption
—1<xo<1. (1.9)

As the parameter ¢ — 07, 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 —uf =0, in QF(t),
uf 4 p,(vF) =0, in QF(t), (1.10)
Xt = +1, in Q%(t),



where for fixed ¢t > 0, Q7 (t) are defined as
— def 4 def
O (t) — {xGRlx(x,t):—l}, Q7 (t) =— {xER’;dx,t)zl}

and
F(t) def

R\{Q (t)uQ* (@)}, measl'(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-Petzeltovd-Rocca-Schimperna [14] for the adiabatic
exponent of pressure v > 6, and this existence result was then generalized to v > 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 R? 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.



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 =0, (1.11)
(it ey

v

and the inviscid Navier-Stokes equations associated with the system (1.11) is as follows

{V}—Uzz(l

Ui+ p(V). =0, (1.12)

the eigenvalues of system (1.12) are

-/ - \/ < 0, X(V)=+-p(V)= \/’yp(vv) > 0. (1.13)

Given two incoming shocks denoted by Ss,, Sa, which all belongs to the second family shock
waves. Sa, is the 2-shock wave which connects (v*, u*) as the left state and (vy,uy) as the right
state with the speed s, > 0, while Sy, is the another 2-shock which connects (v_,u_) as the
left state and (v*,u*) as the right state with the speed s, > 0, and s9, > s2,. Because the
shock wave Sy, propagates faster than shock wave Sa,, the two shocks must interact at some
point Q(xg,tp) with ¢ > 0. After the interaction, two nonlinear waves will be generated in
opposite directions, that is, the outgoing rarefaction wave R1 and the outgoing shock wave S
are generated. In this case, the intermediate state between Ry and Sy is (U, ty,). It is important
to note that the intermediate states (v*,u*) and (v, uy,) 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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Figure 1: Figure of the interaction of shock waves in the same group

Euler system (1.12) is
(v_yu_), x <0,
(V,U)(x,0) =< (v*,u*), 0 <z <1, (1.14)
(4, ug), x>1,
where (v*,u*) satisfies
u— >ut > up, v- < vt <y, (1.15)
and is determined by the following R-H conditions (1.16)-(1.17)

82, (0" — o) = (uF —uo) =0,

{ — s, (u* —u_) + (p(v*) — p(v-)) =0, (1.16)
— 82 ('U-i- - U*) — (U+ — u*) =0,

{ — 89, (uy —u*) + (p(vy) — p(v¥)) =0, (1.17)

where so, and sy, represent the corresponding shock velocity, and satisfy the entropy condition
0< )\2(0+,U+) < 82, < )\Q(U*,u*) < 89, < )\g(v,,u,). (1.18)

So far, the 2-shock wave curves Sy, in a suitable neighbourhood O¢,_,,_) of (v—,u_) and Sz, in
a suitable neighbourhood O+ ,+) of (v*,u*) are defined as

def

S2, (U*a U*)

{(v,u) € O(vﬂuf)‘u =u_ —s9,(v—v_),v> v,}, (1.19)
{(v,u) € Oy u)

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

def

Sa, (V¥ u*)

u:u*—322(v—v*),v>v*}. (1.20)

52, 1
o, to) = , , 1.21
(o, t0) (321 b 522) (1.21)

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

(v_,u_), x < s9,t, t <tp,
(v*,u"), so,t < < sg.t+ 1, t <tp, (1.22)

(U+,U+), T > 322t+ 1, t < tp.
S

def

WV, U)(z,t)




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

(v_,u_), x < m,

(V,U) (=, t0) = { (1.23)

(v4,ut), T > 20
The outgoing 1-rarefaction wave curve R; (v_,u_) in a suitable neighbourhood O_u_y of
(v_,u_) is defined as

Rl (”U,, U,) def

{(v,u) S O(u,,u,)‘ U= U_ — /v A1(s)ds, v > U,},

vV—

and the corresponding Lipschitz continuous 1-rarefaction wave (v", u")(z,t) = (v, u")(5=2) of
the Riemann problem (1.12) is given explicitly by

T

A (") = w, u =u_ —/ A1(s)ds, (1.24)

where w"(x,t) has the following expression

AM(vo), z—x0 <w_(t —tp),

”;:foo, w_(t —to) < & — x0 < w(t — to), (1.25)
M (), = —x0 > w(t —to).

w'(x,t) =

(U, U is the intermediate state between R; and Sy can be determined by (1.24), (1.28). To
be clear here, w"(z,t) is actually satisfies the following Riemann problem of inviscid Burgers
equation
w + ww, = 0,
—=M(vo), < o, 1.2
W, to) = wh(x) = {w 1(v-), @ <o (1.26)

Wy = M (v), x> 0.

On the other hand, the outgoing 2-shock wave curve Sy in a suitable neighbourhood O(
of (U, Up,) is defined as

Um,,Um,)

S (Vi U ) el {(U, u) € O(wmum)‘u = U, — S2(V — V), Aa(v,u) < )\g(vm,um)}, (1.27)

where the shock speed 55 satisfies the following R-H condition

{ — 82(v4 = vm) = (ug — um) =0, (1.28)
— Sa(uy — um) + (p(vy) — p(vm)) =0,
and the entropy condition
0 < Aa(vy,ut) < $2 < A2(Vmy Un), (1.29)
So is uniquely determined by (1.28) and satisfies
Gy = /AL TP ) 4 By = plo) + B, by = (s +us) (130)

Vy — Um

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

(v—,u-), ) r— w0 < A (v_)(t —to),
AL (") r— 2
A‘l’",_—/ M(s)ds), A(vo) < 0 < A (vm),
V.U () 2L (@ = [ M) M) <G < 0om) (1.31)
T—To _ .
(Umaum)7 Al(vm)< ¢t < 59,
— 1o
(U+,U+), x—x0>§2(t—t0),




Setting
61 = max {|v* —v_|, |u* —u_|}, g = max {|vy — v*|, luy — u*|}, (1.32)

be the strengths for the two incoming shocks of the same family, and letting
Slzmax{|vm7v,|,]um7u7|}, 52:max{|v+fvm|,]u+7um|}, (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)

51 =0 + 0(1)5152, 52 =09 + 0(1)5152 (134)

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

integrable, with the norm || f| = fR If|>)2. HYR)(I > 0) denotes the Sobolev space of L2-
functions f on R whose derivatives & f,j = 1, - - are L? functions too, with the norm || f|| ®) =

l j 1
(ijo 102 f11%)=.

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*) € Sz, (v—,u_), (v4,u4) € Sa,(v*, u"),
(Vs ) € Ri(v_,u_) and (vy,uy) € So(Um,um). Let vo,up, xo be the initial data of the
compressible NSAC' system (1.5) satisfies the well-prepared initial data (2.15) in Section 2,
xo € H2(R), (V,U) is the superposition of two incoming viscous shock waves given by (3.1),
(v",u") and (V52,U52) are the outgoing rarefaction wave and viscous shock wave given by (1.24)
and (2.13) respectively, for fized €, there exist positive constants oy and My such that

91 + 62 < do, Ixo0zll2 + [Ixg — 1] < Mo, (1.35)

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

x?—1€C([0,+00); H*(R)) N L* ([0, +00); H*(R)), —1<x <1,
and before the interaction time tg,

(w—V,u—-U) € C([O,to);HQ(R)),
(v=V) e L?([0,to); H*(R)), (u—U) e L ([0,t0); H*(R)),

after the interaction time tg,
v(z,t) — (v”(
u(zx,t) — (u”(

wa — U2 (2 — w0 — 8a(t — to) — X(t — t0)) € L ([to, +00); L*(R))

T — X
t—to
Tr — X

+VS2 (x—l'o — 89 t—to) X(t—to)) —’Um) C([to,—l—oo) Hl(R))

t—to +US2(:E—330—52 (t —to) — X(t — to)) —um> € C([to, +00); H'(R)),

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

T %0 752 (1 _ 3o(t — — — — ‘ =
tilinooiléﬁ v(z,t) <v (t—to )+ V22 (@ — zo — 52(t — to) — X(t — to)) vm> 0,
lim sup |u(z,t) — (u”(x_xo) —i—ﬁgz(x—:vg — 5(t —to) — X(t — tg)) —um)’ =0,
l—=+00 1R t— 0
1 — 1= 1 =0.
Jm s =1 =0 i [ 5X(0] =0



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, uy), (v*,u*)
and (Vg um) satisfy (v*,u*) € Sa, (v_,u_), (vi,us) € So,(v*,u*), (Vm,Um) € Ri(v_,u_) and
(V4 uy) € So(Vm, tm). Let vo, ug, xo be the initial data of the compressible NSAC system (1.5)
satisfies the well-prepared initial data (2.15) in Section 2, xo € H?(R), (V,U) be the entropy
solution of system (1.12) given by (1.22) and (1.31), there exist positive constants g and My
such that

01482 <o, Ixg— 1l < Mo, (1.36)
then the system (1.5)-(1.6) admits a family smooth solution (v¢,u, x¢) for any € > 0. Moreover,
before the interaction time t = tgy, it holds that

lim Hv6 —V,ut —U, (x°)

e—0F

2

— Ul poomy =0, (1.37)
where S = {(z,t)||x — so,t] > <, |w — s9,t — 1| > ¢, 0 < ¢ < tg— <} for any positive constant
¢ > 0. After the interaction time to, it holds that

lim [Jo* = V,u U, (x)* =1 ooz = 0. (1.38)

e—0t
where Lz = {(z,t)||(x — m0) — S2(t — t0)| =<, S <t —to} for any positive constant < > 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 remowval of the neighborhood near the interface and the interaction, and this constraint is
necessary, although the scale ¢,< can be small enough.

Remark 1.6. The assumption lirin Xo = £1 in (1.6) means that the initial phase field of the
T—rL 00

immiscible two-phase flow is in a different phase state at a distance, this assumption can also
be set more generally as lim X(2) =1.
r—+00

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



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 = tp (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 (¢) 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

- t—t
y=2"20 ;= 0 (2.1)

€ €

and introducing the following new variable
w=x?2, (2.2)
then the original system (1.5) is reformulated into the form

Uy — Uy = 0,

2
— @) _ 1(&)
ur +p(v)y ( v/y 8\wv?/y (2.3)
= _9 ( _ 1) + (ﬂ) — i;
wr = —20(w w ol T 2

Now we begin to construct the viscous shock waves before 7 = 0, that is, considering the Navier-
Stokes equations (1.11). The left 2-viscous incoming shock wave (V521 U%21)(y — s9,7) 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

B 521‘/5521 . U€SQl -0,
U
Sz Say (€
— s, U +pe(V71) = (V521 )5, (2.4)
lim (V52,U%1) = (v_,u_), lim (Vo U%) = (v*,u*),
{—+—00 {—+oo



where ¢ = digv and £ = y — sg,7. To fix the viscous shock wave, setting

V() = =, (2.5)
then by using (2.4); and (1.16), one has
1 _ *
US2.(0) = u_ — 83, (V51 (0) = v) = u_ = S0, (" —v-) = % (2.6)

Similarly, the right 2-viscous incoming shock wave which connects (v*,u*) on the left and
(v4,u4) on the right satisfies

Sa, Sa,

—822V£ _U§ :O’
S U§SQ2
2
— 50, U. 2 4+ p(Vo2) = (V522>5’ 27
; Sa 525\ () % : Sa S25) —
lim (V°2 U°22) = (v*u*), lim (V°2,U°22) = (v, uy).
§——o0 E—+o0

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

vy +v* u+—|-u*)
)

(VSQQ ’ U522 )(0) — ( 5 ’ 5

(2.8)
where ¢ = d%, and £ =y — 59,7

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 (V/1, U%1)(y, 1) to the problem (1.5) which connecting
(v—,u_) on the left and (v, un,) on the right, it can be expressed by the following formula

(v—,u_), y < A\i(v)T,
o o 1/ r
(VB TR (y, ) = <)\f1(wz),u, _ Al(s)d5>, MOT <y < M(vn)r (29)
(Uma Um)a >\1 (Um)T <y< 89T,

where wj (y, ) is the smooth solution of the following Burgers equation

wy + wwy = 0,

y Wy, + W Wy, — W y (2.10)
w(y,0) = we(y) = w(z) = 5 + 5 tanh 7
with w_ = Aj(v=) < wy = Ai(vy) < 0, £ > 0 is a small parameter to be determined. As is

well-known, the approximate outgoing rarefaction wave (VRI, U Rl) has the following properties
(see Matsumura-Nishihara [28]):

Lemma 2.1. The approzimate rarefaction waves (V' UF)(y, 7) which be constructed in (2.9)
have the following properties:

i) Ufl >0, forye R, 7> 0.

i1) For any 1 < q < 400, the following estimates holds,

(VR TR, |y < Cmin {31743, 67770,

H(Vﬁil’ Uél)yyHLq(R) < Cmin {51€_2+é7[1+é7_1}7

where &, = |vm —v_| is the rarefaction wave strength and the positive constant C' depending only
on q.
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iti) If y > Ai(vm)T, then

(VR TR = (0 un)| < C8FreH0,
FR1 7R P ly=A1 (vm)7
OF (VR TF) — (0, )| < %531(7%7;@ .

iv) There exist positive constants C and {y such that for £ € (0,€y) and 7 >0

C

sup [(VF4, 07 (y,7) = (" u™) ()] < = [¢In(1 +7) + o] Ine]],

yeER T

(VR Oy, 7) — (o, ) ()| < Cdye.

-
On the other hand, the 2-viscous outgoing shock wave which connecting (v, u,,) on the left
and (v, u™) on the right satisfies
—5V2 - U2 =0,
~ 52

- e U,
~5U + pe(V) = <ﬁ)€ (2.11)
lim (V52,0%) = (v, ), lim (V2,0%) = (vp,uy),
E——o0 §—+o0

with the following constraint:

Vg + U Ut + U

(752, 052)(0) = (1, T

), (2.12)

where -¢ = d%, and £ = y — §o7. 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 Cy, C and co such that
(V321 —*, U — u*)‘ < Cydre=codtly=s 7l g s, 7, 0> 7 > —tg/e,
(V521 —v_, U — u_)‘ < Cobpe—cotly=s2, 7| y < s9,7, 0>72>—ty/e,
(VSQ2 —v*, U2 — *)‘ < CybpeCc002ly=s2,7 Yy < 89,7, 0>7 > —1y/e,
(V22 —y U522 — u+)‘ < Cybpe~ 0025271 4 S2,7, 0> 7 > —to/e,
(VSQ — Upn, e — um)| < CodaeC0d2lv= 27l Yy < Gyr, T >0,

(VSQ — Uy, e — u+)| < 00526_6052|y_827|, y > Sor, T >0,

( < Co2emmliarl = 19 |(i75, 05| < CBewbly—iar]
(

< Cadecolv=saTl = 1 2, |(V52, T52)| < C§3ecod2lv=527]

Vyy i’ Uyy )

Sa. .
v_ < VI < of 0t <V <oy, < 7o §v+,‘/;f >0,V % >0,i=1,2.

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

)(z,t) =
VS [Sn) (

(Ve

(V2 U2 a,

(VRl URl)($ t) _ ("’/R ’01?1)(37—960’ t_%O)’
(

€
a;—g?o—§25t—t0))
. .

a1y — @ — 89, (t — to))

521 UL Vszl U521 (

Y

522

(
( x0—§22(t—t0))7

(2.13)

V52, U52)(x,t) = (V52,0%)(

11



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

(VE, U (,t) def (V€S21, 6521) (:c — 29 — S92, (t — tg))

+ (V€S22,U6522) (:c —xo — S92, (t — tg)) — (v*,u").

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

(2.14)

(U’U’X)’t—o = (V67 UgaXO) (ZL‘,O) m (Ui,Ui,il)- (215)

Finally, we define relative entropy as follows:
Fv|V)=F(@)-FV)-F{V)v-V). (2.16)

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

vl

Q(v)

_ , 2.17
— (217)
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 v > 1, and M > 0, there exist constants C,d, > 0, such that
the relative quantities associated to p and Q satisfy
1) For anyv, V, if 0 <v <3M,0 <V < 2M, it holds that

o=V <CQU V), [v-VP<Cpu|V)

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

p(v) =p(V)| < Clo = V|.

3) V0 <6 < by, Vo,V >0, if [p(v) —p(V)| <6, |p(V) —p(M)| <6, it holds that

YL L 6)p() - p(V)P

PIV) = o)

1 1
Q1) < (7 + oo)lat) )

() !

QuIV) 2 P p(0) —p(V)| -

(V) - p(v)

3 Estimates Before the Interacting Time

In this section, the case before the interaction of two homologous shock waves will be
considered. For —’%0 < 7 < 0, the composite wave of two approximate forward shock waves
pursuing in the same direction is defined as follows

(V. 0)(y,7) == (V,U) (@, ) 5.1)
= (V521 , U521) (y — 3217') + (VSQZ,US22) (y - 8227') — (v*,u),
and it is easy to check that the profile (V,U) satisfies
‘_/7' - _y = 07
T g, (32)
Ur+p(V)y = (7>y + Gy,



where .
% . u, U [>2
G = (p(7) = p(VEo0) = p(VS20) +5(")) = (3£ = T — T )

Putting the perturbation around the superposition wave profile (V,U,1)(y, ) by

(3.3)

(¢,0,0)(y,7) = (v—V,u—U,w—1)(y,7), _to <7<0, (3.4)

€

and by using the system (2.3), (3.2), one has
¢T - wy = Oa

e 00 —2(7), = () (%) ey 20

v

B _ o O¢ _
or = =2(¢+ V)(o + )o + (¢ +y‘:igo(¢ + V)>y 20+ 1)’

(¢7w70)’7_7_t70 = (anaxg - 1) — (07070)

(3.5)

€

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

By, ) = /_ bz r)dz, Uy, 7) = /_ " )z, (3.6)

one gets
.

o, — U, =0,

Ut (ple) ~ p(V) = 2~ 2~ G-

o

2
Yy
8(c +1)(®, + V)2’
7 AR .
or=—-2(®,+V)(oc+1o+(d,+V = | — )
y—+oo

(®,%,0)| __+x =(0,0,x5—1) —— (0,0,0).

Linearizing (3.7) around (V,U, 1), one has

®,— U, =0,
\ijy

\I/T-f-p/(‘_/) y—7 —Q_G+H17

0r —0yy = —2(®y +V)(o + 1)0 + Ho,

y—Foo

(‘I)a \1170)‘7:_’5& = (0707X(2) - 1) - (07070)

(3.8)

where

_ _ _ 1 1 —
Q=p(V+o,)—p(V)-p'(V)®, — (= — =) (Vyy + Uy),

Yy X ) (V+(I)y _V vy ) Yy (39)

9y _ Hy = _oy(Pyy +7V;/) 9y

8(c + 1)(®, + V)%’ o, +V 2(c+1)

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

Hy=-—

Xar(1) = {(2,0,0)| (2, %) € O HY(R)), 0 € OI; H(R)), B, € L2(I; H*(R)),

(3.10)
Wy, oy € LA HYR), sup (@, 9)] acey + loleqey < M}

where I C [—%,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 09 and C' such that
if

Ixoyll2 + [1xG — 1| + [og — v-| < do, (3.11)
there exists a unique solution (®,¥,0) € X5(—12,0) to (3.8). Furthermore, it holds that

T

1@, 2) ()33 2y + () 22 + / (V2 (@, W) ()| + lor(3) |2 gy ) s

ols

(3.12)

_cdglt—tgl

g 1
[ ey + 1) Bysqey)ds < e

and
—-1<x<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  ([[(®, W)l 3y + lloll2w)) < Mo, for T <0, (3.14)
T€[-L,T]

where [, T7 is the time interval on which the local solution is assumed to exist, and Mj is a
positive constant which will be determined later. Obviously, by using the embedding theorem,
the assumption (3.14) with My small enough holds that
v_
2

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

<V4+d, <2, —Mo < 0 < Mo, (3.15)

_ o, +V, o2 _
Oy — gy +2(0y + Vo + "y(@ W W) _ 5 v 5 2 V)o? <0, (3.16)
Y

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

2
_ o
=0(1)(®2 + |®,V U,® Hy = Yo =0(1)|o2
Q ( )( y'H y yy|":‘ y y‘)? 1 8(J+1)(<I)y+V)2 ( )’Uy” (3.17)
Hy = O(1)(|oy®yy| + oy Vy| + |oy)-
Moreover, by Lemma 2.2, it is straightforward to obtain
G| < C§%eclyl=cdolr], (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 (¢, ¥, 0) € X[—%O,T] with T < 0, then there exist positive constants 6y, My and C
such that, if § < &g and N(T) < Mo, then (®, W) holds that for T € [—2, T

(I @)+ 10(5) ey ) s

esglt—to|

T ) ) € 1 (319)
b [ (12 By + 105 By ) ds < e 5

t

(8, 9) ey + o) ey + [,

=)

o
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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 dg and My are suitably small, then
for —%0 <71 <T <0, it holds that

T T

@ v+ [ (1 @0+ loI)ds+ [ 10,.a,))Pds
) - . — (3.20)
Ot M) [ (@, 0 (5) P

o
€

cd

1
< CoZe

Proof. In order to obtain the low order energy estimate of ®, V¥, o, the Weighted integral
method is used as following. For 1 > « > 0, multiplying (3.8); by (1 + aV)®, (3.8)2 by
(1+aV)
P (V)
adding the three resulting equations together, and integrate the result with respect to y over R,
note that —V, = 521Vy521 + SQZVyS22 >0, p"(V) > 0> p/(V), one has

U, (3.8)3 by [Bo respectively, where a > 0 and 8 > 0 are undetermined constants,

1/ g2, (Ltal) o 2
(3 ) (@ remet+ T ),
S2, Saq Sa, Sa, 1S
2
+/821Vy —;SZQV‘U <a<1>2+ a(‘g/z +Vy Sz) (I)\Ij_’_(p/Q(“;)—'_ /aV )\IJQ)dy
R s9, Vi "t 459,V 2 p*V) (V)]
S S
I+a(Vyt+V,2) 9 _ )
+/ = ‘de+/ﬁa +2(®, + V) (o + 1)0)dy 3.21
R Vip (V)] y R (y Y ) ) ( )
1+aV 1L+aV. - (1+aV)VH,;
= — = V(G - =)V 0U, — —————— + BHyo |d
/R< p/(V) ( Q)+(Vp/(V))V Y Y p/(V) + 3 2(7) Yy

< C/R (1P[IG] + [P[IQI + V4 W[ ¥y | + |W||Hy| + B|Ha||o])dy.

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

Say | 1,5 _
20(V, " + V2 (v

aCI)2+ a( .53{2 ySz) (I)\Il_'_(p/Z(_) + /a_

S,V 2 489,V 2 p2V) (V)]

VU2 > (@ + T?), (3.22)

Moreover, using the Sobolev embedding theorem, combining the Hélder inequality and Young
inequality, one gets

/ /|G\|\I/|dyds < / /52\\I/\ec5y|c5|8|dyds
_t Jr _t Jr
T 1 L —cdls
< 06 [ Tt s (3.23)
S c6%|7\

T 1
N(T)/m 1, (s)|ds + CoF e 4",

T

/_m/RlQH‘Ifldyds < C(5+M0)/t |!(‘I>y,‘lfyy)(s)||2ds

o

T e T 324)
Cd _ (
2 2
+ l//to |y || ds—i—y/to/RVy\I/ dyds,
Tl g L C [T [,
VylO[|Wyldyds <v [ [[Wy(s)[|"ds + — Vy|¥ | dyds, (3.25)
_ Jr _to v J_t Jr
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[ [ limidds < cluetu L/ R

ouy [ oo,

€

(3.26)

IN

and
[ [ietimlavas < [ [ (o + ol 10,1+ lollo, ;) duds
éﬂﬂw%w/mw%@W+wMﬂww+ﬁ/ loy(s)lllo(s)]lds (3.27)

€

< C(do + Mo) / o (ol lloy (I + 18yy(5) %) ds
integrating (3.21) over [~ 7], for sufficiently large weighted parameter 3 and sufficiently small
weighted parameter «, combmlng with the Lemma 2.2, (3.20) is deduced immediately by select-
ing the initial disturbance My and the shock wave intensity dg are suitable small, and the proof
of Lemma 3.1 is completed. O

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumption of Proposition 3.1, if 0y and My are suitably small, then
for —%0 <7 <T <0, it holds that

@ 2oy + [ (17 @) + 12 + 1, ()] + or(5)13) s

: . (3.28)
+C+ M) [ 18,(5)ds

1 esplt—tgl
< Coge™ =

O

€

Proof. Applying 9, to (3.8)1, one gets
By — Ty =0, (3.29)

multiplying the above equality (3.29) by @, (3.8)2 by —V®, respectively, adding the two re-
sulting equations together, and integrate the result with respect to y over R, one has

1 _ _ _ _
(/R2®§dy>7+/R(V|p’(V)|®§—V\I/T®y)dy: —/RVQ[)y(Q—G—i—Hl)dy, (3.30)
observing that
/V\I/Tq)ydy: (/prcbydy) +/ ((321V + 50, Vi 2 )UD, + V, 00, +VU)dy, (3.31)
R R T R

plugging (3.31) into (3.30), integrating the resulting equation over [—%, 7], one gets

1 _
/(gcpj—vq@ dy+/ /V|p )| B2dyds
R

< / . / ((521Vy Ty SQQVy 22)\I/<I>y + Vy\II\I/y + V\Ifz)dyds (3.32)
~to Jr

—/ /V¢y(Q—G+H1)dyds,
_t Jr

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 § and My, one obtains

(WP + B+ [ 1@ 0.0, ds

+ [ @06 + o)) ds (3.33)

€
esglt—to|

1 T
< Caje T L 064 M) [ @000, W) 5) P,

€
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Multiplying (3.8)2 by —W,,, (3.8)3 by —oy,, and integrate it over R with respect to y, one has

1 1 .
(5 /]R wdy) + /R S dy = /R (V) Wy, — Uy (Q — G+ H))dy,  (3.34)

and
1 _
(5 / o2dy) + / o2 dy = / 0y (2(B, + V(0 + 1o — Ha)dy, (3.35)
R T R R

integrating the above equality over [%0, 7], 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. O

Proof of Proposition 3.1. In the proof of the Lemma 3.1, we need to use the assumptions
(3.14) for (®,¥,0), in fact, SUD_ ([ _to 7 {(®,0)ll2, |¥]l1} is required to be small enough. In
order to keep the proof of the eneréy estimate closed, we need to give the following higher
derivative estimate of (®, ¥, o) for the system (3.8), for which, applying 9y, to (3.8); and 9, to
(3.8)2 one has

(I)ny - \I’yyy =0,
Wy Vy (3.36)

_ i} _
\I}y'r +p/(V)(I)yy — ‘zi/yy = —p//(V)V;/(Dy - 7 -+ Qy - Gy + Hly,

and further, Applying 9, to (3.36)1, 0, to (3.36)2 and 0, to (3.8)3, one gets

Pyyyr — Vyyyy =0, _
i} + /(V)(I) _ \ijyyy _ ”(V)V‘I) o \Ilyyy% o ( H(V)V(I) )
yyr TP yyy v p yPyyy V2 p y Py (3.37)

v, Vi
_( %%12 y)y + Qyy — Gyy + Hiyy,
Ory — Oyyy = —2(Pyy + V) (0 + 1)o — 2(®y, + V) (20 + 1)o, + Hay,

Multiplying (3.36)1 by @y, (3.36)2 by —V®,, and (3.36)2 by —W,,,, repeating the analytic
steps in Lemma 3.2 step by step, one obtains

(@ 0 B + ol ey + [, (I @O + o5 By )
e (3.38)

g 1 _cdglt—tgl
[ (120 B ey + 19 5) By ) s < O %

Multiplying (3.37)1 by @4y, (3.37)2 by =V @y, (3.37)2 by =Wy, and (3.37)3 by —oyyy,
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 7 = —%0 is

well-chosen such that the perturbation (v, U)L:_Lo = (V,U), here the initial data is determined

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

_ _ 1
(v =V u—U,w—1)(0)| 2@ < Coge™ 2. (4.1)
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and
max {|vp, — v_|, |[upm — u_|} + max {|(v" — vp|, [uT —up)|} = b1+ 02 < &, (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 (7) for these composite wave, and combine the
effective velocity, relative quantities and the weighted estimation method to solve this difficulty.
Letting

§=y— S, (4.3)

under the moving coordinate system (£, 7), the system (2.3) is transformed into the following

form
Vr — 521)5 —Ug = 0,

Ug 1 W?
Ur — SgUg¢ +p(v)§ = (;)g - g(m)éy (4.4)
5 2uw(w — 1) + <w§> “g
Wr — SoWeg = —LVW\W — vl — —_ .
T e v/e 2w

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

def

fix(ga T) B f(g + X(T), T)? (45)

with any function f: R x RT — R, moreover, the corresponding smooth approximate superpo-
sition outgoing waves is constructed as follows

def

(V,0)(&,7) (VR TR (€ 4 5om,7) + (VI X 057X () = (0m, um),  (4.6)

where (f/RI, URl) (&,7) is the approximate 1-rarefaction wave defined in (2.9), (\752, 052)(5) is
the 2-viscous shock wave defined in (2.11), and the shift X(7) of the forward viscous shock wave
is determined by the following ordinary differential equation:

dX _ mo [al€=X), 78 X N oo
i s [/RSQ Oh™* (p(v) — p(V))d¢

- /R a(& — X)0ep (V5> %) (v — f/)dg] ,

’ 3 ~ &
where my = W, h%2 = U%2 — (In VSQ)5 and the weight function a : R — R is
defined by

S 12 (o)~ p(V52(9)), (1)

2

a(§)

) is a constant which be chosen so small but far bigger than dy such that

by < A < O/ b, (4.9)

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

1<a(€) <1+A  ab(e) = _(%p'(véz)vf >0, o] ~ Sszzy. (4.10)

The following Lemma 4.1 shows the properties of the waves with shift X(7) (see Kang-Vasseur-
Wang [22]).
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Lemma 4.1. Let X be the shift defined by (4.7). There exist constants €1,00 > 0, such that
|X| < €1 and 61,92 < o, then for allt < T,

[V X V5 = o) [y + VTV ey <
~ & ~ 7 ~ D o~ ~ ~3 <
V>R (VI = o) || oy + IV V> 2y < CB105 7%, (4.11)

Hf/gél (VSQ’_X ~ V) HL?(R) < Chidye .

<
h

It is easy to check that the approximate superposition wave ( ) constructed in (4.6)

satisfies the system

)

j i g (4.12)
Ur = 52U¢ + pe(V) = (75)5 ~ X (U X + P+ B,
where i
0527_)( ﬁ ~ . .
== é - 75 g — Rl _ SQ,—X
b= (V§2,7x>5 (f/>£’ Fy = (p(V) —p(V™) = p(V>>77)).. (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 (v",u") and (VSQ, f]SQ) are the outgoing rarefaction wave and viscous shock
wave given by (1.24) and (2.13) respectively, there exist a positive constant do(< do) such that,
if the strength satisfies 01 + 02 < &g, then there exists a unique global solution (v,u,w) to (4.4)
and (4.20) in T € [0,400), moreover, it holds that

oy, 7) = (" (D) + VR (y = 52m = X(7)) = vm) € C((0, +00); H'(R)),

u(y,7) = (u (L) + 0%y = 557 = X (7)) = um) € C((0, +00); H'(R)),

Uyy (Y, T) — U;; (y — Sor — X(1)) € LZ([O, +00); L2(]R)),

w—1€ C ([0, +00); H*(R)) N L*([0, +00); H3(R)).

furthermore,
lim sup ‘(U, u,w) — (V,U, 1)‘ =0, (4.14)
T—400 z€R
and ‘
TEIEOO |X(7)| = 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 X(7)

T—+00 T

=0, (4.16)
which means that the function X(7) 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 (V,U, 1) by

((b,w,a)(y,T):(v—V,u—U,w—l)(y,T), >0, (4.17)

subtracting (4.12) from (4.4), one has
br — 520 — o = XV, ) 2
_ (Ve U 1 9¢
vr = Save+ (p(0) = (V) = <7)5_ <W>5_8(MW>£ (4.18)
+X (U — P - Py, '
o¢ 2

g
Or — 520'6 = —2’[)(0' + 1)O'+U<?>§ - 2(0_7?‘_1),

\

with the initial condition as following

(¢a¢aa)(€70) = (U - f/’u - U,OJ - 1)(57 O)

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

E—+o0

(0,0,0). (4.19)

; (4.20)

ol

H(U—f/,u—ﬁ,w—l)

=0(1
TZO‘ H2(R) O( >5
for oy 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

(V=7V)00 = (V=V)0) = (V7 (y,0)+ V2(y) = vm) = (V1 (y) + V2 (y) - v*)

(VR (3,0) — v_) — (V2 (y) — v*)

_ + (V5 (y) = om) = (VS —02),y 0,
(VR (5,0) = vm) — (V22 (y) — vy)

+ (V52 (y) = vp) — (Vo2 — %),y > 0,

by using Lemma (2.1) and Lemma (2.2), one has
|(V = V)(y,0)| = O(1)doe= W, |(T - T)(y,0)| = O(1)dpe W,

which gives

— 0(1)52, (4.21)

H(V—V,U—U) =

7':0‘
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:

Xu(0,7)) = {(6,,0)|(6,0) € C(Q0, TIs FA(R)), ¥ € C((0, T} 7! (R)),

16,0 i oy < M N o) iy < M} 422
From (4.22), by using the Sobolev embedding, one has
(6, %, 0) | Lo (01)xR) < CM, (g, o)l oo (0.1 x®) < CV/ MMy, (4.23)
This smallness together with (4.7) and Lemma 2.3 yields that
lp(v) — (‘7)||L°<> (0,1 xR) < Cll|l oo (0,1 xr) < CM, (4.24)
() < SN+ ) + ol ey [ T < Clollinge (429

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that (¢,1,0)(&,7) € Xn([0,T7]) is the solution to the problem (4.18)-
(4.19) on [0,T] for some T > 0, then, for &y and M small enough, V1 < T, it holds that

o (] /. +HwHH1(R +52/ |X|2d5+/ / (V52X 4 (TP ) g deds

/ /’ 5] dgds+/ /‘Qbff‘ dfd8+/0 (el @y + ol s ) ) ds

< ([0, \\H2<R)+>|w i + )

where Cy 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:

L 4 — (lnw),, 0% (¢) 2L s

Of g b5 X oy,

h(€,T)
h(g ) ==

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

qer ¢ (4.26)

Vr — 521)5 — hg = (lnv)gg,

hy — 3ah Lo
r — Sohg +p(v)g = —§<m)§a ) (4.27)
w
wr — Sowe = —2vw(w — 1) + (%)g - 25}.
and . .

—§2V52 — h?z :~ (ln VS2)§§,
—&h + (p(V*)), =0, o (4.28)
§lim (VSQ,ESQ) = (Um, Um,), lim (VSQJLSQ) = (vg,uq)
——0c0
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and

{ Vy — 32V — he = (InV)ge — X()V2 X 4 B, (129)
he = Sahe + (p(V))e = —X(1)h* ™ + P,
where F} is defined in (4.13) and
Fy = (111 ySn-X _ f/)§£ . (4.30)
To simplify the system (4.27) and the system (4.29), introducing the following vector
o Y V(g ) + VS X(e) — v,
w=— | h |, w=|[h |=| 0B +r2 X —un |- (4.31)
w w 1
and the following matrix operators
! 0 0
—527) —h
o ~ o | 72()
Aw) == | —sh+p() |, Mw)Z=| T, _ @ |, (4.32)
— 39w Sv2w
0 0 1
0
def 0
H(w) 't (4.33)
WeUe S
) B Dt Sl S S
vw(w —1) .
further, we define the entropy function
def h? w?
a(w) 2L Qo) + 5+ (434)
where
v 4.35
Q) =2 (4.35)

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

- - - - ~ (h—h)? o2
n(wlW) = n(w) =n(%) = Vn(W)(w = W) = Q|V) + ——+ 7, (436)
0 ~
A(w|w) = A(w) — A(w) — VAW)(w —w) = | p(v|V) |. (4.37)
0
p(|V) = p(v) = p(V) =¥ (V) (v = V). (4.38)
Thus, the system (4.27) and (4.29) are transformed into the following vector forms respectively
0o w + O A(w) = O (M(w)(?gVn(w)) + H(w). (4.39)
. o F3
0r W + D A(W) = O (M(W)&gVn(Gv)) —XoewS X[ B |, (4.40)
0
where
i VX —5V —h L0
WX o | psex | AW = | —mhp) | M= | PV L
1 52 0 01
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and Fy, 5 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

= [ an(w ) ds = XY (w) + Blw) - G(w). (4.41)
where
Y (w) :/Ra—xﬁf%‘xhdg—/Ra—xp’(V)f/f%‘%dg—/Ragx(‘h;W +Qu]V))de,
Bw) = 5 [ agXio(w) = p(V)Pds + 52 [ a XV g0Vt
/R%Xwaf(p(v)p(f/))d£+/Ra5X(p(v)p(V))Qm%
- [ aocloto) —p(V))Wagp(V)d@r @ wt0) = p(7) P

- /Ra_x(h — B) Fade — é /Ra_x(h —h) ((O_fglw)édg - /Ragxcragdg

V. wio
— / a X (2003 + (9¢ + Ve)oeo + = )dﬁ,
R v o+1

G(w) = % Ragxl(h —h)— W‘Qdf + §Q/RCL£XQ(’U|‘~/)df + /Ra_xﬁflp(v\f/)df

(é’gagx + 4va=X)o? X 9 a‘X‘ag(p(v) - p(f/)) ‘2
+/(R( 2 d§+/Ra o¢] d§+/m vp(v) “

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

Lemma 4.3. Under the hypotheses of Proposition /.1, there exists C' > 0 (independent of
80, M, T) such that for all t € (0,T],

/R@W)df 1k = hlZae) + ol g + 6 /0 X [2ds
/ 7 1

where h(£,0) = u(&,0) — (lnv(f,O))5 and

& - — (V)2
13
02 Jr 52

) (4.43)
Sy _ (752,—X (T2 _ e 2
6% = [ WS Xlpw) ~pVfds, Dy = [ [olo) = Tl de
Proof. By using the translation coordinate £ — & + X(7) for (4.41), one has
d .
@ . a(€)n(w*|w¥)dé = X (7)Y (W*) + B (w*) — G (W), (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,w) = (vX, X, wX), w = wX. Moreover, the following substitute symbols
are introduced

3 3 2
AP ZE p(v) — p(VX),B=E3"Bi+ > P+ Y s,
=1 i=1 =1 (445)
AL ZG +GM 4D+ A,
=1
where
1 -
Bi = o [ a@)(@PPde +52 [ al@)Tp(e]7¥)ds
S2 JR R

_ [ QAP (VE) [ ag(AP)E
Bz_/R 2fyp()(‘~/) ® /11@2729() .

R 8 Jr (

'Vp(v)p(VX) o+ 1)v?  (o+1)%*  (0+1)v?
VXO' g 0'20.)
_ _ 3 Vg v Y
P, — /Ragaagdf /a 21)0 - U+1>d§,
1 ~ 2¢§ qbg(fg
P3=- — X
0= 1 =) e+ [ %%

and

81 = /RawP)(wS? ~In V) df, Sa=— /Raw—ﬁ")(p(ﬂ) = p(VRX) = p(V)) e,

G = ?/}Raf‘(h_ﬁx) - A;‘Qdfa Gy =§2/a§Q(vWX)d£, G :/Raf]fl’xp(v‘ffx)d&,

52a X 4 qvaX 2 5
D1 —/ | AP 5‘ df, A1 :/ d€+/ala§| d§
® 7D(v) R 2 R

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

h— BX 2 _ & -
Y= - /R ac© (L= Qo] v%))ag + [ ale)Fge(h - %ag

2 R
) 5 (4.46)
- [ a@n POV = VX = 30X
=1
where Y, (i = 1,---,5) satisfy
B2AP - 5 N A
Yi= [a©(%5 - TTE@-VN)dt Yo = [a©if (- %) - T )
Y3 =-— /a(ﬁ) (0 (VX) = p/ (V52)) V2 e,
1 « AP « AP
Y= 2/Raf(g>(h_ R = S0) (b= X ),
- AP)?
¥ == [acte) (@0l 7) + G5 ) e
Notice from (4.7) that X(7) = —Tg;o Y, which together with (4.46) yields
< 5
X(1)Y = _j;yX(T)P XYV, (4.47)

=2
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and then, by using the Poincaré inequality below (Kang-Vasseur-Wang [22])

1 1 2 1 1
/ ’g—/ gdz‘ dz < / 2(1 = 2)|g'|dz, (4.48)
0 0 2 Jo

where Vg : [0,1] — R and satisfiying fo 2(1—2 ‘ g ‘dz < 00, through the tedious but not difficult
calculations, one immediately knows, there exist C, C; > 0 such that:

— %p‘qz +B; — Gy — %Dl < —C1G% + (K, + K>), (4.49)
where i i
G = [ VE|ary
B (4.50)
Ki = [lac@aPyae,  Ka= [lae©VHX ~ v l(aPyde
Next, by using (4.44), (4.47) and (4.49), we have

d - 5~2 ) O > & -
4 a(f)n(W’WX)dfﬁ—WX|2+X§Yi+§Bi+;Pi+;Si

R
R L $
-G -G™ —ZDl—Al—C'lG 24+ C(K1 + K»).
By using the Young’s inequality, one obtains

A
dr R

< C(Ky + Ka) + Z]Y| +ZB +ZP +Zs

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

. 0o v 51 .
a(é)n(w|w™)de¢ + iIXP + G+ G4 D1+ AL+ G
(4.51)

Gi~Gi, G¥=G% D ~Dy o]} ~As (4.52)
we will use the above good terms Gl,Gél,Gg%Dl and Aj 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 K7 and K>. By using
interpolation inequality, (4.8), (4.24) and (4.10) with Lemma 2.2, one has

A =
K1 < O AP g [ V] APl
2
A ~ 3 1/2 -~ 3 1/2
< O NAP)e| o) 1A P2 / V2| (aP)2de) / V52 |de) (4.53)
~ & 1 ~
< CM (AP)eley + OM [ ITE(APPAE < 45 (D1 + CiG).
Similarly, from Lemma 4.1, combining with (4.22), (4.9), (4.10), one gets
A . =
Ky < CS*HAPH%AL(R)H‘QSZ(VRI’X — vm) || L2(m)
2
A R
< CT H(Ap)gum HAPHLQ(R 036167 9% (4.54)
5 1

<3 7% 4.4 -
< CMH AP fHLQ +CM 623513 Coor < 4OD1 +CM523(5136_C(527-'
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e 75
The second step is to give the estimates of the terms Y; (i = 2,--- | 5). Since h?Q = %‘:2) —

02 :
N5 g, one derives

AP
59

b2
X

|Y2|§Ci2/}ag|-|h—l~z— |de < 0% |Gy 7.

From Lemma 2.2, one gets
Yol <O [ [7RX — o, [V olde < €1 [ 1751APdg < Chiy/Balao.
Observing that
|lh—h| < u — U’ + |(Inv)e — (lnIN/S2)£|
X 5 - R1,X
< [l + C(|og| + [V [0 = V5| + 7% (4.55)
- NS - X
< 6l + O (el + V|61 + [ |77 X = vy 4 77X ),
together with Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2 and (4.22), one gets
1B = hll 2y < CUIYN L2y + 116l + 01) < C(M + 61), (4.56)
combining with (4.56), (4.22) and [[ag||; - < C'Ada, one obtains

1
2
G2.

[N

1 1 ~ ~ ~
1Y4| < Cllag(€)1 7 1G1]2 ([[h = hll 2wy + |6l 12r) < C (M +61) (Ad2)
Using Lemma 2.2 with (4.24), one derives
Y3/ £ C [ lael©)| (AP)dg < CAP|12ge) |Gl < CMIGs|.

Thus, combining the estimates for Y; (i = 2,---,5), the following estimates is obtained

5
~ ~ = ~ 1 ~
?Z 1Y% < C02G1 + CH G2 + C(M +6,)G1 + CM?*Gg < 5G1+ %GSZ. (4.57)
2

Next, the terms B; (i = 2,3) are considered as following. By using Young’s inequality, one has
1 1 1 ~ 1
By| < CDf(/ |ag|*(AP)?d€)? +CD1250(/ VX [P(AP)2de) 2
R R
1. & 1 1
< CD?5,|G™ |2 + CD? 6 (G5 + GF)? (4.58)
1 1, .5 g
< — D + = (G™ + 1G>
< 0Pt + 8( + C ),

It should be noted that [9ep(VX)| < C(\VfQ |+ ]Uflxl) and Lemma 2.3 are used in the derivation
of the inequality (4.58). Similarly, it holds

~ ~ & ~ D 1 ~ ~
Bal < ONGa [ (V2] + [0/ X)) (PP < (1G5 + G (4.59)
R

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

[P1| < Cllh = Bllz2 (loeellze loe oo + loel e lloell o + 1Vl lloel34)

< Cler+ 1) (loeel 3 loell 127 + lloell3alloee 2 + (B + 3l |75 |oeell )

< Cler + ) (oe s + llel22) < (A + lloeel). (4.60)
[Pa] < Clagll o (32 + llocl3) + Cllolalloloo +C|| 7| liolzzlioel 2

3 ~ 1
< Co2+0)(loeliz + lollz2) + Cerlloll < S Au.
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To give the estimate of P3, we start with the following inequality of ¢¢ in terms of D1, Gr and
Gg. Observing that there exists a constant @ between v and VX such that

(p(v) = p(VF) ¢ =P/ (v)¢ — (' (v) = ' (VZ))VE = 9/ () — " (0) V",

which together with the algebraic inequality % —¢?> < (p — q)? implies

Dy = [ s (0 0)oc— () — o/ (7) V) e
> 5 [ L0 e — [ O )2
> o [ otas—Char b [ (V5 +VEX) o
> 012 /qugdg — Oy +8) (ng + GRl) :
where the facts that ¢? < Cp(v|VX) < C(p(v) — p(VX)) are used, and it implies
léel|22 < CaDy + OBz +81) (G + G), (4.61)

which together with (4.60), one gets

P3| < Cllh— hll 2l é¢ll 2 loe 2o + Cliollzolloell 2l e 2
< Cler+01) (19ellZ + logellz2) + Cer (llgelza + loell7) (4.62)

1 ~ ~
—(D; + C1G™2 + GM).

1 2
< g(Al + [loeellz2) + 0

And next, S; and S, are estimated as follows. Since f/§2, VX, VX ¢ (%*, 2v+), one has

(75 - 7 (4.63)
go L 1y 1 g8y 1, s )
[V s~ )+ 0~ T = (g (08— )
~ 1 1
_(%Xy((ffgz)? B (VX)2>‘ (4.64)

< O (IVZIVFX = |+ VX | 4 (X V52 4 [T 4 [P — 0,
<C <H~/£SQH‘~/R1,X _ Um’ + ’VgRl’XHf/gSQ‘ + “751217X| + “7&31,)(’2) )

Then, one obtains

Sil < O [ AP ([T 7R <)+ [T SVE + V) VEX7)

e R X| |58 - R X
< OIAPIa[[VE] - VX — o+ [VE ] V2] o+ CIAP o [V |11

+C[|AP| 2|V X3 (4.65)

IN

CM +81)d1de= T + CMY2 Dy VT2 MV X2,

1 o - = I
< gD1 OO +81)8180e % 4+ CMPP|VeE X P MV X .

Similarly, observing that

(p(VX) = p(VFX) = p(752)) | < (77752 = v + V52| |7 —]), - (4.66)
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then, one has

1S, < C/R‘h‘ RV V5 — o] 4+ V2| VREX ) de

< Ol = Rl | [T X7 = w] 4+ 72277 (467
S C(M+ 51)51826_0827—.
and so far, one obtains

d % O 1wy G1 GRI D AL G

— df+ —|X|?+ =4 — + — + — + —G

dT/RCm(W|W vt ey s T2 T (4.68)

1 T\ x = 2~ 4 -5

SZHJ&H; +C(M +8,)8152¢~ % 4 C M3 vaghxugl +CM| VXL

Finally, multiplying (4.18), by —o¢¢, and integrating over R, one has

53 . loelde + el
2
oev Oc0¢e
= | 2v(0 + 02 d+/“d+/€d
/Rv(a 0%)oeedé M oeedg RU+1§

y o¢(Pe+
_/R2”’U§‘Qdf—/R2(¢5+V5X)005d§+/R2v02055d§—|—/ 0’ d§_|_/ 7d§

_/R2U|U§|2d£+c||a'”L°°(||U§||L2||¢E”L2+||U|L2HU&HL?)"'CHVgXHLOO||U£||L2||O'||L2)
+Co¢llzoe (loeell 2 el 2 +lloe 2 lloeell z2) + CNVE oo lloe | 2 lloee | 2
—/R2v105\2d§+0M(H¢5H%2+A1)+CVM(Hqﬁs\liz+HU€5H%2)+C(52+51)(A1+H%Hiz),

which together with (4.61) yields

i i | loePds + loeelta + [ 20locas

(4.69)
ZHU&IILQ +3 (A1 + G+ C1GY) + - Dl,
combining with (4.68) (4.69), one gets
L [ anwls¥ya = 2L [ o+ 2k
G Dy A Cl g (4.70)
i i i G 2 _ .
+ 5 T 16 + 1 + + ||U££HL2
<C (M +4) 51526‘“” + OMETE )], + oM VX3
Noticing that by Lemma 2.1,
61 ifl47 <ol - A o1 ifl1+7 <671,
HVRI < 1 . ~1_1 ) V%Rl < <1/4 1 . ~1_1
77_ 1f1+7-251 , L4 (51 W 1f1+7—251 y
which implies
1 © = .
/ VX |05 < 8y, /0 V7% |2 ds < OB, (4.71)
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Integrating (4.70) over [0, 7] for any 7 < T and using (4.71), we have

¢ t N
sup /(n(w\ﬁvx)ﬂaglz) d§+52/ |X|2ds+/ (G1+GS2+D1+A1+||U§§H%2) ds
te[0,7] /R 0 0

<c /R (n(wolW(£,0)) + |ove[2) de + C37,

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 /.1, there exists C' > 0 (independent of
80, M, T) such that for all T € (0,T],

1, o117y + 191172y
vi [ s+ [ (6% 4GP+t gy + loliego)ds a7
<C (0. 00ll3p ) + Iol22w) ) + 57
where G52, Dy are as in (4.43), and
Ghr 2ot /R Ofp(o|V)de. (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

Y 7 00 0
2 2Ly , Z def U |, Mi(z) def 0 R , (4.74)
1 v 8v2w
w 0 0 1
moreover, similarly, the following entropy function is introduced
u?  w?
n(z) = Q) + 5 + (4.75)
where @) satisfies (4.35), and the relative entropy of 7 is as follows
_ 2 42
n(z|z) = Q(v|V) + -t (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

0-z + 0c A(z) = 0¢ (M1 (2)0:Vn(z)) + H(z). (4.77)

and 0
Oz + 0 A(z) = 0 (My(2)0Vi(z)) — Xz> X + | FL+ By |, (4.78)

0
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where Fy, F, are as in (4.13). Adopting the same method for the estimates of the weighted
relative entropy in (4.41) with @ = 1, one has

d )
- Rn(Zli)dﬁzXJ’(ZHB(Z) —G(2), (4.79)
where )
Vo) =~ [ P07 oder [ OR v
Nzl V2
[ ihex - 11 L[ ode
B(z) _—/RUE p(v‘V)d{—/R(v—v)Ugwgd{—&— / e
Ié'1 Bs B3
s (de+Ve)ogo 00
_/R@z)(Fl—i—Fg)dg—/R(%a + 5 +U+1)d£,
Ba ﬁg
and

6() = [ +lwelde+ [ OFplol?)ds + [ (2u0? + o)

Eq GR1 Ay

Noticing that G(z) consists of good terms, while B(z) consists bad terms related to the pertur-
bation ¢, and o. The good terms G, A; and E; will be used to control the bad terms. The
proof start with the energy estimation of ); and )». By using Lemma 4.3, one deduces from

(4.61) that
»i| <C ( /R !‘7552’_’(!%) - ( / V§2"X\¢2d§) e /oG,
<0 [ 158X ([ b~ PPy
>de
C(\%\/CTHF \/%@Jrgg\/ﬁﬁr SQ@JJQ&@*C&T),

S2,—X
1l + [Ve 101 + 17727 7R = | + |7

where in the estimates of ), we have use the fact (as done in (4.55)):
7 ¥ S0, —X || Tr R = R
6] < [h = B] +C(16el + Vel - 8] + [T XV R — v + 7).
Thus,

1X)(2)] < %2|X|2 + C(S; Gy + CGY + C3,Dy + C5,GT 4 05y52e=C%7 (4.80)

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

IB,| < CG2,
- = & 1 L = .
Bol < [ vl 11T + 1087 )de < GBa + CHG™ + G,

1/ 1 1
ol < C [ Ioellogde < Clloglillocl 2B < 1E: + 1A

W
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For B4, using Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2 again, as done in (4.64), one gets
R R R 782, —X 8o, —X 17752, —X |\ - R
1B < C(|0g |+ Ve + (U T+ [TV DIV — g

Ry (xrS2,— Ry 77S2,—X
+|U 1HV 2 |+ ]V 1||U€2 |) (4.81)

R R S2,—X S0, —X = R Ry 17752,—X

C\TE |+ T8 + (V2 X+ VXD — o] + [VV27X)),

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

IN

|E45«74wauﬂ“\+\URW3d£
+C/Ww0v$*xmﬂ*—vmuwvmuvg—vmuwvmuv$*xoﬁ
<mwwﬂww”wU&mfumwpwﬂwﬁ+0Mm%e“ﬂ
+ CM5152€_C62T.

ggEl + MB||OR 2, + oM | TR

I3 s

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

Bs| < Clloflre (loll22 + lloell22) + llolloolloell 2l el 2 + C||VE| e ]l 2 |0 | 2
< O(M + b2+ 81) (|lo]22 + lloell22) + CM||¢e |22

1 ~ ~
< AL+ COM(Dr+ G2 + Gfe),
Therefore, from the above estimates, we find that for some constant ¢; > 0,

/ z)d§ + GR+ E1+ Al

|X|2 + ci G1 +c1G® + C(d69 + M) D, (4.82)

+ME|[OR |7, + MO8 |3, + OMEbse %,

I3

Integrating the above inequality over [0, 7] for any 7 < T', and using (4.71), one derives

2 T
[ (5 + G @)+ [[(@+Bivan

0

_/(¢°++Q(v0}vgo )d§+05§ (4.83)
R

212 6‘5—2(} G5 + C(8y + M)Dy )ds.
+/0<2|\+>\1+01 +(2+)1)s

Therefore, multiplying (4.83) by the constant and then adding the result to (4.42),

2 max{l c1}?
together with the smallness of 52//\, b9,01, M, we have

H@%h—M§@HWﬂ@w@+&A|X&k
+/ (Gf%l +G% 4D+ Hq/,g”%gm) + ||g||§{2(R)) ds (4.84)
0

= ~1
< C(H¢07w07 (h‘ - h’)OH%Z(R) + HO—()”%l(R)) + 0(513,

where we have used the fact that Q(v|V) ~ ¢? and [¢el|32 ~ E1. At the end of the proof, the
energy estimate of ||d¢|| 12(r) 18 established. By using the definition of & and h in (4.26), one has

Yv—(h—h) = (u=0U)—(h—h)= (1111)—111‘~/'52’_X>5
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which yields

e = (v-— 17527_)()5 _ (f/ _ V&,-X)

1
VR X (4 (VR —wy))
_ - - £ m YR
= v —v(h—nh)+ 75X Ve,

together with Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 4.1 implies

1€l 72y < C (I6s 0, b — Bl o) +07) - (4.85)
R) (R)

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

A

Ih = RO < C(I60]l 5 + (Y0l + SNV O 2wy + [T O 2w
< O (ool gy + Iolag +52) (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. O

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
80, M, T) such that for all t € (0,T],

o0l 432 [ XPds-+ [ (0% + G0 D1t el + o) o
’ 1 0 (4.87)
< C”¢07w07 UO”%{l(R) + 0515,

where G52, Dy are as in (4.43), and GR are as in (4.73).

Proof. Multiplying the system (4.18), by —t¢¢ and integrating the result with respect to &
over R, one has

C;;(/Rwsﬁdéh)Jr/Rindzdf

e i 7
= —X(0) | T8 vecde + [ (o0) = P eveeds + | Peloe £ V0 e (4.88)

[ () e v () ek 2 2
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First, by using Young’s inequality, Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2 and (4.20), one has

] < X153 /R e=CBE=X1 |y | d

~2'2 53 1 2 32'2 1/1 2
<2x - <2xps— /=
< DX+ 08 [ Cueas < 2K+ 35 [ Ll e

1 2
< 12/ [Yee|”dE + CDy,

|J3| < ||¢§”L2(R ||1/}£||Loo Hw&HLQ + Hf/EHLOO(R Hd}f”L? R) ‘|¢£§HL2(R)

| Jo| <

<CM Hl/)glle(R ||¢§5||L2(R 1eell 2 gy + C (82 + 1) el L2y el 2y

1

<3 R; [eel* d€ + C (M + 85+ 61) |[vell 2 gy »

i < C [ (OF 1+ 1021) (161 + o) el de
1 1 2 N < S R
< _ 2 1 .
<15 )y e dg+C (5 +0) (G5 + 6™ + D)
By using (4.66), (4.81) and Lemma 4.3, a straightforward computation yields
So,—X ~S55,—X oy
BA gcnwggnm)-H\UR1\+\UR1\ + (VX + V2P VR —

R 57,
+ V7

L2(R)

: 7R =3 fc~ T
<3 R;|¢§£!2d§+CHUR1HL2(R +CHU§1H§4(R)+C5 §hemchr,

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

o] < c/R (locoeel + o¢]* + |oel?l¢] + |oe P Vel) [bee] de

1

1 2 2 S R
< 5 [ S lel* dg + oM <||a§HH1(R)+G 24 G +D1>.

Therefore, for some co > 0, one obtains

o
M/MH | 3 weel e

< 51X|2 + Dy +C (M + o+ 51) <G52 e Ha§||§,1(R))

T OO 2y + ClNTE by + OGP,

Integrating the above estimate over [0, 7] for any 7 < T', one has
L 5 1 [T [1, .
5 [ vddcrg [ ] 5 el deas
1 2 = T 52 12
< - | Ygedé+Coh+ | (FIX]P + 2D)ds
2 Jx 0 L2
FCML 48+ 8) |65+ G 4 [0l + loelnge)ds

0

where the Lemma 3.2 is used to get

/0 |0 |2, g ds < C1, /O |08 21 s < O3
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Multiplying (4.89) by the constant %, and then adding the result to (4.72), together

S 2 max(1,ca
with the smallness of M, ds, d1, we have

H¢J/J7UH%{1(R) + 52/0 |X[*ds + /0 (GRl +G% + Dy + el gy + HUH2H2(]R)> ds

L1
< CH¢07¢0700H%{1(R) + Céf,
and thus the proof of Lemma 4.5 is finished. O

Lemma 4.6. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 4.1, there exists C' > 0 (independent of
80, M, T) such that for all T € (0,T],

16 oy + Wl sy + 02 | 12
O - 4.91
+ [ (67 +G% 4 D+ el + Wl + o)) ds (4.5)

~1
< C([l¢o, ool %2 + [l 32) + CO3.

Proof. Differentiating the system (4.18), with respect to & yields

1[)5 - ~ gbffg
(—) = Ure — Sotbee + (p(v) —p(V)) + (—~ )
v s ( >££ oV (4.92)

2
1 O¢ : 7752, —X
+§(m)££—X(T)U££ —|—F15+F2£.

By using (4.18);, one has the following fact

(), (), =(%), 30 (50,

— — 2¢,v? : -
- (%) | Destr 2¢§;v5 Orvce | 2070 3 <¢5> - X(T)( S ) ,
T &€ &

v3 v

which together with (4.92) implies

(¢££> __ Seelr — Werve — brVee  20r% <¢£> LX) (‘7552’_)( ~ X
: ¢

v 12 3 v v ce

. . U, 1, of
+ Yre — Sate + (p(v) —p(V))& + ((iff)££ +3 (m>& + Fie + Fi.

Multiplying the above equation by %, integrating the resulting equality by parts, one obtains

d [ ¢ : o
Ch/R\fEngX(T)IOJF;Ii, (4.93)
where
VX X\ 9 becly — 2berve — b, Vee | 20m0E\ 6
_ ¢ _8ox\ e _ eeVr = 20670 — O Vee | 207V dee
IO_/R( v v >§gvd£’ h= /R< v2 T )vdg’
_ Pe  Pe _ _ Pee _ o) e
-72—/R<7<v>££ » dg, 13—/R(¢75 oPee) Y dg, 14—/R(P(U) P(V))gE ” dg,

I5:/R(ﬁ%)££¢jgd§, 16:/R<8(aj—gl)112>§§¢5£d§’ I7=/R(F1£+F2£)¢55d5.
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Observing that
(p(v) = p(V)) e = 2/ (0)ee + (1 (v) = ' (V) Vee + 9" (v)0F =" (V)VE,
one gets
fi= = [ e [ (060~ 0)Vee + 00— (7)7) 2,

]D)Q H4

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

~§2,—X ~S55,—X ~§2,—X ~,§2,—X "'SQ,—X NS’Q,—X 2
(% )Qg{%s_}% ve Vo TPt Ve ) 2V ) e
v g v v v2 v2 v3 v’
by using (4.23), Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, one has
~52,—X
Iy=— 2d¢
R
=S, —X =S, —X =S5, —X 759,—X = So,— X2
Vee ~ el Tve ViU Ve 2Ve™ TV p8-x) b
+ 2 2 R 5 $
R v v v v v
- < 1
< O83Dy + CBy 5y + 6 + M2)D3,
which together with (4.25) yields
X(r)Ip < C (82 + 31 + M?)Dy + —|X|2 < EDQ + —yX|2 (4.94)
From (4.12)1, (4.18)1, Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2 and (4.23), one obtains
I < C/R (Ve + loeDlgeel + lvellveclloee| + (1Vel+lvel?) (Il +vsel) ee ) de
: ~59,—X =50, —X (175 S0, —X
[ II(IVE ) T Ve + 757 el el
R ; (4.95)
~ ~ 1 2 v
< (02 + 01+ M2) (D + [[veel T2m) + I 0ellz2m) + 5 X1
TGDQ + *!XIZ + O (524 81+ M2) (el Fomy + G™ + G + D),
where the following facts are used here
Vo] < C(\Vel +Ue| + [XV=X]) < C (b2 + ), (1.96)

Wre = Sadee + vee + XV X

Similarly, a straightforward computation yields

12_/R ((/555 ¢>ss£ / ¢5U5 Pec e

< / |vgu¢5512d5+ / (Vee| + Jue|?) ¢l dec e (4.97)
R R
< C(by+ 61 + M2)(Dy + || pe]|)

< %Dz +CO(8s+ 81+ M2)(G™ + G5 4 Dy).

35



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

I = / (10 — Satbce) P e

d7'/w£¢£§d(E / <¢’5§) /32¢&¢ é,

_dT/ ¢§f££d£+/ <¢5> bre d£+/ 1/’5%5 (0 +V7) dg - /émg(ifgd&

/ ¢£¢£§d§ +s D2 + 7\Xy2 + Cllellzn m)

(4.98)

and for Iy, observing that
(V' (v) = P' (V) Vee + 0" (0)0f = p"(V)VE = 0" (11)$Vee + 0" ()67 + 1" (v2) 6V,

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

L<C /R (Ge[2loeelde + C /R 161(1Vee + | Ve[2) | eelde

(4.99)
1 _ _ - .
< EDQ +C(d2+ 01 + M'%)(GR1 + G + D).
Similarly, one gets
I5 < C/ |U§H¢££\2 + |0el (1Tl + Vel Uel) | ge | + |¢|\Us|!‘7§5\|¢§5\>df
) ) (4.100)
< E]D)z +C(6y+ 61 + M2)(GF + G5 + D).
For Ig, by (4.23), Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, a straightforward computation yields
Io < C [ locflocelde +C [ loel(loe] + occeDlocelds + C [ locelioe e
+C [ loelloseelloelds + € [ loeePloclioelds (4.101)

< T6D2 +CM? loeell 1 ) -

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

& 52,—X ~
U Ue

_ ¢
Fe= (5=~ (7)),
U X -0 i
_ (e & 11
=(ax (a7
1 1 Ug‘N/g _ 0552,—)(‘7552,—)(
+ U£V£ (7 R 2) = & 2
V2 (V527_X) (VSQ,—X) ¢
( U, (77— om0
- VSQ,—X VVSQ,—X
A TR WA
V2 (V5 X)? (V52-X)? €

< C(102 1+ T2+ 10& 1+ VR — ol 787X+ V2 4+ 10 2),
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and

v&wmwaﬁng

VR1))‘7R1 + (p/(V) . p/(‘N/S’g,—X))‘”/gSQﬁ){)g

(p
< C (Vg 4+ [V 2 |75 7] PR — oIV,
which yields that

T o B |75 X |0 F =55, -X
Fo<C [ ([T + 1V TS (77— 0 V2 e
Ry

) ] \ (4.102)
Ry 2 R4 % %5 —Céor
< 1—6D2+C(||V§1HL2(R)+IW£ i agwy) + CB1d5e .
Combining (4.94)-(4.102) with (4.93), one has
d [Pz, 1 d/¢5¢5£ 02 %12 2
e — < it
[ 19 Pae + 5ma < & [ P08 dg s 2ROl
+C (5 461+ M?) (G% + G 4+ Dy + ||ogel|%1) (4.103)

+ OO gy + IO baigy + OBE e

lzoey

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

1d
(/ oree [2a) +/ \0555\2d5+/ 2v|oge|*dg
d R R R

2
T¢U, [
= [ (200%+ 25 4 € )a d—2/va'o' 4 20e0e0es)d
/R< o T a1/ et =2 | (Vecooee + 2veoeoge)de

1 1
< 5\\0&5\\2 +Cef (Dy + |lo| 7))
which implies
1d 2 1 2 2 % 2
y ( R\Ua&! d§) + 5 llogeel” + R%!%I d€ < Cej (D2+ HU”H3(R)>' (4.104)

Adding (4.103) to (4.104) and integrating the resulting over [0, 7] for any 7 < 7', using (4.90),
we have that for some c¢g > 0,

becr2 1 o L[ 2
/RGU‘ +§|05£‘ )d§+2/0 (D2 + HU££||H1(R))dS
doce 2 1 T (0 4.1
< C/R <{To‘ +2|00§§|2+’¢0§’2)d§+/0 <5|X|2+03”w§”%{1(R) (4.105)
HC(By+ 0+ M2) (G + GM 4 Dy + Dy + HGII?J:s(R)))d&

Multiplying the above estimate by the constant and then adding the result to (4.87),

2 max(l c3)’
together with the smallness of M, b2, 01, one obtains

1 )2 gy 10121 gy + B2 /0 X [2ds
+/0 (GRI + G Dy + [|eel| Zary + 106l gy + |’0H12q3(R)) ds

< C(llé0, o0ll3z2ry + 10l 71 (ry) + 05
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 (V%] +108) ¢?de < €(G™ + G,
the desired estimate (4.26) is obtained. Thus the proof of Proposition 4.1 is completed. O

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 (¢, 1, o) of system (4.18). First, we define a function g on (0, +o00) by

9(7) == (6,8, el 2oy

The main aim is to show the following estimate
| gt + g < . (1.106)
Using (4.91), one can easily get
/000 lg(7)|dT < 0. (4.107)
Using (4.87), (4.91) and (4.18), one has
o0 o0
/0 lg'(7)|dt :/o 2‘ /R (Pedre + Vethre +U§07g)d§‘d7
2/00/ |beedr + Yeetpr + ogeor| ddr
<C/ |, ¢70\|H2(R + 5 X2 +|D1|)dT+C/ / F? +F2+(f——)£>d§d7

sc/ (16 . 012z + 52X 4 1D + G5 + [G71]) dr

& ~ - B~ & 2
*Cﬁ/ (@2 108 1+ 157X (7R — o 4 TP 75X ar
L2(R)

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

lim | (¢, %, 0)¢ | z2®) = 0, (4.108)

T—400

this along with interpolation inequality implies

m ||(¢,,0)|Leor) = 0, (4.109)

T—+00
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which together with (4.25) yields

Jlim sup (¢4, 0) (&) =0, lim |X(7)]=0. (4.110)
and the proof of Theorem 4.1 is completed. O

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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