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LONG-TIME BEHAVIOR TOWARD COMPOSITE WAVE OF SHOCKS FOR

3D BAROTROPIC NAVIER-STOKES SYSTEM

MOON-JIN KANG AND HOBIN LEE

Abstract. We consider the barotropic Navier-Stokes system in three space dimensions with pe-
riodic boundary condition in the transversal direction. We show the long-time behavior of the 3D
barotropic Navier-Stokes flow perturbed from a composition of two shock waves with suitably small
amplitudes. We prove that the perturbed Navier-Stokes flow converges, uniformly in space, towards
a composition of two planar viscous shock waves as time goes to infinity, up to dynamical shifts.
This is the first result on time-asymptotic stability of composite wave of two shocks for multi-D
Navier-Stokes system. The main part of proof is based on the method of a-contraction with shifts.
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1. Introduction

We consider the 3D barotropic compressible Navier-Stokes equations :
{
∂tρ+ divx(ρu) = 0,

∂t(ρu) + divx(ρu⊗ u) +∇xp(ρ) = µ∆xu+ (µ + λ)∇xdivxu.
(1.1)

Here, ρ = ρ(t, x), u = u(t, x) = (u1, u2, u3)
T (t, x) denote the mass density and the velocity field

of a fluid, respectively. The pressure p(ρ) = bργ (b > 0, γ > 1) follows the γ-law, and the two
constants µ and λ represent the viscosity coefficients satisfying the physical constraints

µ > 0, 2µ+ 3λ ≥ 0.

We handle the system (1.1) for x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ Ω := R×T
2 with T

2 := R
2/Z2, where the periodic

boundary condition is considered for the transversal direction.
Consider an initial datum of the system (1.1) that connects prescribed far-field constant states :

(ρ,u)|t=0 = (ρ0,u0) → (ρ±,u±), as x1 → ±∞, (1.2)

where ρ± > 0 and u± = (u±, 0, 0).
It is known from a heuristic argument (c.f. [32]) that the asymptotic profile of large-time behavior

of Navier-Stokes solutions is related to the Riemann solution to the associated Euler system with
the Riemann data composed of the above states:





∂tρ+ divx(ρu) = 0,

∂t(ρu) + divx(ρu⊗ u) +∇xp(ρ) = 0,

(ρ,u)(0, x) =

{
(ρ−,u−), x1 < 0

(ρ+,u+), x1 > 0.

(1.3)

In this paper, we are interested in the long-time behavior of solutions to the Navier-Stokes system
(1.1)-(1.2) when the Riemann data with the end states (v±, u±) that generate the Riemann solution
composed of two shock waves. The Riemann solution is an one-dimensional (self-similar entropy)
solution to the Riemann problem of (1.3) as a solution to





∂tρ+ ∂x1
(ρu1) = 0,

∂t(ρu1) + ∂x1
(ρu21 + p(ρ)) = 0,

(ρ, u1)(0, x1) =

{
(ρ−, u−), x1 < 0

(ρ+, u+), x1 > 0.

(1.4)

To consider the Riemann solution composed of two shock waves, we assume that there exists a
unique intermediate state (ρm, um) which is connected with (ρ−, u−) by 1-shock curve and with
(ρ+, u+) by 2-shock curve. That is, there exists a unique (ρm, um) such that the following Rankine-
Hugoniot condition and Lax entropy condition hold:
{
−σ1(ρm − ρ−) + (ρmum − ρ−u−) = 0,

−σ1(ρmum − ρ−u−) + (ρmu
2
m − ρ−u

2
−) + (p(ρm)− p(ρ−)) = 0, ρ− < ρm, u− > um;

{
−σ2(ρ+ − ρm) + (ρ+u+ − ρmum) = 0,

−σ2(ρ+u+ − ρmum) + (ρ+u
2
+ − ρmu

2
m) + (p(ρ+)− p(ρm)) = 0, ρm > ρ+, um > u+.

(1.5)
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For such a Riemann data, the associated Riemann solution is the superposition (ρ̄, ū) = (ρs1, u
s
1) +

(ρs2, u
s
2)− (ρm, um) of 1-shock wave (ρs1, u

s
1) and 2-shock wave (ρs2, u

s
2) defined as

(ρs1, u
s
1)(t, x1) =

{
(ρ−, u−), x1 < σ1t,

(ρm, um), x1 > σ1t,
, (ρs2, u

s
2)(t, x1) =

{
(ρm, um), x1 < σ2t,

(ρ+, u+), x1 > σ2t.

The viscous counterpart of the Riemann solution (v̄, ū) is given by the composite wave:

(ρ̃(t, x), ũ(t, x)) :=
(
ρ̃1(x1 − σ1t), ũ1(x1 − σ1t)

)
+
(
ρ̃2(x1 − σ2t), ũ2(x1 − σ2t)

)
− (vm, um), (1.6)

which is composed of 1-viscous shock (ρ̃1, ũ1)(x1 − σ1t) and 2-viscous shock (ρ̃2, ũ2)(x1 − σ2t)
satisfying: for each i = 1, 2,





−σi(ρ̃i)′ + (ρ̃iũi)
′ = 0,

−σi(ρ̃iũi)′ + (ρ̃i(ũi)
2)′ + p(ρ̃i)

′ = (2µ + λ)(ũi)
′′,

(ρ̃1, ũ1)(−∞) = (ρ−, u−), (ρ̃1, ũ1)(+∞) = (ρm, um),

(ρ̃2, ũ2)(−∞) = (ρm, um), (ρ̃2, ũ2)(+∞) = (ρ+, u+).

(1.7)

Notice that each viscous shock (ṽi(x1−σit), ũi(x1−σit)) is a traveling wave solution to (1.1), where
we use the notations ũi(x1 − σit) := (ũi(x1 − σit), 0, 0)

T and ũ(t, x) := (ũ(t, x), 0, 0)T .

For previous results on time-asymptotic stability for the barotropic Navier-Stokes system when
the far-field states are connected by a single shock, we refer to the first result by Matsumura-
Nishihara [33] in 1D, and its improvements [33, 30, 31, 39, 13, 35]. Recently, Wang-Wang [41]
show the time-asymptotic stability towards a single planar viscous (weak) shock for (1.1)-(1.2)
under 3D perturbations with periodic boundary condition in transversal direction. We also refer
to [14] for stability result of a planar viscous shock with large amplitude under multi-dimensional
perturbations on whole space R

n. We aims to extend the result [41] to more general case where
the far-field states are connected by two shocks. More precisely, we prove that solutions to the
3D Navier-Stokes system (1.1)-(1.2) with (1.5) converge to the composite wave (ρ̃, ũ) up to shifts,
uniformly in x as t→ ∞.

For the 1D results on long-time behavior towards two shocks, we refer to Huang-Matsumura [12]
and Han-Kang-Kim [10]. We also refer to [24, 27] for generic superposition case of shock and rar-
efaction wave possibly with contact discontinuity. For the results on stability of planar rarefaction
waves for 3D Navier-Stokes, we refer to [28, 29].

We now state the main result as follows.

Theorem 1.1. For a given constant state (ρ+, u+) ∈ R+ × R, there exist positive constants δ0, ε0

such that the following holds.
For any constant states (ρm, um) and (ρ−, u−) satisfying (1.5) with

|ρ+ − ρm|+ |ρm − ρ−| < δ0, (1.8)

let (ρ̃i, ũi)(x1 − σit) be the i-viscous shock wave satisfying (1.7) for each i = 1, 2. In addition, let
(ρ0,u0) be any initial data satisfying

∑

±

(
‖ρ0 − ρ±‖L2(R±×T2) + ‖u0 − u±‖L2(R±×T2)

)
+ ‖∇xρ0‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇xu0‖L2(Ω) < ε0,

where R+ := (0,+∞) and R− := (−∞, 0). Then, the compressible Navier-Stokes system (1.1)-(1.2)
with (1.5) admits a unique global-in-time solution (ρ,u) in the following sense: there exist Lipschitz
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continuous shift functions X1(t),X2(t) such that

ρ(t, x)− (ρ̃1(x1 − σ1t−X1(t)) + ρ̃2(x1 − σ2t−X2(t))− ρm) ∈ C(0,+∞;H2(Ω)),

u(t, x)−
(
ũ1(x1 − σ1t−X1(t)) + ũ2(x1 − σ2t−X2(t))− um

)
∈ C(0,+∞;H2(Ω)),

where um := (um, 0, 0)
T . Moreover, we have the long-time behavior:

lim
t→+∞

sup
x∈Ω

∣∣∣ρ(t, x)−
(
ρ̃1(x1 − σ1t−X1(t)) + ρ̃2(x1 − σ2t−X2(t))− ρm

)∣∣∣ = 0,

lim
t→+∞

sup
x∈Ω

∣∣∣u(t, x)−
(
ũ1(x1 − σ1t−X1(t)) + ũ2(x1 − σ2t−X2(t))− um

)∣∣∣ = 0,

where

lim
t→+∞

|Ẋi(t)| = 0, for i = 1, 2. (1.9)

Especially,

X1(t) + σ1t ≤
3σ1 + σ2

4
t <

σ1 + σ2
2

t <
σ1 + 3σ2

4
t ≤ X2(t) + σ2t, t > 0. (1.10)

Remark 1.1. 1. The property (1.9) implies that

lim
t→+∞

Xi(t)

t
= 0, for i = 1, 2.

Thus, the shift functions |Xi(t)| grow at most sub-linearly, and so the shifted composite wave tends
to the original composite wave (ρ̃, ũ) time-asymptotically.
2. The two shifts are well-separated in the sense of (1.10), which holds from our construction on

the shifts in the proof. Indeed, it will be ensured that |Ẋi(t)| ≪ 1 with Xi(0) = 0 and so,

|Xi(t)| ≤
σ2 − σ1

4
t, t > 0.

Remark 1.2. We will use the method of a-contraction with shifts to prove the main theorem. The
method of a-contraction with shifts was introduced in [17, 40] for the study on stability of extreme
shocks in the hyperbolic system of conservation laws (especially for the Euler system). The first
extension of the method to viscous conservation laws was done in the 1D scalar case [18] ([15] for
more general fluxes), and then in the multi-D case [16, 23]. This method was extended to the 1D
Navier-Stokes system to show the contraction property of any large perturbations for a single shock
in [25, 21], and for a composite wave of two shocks in [19]. Furthermore, it was also used to show
the long-time behavior of the barotropic NS system towards the composition of shock and rarefaction
under the 1D perturbation in [24], and towards a single shock under the multi-D perturbation in [41].
Recently, it was extended to the study on long-time behavior towards generic Riemann solution for
1D Navier-Stokes-Fourier system in [27]. For extension to more general Cauchy problem of Euler
and Navier-Stokes systems (and related models), we refer to [7, 6, 5]. We also refer to [37, 38, 36]
for the extension to abstract study on hyperbolic system of conservation laws.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present a reformulation for the NS system
with the specific volume, together with a new statement for the main result. In Section 3, we
present the main proposition for the a priori estimates that completes the proof of the main result.
In Section 4, we use the method of a-contraction with shifts to obtain the zeroth order estimates.
Then, the higher order estimates will be obtained in Section 5.
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2. Reformulation of the main result

A starting point of the main strategy for the proof is to rewrite the system by using the specific
volume v = 1

ρ in the Eulerian coordinates. This allows us to use the method of a-contraction with

shifts easily as done in [25, 21, 19, 41], but we prefer to use the Eulerian frame rather than the
mass Lagrangian frame due to the multi dimensionality.

As in [41], we use the decomposition of the Laplacian ∆u into the irrotational part ∇(∇·u) and
the rotational part ∇×∇× u as

∆xu = ∇xdivxu−∇x ×∇x × u,

which is importantly used to control the transversal perturbations around the planar shock.
Together with the decomposition, we use the specific volume v = 1

ρ to rewrite the system (1.1) into

(as in [34] for 1D case)
{
ρ (∂tv + u · ∇xv) = divxu,

ρ (∂tu+ u∇xu) +∇xp(v) = (2µ + λ)∇xdivxu− µ∇x ×∇x × u,
(2.1)

with the initial datum

(v,u)|t=0 = (v0,u0) → (v±,u±), as x1 → ±∞, (2.2)

where p(v) = v−γ with normalized coefficient b = 1 for simplicity.
Similarly, by using ṽi :=

1
ρ̃i

for each i = 1, 2, the ODE system (1.7) can be written as
{
ρ̃i (−σi(ṽi) + ũi(ṽi)

′) = (ũi)
′,

ρ̃i (−σi(ũi)′ + ũi(ũi)
′) + p(ṽi)

′ = (2µ + λ)(ũi)
′′,

(2.3)

where p(ṽi) = (ṽi)
−γ . Integrating (1.7)1 on (−∞, x1 − σit), we have

{
−σ1ρ̃1 + ρ̃1ũ1 = −σ1ρ− + ρ−u−,

−σ2ρ̃2 + ρ̃2ũ2 = −σ2ρm + ρmum.
(2.4)

Let

σ∗1 := σ1ρ− − ρ−u−, σ∗2 := σ2ρm − ρmum.

Then, by (2.4), the system (2.3) and the far-field conditions can be rewritten as for each i = 1, 2,
{
−σ∗i (ṽi)′ = (ũi)

′,

−σ∗i (ũi)′ + p(ṽi)
′ = (2µ + λ)(ũi)

′′,
(2.5)

and {
(ṽ1, ũ1)(−∞) = (v−, u−), (ṽ1, ũ1)(+∞) = (vm, um), v− = 1

ρ−
, vm = 1

ρm
,

(ṽ2, ũ2)(−∞) = (vm, um), (ṽ2, ũ2)(+∞) = (v+, u+), v+ = 1
ρ+
.

(2.6)

Thus, we have
{
−σ∗1(vm − v−) = um − u−.

−σ∗1(um − u−) + p(vm)− p(v−) = 0,

{
−σ∗2(v+ − vm) = u+ − um.

−σ∗2(u+ − um) + p(v+)− p(vm) = 0,
(2.7)

from which,

σ∗1 = −
√
−p(vm)− p(v−)

vm − v−
, σ∗2 =

√
−p(v+)− p(vm)

v+ − vm
. (2.8)
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2.1. Estimates on viscous shocks. Since the ODE system (2.5) with (2.6)-(2.8) is the same
as the one for viscous shocks of Navier-Stokes system in the mass Lagrangian coordinates, the
following lemma on estimates of viscous shocks is verified by the previous results [11, 22, 20, 33].

Lemma 2.1. For a given constant U∗ := (v∗, u∗) ∈ R+×R, there exist positive constants δ0, C, C1,
and C2 such that the following holds. Let U− := (v−, u−), Um := (vm, um), and U+ := (v+, u+) ∈
R+ × R be any constants such that U−, Um, U+ ∈ Bδ0(U∗), and |p(v−) − p(vm)| =: δ1 < δ0 and

|p(vm)− p(v+)| =: δ2 < δ0. Let Ũ1 = (ṽ1, ũ1) and Ũ2 = (ṽ2, ũ2) be the 1− and 2−shocks connecting

from U− to Um and from Um to U+ respectively, satisfying ṽ1(0) = v−+vm
2 and ṽ2(0) = vm+v+

2
without loss of generality. Let ξi := x1 − σit for i = 1, 2.

Then the following estimates holds : for each i = 1, 2,

ṽ′i ∼ ũ′i i.e., C−1ṽ′i(ξi) ≤ ũ′i(ξi) ≤ Cṽ′i(ξi), ξi ∈ R,

C−1δ2i e
−C1δi|ξi| ≤ ṽ′i(ξi) ≤ −Cδ2i e−C2δi|ξi|, ξi ∈ R,

in addition,

|(ṽ′′i (ξi), ũ′′i (ξi))| ≤ Cδi|(ṽ′i(ξi), ũ′i(ξi))|,
|(ṽ′′′i (ξi), ũ′′′i (ξi))| ≤ Cδ2i |(ṽ′i(ξi), ũ′i(ξi))|.

Remark 2.1. Throughout the paper, we will use Lemma 2.1 with U∗ = U+. Thus, the constants
δ0, C, C1 and C2 depend only on U+.

2.2. Statement for the main result. In the remaining part of the paper, we will prove the
following theorem that is stated in terms of the volume variable. Then, Theorem 2.1 obviously
implies Theorem 1.1, since we are considering small perturbations in L∞((0,∞) × Ω) and so the
values of v and ρ stay near the reference point.

Theorem 2.1. For a given constant state (v+, u+) ∈ R+×R, there exists constants δ0, ε0 > 0 such
that the following holds true.
For any constant states (vm, um) and (v−, u−) satisfying (2.7) with

|v+ − vm|+ |vm − v−| < δ0, (2.9)

let (ṽi, ũi)(x1 − σit) be the i-viscous shock wave satisfying (2.3). In addition, let (v0,u0) be any
initial data satisfying

∑

±

(
‖v0 − v±‖L2(R±×T2) + ‖u0 − u±‖L2(R±×T2)

)
+ ‖∇xv0‖H1(Ω) + ‖∇xu0‖H1(Ω) < ε0,

where R+ := (0,+∞) and R− := (−∞, 0). Then the compressible Navier-Stokes system (2.1)-
(2.2) admits a unique global-in-time solution (v,u) in the following sense: there exist Lipschitz
continuous functions X1(t),X2(t) such that

v(t, x) − (ṽ1(x1 − σ1t−X1(t)) + ṽ2(x1 − σ2t−X2(t))− vm) ∈ C
(
0,+∞;H2(Ω)

)
,

u(t, x) − (ũ1(x1 − σ1t−X1(t)) + ũ2(x1 − σ2t−X2(t))− um) ∈ C
(
0,+∞;H2(Ω)

)
,

∇x (v(t, x)− (ṽ1(x1 − σ1t−X1(t)) + ṽ2(x1 − σ2t−X2(t))− vm)) ∈ L2
(
0,+∞;H1(Ω)

)
,

∇x (u(t, x)− (ũ1(x1 − σ1t−X1(t)) + ũ2(x1 − σ2t−X2(t))− um)) ∈ L2
(
0,+∞;H2(Ω)

)
.

(2.10)

Moreover, we have the large-time behavior:

lim
t→+∞

sup
x∈Ω

|v(t, x)− (ṽ1(x1 − σ1t−X1(t)) + ṽ2(x1 − σ2t−X2(t))− vm)| = 0,

lim
t→+∞

sup
x∈Ω

|u(t, x)− (ũ1(x1 − σ1t−X1(t)) + ũ2(x1 − σ2t−X2(t))− um)| = 0,
(2.11)
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where

lim
t→+∞

Xi(t)

t
= 0, for i = 1, 2, (2.12)

and

X1(t) + σ1t ≤
3σ1 + σ2

4
t <

σ1 + σ2
2

t <
σ1 + 3σ2

4
t ≤ X2(t) + σ2t, t > 0. (2.13)

3. Main proposition for proof of Theorem 2.1

In this section, we present a main proposition on the a priori estimates for the proof of Theorem
2.1.

3.1. Local existence. We first recall the classical result on local-in-time existence of H2 solutions
to (1.1) connecting the two different constant states at far-fields.

Proposition 3.1. Let v and u be some smooth monotone functions in R such that

v = v±, u = u±, for ± x ≥ 1.

In addition, let u = (u, 0, 0).
Then for any constants M0, M1, κ0, κ0, κ1, κ1 with

0 < M0 < M1, and 0 < κ1 < κ0 < κ0 < κ1,

there exists a constant T0 > 0 such that if the initial data (v0,u0) satisfy

‖v0 − v‖H2(Ω) + ‖u0 − u‖H2(Ω) ≤M0, and κ0 ≤ v0(x) ≤ κ0, ∀x ∈ Ω,

then the Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) admit a unique soluition (v,u) on [0, T0] satisfying

v − v ∈ C([0, T0] ;H
2(Ω)),

u− u ∈ C([0, T0] ;H
2(Ω) ∩ L2([0, T0] ;H

3(Ω)),

together with
‖v − v‖L∞([0,T0];H2(Ω)) + ‖u− u‖L∞([0,T0];H2(Ω)) ≤M1,

and
κ1 ≤ v(t, x) ≤ κ1, ∀(t, x) ∈ [0, T0]× Ω. (3.1)

3.2. Construction of shifts. As desired, we will show the orbital stability of a composite wave
of viscous shocks. More precisely, we will prove that a small H2-perturbation of a composite wave
of two viscous shocks is stable and uniformly converges to the composite wave up to shifts where
each shock is shifted by Xi(t) as follows:

(ṽX1,X2 , ũX1,X2)(t, x)

:=
(
ṽX1

1 (x1 − σ1t) + ṽX2

2 (x1 − σ2t)− vm, ũ
X1

1 (x1 − σ1t) + ũX2

2 (x1 − σ2t)− um

)
,

(3.2)

where fXi denotes a function f shifted by Xi, that is, f
Xi(x1) := f(x1 −Xi(t)) for any function f .

This notation will be used throughout the paper.
We here introduce the shift functions explicitly, from which we could obtain a bound of deriva-
tive of shifts (at least locally-in-time) in Lemma 3.1, and obtain the desired a priori estimates in
Proposition 3.2. We define a pair of shifts (X1,X2) as a solution to the system of ODEs:




Ẋ1(t) = −M
δ1

[ ∫

Ω

aX1,X2

σ∗1
(h̃1)

X1

x (p(v)− p(ṽX1,X2)) dx −
∫

Ω
aX1,X2(p(ṽX1

1 ))x(v − ṽX1,X2) dx

]
,

Ẋ2(t) = −M
δ2

[ ∫

Ω

aX1,X2

σ∗2
(h̃2)

X2

x (p(v)− p(ṽX1,X2)) dx −
∫

Ω
aX1,X2(p(ṽX2

2 ))x(v − ṽX1,X2) dx

]
,

X1(0) = X2(0) = 0,
(3.3)
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where aX1,X2 is the shifted weight function as defined in (4.11), h̃i := ũi − (2µ + λ)∂x1
ṽi, and M

is the specific constant chosen as M := 5
4σ

4
mv

2
mαm with σm =

√
−p′(vm) and αm = γ+1

2γσmp(vm) . For

well-posedness of the above ODEs in Lemma 3.1, we only need the following assumption for the
shifted weight function at this point: aX1,X2 is a C1-function of (x1,X1,X2) with finite C1-norm.
This is verified by the explicit one defined in (4.11).
The following lemma ensures that (3.3) has a unique Lipschitz continuous solution at least for the
lifespan [0, T0] of solution v satisfying (3.1). We refer to [11, Lemma 3.1] for its proof.

Lemma 3.1. For any c1, c2 > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 such that the following is true. For
any T > 0, and any function v ∈ L∞((0, T ) ×R) verifying

c1 ≤ v(t, x) ≤ c2, ∀(t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × R, (3.4)

the system (3.3) has a unique Lipschitz continuous solution (X1,X2) on [0, T ]. Moreover,

|X1(t)|+ |X2(t)| ≤ Ct, ∀t ≤ T. (3.5)

3.3. Main proposition for a priori estimates. We here present the main proposition for a
priori estimates.

Proposition 3.2. For a given constant U+ := (v+,u+) ∈ R+× (R×{0}×{0}), there exist positive
constants δ0, C0, and ε1 such that the following holds: For any constant states Um := (vm, um) and
U− := (v−, u−) satisfying (2.7) satisfying |p(v−)−p(vm)| =: δ1 < δ0 and |p(vm)−p(v+)| =: δ2 < δ0,
let (ṽ, ũ) denote the composite wave of two shifted shocks as in (1.6), where (X1,X2) solves (3.3).
Suppose that (v, u) is the solution to (1.1) on [0, T ] for some T > 0, and satisfy

v − ṽX1,X2 ∈ C([0, T ] ;H2(Ω)), ∇x(v − ṽX1,X2) ∈ L2([0, T ] ;H1(Ω)),

u− ũX1,X2 ∈ C([0, T ] ;H2(Ω)), ∇x(u− ũX1,X2) ∈ L2([0, T ] ;H2(Ω)),

with

‖v − ṽX1,X2‖L∞(0,T ;H2(Ω)) + ‖u− ũX1,X2‖L∞(0,T ;H2(Ω)) ≤ ε1, (3.6)

then for all t ∈ [0, T ],

‖v − ṽX1,X2‖H2(Ω) + ‖u− ũX1,X2‖H2(Ω) +

√√√√
∫ t

0

2∑

i=1

δi|Ẋi|2 dτ

+

√∫ t

0
(GS(U) +D(U) +D1(U) +D2(U)) +D3(U)) dτ

≤ C0(‖v0 − ṽ(0, ·)‖H2(Ω) + ‖u0 − ũ(0, ·)‖H2(Ω)) + C0δ
1

4

0 .

(3.7)

In particular, for all t ≤ T ,

|Ẋ1(t)|+ |Ẋ2(t)| ≤ C0‖(v − ṽX1,X2)(t, ·)‖L∞(Ω), (3.8)

and

X1(t) + σ1t ≤
3σ1 + σ2

4
t <

σ1 + σ2
2

t <
σ1 + 3σ2

4
t ≤ X2(t) + σ2t. (3.9)
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Here, the constant C0 is independent of T and

GS(U) :=
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||Φi(v − ṽX1,X2)|2 dx1 dx′,

D(U) :=

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x(p(v) − p(ṽX1,X2))|2 dx1 dx′,

D1(U) :=

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x(u− ũX1,X2)|2 dx1 dx′,

D2(U) :=

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇2
x(u− ũX1,X2)|2 dx1 dx′,

D3(U) :=

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇3
x(u− ũX1,X2)|2 dx1 dx′,

(3.10)

where Φ1, Φ2 are cutoff functions defined by

Φ1(t, x1) :=





1, if x1 <
3σ1+σ2

4 t,

0, if x1 >
σ1+3σ2

4 t,

linearly decreasing 1 to 0, if 3σ1+σ2

4 t ≤ x1 ≤ σ1+3σ2

4 t,

Φ2(t, x1) := 1− Φ1(t, x1).

(3.11)

Remark 3.1. Because the shifted composite wave (ṽX1,X2 , ũX1,X2) is not a solution to the Navier-
Stokes equations, we have to control the interaction term of the 1- and 2-waves to have the desired
results of Proposition 3.2. For that, we localize the perturbation near each wave by applying the
cutoff functions above. More precisely, φ1 (resp. φ2) localizes the perturbation near the 1-wave
(resp. 2-wave) shifted by X1 (resp. X2).

3.4. Global-in-time existence for perturbation. Based on Proposition 3.1 and 3.2, we use the
continuation argument to prove (2.10) for the global-in-time existence of perturbations. We can also
use Proposition 3.2 to prove (2.11) for the long-time behavior. Those proofs are typical and use the
same arguments as in [11]. Therefore, we omit those details, and complete the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Hence, the remaining part of the paper is dedicated to the proof of Proposition 3.2.

3.5. Useful estimates. We here present the useful estimates for the proofs.

3.5.1. Sobolev inequalities. The following inequality is an extension of the 1D Poincare-type in-
equality [20, Lemma 2.9] to the multi-D domain [0, 1] × T

2.

Lemma 3.2. [41, Lemma 3.1] For any f : [0, 1] × T
2 −→ R satisfying

∫

T2

∫ 1

0

[
y1(1− y1) |∂y1f |2 +

∣∣∇y′f
∣∣2

y1(1− y1)

]
dy1 dy

′ <∞,

we have ∫

T2

∫ 1

0

∣∣f − f̄
∣∣2 dy1 dy′ ≤

1

2

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
y1(1− y1) |∂y1f |2 dy1 dy′

+
1

16π2

∫

T2

∫ 1

0

∣∣∇y′f
∣∣2

y1(1− y1)
dy1 dy

′.

(3.12)

We will use the following interpolation inequality. We refer to [1] for its proof.

Lemma 3.3. For any g ∈ H2(Ω) where Ω = R× T
2, we have

‖g‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C‖g‖
1

2

L2(Ω)
‖∂x1

g‖
1

2

L2(Ω)
+ C‖∇xg‖

1

2

L2(Ω)
‖∇2

xg‖
1

2

L2(Ω)
.
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3.5.2. Estimate on the relative quantities. Our approach is based on the relative entropy method,
which was first employed by Dafermos [8] and Diperna [9] fore the L2 stability and uniqueness of
Lipschitz solution to the hyperbolic conservation laws. We here present some useful estimates for
the relative quantities, such as

p(v|w) = p(v)− p(w) − p′(w)(v − w), Q(v|w) = Q(v)−Q(w)−Q′(w)(v − w).

To use the Taylor-Expansion, these must be almost locally quadratic quantities. The estimates
below show the precise estimate on this local behavior of the relative quantities. The proof of the
lemma can be found in [20].

Lemma 3.4. Let γ > 1 and v+ be given constants. Then there exist constants C, δ∗ > 0 such that
the following assertions hold:

(1) For any v,w satisfying 0 < w < 2v+ and 0 < v < 3v+,

|v − w|2 ≤ CQ(v|w), |v − w|2 ≤ Cp(v|w). (3.13)

(2) For any v,w satisfying v,w > v+/2,

|p(v)− p(w)| ≤ C|v − w|. (3.14)

(3) For any 0 < δ < δ∗ and any (v,w) ∈ R
2
+ satisfying |p(v)−p(w)| < δ and |p(w)−p(v+)| < δ,

p(v|w) ≤
(
γ + 1

2γ

1

p(w)
+ Cδ

)
|p(v)− p(w)|2,

Q(v|w) ≥ p(w)−
1

γ
−1

2γ
|p(v)− p(w)|2 − 1 + γ

3γ2
p(w)

− 1

γ
−2

(p(v)− p(w))3,

Q(v|w) ≤
(
p(w)

− 1

γ
−1

2γ
+ Cδ

)
|p(v)− p(w)|2.

(3.15)

3.5.3. Estimate on shifts. Here, we prove the estimates (3.8) and (3.9). To use the Lemma 3.4,
choose ε1 and δ0 such that ε1, δ0 ∈ (0, δ∗), where δ∗ is the constant in Lemma 3.4.
Using the assumption (3.6), Sobolev inequality, and (3.14), we have

‖p(v) − p(ṽ)‖L∞((0,T )×Ω) ≤ C‖v − ṽ‖L∞((0,T )×Ω) ≤ Cε1. (3.16)

Note that from (4.3), we know for each i = 1, 2,

σ∗i (h̃i)
′ = p(ṽi)

′. (3.17)

Thus, applying (3.16) and (3.17) to the definition of Xi (3.3), we get for each i = 1, 2,

|Ẋi(t)| ≤
C

δi

(
‖p(v) − p(ṽ)‖L∞(Ω) + ‖v − ṽ‖L∞(Ω)

) ∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
|dx1 ≤ C‖v− ṽ‖L∞(Ω), t ≤ T. (3.18)

This completes the proof of (3.8).
On the other hand, since σ2 − σ1 > 0, taking ε1 small enough together with (3.18) and (3.16) we
can get

|Ẋi(t)| ≤
σ2 − σ1

8
, i = 1, 2, t ≤ T. (3.19)

Integrating (3.19) over [0, t] for any t ≤ T , we can get

X1(t) ≤
σ2 − σ1

4
t, X2(t) ≥

σ1 − σ2
4

t, (3.20)

and especially,

X1(t) + σ1t ≤
3σ1 + σ2

4
t, X2(t) + σ2t ≥

σ1 + 3σ2
4

t. (3.21)

Because of (3.21), this completes the proof of (3.9). Thanks to the estimates above, we can prove
Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6 on the interaction estimates.
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3.5.4. Interaction estimates. We present Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6 on interaction estimates. Those proofs
are similar to [10, Lemma 3.2] and [10, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 3.5. [10, Lemma 3.2] Given v+ > 0, there exist positive constant δ0, C such that for any
δ1, δ2 ∈ (0, δ0), the following estimates hold. For each i = 1, 2,

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||ṽX1,X2 − ṽXi

i | ≤ Cδiδ1δ2 exp(−Cmin {δ1, δ2} t), t > 0, x1 ∈ R,
∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||ṽX1,X2 − ṽXi

i |dx1 ≤ Cδ1δ2 exp(−Cmin {δ1, δ2} t), t > 0,

∫

R

|(ṽ1)X1

x1
||(ṽ2)X2

x1
|dx1 ≤ Cδ1δ2 exp(−Cmin {δ1, δ2} t), t > 0.

Lemma 3.6. [10, Lemma 3.3] Let Φi be the functions defined in (3.11). Given v+ > 0, there exist
positive constant δ0, C such that for any δ1, δ2 ∈ (0, δ0), the following estimates hold.

Φ2|(ṽX1

1 )x1
| ≤ Cδ21 exp(−Cδ1t), Φ1|(ṽX2

2 )x1
| ≤ Cδ22 exp(−Cδ2t), t > 0, x1 ∈ R,

∫

R

Φ2|(ṽX1

1 )x1
|dx1 ≤ Cδ1 exp(−Cδ1t),

∫

R

Φ1|(ṽX2

2 )x1
| ≤ Cδ2 exp(−Cδ2t), t > 0.

3.6. Notations. In what follows, we use the following notations for simplicity.
1. C denotes a positive O(1)-constant that may change from line to line, but is independent of the
small constants δ0, ε1, δ1, δ2, λ1, λ2 (to be introduced below) and the time T .
2. We omit the dependence on the pair of shifts (X1,X2) of the composite wave (3.2) without
confusion as:

(ṽ, ũ)(t, x) := (ṽX1,X2 , ũX1,X2)(t, x).

4. Estimates on weighted relative entropy with shifts

Using the a-contraction method with shifts, we can get the bounds of perturbations in (3.7). For
simplicity of our analysis, we employ the effective velocity h := u− (2µ+ λ)∇xv as in [24, 20, 21],
which is related to the BD entropy [4, 2, 3]). With this effective velocity, we transform the Navier-
Stokes equations (2.1) to the system:

{
ρ (∂tv + u · ∇xv)− divxh = (2µ + λ)∆xv,

ρ (∂th+ u∇xh) +∇xp(v) = R,
(4.1)

where

R =
2µ+ λ

v
(∇xu∇xv − divxu∇xv)− µ∇x ×∇x × u. (4.2)

Then it follows from (2.3) - (2.6) that the associated viscous shocks ṽi and h̃i := ũi− (2µ+λ)∂x1
ṽi

satisfy the following ODEs:




ρ̃Xi

i (−σi(ṽi)Xi
x1

+ ũXi

i (ṽi)
Xi
x1
)− (h̃i)

Xi
x1

= (2µ+ λ)(ṽi)
Xi
x1x1

, (i = 1, 2)

ρ̃Xi

i ((−σi + ũXi

i )(h̃i)
Xi
x1
) + p(ṽXi

i )x1
= 0, (i = 1, 2)

(ṽ1, h̃1)(−∞) = (v−, u−), (ṽ1, h̃1)(+∞) = (vm, um),

(ṽ2, h̃2)(−∞) = (vm, um), (ṽ2, h̃2)(+∞) = (v+, u+).

(4.3)

Let (ṽ, h̃) denote the shifted composite wave such that

(ṽ, h̃)(t, x) :=
(
ṽX1

1 (x1 − σ1t) + ṽX2

2 (x1 − σ2t)− vm, h̃
X1

1 (x1 − σ1t) + h̃X2

2 (x1 − σ2t)− um

)
.

In addition, we denote

h̃1(t, x) := (h̃X1

1 (x1 − σ1t), 0, 0), h̃2(t, x) := (h̃X2

2 (x1 − σ2t), 0, 0).
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It follows from (4.1) and (4.3) that




ρ(v − ṽ)t + ρu · ∇x(v − ṽ)− divx(h− h̃)− ρ
2∑

i=1
Ẋi(t)(ṽi)

Xi
x1

+
2∑

i=1
Fi(ṽi)

Xi
x1

= (2µ + λ)∆x(v − ṽ),

ρ(h− h̃)t + ρu∇x(h− h̃) +∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))− ρ
2∑

i=1
Ẋi(t)(h̃i)x1

+
2∑

i=1
Fi(h̃i)x1

= R∗,

(4.4)
where for each i = 1, 2,

Fi = −σi(ρ− ρ̃Xi

i ) + ρu1 − ρ̃Xi

i ũXi

i

= − σ∗i
ρ̃Xi

i

(ρ− ρ̃Xi

i ) + ρ(u1 − ũXi

i ),
(4.5)

and,

R∗ = R−∇x(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 )). (4.6)

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any t ∈ [0, T ],

∫

T2

∫

R

(
|h− h̃|2

2
+Q(v|ṽ)

)
dx1 dx

′ +

∫ t

0

(
2∑

i=1

δi|Ẋi(τ)|2 +G1(τ) +G3(τ) + GS(τ) +D(τ)

)
dτ

≤ C

∫

T2

∫

R

(
|h0(x)− h̃(0, x)|2

2
+Q(v0(x)|ṽ(0, x))

)
dx1 dx

′ + C(δ0 + ε1)

∫ t

0
||∇x(u− ũ)||2H1 dτ + Cδ0,

(4.7)

where

G1 :=

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
|
∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

dx1 dx
′,

G3 :=

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
|(h22 + h23) dx1 dx

′,

GS :=

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||Φi(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2 dx1 dx′,

D :=

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2 dx1 dx′.

4.1. Construction of weight functions. In order to deal with the two shock waves, we first
introduce two weight functions a1, a2 associated with 1-shock and 2-shock respectively: for each
i = 1, 2, we define

ai(x1 − σit) = 1 +
νi(p(vm)− p(ṽi(x1 − σit)))

δi
, (4.8)

where δi is the ith-shock strength. At this time, for each i = 1, 2, νi is a small constant satisfying
δi ≪ νi < C

√
δi for so that it is large enough compared to the ith-shock strength. In addition, we

define ν := ν1 + ν2, which satisfies ν ≤ 2max(ν1, ν2) ≤ C
√
δ0.

Note that 3
4 ≤ 1− ν ≤ ai ≤ 1 + ν ≤ 5

4 and

(ai)x1
= −νi

δi
(p(ṽi))x1

, (4.9)

from which we have

|(ai)x1
| ∼ νi

δi
|(ṽi)x1

|, and so, ‖(ai)x1
‖L∞(R) ≤ νiδi, ‖(ai)x1

‖L1(R) = νi. (4.10)
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To deal with the shifted composite wave, we think about the following composition of shifted weight
functions as

aX1,X2(t, x1) := aX1

1 (x1−σ1t)+aX2

2 (x1−σ2t)− 1 = a1(x1−σ1t−X1(t))+a2(x1−σ2t−X2(t))− 1.
(4.11)

For notational simplicity as before, we will omit the dependence on shifts:

a(t, x1) := aX1,X2(t, x1).

4.2. Evolution of the weighted relative entropy. We present the representation for the evo-
lution of the relative entropy. The computation is typical but we present its proof in Appendix for
the readers’ convenience.

Lemma 4.2. Let a be the weighted function defined by (4.8) and (4.11). It holds

d

dt

∫

T2

∫

R

aρ

(
Q(v|ṽ) + |h− h̃|2

2

)
dx1 dx

′ =
2∑

i=1

(
Ẋi(t)Yi(t)

)
+ J bad(U)− J good(U), (4.12)

where

2∑

i=1

(
Ẋi(t)Yi(t)

)
= −

∫

T2

∫

R

ρQ(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

Ẋi(t)(ai)
Xi
x1
dx1dx

′ −
∫

T2

∫

R

aρp′(ṽ)(v − ṽ)
2∑

i=1

Ẋi(t)(ṽi)
Xi
x1
dx1dx

′,

J bad(U) =

∫

T2

∫

R

Q(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

Fi(ai)
Xi
x1
dx1dx

′ −
∫

T2

∫

R

ap(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

Fi(ṽi)
Xi
x1
dx1dx

′

+

∫

T2

∫

R

ap(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

σ∗i (ṽi)
Xi
x1
dx1dx

′ +

∫

T2

∫

R

a(p(v)− p(ṽ))
2∑

i=1

Fi(ṽi)
Xi
x1
dx1dx

′

− (2µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

a∂x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ))∂x1

p(ṽ)

(
1

γp(v)1+
1

γ

− 1

γp(ṽ)1+
1

γ

)
dx1dx

′

− (2µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

(p(v)− p(ṽ))
∂x1

(p(v)− p(ṽ))

γp(v)
1+ 1

γ

2∑

i=1

(ai)
Xi
x1
dx1dx

′

− (2µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

(p(v)− p(ṽ))∂x1
p(ṽ)

(
1

γp(v)
1+ 1

γ

− 1

γp(ṽ)
1+ 1

γ

)
2∑

i=1

(ai)
Xi
x1
dx1dx

′,

J good(U) =

∫

T2

∫

R

Q(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

σ∗i (ai)
Xi
x1
dx1dx

′ + (2µ + λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

a
|∇x(p(v) − p(ṽ))|2

γp(v)
1+ 1

γ

dx1dx
′

(4.13)

Remark 4.1. Since σ∗i (a
Xi

i )x1
> 0 and a > 1

2 , −G(t) consists of five terms with good sign, while
B(t) consists of bad terms.

Remark 4.2. We note that the definition of the weight ai implies

σ∗i (ai)
Xi
x1

= −νiσ
∗
i

δi
(p(ṽXi

i ))x1
=
γνiσ

∗
i

δi
(ṽXi

i )−γ−1(ṽi)
Xi
x1
> 0,

from which we observe that J good consists of good terms.
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4.3. Maximization on h− h̃. Among the terms in J bad(U), a main bad term is
∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ))(h1 − h̃) dx1 dx

′

where the perturbations for p(v) and h1 are multiplied. To exploit the parabolic term on v-variable

and so use the Poincaré-type inequality, we separate h1− h̃ from p(v)−p(ṽ) by using the quadratic

structure of h− h̃. Exactly, using

(ai)
Xi
x1
(p(v) − p(ṽ))(h1 − h̃)− σ∗i

2
(ai)

Xi
x1
|h− h̃|2

= −σ
∗
i (ai)

Xi
x1

2

∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

+
(ai)

Xi
x1

2σ∗i
|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 − σ∗i (ai)

Xi
x1

(
h22 + h23

2

)
,

we can rewrite the terms J bad(U)− J good(U) in the above lemma (4.12) as

J bad(U)−J good(U) = B(U)− G(U),

where

B(U) =

2∑

i=1

[
1

2σ∗i

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
|p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′ + σ∗i

∫

T2

∫

R

ap(v|ṽ)(ṽi)Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

+

∫

T2

∫

R

ap′(ṽ)(v − ṽ)Fi(ṽi)
Xi
x1

− a(h1 − h̃)Fi(h̃i)
Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

+

∫

T2

∫

R

(
Q(v|ṽ) + |h− h̃|2

2

)
Fi(ai)

Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

− (2µ + λ)

2

∫

T2

∫

R

a∂x1
(p(v) − p(ṽ))∂x1

p(ṽ)

(
1

γp(v)
1+ 1

γ

− 1

γp(ṽ)
1+ 1

γ

)
dx1 dx

′

− (2µ + λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ))

∂x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ))

γp(v)1+
1

γ

dx1 dx
′

− (2µ + λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ))∂x1

p(ṽ)

(
1

γp(v)1+
1

γ

− 1

γp(ṽ)1+
1

γ

)
dx1 dx

′

]
,

G(U) =

2∑

i=1

[
σ∗i
2

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1

∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

dx1 dx
′

+ σ∗i

∫

T2

∫

R

Q(v|ṽ)(ai)Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

+
σ∗i
2

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
(h22 + h23) dx1 dx

′

]
,

+ (2µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

a
|∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2

γp(v)
1+ 1

γ

dx1 dx
′.

Thus, we estimate the right-hand side of the below equation:

d

dt

∫

T2

∫

R

aρη(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′ =

2∑

i=1

(ẊiYi(U)) + B(U)− G(U). (4.14)
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4.4. Decompositions. First, we name each term of B(U) and G(U) as follows:

B(U) =

8∑

i=1

Bi(U),

G(U) = G1(U) + G2(U) + G3(U) +D(U),

where

B1(U) :=

2∑

i=1

1

2σ∗i

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
|p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

B2(U) :=
2∑

i=1

σ∗i

∫

T2

∫

R

ap(v|ṽ)(ṽi)Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

B3(U) :=
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ap′(ṽ)(v − ṽ)Fi(ṽi)
Xi
x1

− a(h1 − h̃)Fi(h̃i)
Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

B4(U) :=
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

(
Q(v|ṽ) + |h− h̃|2

2

)
Fi(ai)

Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

B5(U) := −(2µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

a∂x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ))∂x1

p(ṽ)

(
1

γp(v)
1+ 1

γ

− 1

γp(ṽ)
1+ 1

γ

)
dx1 dx

′

B6(U) := −(2µ+ λ)
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ))

∂x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ))

γp(v)1+
1

γ

dx1 dx
′

B7(U) := −(2µ+ λ)
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ))∂x1

p(ṽ)

(
1

γp(v)
1+ 1

γ

− 1

γp(ṽ)
1+ 1

γ

)
dx1 dx

′

B8(U) :=

∫

T2

∫

R

a(h− h̃) ·R∗ dx1 dx
′, (R∗ was defined in (4.2) and (4.6))

and

G1(U) :=

2∑

i=1

σ∗i
2

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1

∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

dx1 dx
′

G2(U) :=

2∑

i=1

σ∗i

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
Q(v|ṽ) dx1 dx′

G3(U) :=

2∑

i=1

σ∗i
2

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
(h22 + h23) dx1 dx

′

D(U) := (2µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

a
|∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2

γp(v)
1+ 1

γ

dx1 dx
′.

For each Yi in (4.13), we initially write Yi more explicitly as follows:

Yi(U) = −
∫

T2

∫

R

ρ(ai)
Xi
x1

(
Q(v|ṽ) + |h− h̃|2

2

)
dx1 dx

′ +

∫

T2

∫

R

aρ(h̃i)
Xi
x1
(h1 − h̃1) dx1 dx

′

−
∫

T2

∫

R

aρp′(ṽ)(ṽi)
Xi
x1
(v − ṽ) dx1 dx

′.
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Because an essential idea in our analysis is to apply Poincaré-type inequality of Lemma 3.2 by
extracting a good term on an average of perturbation p(v)−p(ṽ) from the shift part

∑2
i=1(ẊiYi(U)),

we decompose Yi as follows: for each i = 1, 2,

Yi =

6∑

j=1

Yij,

where

Yi1 :=

∫

T2

∫

R

a

σ∗i
ρ(h̃i)

Xi
x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ)) dx1 dx

′,

Yi2 := −
∫

T2

∫

R

aρp(ṽi)
Xi
x1
(v − ṽ) dx1 dx

′,

Yi3 :=

∫

T2

∫

R

aρ(h̃i)
Xi
x1

(
h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

)
dx1 dx

′

Yi4 := −
∫

T2

∫

R

aρ(ṽi)
Xi
x1

(
p′(ṽ)− p′(ṽXi

i )
)
(v − ṽ) dx1 dx

′,

Yi5 := −1

2

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ(ai)
Xi
x1

(
h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

)(
h1 − h̃+

p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

)
dx1 dx

′

Yi6 := −
∫

T2

∫

R

ρ(ai)
Xi
x1

(
Q(v|ṽ) + |p(v) − p(ṽ)|2

2σ∗i
2 +

h22 + h23
2

)
dx1 dx

′.

Notice that it follows from our construction (3.3) on shifts Xi that

Ẋi = −M
δi

(Yi1 + Yi2),

which implies

ẊiYi(U) = − δi
M

|Ẋi|2 + Ẋi

6∑

j=3

Yij. (4.15)

Here, the good term − δi
M |Ẋi|2 would give an average of linear perturbation on v-variable as men-

tioned above, whereas the remaining part would be controlled by the good terms in G(U). To show
it, we combine (4.14) and (4.15) to get

d

dt

∫

T2

∫

R

aη(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′ = R, where

R := −
2∑

i=1

δi
M

|Ẋi|2 +
2∑

i=1


Ẋi

6∑

j=3

Yij


+

8∑

i=1

Bi − G1 − G2 − G3 −D.

= −
2∑

i=1

δi
2M

|Ẋi|2 + B1 + B2 − G2 −
3

4
D

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:R1

−
2∑

i=1

δi
2M

|Ẋi|2 +
2∑

i=1


Ẋi

6∑

j=3

Yij


+

8∑

i=3

Bi − G1 −
1

4
D

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:R2

.

(4.16)

A reason of the decomposition (4.16) is that the bad terms contained in R1 must be estimated
delicately. To estimate these terms, we use the sharp Poincaré-type inequality of Lemma 3.2. The
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remaining terms in R2 can be estimated in a rather rough way. First, we concentrate on the
estimate of R1.

4.5. Estimate of the main part R1. An essential idea for estimates of R1 is to apply the
Poincaré-type inequality (3.12) in Lemma 3.2. To apply the Poincaré-type inequality, we require
to localize the perturbation near each wave by using the cutoff functions Φ1,Φ2 defined in (3.11)
(see Remark 3.1), and then change of variables from whole space R to a bounded interval (0, 1) for
each wave. For any fixed t > 0, we will consider the following change of variables in space:

y1 := 1− p(vm)− p(ṽ1(x1 − σ1t−X1(t)))

δ1
, y2 :=

p(vm)− p(ṽ2(x1 − σ2t−X2(t)))

δ2
.

Surely, for each i = 1, 2, yi : R → (0, 1) is a monotone function such that

dy1
dx1

=
1

δ1
p(ṽ1)

′ > 0,
dy2
dx1

= − 1

δ2
p(ṽ2)

′ > 0,

and

lim
x1→−∞

yi = 0, lim
x1→+∞

yi = 1.

In addition, both |X1(t)| and |X2(t)| are bounded on [0, T ] by (3.18).
With regard to the new variables, we will apply the Poincaré-type inequality to each perturbation

wi localized by Φi respectively:

w1 := Φ1(t, x1)

(
p(v(t, x)) − p

(
ṽ1(x1 − σ1t−X1(t)) + ṽ2(x1 − σ2t−X2(t)) − vm

))
,

w2 := Φ2(t, x1)

(
p(v(t, x)) − p

(
ṽ1(x1 − σ1t−X1(t)) + ṽ2(x1 − σ2t−X2(t)) − vm

))
.

In what follows, for simplicity, we use the following notations to denote constants of O(1)-scale:

σm :=
√

−p′(vm), αm :=
γ + 1

2γσmp(vm)
=

p′′(vm)

2σm|p′(vm)|2 ,

which are surely independent of the shock strengths δi since v+/2 ≤ vm ≤ v+.
Because the δi are bounded by δ0 respectively, the following estimates on the O(1)-constants hold:

|σ∗1 − (−σm)| ≤ Cδ1, |σ∗2 − σm| ≤ Cδ2, (4.17)

and

‖σ2m − |p′(ṽi)|‖L∞ ≤ Cδi,

∥∥∥∥∥
1

σ2m
− p(ṽi)

− 1

γ
−1

γ

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞

≤ Cδi,

∥∥∥∥∥
1

σ2m
− p(ṽ)−

1

γ
−1

γ

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞

≤ Cδ0. (4.18)

We are now ready to estimate the terms in R1. As mentioned, we need to extract a good term on
an average of the perturbation wi from the shift part δi

2M |Ẋi|2 as follows, so that we could apply
Lemma 3.2.

• (Estimate of shift part δi
2M |Ẋi|2): Our goal is that: for each i = 1, 2,

− δi
2M

|Ẋi|2 ≤− Mδi
σ4mv

2
m

(∫

T2

∫ 1

0
wi dyi dx

′

)2

+ Cδi(δ0 + δi + ν)2
∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|wi|2 dyi dx′

+ Cδ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

(4.19)
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As the estimates of δ1
2M |Ẋ1|2 and δ2

2M |Ẋ2|2 are the same, we enough to handle the case of X1. Since

Ẋ1 = −M
δ1
(Y11 + Y12), we first estimate Y11 and Y12.

Using (4.3) and the relation Φ1 +Φ2 = 1, we have

Y11 =

∫

T2

∫

R

a

σ∗1
2v

Φ1p(ṽ
X1

1 )x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ)) dx1 dx

′ +

∫

T2

∫

R

a

σ∗1
2v

Φ2p(ṽ
X1

1 )x1
(p(v) − p(ṽ)) dx1 dx

′.

Then using (4.17) and ‖a− 1‖L∞(R+×R) ≤ ν, we have

∣∣∣∣Y11 −
δ1

σ2mvm

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
w1 dy1 dx

′

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cδ1(δ0+ν)

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|w1| dy1 dx′+C

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽ1)X1

x1
||Φ2||p(v)−p(ṽ)| dx1 dx′.

When we estimate Y12, we first use Taylor expansion in terms of v = p(v)−1/γ to get
∣∣∣∣∣v − ṽ −

(
−p(ṽ)

− 1

γ
−1

γ
(p(v)− p(ṽ))

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2,

which together with the estimates (4.18) and (3.16) implies
∣∣∣∣v − ṽ −

(
− 1

σ2m
(p(v)− p(ṽ))

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(δ0 + ε1)|p(v) − p(ṽ)|.

As above,
∣∣∣∣Y12 −

δ1
σ2mvm

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
w1 dy1 dx

′

∣∣∣∣ ≤Cδ1(ν + δ0 + ε1)

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|w1| dy1 dx′

+ C

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽ1)X1

x1
||Φ2||p(v) − p(ṽ)| dy1 dx′.

Combining the estimates for Y11 and Y12, we have
∣∣∣∣Ẋ1 +

2M

σ2mvm

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
w1 dy1 dx

′

∣∣∣∣ ≤
M

δ1

(∣∣∣∣Y11 −
δ1

σ2mvm

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
w1 dy1 dx

′

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣Y12 −

δ1
σ2mvm

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
w1 dy1 dx

′

∣∣∣∣
)

≤ C(ν + δ0 + ε1)

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|w1| dy1 dx′

+
C

δ1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽ1)X1

x1
||Φ2||p(v)− p(ṽ)| dx1 dx′,

which implies by squaring both sides and using Young’s inequality,

2M2

σ4mv
2
m

(∫

T2

∫ 1

0
w1 dy1 dx

′

)2

− |Ẋ1|2 ≤ C(ν + δ0 + ε1)
2

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|w1|2 dy1 dx′

+
C

δ21

(∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽ1)X1

x1
||Φ2||p(v)− p(ṽ)| dx1 dx′

)2

.

(4.20)

In addition, using Lemmas 2.1, 3.4, and 3.6,

C

δ21

(∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽ1)X1

x1
||Φ2||p(v)− p(ṽ)| dx1 dx′

)2

≤ C

δ21

∫

T2

∫

R

(|(ṽ1)X1

x1
|Φ2)

2dx1 dx
′

∫

T2

∫

R

|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤ C

δ21
sup
t,x

(
Φ2
2|(ṽ1)X1

x1
|
)
‖(ṽ1)X1

x1
‖L1(R)

∫

T2

∫

R

Q(v|ṽ) dx1 dx′

≤ Cδ1 exp(−Cδ1t)
∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.
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In short, combining the estimate above, we have following estimate on Ẋ1:

− δ1
2M

|Ẋ1|2 ≤− Mδi
σ4mv

2
m

(∫

T2

∫ 1

0
wi dyi dx

′

)2

+ Cδi(δ0 + δi + ν)2
∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|wi|2 dyi dx′,

+ Cδ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

which is the desired inequality (4.19).

• (Estimate of the bad term B1 and good term G2): Recall

B1(U) :=

2∑

i=1

1

2σ∗i

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:Bi1

,

G2(U) :=

2∑

i=1

σ∗i

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
Q(v|ṽ) dx1 dx′

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:Gi2

.

Since the estimates for the two cases i = 1, 2 are the same, we enough to deal with the case of i = 2
for simplicity.
First, we use the estimate on Q(v|ṽ) in Lemma 3.4 to obtain

G22 ≥ σ∗2

∫

T2

∫

R

(a2)
X2

x1

p(ṽX2

2 )
− 1

γ
−1

2γ
|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

− σ∗2

∫

T2

∫

R

(a2)
X2

x1

1 + γ

3γ2
p̃
− 1

γ
−2

(p(v) − p(ṽ))3 dx1 dx
′

+
σ∗2
2γ

∫

T2

∫

R

(a2)
X2

x1

(
p(ṽ)

− 1

γ
−1 − p(ṽ2

X2)
− 1

γ
−1
)
|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′.

For simplicity, let Ĝ22 denote the good term given as

Ĝ22 := σ∗2

∫

T2

∫

R

(a2)
X2

x1

p(ṽX2

2 )−
1

γ
−1

2γ
|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′.

Using (4.17) and (4.18), we have

B21 ≤
1

2σm

∫

T2

∫

R

(a2)
X2

x1
|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′ +

Cδ2
2σm

∫

R

(a2)
X2

x1
|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′,

and

Ĝ22 ≥
1

2σm
(1− Cδ2)

∫

T2

∫

R

(a2)
X2

x1
|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

Then using Φ1 +Φ2 = 1 and (4.9), we estimate

B21 − Ĝ22 ≤ Cδ2

∫

T2

∫

R

(a2)
X2

x1
|p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤ Cδ2ν2

∫

T2

∫

R

|p(ṽX2

2 )x1
|

δ2
|Φ2(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2 dx1 dx′ + Cν2

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽ2)X2

x1
|Φ2

1|p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′.
(4.21)

The first term of the right-hand side of (4.21) is rewritten in the new variables w2, y2:

Cδ2ν2

∫

T2

∫

R

|p(ṽX2

2 )x1
|

δ2
|Φ2(p(v) − p(ṽ))|2 dx1 dx′ = Cδ2ν2

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|w2|2 dy2dx′.
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Using Lemma 3.6, the last term of (4.21) can be estimated as

Cν2

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽ2)X2

x1
|Φ2

1|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′ ≤ Cν2δ
2
2 exp(−Cδ2t)

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

Hence, we have

B1 − Ĝ2 ≤
2∑

i=1

Cνiδi

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|wi|2 dyi dx′ + Cνiδ

2
i exp(−Cδit)

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

• (Estimate of the bad term B2): Recall

B2(U) :=

2∑

i=1

σ∗i

∫

T2

∫

R

a(ṽi)
Xi
x1
p(v|ṽ) dx1 dx′

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:Bi2

.

Also, we only deal with the case of i = 2 for simplicity. First, we have

B22 = σ∗2

∫

T2

∫

R

a(ṽ2)
X2

x1
Φ2
2p(v|ṽ) dx1 dx′ + σ∗2

∫

T2

∫

R

a(ṽ2)
X2

x1
(1− Φ2

2)p(v|ṽ) dx1 dx′.

Using Lemma 3.4, (4.17), (4.18), and then the integration by substitution, we estimate the first
term as

σ∗2

∫

T2

∫

R

a(ṽ2)
X2

x Φ2
2p(v|ṽ) dx1 dx′ = σ∗2

∫

T2

∫

R

a
p(ṽX2

2 )x1

p′(ṽX2

2 )
Φ2
2p(v|ṽ) dx1 dx′

≤ σ∗2

∫

T2

∫

R

a
|p(ṽX2

2 )x1
|

|p′(ṽX2

2 )|
Φ2
2

(
γ + 1

2γp(ṽ)
+ Cε1

)
|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤ γ + 1

2γσmp(vm)
(1 +C(δ0 + ν + ε1))

∫

T2

∫

R

|p(ṽX2

2 )x1
||Φ2(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2 dx1 dx′

≤ δ2αm(1 + C(δ0 + ν + ε1))

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|w2|2 dy2 dx′,

where we used αm = γ+1
2γσmp(vm) .

On the other hand, using Lemma (3.6) we estimate the last interaction term of B22 as

σ∗2

∫

T2

∫

R

a(ṽ2)
X2

x1
(1 + Φ2)Φ1p(v|ṽ) dx1 dx′ ≤ C

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽ2)X2

x1
|Φ1|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤ Cδ22 exp(−Cδ2t)
∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

Thus, we have

B22 ≤ δ2αm(1 + C(δ0 + ν + ε1))

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|w2|2 dy2 dx′

+ Cδ22 exp(−Cδ2t)
∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′,

which yields

B2 ≤
2∑

i=1

δiαm(1 + C(δ0 + ν + ε1))

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|wi|2 dyi

+ Cδ2i exp(−Cδit)
∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.
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In short, combining the estimates above on B1,G2, and B2, we have

B1 − G2 + B2 ≤
2∑

i=1

[
δiαm(1 + C(δ0 + ν + ε1))

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|wi|2 dyi dx′ + Cδ2i exp(−Cδit)

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′

]

+

2∑

i=1

[
− σ∗i

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1

1 + γ

3γ2
p(ṽ)

− 1

γ
−2

(p(v) − p(ṽ))3 dx1 dx
′

+
σ∗i
2γ

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1

(
p(ṽ)−

1

γ
−1 − p(ṽXi

i )−
1

γ
−1
)
|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

]
.

(4.22)

• (Estimate of the diffusion term D(U)): First of all, using the fact that Φ1 + Φ2 = 1 and
1 ≥ Φi ≥ Φ2

i ≥ 0 for each i = 1, 2, we separate D(U) into

D(U) = (2µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

a
|∂x1

(p(v) − p(ṽ))|2

γp(v)1+
1

γ

dx1 dx
′ + (2µ + λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

a
|∇x′(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2

γp(v)1+
1

γ

dx1 dx
′

≥ (2µ+ λ)

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

aΦ2
i

|∂x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2

γp(v)1+
1

γ

dx1 dx
′ + (2µ + λ)

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

aΦ2
i

|∇x′(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2

γp(v)1+
1

γ

dx1 dx
′

Since Young’s inequality yields: for any 1 > δ∗ > 0 small enough, (to be determined below)

2µ+ λ

γ

∫

T2

∫

R

a
|∂x1

(Φi(p(v)− p(ṽ)))|2

p(v)1+
1

γ

dx1 dx
′ ≤(1 + δ∗)

2µ + λ

γ

∫

T2

∫

R

a
Φ2
i |∂x1

(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2

p(v)1+
1

γ

dx1 dx
′,

+
C

δ∗

2µ+ λ

γ

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

a
|∂x1

Φi|2|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2

p(v)
1+ 1

γ

dx1 dx
′

we have

−D1(U) ≤− 1

1 + δ∗

2µ+ λ

γ

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

a
|∂x1

(Φi(p(v) − p(ṽ)))|2

p(v)1+
1

γ

dx1 dx
′

+
C

δ∗

2µ + λ

γ

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

a
|∂x1

Φi|2|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2

p(v)1+
1

γ

dx1 dx
′

=:J1 + J2.

We want to write J1 in terms of the variables yi and wi. So, we apply the following estimates in
the proof of [26, Lemma 4.5] to J1:

∣∣∣∣∣
1

yi(1− yi)

2µ + λ

γp
1

γ
+1

(ṽXi

i )

dyi
dx1

− δip
′′(vm)

2|p′(vm)|2σm

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cδ2i (4.23)
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From
∥∥∥ap(ṽi)

p(v) − 1
∥∥∥
L∞

≤ C(δ0 + ε1 + ν), (4.23) implies

J1 = − 1

1 + δ∗

2µ + λ

γ

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
a
|∂yiwi|2

p
1+ 1

γ

dyi
dx1

dyi dx
′

≤ −
2∑

i=1

(1− C(δ0 + ε1 + ν + δ∗))

(
δip

′′(vm)

2p′(vm)2σm
− Cδ2i

)∫

T2

∫ 1

0
yi(1− yi)|∂yiwi|2 dyi dx′

≤ −
2∑

i=1

δiαm(1− C(δ0 + ε1 + ν + δ∗))

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
yi(1− yi)|∂yiwi|2 dyi dx′,

where we used p′′(vm)
2|p′(vm)|2σm

= γ+1
2γσmp(vm) = αm.

To deal with the term J2, note that from the definition of cutoff functions (3.11) for each i = 1, 2,

|∂x1
Φi(t, x1)| ≤

2

(σ2 − σ1)

1

t
, ∀x1 ∈ R, t ∈ (0, T ]. (4.24)

Using this, we can estimate as

J2 ≤
C

δ∗t2

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

Thus, combining the estimates of J1 and J2 above, we have

−D1(U) ≤ −
2∑

i=1

δiαm(1− C(δ0 + ν + ε1 + δ∗))

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
yi(1− yi)|∂yiwi|2 dyi dx′ +

C

δ∗t2

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

(4.25)

Since both Φ1 and Φ2 are independent of the variables x′ and 1 = Φ1 +Φ2 ≥ Φ2
1 +Φ2

2, we have

−D2 = −(2µ + λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

a
|∇x′(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2

γp(v)
1+ 1

γ

dx1 dx
′

≤ −(2µ + λ)

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

a
|∇x′(Φi(p(v) − p(ṽ)))|2

γp(v)1+
1

γ

dx1 dx
′

= −(2µ + λ)

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
a
|∇x′wi|2

γp(v)1+
1

γ

(
dx1
dyi

)
dyi dx

′.

From (4.23),

yi(1− yi)
dx1
dyi

≥ 2µ + λ

γp(ṽXi

i )1+
1

γ (αmδi + Cδ2i )
≥ 2µ + λ

2αmδi|p′(vm)| .

This implies
∫ 1

0
a
|∇x′wi|2

γp(v)
1+ 1

γ

(
dx1
dyi

)
dyi ≥ (1−C(δi + ν))

σm(2µ + λ)2

δip′′(vm)

∫ 1

0

|∇x′wi|2
yi(1− yi)

dyi.

Thus, we get

−D2(U) ≤ −
2∑

i=1

(1− C(δi + ν))
σm(2µ + λ)2

δip′′(vm)

∫

T2

∫ 1

0

|∇x′wi|2
yi(1− yi)

dyi dx
′. (4.26)
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• (Conclusion): Combining the estimates (4.22), (4.25), and (4.26) we have

B1 + B2 − Ĝ2 −
3

4
D

≤
2∑

i=1

δiαm

(
1 + C(δ0 + ν + ε1))

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|wi|2 dyi dx′

− 3

4
(1 −C0(δ0 + ν + ε1 + δ∗))

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
yi(1 − yi)|∂yiwi|2 dyi dx′

)

+ C

(
2∑

i=1

δ2i exp(−Cδit) +
1

δ∗t2

)∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx

− 3

4

2∑

i=1

(1− C(δi + ν))
σm(2µ + λ)2

δip′′(vm)

∫

T2

∫ 1

0

|∇x′wi|2
yi(1− yi)

dyi dx
′.

(4.27)

At this time, we take δ∗ as

δ∗ =
1

24C0
,

which together with the smallness of δ0, ν, ε1 yields

C0(δ0 + ν + ε1 + δ∗) <
1

12
.

Substituting this into (4.27)

B1 + B2 − Ĝ2 −
3

4
D

≤
2∑

i=1

δiαm

(
11

10

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|wi|2 dyi dx′ −

2

3

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
yi(1− yi)|∂yiwi|2 dyi dx′

)

+ C

(
2∑

i=1

δi exp(−Cδit) +
1

t2

)∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′

− 5

8
(2µ+ λ)2

2∑

i=1

σm
δip′′(vm)

∫

T2

∫ 1

0

|∇x′wi|2
yi(1− yi)

dy1 dx
′.

Note that the identity:
∫ 1

0
|wi − w̄i|2dyi =

∫ 1

0
w2
i dyi − w̄i

2, w̄i :=

∫ 1

0
widyi, for i = 1, 2.

Using Lemma 3.2 with identity above, we have

B1 + B2 − Ĝ2 −
3

4
D ≤

2∑

i=1

[
−7δiαm

30

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|wi|2 dyi dx′ +

4δiαm

3

(∫

T2

∫ 1

0
wi dyi dx

′

)2
]

+ C

(
2∑

i=1

δ2i exp(−Cδit) +
1

t2

)∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′

− 5

8

2∑

i=1

(
(2µ + λ)2σm
δip′′(vm)

− 2δiαm

15π

)∫

T2

∫ 1

0

|∇x′wi|2
yi(1− yi)

dyidx
′.
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Lastly, using (4.19) with the choice M = 4
3σ

4
mv

2
mαm and smallness of δi, we have

−
2∑

i=1

δi
2M

|Ẋi|2 + B1 + B2 − G2 −
3

4
D

≤
2∑

i=1

[
− δiαm

5

∫

T2

∫ 1

0
|wi|2 dyi dx′ + σ∗i

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1

1 + γ

3γ2
p(ṽ)−

1

γ
−2(p(v)− p(ṽ))3 dx1 dx

′

− σ∗i
2γ

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1

(
p(ṽ)

− 1

γ
−1 − p(ṽXi

i )
− 1

γ
−1
)
|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx

]

+ C

(
2∑

i=1

δ2i exp(−Cδit) +
1

t2

)∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx,

which concludes

R1 ≤
2∑

i=1

[
− C1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||Φi(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2 dx1 dx′ +C

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||p(v) − p(ṽ)|3 dx1 dx′

+ C

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||ṽ − ṽXi

i ||p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′
]

+ C

(
2∑

i=1

δ2i exp(−Cδit) +
1

t2

)∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

(4.28)

4.6. Estimate of the remaining part R2. Substituting (4.28) into (4.16) and using Young’s
inequality

2∑

i=1


Ẋi

6∑

j=3

Yij


 ≤

2∑

i=1

δi
4M

|Ẋi|2 +
2∑

i=1

C

δi

6∑

j=3

|Yij |2, (4.29)

we have

d

dt

∫

T2

∫

R

aρη(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′

≤ −C1GS +K1 +K2

+ C

(
2∑

i=1

δ2i exp(−Cδit) +
1

t2

)∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′

−
2∑

i=1

δi
4M

|Ẋi|2 +
2∑

i=1

C

δi

6∑

j=3

|Yij|2 +
8∑

i=3

Bi − G1 − G3 −
1

4
D,

(4.30)
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where

GS :=

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||Φi(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2 dx1 dx′

K1 :=
2∑

i=1

C

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||p(v) − p(ṽ)|3 dx1 dx′

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:Ki1

K2 :=
2∑

i=1

C

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||ṽ − ṽXi

i ||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Ki2

.

In what follows, to control the remaining terms, we will use the good terms G1, GS and the diffusion
term D.
• (Estimate of K1): To control the term Ki1 by the good terms above, we localize it via Φi as

Ki1 ≤ C

∫

T2

∫

R

νi
δi
|(ṽi)X1

x1
|Φi|p(v)− p(ṽ)|3 dx1 dx′ +C

∫

T2

∫

R

νi
δi
|(ṽi)X1

x1
|(1−Φi)|p(v)− p(ṽ)|3 dx1 dx′.

(4.31)
Let w = p(v)− p(ṽ). Using the Lemma 3.3 and δi ≪ νi ≤ C

√
δi, the first term is controlled by the

good terms as

∫

T2

∫

R

νi
δi
|(ṽi)Xi

x1
|Φi|p(v) − p(ṽ)|3 dx1 dx′

≤ C
νi
δi
‖w‖L∞

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||wi|dx1dx′

≤ C
νi
δi

(
‖w‖L2‖∂x1

w‖L2 + ‖∇xw‖L2‖∇2
xw‖L2

)
√∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1 ||wi|2 dx1 dx′

√∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1 | dx1 dx′

≤ C
νi√
δi

(
‖w‖L2 + ‖∇2

xw‖L2

)
‖∇xw‖L2

√∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||wi|2 dx1 dx′

≤ Cε1‖∇xw‖L2

√
GS

≤ Cε1(D + C1GS).

Using Lemma 3.6, the second term in (4.31) is estimated as

C
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

νi
δi
|(ṽi)Xi

x1
|(1 −Φi)|p(v) − p(ṽ)|3 dx1 dx′ ≤ C

2∑

i=1

ε1δiνie
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤ C
2∑

i=1

ε1δiνie
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

Combining the estimates above for each i = 1, 2, we get

K1 ≤ ε1(D +C1GS) + C

2∑

i=1

ε1δiνie
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.
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• (Estimate of K2): To estimate K2, we use Lemma 3.5 for each i = 1, 2 to get

Ki2 =
νi
δi

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||ṽ − ṽXi

i ||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤ Cδ1δ2e
−C min{δ1,δ2}t

2∑

i=1

νi

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

(4.32)

which gives the estimate on K2:

K2 ≤ Cνδ1δ2 exp(−Cmin{δ1, δ2}t)
∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

• (Estimate of Special Term): Especially, as in CK1, we get also

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||(p(v) − p(ṽ))|2 dx1 dx′ ≤ GS + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′. (4.33)

This estimate is used in later calculations. Since we get this similar way of calculation of K1, we
write this here in advance.
• (Estimate of C

δi
|Yij |2 for i = 1, 2, j = 3, . . . , 6): Using (4.3)2 and (4.10), we estimate Yi3 as

|Yi3| ≤ C

∫

T2

∫

R

δi
νi
(ai)

Xi
x1

∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣ dx1 dx′

≤ C
δi√
νi

√∫

T2

∫

R

σ∗i
2
(ai)

Xi
x1

∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

dx1 dx′ ≤ C
δi√
νi

√
G1,

which gives

C

δi
|Yi3|2 ≤

Cδi
νi

G1.

Using Lemma 3.5, we control Yi4 as

|Yi4| ≤ C

∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣∣ṽ − ṽXi

i

∣∣∣ |p(v)− p(ṽ)|
∣∣(ṽi)Xi

x1

∣∣ dx1 dx′

C

√∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣∣ṽ − ṽXi

i

∣∣∣
2 ∣∣∣(ṽi)Xi

x1

∣∣∣
2
dx1 dx′

√∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx′

≤ C
√
δiδ1δ2 exp(−Cmin {δ1, δ2})t)

√∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx′,

which gives

C |Yi,4|2
δi

≤ Cδ21δ
2
2 exp(−Cmin {δ1, δ2} t)

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

For Yi5, we first estimate h− h̃ in terms of u− ũ and v− ṽ as follows. Using (ṽ)x1
= (ṽ1)

X1
x1

+(ṽ2)
X2
x1

and C−1 ≤ v, ṽX1

1 , ṽX2

2 ≤ C, we have

||h− h̃||L2 ≤ C||u− ũ||L2 + C||∇x(v − ṽ)||L2 ≤ Cε1,

||p(v)− p(ṽ)||L2 ≤ C||v − ṽ||L2 ≤ ε1.
(4.34)
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Hence, we estimate Yi5 as

|Yi5| ≤ C

√∫

T2

∫

R

σ∗i
2
(ai)

Xi
x1

∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

dx1 dx′ · ||(ai)Xi
x1
||

1

2

L∞ · Cε1

≤ Cε1(νiδi)
1

2

√∫

T2

∫

R

σ∗i
2
(ai)

Xi
x1

∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

dx1 dx′

≤ Cνiδi(ε1 + Cδ1δ2)
√

G1,

which gives

C

δi
|Yi5|2 ≤ Cνi(ε1 +Cδ1δ2)

2G1.

Lastly, νi ≤ C
√
δi, by Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5, we estimate Yi6 as

C

δi
|Yi6|2 ≤

C

δi

(∫

T2

∫

R

|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2|(ai)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

)2

+
C

δi

(∫

T2

∫

R

h22 + h23
2

|(ai)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

)2

≤ C

νiδi

(∫

T2

∫

R

|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2|(ai)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

)(∫

T2

∫

R

|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

)
+ C

G2
i3

δi

≤ Cε21||(ai)Xi
x1
||L∞

νiδi

(
GS
i + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′

)
+
CG3

δi
||h− h̃||2L2 ||aXi

i ||L∞

≤ Cε21

(
GS + G3 +

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′

)
.

Combining all the estimates for Yij and using the smallness of the parameters, we conclude that

2∑

i=1

C

δi

6∑

j=3

|Yi,j|2 ≤
C1GS + G1 + G3

10
+ Cδ21δ

2
2e

−C min{δ1,δ2}t

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′

+ C

2∑

i=1

ε21δ
2
i e

−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

• (Estimate of B3): To compute B3 =
2∑

i=1

∫
T2

∫
R
ap′(ṽ)(v− ṽ)Fi(ṽi)

Xi
x1

−a(h1− h̃)Fi(h̃i)
Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′,

we first find from (4.5) and the assumption (3.6) on that

||Fi||L∞ ≤ C
(
||ρ− ρ̃||L∞ + ||ρ̃− ρ̃i

Xi ||L∞ + ||u− ũ||L∞ + ||ũ− ũi
Xi ||L∞

)
≤ C(ε1 + δ0). (4.35)

Also, using the definition of ρ and h from (4.5), we get

Fi = σ∗i
v − ṽ

v
+ σ∗i

ṽ − ṽXi

i

v
+
h1 − h̃

v
+
h̃− h̃Xi

i

v

+ (2µ+ λ)
∂x1

(v − ṽ)

v
+ (2µ + λ)

∂x1
(ṽ − ṽXi

i )

v
.
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Thus, by the equality above and the fact that −σ∗i (h̃i)Xi
x1

+ p(ṽi)
Xi
x1

= 0, we have

Fiap
′(ṽ)(v − ṽ)(ṽi)

Xi
x1

− Fia(h1 − h̃)(h̃i)
Xi
x1

=
ap′(ṽ)(ṽi)

Xi
x1
σ∗i

v
|v − ṽ|2 − ap′(ṽi

Xi)(ṽi)
Xi
x1

vσ∗i
|h1 − h̃|2

+
ap′(ṽ)(ṽi)

Xi
x1
σ∗i

v
(v − ṽ)(ṽ − ṽXi

i ) +
ap′(ṽ)(ṽi)

Xi
x1

v
(v − ṽ)(h̃− h̃Xi

i )

− ap′(ṽi
Xi)(ṽi)

Xi
x1

v
(h1 − h̃)(ṽ − ṽXi

i )− ap′(ṽi
Xi)(ṽi)

Xi
x1

vσ∗i
(h1 − h̃)(h̃ − h̃Xi

i )

+
(2µ + λ)ap′(ṽ)(ṽi)

Xi
x1
∂x1

(v − ṽ)(v − ṽ)

v
− (2µ + λ)ap′(ṽi

Xi)(ṽi)
Xi
x1
∂x1

(v − ṽ)(h1 − h̃)

σ∗i v

+
(2µ + λ)ap′(ṽ)(ṽi)

Xi
x1
∂x1

(ṽ − ṽi
Xi)(v − ṽ)

v
− (2µ + λ)ap′(ṽi

Xi)(ṽi)
Xi
x1
∂x1

(ṽ − ṽi
Xi)(h1 − h̃)

σ∗i v
.

(4.36)

Note that the two quadratic terms above in first equality right hand side.
Using the Mean-Value theorem and the fact that p′(ṽ) < 0 < (ṽi)

Xi
x1
σ∗i ,

ap′(ṽ)(ṽi)
Xi
x1
σ∗i

v
|v − ṽ|2 = ap′(ṽ)(ṽi)

Xi
x1
σ∗i

v

|p(v) − p(ṽ)|2
|p′(c)|2

≤ −(1− C(δ0 + δi + ν))
σm|(ṽi)Xi

x1
||p(v)− p(ṽ)|2

vm|p′(vm)| .

Using Young’s inequality and the fact that p′(ṽi
Xi) < 0 <

(ṽi)
Xi
x1

σ∗
i

,

−ap
′(ṽi

Xi)(ṽi)
Xi
x1

vσ∗i
|h1 − h̃|2 ≤ (1 + κ)|ap

′(ṽXi

i )

(σ∗i )
3v

(ṽi)
Xi
x1
||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2

+ C(1 +
1

κ

)|p′(ṽXi

i )||(ṽi)Xi
x1
|
∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

≤ (1 + κ+ C(δ0 + ε1 + ν))|p
′(vm)(ṽi)

Xi
x1

σ3mvm
||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2

+ C(1 +
1

κ

)|δi
νi
(ai)

Xi
x1
|
∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

.

Thus, using σm =
√

−p′(vm) and choosing for enough small κ, δ0, and ε1,

− ap′(ṽ)δiσ
∗
i (ai)

Xi
x1

vp′(ṽXi

i )νi
|v − ṽ|2 + ap′(ṽ)δi(ai)

Xi
x1

vp′(ṽXi

i )σ∗i νi
|h1 − h̃|2

≤ (κ +C(δ0 + ε1 + δi + ν))
|(ṽi)Xi

x1
σm||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2
vm|p′(vm)|

+ C(1 +
1

κ

)
δi
νi
|(ai)Xi

x1
|
∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

≤ C1|(ṽXi

i )x1
||p(v)− p(ṽ)|2
64

+ C
δi
νi
|(ai)Xi

x1
|
∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

.
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Hence, applying results above with the facts ∂x1
(v − ṽ) < ε1 < C and ∂x1

(ṽ − ṽi
Xi) < δ0 < C to

the last line in (4.36) for each i = 1, 2,

B3 ≤
C1

80

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′ +

1

80

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|σ∗i ||(ai)Xi
x1
|
∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

dx1 dx
′

+ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||v − ṽ|(|ṽ − ṽXi

i |+ |h̃− h̃Xi

i |) dx1 dx′

+ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||h1 − h̃|(|ṽ − ṽXi

i |+ |h̃− h̃Xi

i |) dx1 dx′

+ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||∂x1

(v − ṽ)|
∣∣∣∣∣v − ṽ − h1 − h̃

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣∣ dx1 dx
′

+ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||∂x1

(ṽ − ṽXi

i )|
∣∣∣∣∣v − ṽ − h1 − h̃

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣∣ dx1 dx
′.

(4.37)

Note that

∣∣∣∣∣v − ṽ − h1 − h̃

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣∣p(v)− p(ṽ)− h1 − h̃

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣∣+ |v − ṽ|+ |p(v)− p(ṽ)|

≤ C

(∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣+ |p(v)− p(ṽ)|
)
.

In addition, by the definition of p(v) = v−γ ,

|∂x1
(v − ṽ)| =

∣∣∣∣
∂x1

(p(v) − p(ṽ))

p′(v)
+ p(ṽ)x1

(
1

p′(v)
− 1

p′(ṽ)

)∣∣∣∣
≤ C (|∇x(p(v) − p(ṽ))|+ |(ṽ)x1

||p(v)− p(ṽ)|) .
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Then

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||∂x1

(v − ṽ)|
∣∣∣∣∣v − ṽ − h1 − h̃

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣∣ dx1 dx
′

≤C
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
|(|∇x(p(v) − p(ṽ))|+ |(ṽ)x1

||p(v)− p(ṽ)|)(
∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣+ |p(v)− p(ṽ)|) dx1 dx′

≤C
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| |∇x(p(v) − p(ṽ))|

∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣ dx1 dx′

+ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| |∇x(p(v) − p(ṽ))| |p(v)− p(ṽ)| dx1 dx′

+ C(δ21 + δ22)

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| |p(v)− p(ṽ)|

∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣ dx1 dx′

+ C(δ21 + δ22)

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| |p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′.

(4.38)

By Young’s inequality,

C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| |∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))|

∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣ dx1 dx′

≤Cδ0
∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2 dx1 dx′ + C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
|
∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

dx1 dx
′

≤C
√
δ0(G1 +D).

Apply the same way to other terms in (4.38) and to last line in (4.37).
Also apply (4.33) to first line and Lemma 3.5 to second and third line in (4.37).
Then using the smallness of δ0, we get

B3 ≤
1

40
(C1GS + G1 +D) + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′ + Cε1δ1δ2e

−C min{δ1,δ2}t.
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• (Estimate of B4): Once again using (4.5) we have,

B4 =

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

(
Q(v|ṽ) + |h− h̃|2

2

)
Fi(ai)

Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

≤ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|Fi||(ai)Xi
x1
|
(
|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 +

∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

+
h22 + h23

2

)
dx1 dx

′

≤ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||p(v)− p(ṽ)|3 dx1 dx′ + C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|ṽ − ṽXi

i ||(ai)Xi
x1
||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

+ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||h1 − h̃||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′ + C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||h̃− h̃Xi

i ||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

+ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||∂x1

(v − ṽ)||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

+ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||∂x1

(ṽ − ṽXi

i )||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

+ C(ε1 + δ0)(G1 + G3).

Note that for the right hand side, the first and second terms already were estimated in (4.31) and
(4.32).

On the other hand, for third term, note that

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||h1 − h̃||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤C
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
|
∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣ |p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=B4,3,1

+ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||p(v)− p(ṽ)|3 dx1 dx′

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=K1 in section 4.5

.

Already we got the estimate on K1 in section 4.5 :

K1 ≤ ε1(D +C1GS) + C

2∑

i=1

ε1δiνie
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.
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To estimate B4,3,1, use Lemma 3.3 as

B4,3,1 ≤C
2∑

i=1

||p(v) − p(ṽ)||2L∞

√
G1

√
νi
δi

√∫

T2

∫

R

|(vi)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

≤C
2∑

i=1

(
||p(v)− p(ṽ)||L2 + ||∇2

x(p(v)− p(ṽ))||L2

)
||∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ)||L2

√
G1

√
νi

≤Cε1
2∑

i=1

√
D
√
G1

≤ε1(D + G1).

For 4th term, we can easily get

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||h̃− h̃Xi

i ||p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤C
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||ṽ − ṽXi

i ||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

=CK2 (in section 4.5)

≤Cδ1δ2e−C min{δ1,δ2}t
2∑

i=1

νi

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

Finally, for 5th and 6th terms, as in B3, we get

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||∂x1

(v − ṽ)||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤ε1(D + C1GS) + C
2∑

i=1

ε1νiδie
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′,

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ai)Xi
x1
||∂x1

(ṽ − ṽi
Xi)||p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤δ0GS + Cδ20

2∑

i=1

νiδie
−Cδit.

Thus, combining all the estimates above and using the smallness of δ0 and ε1, we conclude that

B4 ≤
1

40

(
G1 +D +C1GS + G3

)

+ C

(
2∑

i=1

ε1νiδie
−Cδit + δ1δ2e

−C min{δ1,δ2}t

)∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′ + Cδ20

2∑

i=1

νiδie
−Cδit.
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•(Estimate for B5, B6, and B7): As above, we can easily get some estimates of B5, B6, and B7.

B5 ≤C
∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽ)x1
||∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))||p(v) − p(ṽ)| dx1 dx′

≤C
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| 12 |∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2 dx1 dx′ + C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| 32 |p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤ 1

40
(D + C1GS) + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′,

B6 ≤C
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|νi(ṽi)
Xi
x1

δi
||p(v) − p(ṽ)||∂x1

(p(v)− p(ṽ))| dx1 dx′

≤C
2∑

i=1

ν2i
δ2i

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| 74 |p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′ + C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| 14 |∂x1

(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2 dx1 dx′

≤C
2∑

i=1

√
δi

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′ + C

√
δi

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x(p(v) − p(ṽ))|2 dx1 dx′

≤ 1

40
(D + C1GS) + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′,

B7 ≤C
2∑

i=1

νi
δi

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
|2|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤C
2∑

i=1

δiνi

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||p(v) − p(ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤C1

40
GS + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

Thus, combining the estimates above, we have

B5 + B6 + B7 ≤
3

40
(C1GS +D) + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

•(Estimate for B8): Note that

R∗ =
2µ+ λ

v
(∇xu∇xv − divxu∇xv)− µ∇x ×∇x × u+∇x(−p(ṽ) + p(ṽX1

1 ) + p(ṽX2

2 )).

Decompose B8 as

B8 =(2µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

a(h− h̃) · (∇xu∇xv − divxu∇xv)

v
dx1 dx

′

− µ

∫

T2

∫

R

a(h− h̃) · ∇x ×∇x × u dx1 dx
′

+

∫

T2

∫

R

a(h− h̃) · ∇x(−p(ṽ) + p(ṽX1

1 ) + p(ṽX2

2 )) dx1 dx
′

=:B8,1 + B8,2 + B8,3
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To get some bound of B8,1, decompose this into

B8,1 = (2µ + λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

a(h1 − h̃)
∂x1

u · ∇v − divu∂x1
v

v
dx1dx

′

+ (2µ + λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

ah2
∂x2

u · ∇v − divu∂x2
v

v
dx1dx

′ + (2µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

ah3
∂x3

u · ∇v − divu∂x3
v

v
dx1dx

′

=: B8,1,1 + B8,1,2 + B8,1,3.

First, to estimate B8,1,1, let u
′ := (u2, u3), ∇x′ := (∂x2

, ∂x3
), and ∇x′ · u′ := ∂x2

u2 + ∂x3
u3.

Then
|∂x1

u · ∇xv − divxu∂x1
v|

=
∣∣∂x1

u′ · ∇x′v −∇x′ · u′∂x1
v
∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣∂x1
u′ · ∇x′p(v)

−γp(v)1+
1

γ

−∇x′ · u′ ∂x1
(p(v) − p(ṽ))

−γp(v)1+
1

γ

−∇x′ · u′ ∂x1
p(ṽ)

−γp(v)1+
1

γ

∣∣∣∣∣
≤C (|∇x(u− ũ)| |∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ)|+ |∇x(u− ũ)| |(ṽ)x1

|) ,
where we used ũ = (ũ, 0, 0).
Thus,

B8,1,1 ≤C
∫

T2

∫

R

|h1 − h̃|(|∇x(u− ũ)||∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))|+ |∇x(u− ũ)||(ṽ)x1
|) dx1 dx′

≤C
∫

T2

∫

R

|h1 − h̃||∇x(u− ũ)||∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))| dx1 dx′

+ C

2∑

i=1

δi
νi

∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣ |∇x(u− ũ)||(ai)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

+ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|p(v)− p(ṽ)||∇x(u− ũ)||(ṽi)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

≤C||h1 − h̃||L3 ||∇x(u− ũ)||L6

√
D︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=S

+ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

|(ai)Xi
x1
|2 dx1 dx′ + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i
ν2i

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x(u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx′

+ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| 32 dx1 dx′ + C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x(u− ũ)|2|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| 12 dx1 dx′.

(4.39)

To estimate S, we will use the following inequalities : for any f : T2 × R −→ R(or R
3) belonging

to H1, it holds from Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality that

‖f‖L3 ≤ C
√

‖f‖L6

√
‖f‖L2 . (4.40)

On the other hand, using Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have

‖f‖L6 ≤ C‖∇xf‖L2 . (4.41)

Combining (4.40) and (4.41), we get

‖f‖L3 ≤ C‖f‖H1 . (4.42)

Using (3.6) and applying (4.42) to h1 − h̃ and (4.41) to ∇x(u− ũ), we have

S ≤ Cε1
(
||∇x(u− ũ)||2H1 +D

)
.
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Therefore, from (4.39),

B8,1,1 ≤Cε1(||∇x(u− ũ)||2H1 +D) + C

2∑

i=1

δ
3

2

i G1 + C

2∑

i=1

δi||∇x(u− ũ)||2L2

+ C
∑

i=1

δiGS + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′

≤(δ0 + ε1)
(
C1GS + G1 +D + ||∇x(u− ũ)||2H1

)
+ C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

Likewise, we get

B8,1,2 + B8,1,3 ≤ C (||h2||L3 + ||h3||L3) ||∇x(u− ũ)||L6

√
D + C

2∑

i=1

δ
5

4

i

√
G3

(
||∇x(u− ũ)||L2 +

√
D
)

≤ C(δ0 + ε1)
(
G3 +D + ||∇x(u− ũ)||2H1

)
.

Altogether,

B8,1 ≤ (δ0 + ε1)
(
C1GS + G1 + G3 +D + ||∇x(u− ũ)||2H1

)
+ C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

To estimates B8,2, we decompose it again.

B8,2 = −µ
∫

T2

∫

R

a(u− ũ) · ∇x ×∇x × u dx1 dx
′ + µ(2µ + λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

a∇x(v − ṽ) · ∇x ×∇x × u dx1 dx
′

=: B8,2,1 + B8,2,2.

Using the integration by parts and the fact that ∇x × ũ ≡ 0,

B8,2,1 = −µ
∫

T2

∫

R

∇x × (a(u− ũ)) · ∇x × u dx1 dx
′

= −µ
∫

T2

∫

R

∇x × (a(u− ũ)) · ∇x × (u− ũ) dx1 dx
′

= −µ
∫

T2

∫

R

[∇xa× (u− ũ) + a∇x × (u− ũ)] · ∇x × (u− ũ) dx1 dx
′

= −µ
∫

T2

∫

R

a|∇x × (u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx′

− µ
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
(u2(∂x1

u2 − ∂x2
u1)− u3(∂x3

u1 − ∂x1
u3)) dx1 dx

′

≤ −µ
∫

T2

∫

R

a|∇x × (u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx′

+ µ

2∑

i=1

√
νiδi

∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣(ai)Xi
x1

∣∣ (u22 + u23) dx1 dx
′

+ µ

2∑

i=1

√
νiδi

∫

T2

∫

R

(|∂x1
u2 − ∂x2

u1|2 + |∂x3
u1 − ∂x1

u3|2) dx1 dx′.

(4.43)
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Substituting u = h+ (2µ + λ)∇xv into the second term of the r.h.s. in (4.43), we have

B8,2,1 ≤− µ

∫

T2

∫

R

a|∇x × (u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx′

+ C
2∑

i=1

√
νiδi

∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣(ai)Xi
x1

∣∣ (h22 + h23) dx1 dx
′ + C

2∑

i=1

√
νiδi

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x′v|2 dx1 dx′

+ C
2∑

i=1

√
νiδi

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x × (u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤− 3µ

4

∫

T2

∫

R

a|∇x × (u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx′ + C
√
δ0(G3 +D).

Similarly, we have

B8,2,2 = −µ(2µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

(v − ṽ)∇xa · ∇x ×∇x × u dx1 dx
′

= −µ(2µ+ λ)

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

(v − ṽ)(ai)
Xi
x1
(∂x2

(∂x1
u2 − ∂x2

u1)− ∂x3
(∂x3

u1 − ∂x1
u3)) dx1 dx

′

= µ(2µ+ λ)

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
∂x2

(v − ṽ)(∂x1
u2 − ∂x2

u1) dx1 dx
′

− µ(2µ + λ)

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
∂x3

(v − ṽ)(∂x3
u1 − ∂x1

u3) dx1 dx
′

≤ C

2∑

i=1

νiδi

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x × (u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx′ + C

2∑

i=1

νiδi

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x′(v − ṽ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤ µ

4

∫

T2

∫

R

a|∇x × (u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx′ + Cδ0D.

Therefore, we have

B8,2 ≤ −µ
2

∫

T2

∫

R

a|∇x × (u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx′ +
√
δ0(G3 +D).

Finally to estimate B3, note that

B8,3 = −
∫

T2

∫

R

a(h1 − h̃)∂x1
(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 )) dx1 dx
′.

Since ∂x1
(p(ṽ)−p(ṽX1

1 )−p(ṽX2

2 )) = (p′(ṽ)−p′(ṽX1

1 ))(ṽ1)
X1
x1

+(p′(ṽ)−p′(ṽX2

2 ))(ṽ2)
X2
x1

, we use Lemma
3.5 to have

B8,3 ≤ Cε1

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|ṽ − ṽXi

i ||(ṽi)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

≤ Cε1δ1δ2e
−C min{δ1,δ2}t.
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Combining the estimates above, we have

B8 ≤
1

40
(C1GS + G1 + G3 +D) + C(δ0 + ε1)||∇x(u− ũ)||2H1

+ C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′ + Cε1δ1δ2e

−C min{δ1,δ2}t.

In conclusion, we summarize that (4.30) implies

d

dt

∫

T2

∫

R

aρη(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′ +

2∑

i=1

δi
4M

|Ẋi|2 +
1

2
G1 +

1

2
G3 +

C1

2
GS +

1

10
D

≤ C

(
2∑

i=1

(δi exp(−Cδit) + ε1νiδi exp(−Cδit) + δ1δ2 exp(−Cmin(δ1, δ2)t) +
1

t2

)∫

T2

∫

R

aρη(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′

+ C(δ0 + ε1)δ1δ2 exp(−Cmin (δ1, δ2) t) + C(δ0 + ε1)||∇x(u− ũ)||2H1 .
(4.44)

4.7. Estimate in small time. Notice that the estimate (4.28) on R1 has the coefficient 1
t2
, which

is not integrable near t = 0. Hence, to have the desired result, we would find a rough estimate for
a short time t ≤ 1 and then we return to the preceding right-hand side R in (4.16):

R = −
2∑

i=1

δi
M

|Ẋi|2 +
2∑

i=1


Ẋi

6∑

j=3

Yij


+

8∑

i=1

Bi − G1 − G2 − G3 −D.

Using Young’s inequality (4.29), we first get

R+

2∑

i=1

δi
4M

|Ẋi|2 + G1 + G3 +D + GS ≤
2∑

i=1


C
δi

6∑

j=3

|Yij|2

+

8∑

i=1

Bi + GS .

In addition, by (3.6) and Lemma 2.1 with (4.10), we get

6∑

j=3

|Yij| ≤ C
∥∥(ṽi)Xi

x1

∥∥
L2 (‖h− h̃‖L2 + ‖p(v)− p(ṽ)‖L2)

+
∥∥(ai)Xi

x1

∥∥
L∞ (‖h− h̃‖2L2 + ‖p(v)− p(ṽ)‖2L2)

≤ Cδiε1,

which yields

2∑

i=1


C
δi

6∑

j=3

|Yij |2

 ≤ Cε21

2∑

i=1

δi.

Similarly, we get

8∑

i=1

Bi ≤ C

2∑

i=1

(∥∥(ai)Xi
x1

∥∥
L∞ +

∥∥(ṽi)Xi
x1

∥∥
L∞

)(
‖v − ṽ‖2H1 + ‖u− ũ‖2H1

)
≤ Cε21

2∑

i=1

δi,

and

GS ≤ C

2∑

i=1

∥∥(ṽi)Xi
x1

∥∥
L∞ ‖p(v)− p(ṽ)‖2L2 ≤ Cε21

2∑

i=1

δ2i .
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Thus, the estimates above provide a rough bound: for any δ1, δ2 ∈ (0, δ0),

R+
2∑

i=1

δi
4M

|Ẋi|2 + G1 + G3 +D + GS ≤ Cδ0, t > 0. (4.45)

4.8. Proof of Lemma 4.1. We here finish the proof of Lemma 4.1. First of all, from (4.45) with
(4.16), we have a rough estimate for t ≤ 1 as follows:

d

dt

∫

T2

∫

R

aρη(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′ +

2∑

i=1

δi
4M

|Ẋi|2 + G1 + G3 +D + GS ≤ Cδ0,

which yields

∫

T2

∫

R

aρη(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′

∣∣∣∣∣
t=1

+

∫ 1

0

( 2∑

i=1

δi
4M

|Ẋi|2 + G1 + G3 +D + GS

)
dt

≤
∫

T2

∫

R

aη(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′

∣∣∣∣∣
t=0

+ Cδ0.

(4.46)

On the other hand, for t ≥ 1, we apply Grönwall inequality to (4.44) to have that

∫

T2

∫

R

aρη(U(t, x)|Ũ (t, x)) dx1 dx
′ +

∫ t

1

(
2∑

i=1

δi
4M

|Ẋi|2 +
1

2
G1 +

1

2
G3 +

C1

2
GS +

1

8
D
)
ds

≤ C

∫

T2

∫

R

aρη(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′

∣∣∣∣∣
t=1

+ Cδ0 + C(δ0 + ε1)

∫ t

1
||∇x(u− ũ)||2H1 ds.

(4.47)

In the end, combining the estimates (4.46) and (4.47), we conclude that

∫

T2

∫

R

aρη(U(t, x)|Ũ (t, x)) dx1 dx
′ +

∫ t

0

(
2∑

i=1

δi|Ẋi|2 + G1 + G3 + GS +D
)
ds

≤ C

∫

T2

∫

R

a(0, x)ρ(0, x)η(U0(x)|Ũ (0, x)) dx1 dx
′ + C(δ0 + ε1)

∫ t

1
||∇x(u− ũ)||2H1 ds+ Cδ0,

which together with 1
2 ≤ a ≤ 3

2 , G1(U) ∼ G1(U), G3(U) ∼ G3(U), and D(U) ∼ D(U), completes
the proof of Lemma 4.1.

5. Proof of Proposition 3.2

In this section, we present the higher order estimates as in the following lemmas. Then the
following lemmas and Lemma 4.1 complete the proof of Proposition 3.2. The proofs for the higher
order estimates follows the typical energy method. So, we only present the statements for the
lemmas here, and postpone those proofs in Appendix.

Lemma 5.1. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, there exists positive constant C, which is
independent of νi, δi, ε1, and T such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], it holds

‖v − ṽ‖2H1 + ‖u− ũ‖2L2 +

∫ t

0

(
2∑

i=1

δi|Ẋi(τ)|2 +G1(τ) +G3(τ) + GS(τ) +D(τ)

)
dτ +

∫ t

0
‖∇x(u− ũ)(τ)‖2L2 dτ

≤ C
(
‖v0 − ṽ(0, ·)‖2H1 + ‖u0 − ũ(0, ·)‖2L2

)
+ C(δ0 + ε1)

∫ t

0
‖∇2

x(u− ũ)(τ)‖2L2 dτ + Cδ
1

2

0

(5.1)
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Lemma 5.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, there exists positive constant C, which is
independent of νi, δi, ε1, and T , such that for all t ∈ [0, T ], it holds

‖∇x(u− ũ)‖2L2 +

∫ t

0
‖∇2

x(u− ũ)(τ)‖2L2 dτ ≤ C
(
‖v0 − ṽ(0, ·)‖2H1 + ‖u0 − ũ(0, ·)‖2H1

)
+ Cδ

1

2

0 . (5.2)

Lemma 5.3. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 3.2, there exists positive constant C, which is
independent of νi, δi, ε1, and T , such that for all t ∈ [0, t], it holds

‖∇2
x(v − ṽ)(t)‖2 +

∫ t

0
‖∇2

x(v − ṽ)(τ)‖2 dτ

≤C
(
‖v0 − ṽ(0, ·)‖2H2 + ‖u0 − ũ(0, ·)‖2H1

)
+ C(δ0 + ε1)

∫ t

0
‖∇3

x(u− ũ)(τ)‖2 dτ + Cδ
1

2

0 .

(5.3)

Lemma 5.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, there exists positive constant C, which is
independent of νi, δi, ε1, and T , such that for all t ∈ [0, t], it holds

‖∇2
x(u− ũ)(t)‖2 +

∫ t

0
‖∇3

x(u− ũ)(τ)‖2 dτ ≤ C
(
‖v0 − ṽ(0, ·)‖2H2 + ‖u0 − ũ(0, ·)‖2H2

)
+Cδ

1

2

0 . (5.4)

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 4.2

First, it follows from the equations that

∂t(aρQ(v|ṽ)) = −ρQ(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

(σi + Ẋi(t))(ai)
Xi
x1

+ aρtQ(v|ṽ) + aρ[−vt(p(v)− p(ṽ)) + p′(ṽ)(v − ṽ)(ṽ)t]

= −ρQ(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

Ẋi(t)(ai)
Xi
x1

+ aρtQ(v|ṽ)− ρQ(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

σi(ai)
Xi
x1

− a(p(v)− p(ṽ))ρ(v − ṽ)t + ρap(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

(σi + Ẋi(t))(ṽi)
Xi
x1
,

divx(aρuQ(v|ṽ)) = ρu1Q(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

(ai)
Xi
x1

+ aQ(v|ṽ)divx(ρu)

− aρu1p(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

(ṽi)
Xi
x1

− a(p(v)− p(ṽ))ρ∇x(v − ṽ) · u.
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These imply that

−a(p(v)− p(ṽ))ρ(v − ṽ)t = ∂t(aρQ(v|ṽ))− aQ(v|ṽ)∂tρ

+ ρQ(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

(σi + Ẋi(t))(ai)
Xi
x1

− ρap(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

(σi + Ẋi(t))(ṽi)
Xi
x1
,

−a(p(v) − p(ṽ))ρu · ∇x(v − ṽ) = divx(aρuQ(v|ṽ))− aQ(v|ṽ)divx(ρu)

− ρu1Q(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

(ai)
Xi
x1

+ aρu1p(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

(ṽi)
Xi
x1
.

(A.1)

Thus, multiplying (4.4)1 by −a(p(v)− p(ṽ)) and using the definition of σ∗i , it holds

∂t(aρQ(v|ṽ)) + divx(aρuQ(v|ṽ)) + a(p(v)− p(ṽ))divx(h− h̃)

=− ρQ(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

Ẋi(t)(ai)
Xi
x1

− aρp′(ṽ)(v − ṽ)
2∑

i=1

Ẋi(t)(ṽi)
Xi
x1

+Q(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

Fi(ai)
Xi
x1

−Q(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

σ∗i (ai)
Xi
x1

− ap(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

Fi(ṽi)
Xi
x1

+ ap(v|ṽ)
2∑

i=1

σ∗i (ṽi)
Xi
x1

+ a(p(v)− p(ṽ))

2∑

i=1

Fi(ṽi)
Xi
x1

− (2µ + λ)a(p(v)− p(ṽ))∆x(v − ṽ).

(A.2)

Note that

∇xv =
∇xp(v)

−γp(v)1+
1

γ

and ∇xṽ =
∇xp(ṽ)

−γp(ṽ)1+
1

γ

.
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To get the desired diffusion term, we manipulate the last term in (A.2) as

− (2µ + λ)a(p(v)− p(ṽ))∆x(v − ṽ)

=− (2µ + λ)divx(a(p(v)− p(ṽ))∇x(v − ṽ))

+ (2µ + λ)∇x(a(p(v)− p(ṽ))) · ∇x(v − ṽ)

=− (2µ + λ)divx(a(p(v)− p(ṽ))∇x(v − ṽ))

+ (2µ + λ)a∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ)) ·
(

∇xp(v)

−γp(v)1+
1

γ

− ∇xp(ṽ)

−γp(ṽ)1+
1

γ

)

+ (2µ + λ)

2∑

i=1

(ai)
Xi
x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ))

(
∂x1

(p(v))

−γp(v)1+
1

γ

− ∂x1
p(ṽ)

−γp(ṽ)1+
1

γ

)

=− (2µ + λ)divx(a(p(v)− p(ṽ))∇x(v − ṽ))

− (2µ + λ)a
|∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2

γp(v)1+
1

γ

− (2µ + λ)a∂x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ))∂x1

p(ṽ)

(
1

γp(v)1+
1

γ

− 1

γp(ṽ)1+
1

γ

)

− (2µ + λ)(p(v)− p(ṽ))
∂x1

(p(v)− p(ṽ))

γp(v)1+
1

γ

2∑

i=1

(ai)
Xi
x1

− (2µ + λ)(p(v)− p(ṽ))∂x1
p(ṽ)

(
1

γp(v)1+
1

γ

− 1

γp(ṽ)1+
1

γ

)
2∑

i=1

(ai)
Xi
x1
.

On the other hand, note that

• ∂t

(
aρ

|h− h̃|2
2

)
= −ρ |h− h̃|2

2

2∑

i=1

(σi + Ẋi(t))(ai)
Xi
x1

+ aρt
|h− h̃|2

2
+ aρ(h− h̃)(h− h̃)t

• divx

(
aρu

|h− h̃|2
2

)
= ρu1

|h− h̃|2
2

2∑

i=1

(ai)
Xi
x1

+ a
|h− h̃|2

2
divx(ρu)

+ aρu1(h− h̃) · ∂x1
(h− h̃) + aρu2(h− h̃) · ∂x2

(h− h̃) + aρu3(h− h̃) · ∂x3
(h− h̃)

= ρu1
|h− h̃|2

2

2∑

i=1

(ai)
Xi
x1

+ adivx(ρu)
|h − h̃|2

2
+ a(h− h̃) · ρu∇x(h− h̃)

• divx(a(p(v)− p(ṽ))(h− h̃))− a(p(v)− p(ṽ))divx(h− h̃)

= ∂x1
(a(p(v) − p(ṽ)))(h1 − h̃) + ∂x2

(a(p(v) − p(ṽ)))h2 + ∂x3
(a(p(v)− p(ṽ)))h3

= (p(v)− p(ṽ))(h1 − h̃)

2∑

i=1

(ai)
Xi
x1

+ a(h− h̃) · ∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ)).
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Multiplying (4.4)2 by a(h− h̃) and using these equalities above, we have

∂t

(
aρ

|h− h̃|2
2

)
+ divx

(
aρu

|h− h̃|2
2

)

+divx(a(p(v) − p(ṽ))(h− h̃))− a(p(v) − p(ṽ))divx(h− h̃)

= −ρ |h− h̃|2
2

2∑

i=1

Ẋi(t)(ai)
Xi
x1

+ ρ
|h− h̃|2

2

2∑

i=1

Fi(ai)
Xi
x1

− ρ
|h− h̃|2

2

2∑

i=1

σ∗i (ai)
Xi
x1

+ aρ(h1 − h̃)

2∑

i=1

Ẋi(t)(h̃i)
Xi
x1

− a(h1 − h̃)

2∑

i=1

Fi(h̃i)
Xi
x1

+ a(h− h̃) · R∗

+ ρu1
|h− h̃|2

2

2∑

i=1

(ai)
Xi
x1

+ (p(v)− p(ṽ))(h1 − h̃)

2∑

i=1

(ai)
Xi
x1
.

(A.3)

Adding (A.2) and (A.3) together and then integrating the result by parts over Ω, we get

d

dt

∫

T2

∫

R

aρ

(
Q(v|ṽ) + |h− h̃|2

2

)
dx1 dx

′

=
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

Ẋi(t)ρ

(
−Q(v|ṽ)(ai)Xi

x1
− |h− h̃|2

2
(ai)

Xi
x1

− ap′(ṽ)(v − ṽ)(ṽi)
Xi
x1

+ a(h1 − h̃)(h̃i)
Xi
x1

)
dx1 dx

′

+
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
(p(v) − p(ṽ))(h1 − h̃) dx1 dx

′ +
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

σ∗i ap(v|ṽ)(ṽi)Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

+
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ap′(ṽ)(v − ṽ)Fi(ṽi)
Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′ −
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

a(h1 − h̃)Fi(h̃i)
Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

+
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

(Q(v|ṽ) + |h− h̃|2
2

)Fi(ai)
Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

− (2µ + λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

a∂x1
(p(v) − p(ṽ))∂x1

p(ṽ)

(
1

γp(v)
1+ 1

γ

− 1

γp(ṽ)
1+ 1

γ

)

− (2µ + λ)
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
(p(v) − p(ṽ))

∂x1
(p(v)− p(ṽ))

γp(v)
1+ 1

γ

dx1 dx
′

− (2µ + λ)
2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

(ai)
Xi
x1
(p(v) − p(ṽ))∂x1

p(ṽ)

(
1

γp(v)
1+ 1

γ

− 1

γp(ṽ)
1+ 1

γ

)
dx1 dx

′

+

∫

T2

∫

R

a(h− h̃) ·R∗ dx1 dx
′ −

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

σ∗iQ(v|ṽ)(ai)Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

− (2µ + λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

a
|∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2

γp(v)
1+ 1

γ

dx1 dx
′,

(A.4)

which complete the proof of Lemma 4.2.
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Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 5.1

Recall




ρ(v − ṽ)t + ρu · ∇x(v − ṽ)− ρ
2∑

i=1
Ẋi(t)(ṽi)

Xi
x1

+
2∑

i=1
Fi(ṽi)

Xi
x1

= divx(u− ũ),

ρ(u− ũ)t + ρu∇x(u− ũ) +∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))− ρ
2∑

i=1
Ẋi(t)(ũi)x1

+
2∑

i=1
Fi(ũi)x1

= µ∆x(u− ũ) + (µ+ λ)∇xdivx(u− ũ)−∇x(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 )).

(B.5)

Multiplying (B.5)1 by −(p(v)− p(ṽ)) and using the similar way as in Section 4.1, we get

∂t(ρQ(v|ṽ)) + divx(ρuQ(v|ṽ)) + (p(v)− p(ṽ))divx(u− ũ)

=− ρ
2∑

i=1

ρp′(ṽ)(v − ṽ)Ẋi(ṽi)
Xi
x1

+
2∑

i=1

p(v|ṽ)σ∗i (ṽi)Xi
x1

+
2∑

i=1

p′(ṽ)(v − ṽ)Fi(ṽi)
Xi
x1
.

Multiplying (B.5)2 by u− ũ and using the similar way as in Section 4.1, we get

∂t

(
ρ
|u− ũ|2

2

)
+ divx

(
ρu

|u− ũ|2
2

)
+ divx [(p(v)− p(ṽ))(u − ũ)]− (p(v) − p(ṽ))divx(u− ũ)

=ρ(u1 − ũ)

2∑

i=1

Ẋi(ũi)
Xi
x1

− (u1 − ũ)

2∑

i=1

Fi(ũi)
Xi
x1

− µ |∇x(u− ũ)|2 − (µ + λ) |divx(u− ũ)|2

+ µdivx [∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ)) · (u− ũ)] + (µ + λ)div [divx(u− ũ)(u− ũ)]

−∇x(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )x1
− p(ṽX2

2 )x1
) · (u− ũ).

Adding two equalities above and integrating that over Ω, we get

d

dt

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ

(
Q(v|ṽ) + |u− ũ|2

2

)
dx1 dx

′

+

∫

T2

∫

R

µ |∇x(u− ũ)|2 + (µ + λ) |divx(u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx′

=

2∑

i=1

Ẋi(t)Zi(t) +

4∑

i=1

Ii(t),

(B.6)

where

Zi(t) = −
∫

T2

∫

R

ρp′(ṽ)(v − ṽ)(ṽi)
Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′ +

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ(u1 − ũ)(ũi)
Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

=: Z1,i(t) + Z2,i(t),

I1,i(t) = σ∗i

∫

T2

∫

R

p(v|ṽ)(ṽi)Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′,

I2,i(t) = σ∗i

∫

T2

∫

R

Fip
′(ṽ)(v − ṽ)(ṽi)

Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′,

I3,i(t) = −
∫

T2

∫

R

Fi(u1 − ũ)(ũi)
Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′,

I4(t) = −
∫

T2

∫

R

∇x(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 )) · (u− ũ) dx1 dx
′.



44 KANG AND LEE

First, by (4.33) we get the estimates of Zi(t).

|Z1,i(t)| ≤ C

√∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

√∫

T2

∫

R

|v − ṽ|2 |(ṽi)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

≤ C
√
δi

√√√√
(
GS +

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx′

)

=⇒ |Ẋi| |Z1,i| ≤
δi
8
|Ẋi|2 + CGS + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′,

|Z2,i(t)| ≤ C

∫

T2

∫

R

(∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣+ |p(v)− p(ṽ)|

+ |∂x1
(p(v) − p(ṽ))|+ |(ṽXi

i )x1
| |v − ṽ|

)
|(ṽi)Xi

x1
| dx1 dx′

≤ C

√∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

√∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣∣∣h1 − h̃− p(v)− p(ṽ)

σ∗i

∣∣∣∣
2

|(ai)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

+ C

√∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

√∫

T2

∫

R

|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 |(ṽi)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

+ C

√∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
|2 dx1 dx′

√∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))|2 dx1 dx′

≤ C
√
δi(
√

G1 +

√√√√GS +
2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx′ + δi
√
D)

=⇒ |Ẋi| |Z2,i| ≤
δi
8
|Ẋi|2 + CG1 + CGS + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′ + Cδ2iD.

Also, we estimate I-terms.
By (4.33),

|I1,i| ≤ C

∫

T2

∫

R

|p(v)− p(ṽ)|2 |(ṽi)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

≤ CGS + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

As in B4,

|I2,i| ≤ C

∫

T2

∫

R

|Fi| |p(v)− p(ṽ)| |(ṽi)Xi
x1
| dx1 dx′

≤ CGS + C
δi
νi
(G1 +G3 +D) + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

Using u1 − ũ = h1 − h̃+ (2µ + λ)∂x1
(v − ṽ), as in B4, we get

|I3,i| ≤ CGS + C
δi
νi
(G1 +G3 +D) + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.
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Finally, to estimate I4, note that

∇x(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 )) · (u− ũ) = ∂x1
(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 ))(u1 − ũ),

∂x1
(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 )) = p′(ṽ)((ṽ1)
X1

x1
+ (ṽ2)

X2

x1
)− p′(ṽX1

1 )(ṽ1)
X1

x1
− p′(ṽX2

2 )(ṽ2)
X2

x1

= (ṽ1)
X1

x1
(p′(ṽ)− p′(ṽX1

1 )) + (ṽ2)
X2

x1
(p′(ṽ)− p′(ṽX2

2 )).

Then as in B3, we get

|I4| ≤ C

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

|(ṽi)Xi
x1
||ṽ − ṽXi

i |
(
|h1 − h̃|+ |∂x1

(v − ṽ)|
)
dx1 dx

′

≤ Cδ1δ2e
−C min{δ1,δ2}t + Cδ0(G1 +D+ GS) + C

2∑

i=1

δ0δ
2
i e

−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′.

Therefore,

d

dt

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ

(
Q(v|ṽ) + |u− ũ|2

2

)
dx1 dx

′ + µ

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x(u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx′

≤
2∑

i=1

δi
4
|Ẋi|2 + C1

(
G1 +G3 + GS +D

)

+ Cδ1δ2e
−C min{δ1,δ2}t + Cδ0

2∑

i=1

δie
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ )dx1dx
′,

(B.7)

where C1 > 0 is some constant.
Integrate (B.7) over [0, t] for any t ≤ T and then multiply the result by 1

2max{1,C1}
.

Then by the smallness of the parameters, we have

1

2max {1, C1}

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ

(
Q(v|ṽ) + |u− ũ|2

2

)
dx1 dx

′ +
µ

2max {1, C1}

∫ t

0
‖∇x (u− ũ)‖2L2(R) dτ

≤ 1

2max {1, C1}

∫

T2

∫

R

(
Q(v0(x)|ṽ(0, x)) +

|u0(x)− ũ(0, x)|2
2

)
dx1 dx

′

+
1

2

∫ t

0

(
2∑

i=1

δi|Ẋi|2 +G1 +G3 + GS +D

)
dτ +

√
max {δ1, δ2}

2
+

√
δ0ε1
2

.

(B.8)

Adding (B.8) to Lemma 4.1, we complete the proof of the Lemma 5.1.

Appendix C. Proof of Lemma 5.2

Multiply (B.5)2 by −v∆x(u− ũ) and then integrate that over Ω.
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Using the integration by parts, it holds

d

dt

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x(u− ũ)|2
2

dx1 dx
′

+ µ

∫

T2

∫

R

v |∆x(u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx+ (µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

∇xdivx(u− ũ) · v∆x(u− ũ) dx1 dx
′

=−
∫

T2

∫

R

(
(∇xu∇x(u− ũ)) : ∇x(u− ũ)− divxu

|∇x(u− ũ)|2
2

)
dx1 dx

′

−
2∑

i=1

Ẋi(t)

∫

T2

∫

R

(ũi)
Xi
x1
∆x(u1 − ũ) dx1 dx

′ +

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

vFi(ũi)
Xi
x1
∆x(u1 − ũ) dx1 dx

′

+

∫

T2

∫

R

v∆x(u− ũ) · ∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ)) dx1 dx
′.

(C.9)

Note that

(µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

∇xdivx(u− ũ) · v∆x(u− ũ) dx1 dx
′

= (µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

v |∇xdivx(u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx′

+ (µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

v∇xdivx(u− ũ) · [∆x(u− ũ)−∇xdivx(u− ũ)] dx1 dx
′.

For the above last term, by integration by parts and by the formula

∇x · [∆x(u− ũ)−∇xdivx(u− ũ)] = 0,

it holds

(µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

v∇xdivx(u− ũ) [∆x(u− ũ)−∇xdivx(u− ũ)] dx1 dx
′

=− (µ + λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

divx(u− ũ)∇x · (v [∆x(u− ũ)−∇xdivx(u− ũ)]) dx1 dx
′

=− (µ + λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

divx(u− ũ)∇xv · ([∆x(u− ũ)−∇xdivx(u− ũ)]) dx1 dx
′.
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Substituting this into (C.9), we get

d

dt

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x(u− ũ)|2
2

dx1 dx
′

+ µ

∫

T2

∫

R

v |∆x(u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx+ (µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

v |∇xdivx(u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx′
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=D2

=−
∫

T2

∫

R

(
(∇xu∇x(u− ũ)) : ∇x(u− ũ)− divxu

|∇x(u− ũ)|2
2

)
dx1 dx

′

−
2∑

i=1

Ẋi(t)

∫

T2

∫

R

(ũi)
Xi
x1
∆x(u1 − ũ) dx1 dx

′ +

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

vFi(ũi)
Xi
x1
∆x(u1 − ũ) dx1 dx

′

+

∫

T2

∫

R

v∆x(u− ũ) · ∇x(p(v) − p(ṽ)) dx1 dx
′

+ (µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

divx(u− ũ)∇xv · ([∆x(u− ũ)−∇xdivx(u− ũ)]) dx1 dx
′

:=
5∑

i=1

Ji(t).

Recall ε1 = sup
0≤t≤T

‖(v − ṽ),u− ũ)‖H2 .

Using (4.42),

‖∇x(u− ũ)‖L3 ≤ C‖∇x(u− ũ)‖H1 ≤ Cε1,

‖∇x(v − ṽ)‖L3 ≤ C‖∇x(v − ṽ)‖H1 ≤ Cε1.
(C.10)

From this, we get

J1(t) ≤ C‖∇x(u− ũ)‖L3‖∇x(u− ũ)‖L6‖∇x(u− ũ)‖L2 + C‖∇xũ‖L∞‖∇x(u− ũ)‖2L2

≤ Cε1‖∇x(u− ũ)‖H1‖∇x(u− ũ)‖L2 + C(δ21 + δ22)‖∇x(u− ũ)‖2L2

≤ C(ε1 + δ21 + δ22)
(
D2(t) + ‖∇x(u− ũ)‖2L2

)
.

By Young’s inequality,

J2(t) ≤
2∑

i=1

|Ẋi(t)|‖(ũi)Xi
x1
‖L2

√
D2 ≤ C

2∑

i=1

|Ẋi(t)|δ
3

2

i

√
D2 ≤ C

2∑

i=1

δ2i |Ẋi(t)|2 + C

2∑

i=1

δiD2(t).

As in J2 and B4, we get

J3(t) ≤ C

2∑

i=1

δi

√
δi
νi
(
√

G1 +
√

G3 +
√

GS +
√
D)
√

D2

≤ C(δ1 + δ2)(G1 +G3 + GS +D+D2).

By Young’s inequality,

J4(t) ≤ C

∫

T2

∫

R

v |∆x(u− ũ)| |∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))| dx1 dx′

≤ µ

5

∫

T2

∫

R

v |∆x(u− ũ)|2 dx1 dx′ + C‖∇x(p(v)− p(ṽ))‖2L2

≤ 1

5
D2 + CD.
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Finally, by Holder’s inequality and Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality,

J5 ≤C
∫

T2

∫

R

|divx(u− ũ)| |∇x(v − ṽ)| (|∆x(u− ũ)|+ |∇xdivx(u− ũ)|) dx1 dx′

+ C

∫

T2

∫

R

|divx(u− ũ)| |(ṽ)x1
| (|∆x(u− ũ)|+ |∇xdivx(u− ũ)|) dx1 dx′

≤C‖divx(u− ũ)‖L6‖∇x(v − ṽ)‖L3 (‖∆x(u− ũ)‖L2 + ‖∇xdivx(u− ũ)‖L2)

+ C‖divx(u− ũ)‖L2‖(ṽ)x1
‖L∞ (‖∆x(u− ũ)‖L2 + ‖∇xdivx(u− ũ)‖L2)

≤C(δ21 + δ22 + ε1)
√

D2‖divx(u− ũ)‖H1

≤C(δ21 + δ22 + ε1)(D2 + ‖∇x(u− ũ)‖2L2).

Therefore, from the estimates above, we have

d

dt
‖∇x(u− ũ)‖2L2 +D2(t)

≤C2
(

2∑

i=1

δ2i |Ẋi(t)|2 +G1 +G3 + GS +D+ ‖∇x(u− ũ)‖2L2)

)
,

where C2 > 0 is some constant.
Integrate the inequality above over [0, t] for any t ≤ T and then multiply the result by 1

2max{1,C2}
.

Then we have

1

2max {1, C2}
‖∇x(u− ũ)‖2L2 +

1

2max {1, C2}

∫ t

0
D2 dτ

≤ 1

2max {1, C2}
‖∇x (u0 − ũ(0, ·))‖2L2

+
1

2

∫ t

0

(
2∑

i=1

δi|Ẋi|2 +G1 +G3 + GS +D

)
dτ +

1

2

∫ t

0
‖∇x(u− ũ)‖2L2 dτ.

(C.11)

Using ‖∇2
x(u− ũ)(t)‖2L2 ∼ D2(t) and adding (C.11) to (5.1), we finish the proof of the Lemma 5.2.

Appendix D. Proof of Lemma 5.3

We set φ := v − ṽ, ψ := u− ũ for simplicity, and substitute this into (5.2) as





∂tφ+ u · ∇xφ−
2∑

i=1
Ẋi(t)(ṽi)

Xi
x1

+ v
2∑

i=1
Fi(ṽi)

Xi
x1

= vdivxψ,

∂tψ + u∇xψ + vp′(v)∇xφ+ v(p′(v) − p′(ṽ))∇xṽ −
2∑

i=1
Ẋi(t)(ũi)x1

+ v
2∑

i=1
Fi(ũi)x1

= µv∆xψ + (µ + λ)v∇xdivxψ −∇x(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 )).

(D.12)
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Taking ∇x∂xj
(j = 1, 2, 3) to (5.9)1 and ∂xj

(j = 1, 2, 3) to (5.9)2, we have





∂t∇x∂xj
φ+ u∇x(∇x∂xj

φ)−
2∑

i=1
Ẋi(t)∇x∂xj

(ṽi)
Xi
x1

+v
2∑

i=1
Fi∇x∂xj

(ṽi)
Xi
x1

+∇x∂xj
u∇xφ+∇xu∇x∂xj

φ+ ∂ju∇x(∇xφ)

+
2∑

i=1
∇x∂xj

(vFi)(ṽi)
Xi
x1

+
2∑

i=1
∇x(vFi)∂xj

(ṽi)
Xi
x1

+
2∑

i=1
∂xj

(vFi)∇x(ṽi)
Xi
x1

= v∇x∂xj
divx(ψ) +∇x∂xj

vdivxψ + ∂xj
v∇xdivxψ +∇xv∂xj

divxψ,

∂t∂xj
ψ + u∇x∂xj

ψ + ∂xj
u∇xψ + vp′(v)∇x∂xj

φ+ ∂xj
(vp′(v))∇xφ

+∂xj
(v(p′(v)− p′(ṽ)))∇xṽ + v(p′(v) − p′(ṽ)))∇x∂xj

(ṽ)

−
2∑

i=1
Ẋi(t)∂xj

(ũi)x1
+

2∑
i=1

vFi∂xj
(ũi)x1

+
2∑

i=1
∂xj

(vFi)(ũi)x1

= µv∆x∂xj
ψ + (µ+ λ)v∇x∂xj

divxψ

+∂xj
v(µ∆xψ + (µ + λ)∇xdivxψ)− ∂xj

∇x(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 )).

(D.13)

Multiply (D.13)1 by ρ(2µ + λ)∇x∂xj
φ and then sum i from 1 to 3.

In addition, integrating the result over Ω, we have

(2µ + λ)
d

dt

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ
|∇2

xφ|2
2

dx1 dx
′ − (2µ + λ)

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

∇x∂xj
φ · ∇x∂xj

divxψ dx1 dx
′

=(2µ + λ)

2∑

i=1

Ẋi(t)

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂2x1
φ(ṽi)

Xi
x1x1x1

dx1 dx
′ − (2µ + λ)

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

Fi∂x1
φ(ṽi)

Xi
x1x1x1

dx1 dx
′

− (2µ + λ)

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∇x∂xj
φ ·
[
∇x∂ju∇xφ+∇xu∇x∂xj

φ+ ∂xj
u∇x(∇xφ)

]
dx1 dx

′

− (2µ + λ)

2∑

i=1

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ
(
∇x∂xj

φ · ∇x∂xj
(vFi)(ṽi)

Xi
x1

+ ∂x1
∂xj

φ∂xj
(vFi)(ṽi)

Xi
x1x1

)
dx1 dx

′

− (2µ + λ)

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∇x∂x1
φ · ∇x(vFi)(ṽi)

Xi
x1x1

dx1 dx
′

+ (2µ + λ)

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∇x∂xj
φ ·
[
∇x∂xj

vdivxψ + ∂xj
v∇xdivxψ +∇xv∂xj

divxψ
]
dx1 dx

′.

(D.14)
Especially, in this calculation above, we significantly use the equality below which comes from
integration by parts

∫

T2

∫

R

−ρt
∣∣∇2

xφ
∣∣2

2
+ ρ∇2

xφ · u(∇3
xφ) dx1 dx

′ =

∫

T2

∫

R

−ρt
∣∣∇2

xφ
∣∣2

2
− divx(ρu)

∣∣∇2
xφ
∣∣2

2
dx1 dx

′

= 0.

Multiply (D.13)1 by ρ(2µ + λ)∇x∂xj
φ and then sum i from 1 to 3.
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In addition, integrating the result over Ω, we have

∫

T2

∫

R

−p′(v)|∇2
xφ|2 dx1 dx′ + (2µ + λ)

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

∇x∂xj
φ · ∇x∂xj

divxψ dx1 dx
′

=
d

dt

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂xj
ψ · ∇x∂xj

φdx1 dx
′ +

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∇x∂xj
φ · ∂xj

u∇xψ dx1 dx
′

−
3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂xj
ψ ·
[
∇x∂xj

∂tφ+ u∇x(∇x∂xj
φ)
]
dx1 dx

′

+
3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂xj
(vp′(v))∇x∂xj

φ · ∇xφdx1 dx
′ −

2∑

i=1

Ẋi(t)

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂2x1
φ(ũi)

Xi
x1x1

dx1 dx
′

+
2∑

i=1

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂xj
(v(p′(v)− p′(ṽ)))∂x1

∂xj
φ(ṽi)

Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

+

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

(p′(v)− p′(ṽ))∂2x1
φ(ṽi)

Xi
x1x1

dx1 dx
′

+

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

Fi∂
2
x1
φ(ũi)

Xi
x1x1

dx1 dx
′ +

2∑

i=1

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂xj
(vFi)∂x1

∂xj
φ(ũi)

Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′

−
3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂jv(µ∆xψ + (µ+ λ)∇xdivxψ) · ∇x∂xj
φdx1 dx

′

+

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∇x∂xj
φ · ∂xj

∇x(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 )) dx1 dx
′

(D.15)

As in (D.14), we use the equality below in this calculation above.

∫

T2

∫

R

∇x∂xj
φ ·(∆x∂xj

ψ−∇x∂xj
divxψ) dx1 dx

′ = −
∫

T2

∫

R

∂xj
φ∇x ·(∆x∂xj

ψ−∇x∂xj
divxψ) dx1 dx

′,

from ∇x ·
[
∆x∂xj

ψ −∇xdivx∂xj
ψ
]
= 0.

Adding (D.14) and (D.15) together and then integrating the result over [0, t] for t ∈ [0, T ], we
get

(2µ + λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ

∣∣∇2
xφ
∣∣2

2
dx1 dx

′
∣∣∣
τ=t

τ=0
+

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ

∣∣∇2
xφ
∣∣2

2
dx1 dx

′ dτ =
8∑

j=1

Kj(t), (D.16)
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where

K1(t) =

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂xj
ψ · ∇x∂xj

φdx1 dx
′
∣∣∣
τ=t

τ=0
,

K2(t) =

2∑

i=1

∫ t

0
Ẋi(τ)

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂2x1
φ
[
(2µ + λ)(ṽi)

Xi
x1x1x1

− (ũi)
Xi
x1x1

]
dx1 dx

′ dτ,

K3(t) =−
2∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

Fi∂
2
x1
φ
[
(2µ + λ)(ṽi)

Xi
x1x1x1

− (ũi)
Xi
x1x1

]
dx1 dx

′ dτ,

K4(t) =− (2µ + λ)

2∑

i=1

3∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ
(
∇x∂xj

φ · ∇x∂xj
(vFi)(ṽi)

Xi
x1

+ ∂x1
∂xj

φ∂xj
(vFi)(ṽi)

Xi
x1x1

)
dx1 dx

′ dτ

− (2µ + λ)

2∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∇x∂x1
φ · ∇x(vFi)(ṽi)

Xi
x1x1

dx1 dx
′ dτ

+

2∑

i=1

3∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂xj
(vFi)∂x1

∂xj
φ(ũi)

Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′ dτ,

K5(t) =−
3∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂xj
ψ ·
[
∇x∂xj

∂tφ+ u∇x(∇x∂xj
φ)
]
dx1 dx

′ dτ,

K6(t) =− (2µ + λ)
3∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∇x∂xj
φ ·
[
∇x∂xj

u∇xφ+∇xu∇x∂xj
φ+ ∂xj

u∇x(∇xφ)
]
dx1 dx

′ dτ

+
3∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∇x∂xj
φ ·
[
∂xj

u∇xψ + ∂xj
(vp′(v))∇xφ

]
dx1 dx

′ dτ,

K7(t) =

2∑

i=1

3∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂xj
(v(p′(v)− p′(ṽ)))∂x1

∂xj
φ(ṽi)

Xi
x1
dx1 dx

′ dτ

+

2∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

(p′(v)− p′(ṽ))∂2x1
φ(ṽi)

Xi
x1x1

dx1 dx
′ dτ,

K8(t) =(2µ + λ)

3∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∇x∂xj
φ ·
[
∇x∂xj

vdivxψ + ∂xj
v∇xdivxψ +∇xv∂xj

divxψ
]
dx1 dx

′ dτ

−
3∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂xj
v∇x∂xj

φ · [µ∆xψ + (µ + λ)∇xdivxψ] dx1 dx
′ dτ,

K9(t) =

3∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∇x∂xj
φ · ∂xj

∇x(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 )) dx1 dx
′ dτ.

By Young’s inequality,

K1(t) ≤
2µ+ λ

16
‖(√ρ∇2

xφ)(t)‖2L2 + C
(
‖(∇xψ)(t)‖2L2 + ‖(∇2

xφ)(0)‖2L2 + ‖(∇xψ)(0)‖2L2

)
.
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By Lemma 2.1,

K2(t) ≤ C

2∑

i=1

δi

∫ t

0
|Ẋi(τ)|‖∂2x1

φ‖L2‖(ṽi)Xi
x1
‖L2 dτ ≤ C

2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0
|Ẋi(τ)|2‖

√
|p′(v)|∂2x1

φ‖2L2 dτ.

Using Lemma 2.1, as in B4, we get

K3(t) ≤C
2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0
(
√

G1 +
√

G3 +
√

GS +
√
D

+C
(
ε1νiδie

−Cδit + δ1δ2e
−C min{δ1,δ2}t

) ∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′‖∂2x1

φ‖L2) dτ

≤C
2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0
(G1 +G3 + GS +D+ ‖

√
|p′(v)|∂2x1

φ‖2L2)dτ + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i ε1.

To estimate K4(t), note that

vFi = σ∗i (v − ṽ) + σ∗i (ṽ − ṽXi

i ) + (u1 − ũ) + (ũ− ũXi

i )

= σ∗i φ+ ψ1 + σ∗i (ṽ − ṽXi

i ) + (ũ− ũXi

i ).
(D.17)

From this,

K4(t) ≤C
2∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇2
xφ|(

∣∣∇2
xφ
∣∣+
∣∣∇2

xψ
∣∣)|(ṽi)Xi

x1
| dx1 dx′ dτ

+ C

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣∇2
xφ
∣∣ |(ṽ1)X1

x1
||(ṽ2)X2

x1
| dx1 dx′ dτ

+ C

2∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣∇2
xφ
∣∣ (|∇xφ|+ |∇xψ|)|(ṽi)Xi

x1
| dx1 dx′ dτ

≤C
2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0
‖∇2

xφ‖L2(‖∇xφ‖H1 + ‖∇xψ‖H1)dτ + C

∫ t

0
‖
√

|p′(v)|∇2
xφ‖2L2 dτ + C

∫ t

0
δ1δ2e

−C min{δ1,δ2}tdτ

≤C
2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0

(
‖
√

|p′(v)|∇2
xφ‖L2 +D(τ) + GS(τ) + ε1νiδie

−Cδit + ‖∇xψ‖2H1

)
dτ + Cδ0.
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Using the equation (5.10)1, we can compute the term K5(t) as

K5(t) =−
2∑

i=1

∫ t

0
Ẋi(τ)

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂x1
ψ1(ṽi)

Xi
x1x1x1

dx1 dx
′ dτ

+

2∑

i=1

∫ t

0
Ẋi(τ)

∫

T2

∫

R

Fi∂x1
ψ1(ṽi)

Xi
x1x1x1

dx1 dx
′ dτ

+

3∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂xj
ψ ·
[
∇x∂ju∇xφ+∇xu∇x∂xj

φ+ ∂xj
u∇x(∇xφ)

]
dx1 dx

′ dτ

+

3∑

j=1

2∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂jψ ·
[
∇x∂xj

(vFi)(ṽi)
Xi
x1

+∇x(vFi)∂xj
(ṽi)

Xi
x1
) + ∂xj

(vFi)∇x(ṽi)
Xi
x1

]
dx1 dx

′ dτ

−
3∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

ρ∂xj
ψ ·
[
∇x∂xj

vdivxψ + ∂xj
v∇xdivxψ +∇xv∂xj

divxψ
]
dx1 dx

′ dτ

−
3∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

∂xj
ψ · ∇x∂xj

divxψdx1 dx
′ dτ

=:
6∑

j=1

K5,j(t).

By Lemma 2.1, we get

K5,1(t) ≤ C
2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0
|Ẋi(τ)|2dτ + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0
‖∇xψ‖2L2dτ.

As in B4, we get

K5,2(t) ≤ C

2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0
F 2
i + |∂x1

ψ1|2 dτ

≤ C

2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0

(
‖∇xψ‖2L2 +G1 +G3 + GS +D

)
dτ + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i ε1.

By (C.10), similarly to B4, we have

K5,3(t) ≤C
∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇xψ|
(∣∣∇2

xψ
∣∣ |∇xφ|+ |∇xψ|

∣∣∇2
xφ
∣∣) dx1 dx′ dτ

+ C

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇xψ| (|(ũ)x1x1
| |∂x1

φ|+ |(ũ)x1
| |∇x∂x1

φ|) dx1 dx′ dτ

≤C
∫ t

0
‖∇xψ‖L6‖∇x(φ,ψ)‖L3‖∇2

x(φ,ψ)‖L2 dτ + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0
‖∇xψ‖L2(‖∂x1

φ‖L2 + ‖∇x∂x1
φ‖L2) dτ

≤Cε1
∫ t

0
(‖
√

|p′(v)|∇xφ‖2L2 + ‖∇xψ‖2H1) dτ

+ C

2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0

(
‖
√

|p′(v)|∇xφ‖2L2 + ‖∇xψ‖2L2
+D(τ) + GS(τ)

)
dτ + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i ε1.
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We use (D.17) again. Then as in B4,

K5,4(t) ≤ C

2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇xψ|
(∣∣∇2

xφ
∣∣+
∣∣∇2

xψ
∣∣+ |∇xφ|+ |∇xψ|

)
dx1 dx

′ dτ + Cδ2i

∫ t

0
δ1δ2e

−C min{δ1,δ2}tdτ

≤ C

2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0

(
‖
√

|p′(v)|∇2
xφ‖2L2 + ‖∇2

xψ‖2H1 +D(τ) + GS(τ) + ε1νiδie
−Cδit

)
dτ + Cδ0.

The same as K5,3(t), we have

K5,5(t) ≤C
∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇xψ|
(∣∣∇2

xφ
∣∣ |∇xψ|+ |∇xφ|

∣∣∇2
xψ
∣∣) dx1 dx′ dτ

+ C

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇xψ|
(
|(ṽ)x1x1

| |∇xψ|+ |(ṽ)x1
|
∣∣∇2

xψ
∣∣) dx1 dx′ dτ

≤Cε1
∫ t

0

(
‖
√

|p′(v)|∇2
xφ‖2L2

+ ‖∇xψ‖2H1

)
dτ + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0
‖∇xψ‖2H1 dτ.

By integration by parts over Ω,

K5,6(t) =

∫ t

0
‖∇xdivxψ‖2L2dτ.

Combining of the estimates above, we get

K5(t) ≤
1

8

∫ t

0
‖
√

|p′(v)|∇2
xφ‖2L2

dτ + C

∫ t

0
‖∇2

xψ‖2 dτ + C

2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0
|Ẋi(τ)|2 dτ

+ C

2∑

i=1

δ2i

∫ t

0

(
G1(τ) +G3(τ) + GS(τ) +D(τ)

)
dτ + C

2∑

i=1

(δi + ε1)

∫ t

0
‖∇xψ‖2L2

dτ + Cδ0.

By Holder’s inequality and (C.10),

K6(t) ≤C
∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣∇2
xφ
∣∣
(∣∣∇2

xψ
∣∣ |∇xφ|+ |∇xψ|

∣∣∇2
xφ
∣∣+ |∇xψ|2 + |∇xφ|2

)
dx1 dx

′ dτ

+ C

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣∇2
xφ
∣∣ (|∂1φ| |(ũ)x1x1

|+ |∂1ψ| |(ũ)x1
|+
∣∣∇2

xφ
∣∣ |(ũ)x1

|+ |∇xφ| |(ṽ)x1
|
)
dx1 dx

′ dτ

≤C
∫ t

0
‖∇2

xφ‖L2

[
‖∇2

xψ‖L6‖∇xφ‖L3 + ‖∇xψ‖L6‖∇xψ‖L3 + ‖∇2
xφ‖L2‖∇xψ‖L∞

]
dτ

+ C

∫ t

0
‖∇2

xφ‖L2‖∇xφ‖L3‖∇xφ‖L6 dτ + C(δ21 + δ22)

∫ t

0
‖∇2

xφ‖L2

(
‖∇x(φ,ψ)‖L2 + ‖∇2

xφ‖L2

)
dτ

≤C(δ0 + ε1)

∫ t

0
‖
√

|p′(v)|∇2
xφ‖2L2 +D(τ) + GS(τ) + ‖

√
|p′(v)|∇xψ‖2H2 dτ + Cδ0,

where we use the fact that (from Lemma 3.3)

‖∇2
xφ‖2L2‖∇xψ‖L∞ ≤ C‖∇2

xφ‖2L2‖∇xψ‖H2 ≤ Cε1‖∇xφ‖2L2‖∇xψ‖H2 ≤ Cε1

(
‖
√

|p′(v)|∇2
xφ‖2L2 + ‖∇xψ‖2H2

)
.
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As above, we get

K7(t) ≤C
2∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

(
|∇xφ| |φ|+ |φ|

∣∣(ṽi)Xi
x1

∣∣+ |∇xφ|
) ∣∣∇2

xφ
∣∣ ∣∣(ṽi)Xi

x1

∣∣ dx1 dx′ dτ

+ C
2∑

i=1

δi

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

|φ|
∣∣∂2x1

φ
∣∣ ∣∣(ṽi)Xi

x1

∣∣ dx1 dx′ dτ

≤C
2∑

i=1

δi

∫ t

0

(
‖
√

|p′(v)|∇2
xφ‖2L2 +D(τ) + GS(τ)

)
dτ + Cδ0.

Likewise, using (C.10) we can estimate K8(t) as

K8(t) ≤
∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣∇2
xψ
∣∣ ∣∣∇2

xφ
∣∣ (|∇xφ|+ |(ṽ)x1

|) dx1 dx′ dτ

+ C

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣∇2
xφ
∣∣ (|∇xψ|

∣∣∇2
xφ
∣∣+ |∇xψ| |(ṽ)x1x1

|
)
dx1 dx

′ dτ

≤C
∫ t

0

[
‖∇xφ‖L3‖∇2

xψ‖L6‖∇2
xφ‖L2 + ‖∇xψ‖L∞‖∇2

xφ‖2L2

]
dτ

+ Cδ20

∫ t

0
‖∇2

xφ‖L2

[
‖∇2

xψ‖L2 + ‖∇xψ‖L2

]
dτ

≤C(δ0 + ε1)

∫ t

0

[
‖
√

|p′(v)|∇2
xφ‖L2 + ‖∇xψ‖2H2

]
dτ.

Finally, to estimate K9(t), note that

∂2x1
(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 )) =(p′′(ṽ)− p′′(ṽX1

1 ))|(ṽ′1)X1 |2 + (p′′(ṽ)− p′′(ṽX2

2 ))|(ṽ′2)X2 |2

+ (p′(ṽ)− p′(ṽX1

1 ))(ṽ′′1 )
X1 + (p′(ṽ)− p′(ṽX2

2 ))(ṽ′′2 )
X2 + 2p′′(ṽ)(ṽ′1)

X1(ṽ′2)
X2 .

Using this fact, Lemma 2.1, and 3.5, we get

K9(t) ≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣∇2
xφ
∣∣ |∂2x1

(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 ))| dx1 dx′ dτ

≤ C

∫ t

0

∣∣∇2
xφ
∣∣
(
δ1|ṽ − ṽX1

1 ||(ṽ1)X1

x1
|+ δ2|ṽ − ṽX2

2 ||(ṽ2)X2

x1
|+ |(ṽ1)X1

x1
||(ṽ2)X2

x1
|
)
dτ

≤ C(δ21 + δ22)

∫ t

0
‖
√

|p′(v)|∇2
xφ‖2L2 dτ + Cδ0.

Combining the estimates above and using Lemma 4.1, Lemma 5.1, and Lemma 5.2, we can obtain
the desired result (5.3), which completes the proof of Lemma 5.3.

Appendix E. Proof of Lemma 5.4

Multiply (5.10)2 by −∆x∂xj
ψ and then sum j from 1 to 3.

In addition, integrating the result over Ω, we get

d

dt

∫

T2

∫

R

∣∣∇2
xψ
∣∣2

2
dx1 dx

′ + µ

∫

T2

∫

R

v |∇x∆xψ|2 dx1 dx′ + (µ+ λ)

∫

T2

∫

R

v
∣∣∇2

xdivxψ
∣∣2 dx1 dx′

︸ ︷︷ ︸
D3(t)

=:
8∑

i=1

Li(t),

(E.18)



56 KANG AND LEE

where

L1(t) =−
3∑

j,k=1

∫

T2

∫

R

∂xk
u · ∇x∂xj

ψ∂xk
∂xj

ψ dx1 dx
′ +

∫

T2

∫

R

divxu

∣∣∇2
xψ
∣∣2

2
dx1 dx

′,

L2(t) =

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

vp′(v)∆x∂xj
ψ · ∇x∂xj

φdx1 dx
′,

L3(t) =

3∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

∂xj
u · ∇xψ∆x∂xj

ψ dx1 dx
′ +

3∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

∂xj

(
vp′(v)

)
∆x∂xj

ψ · ∇xφdx1 dx
′,

L4(t) =

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

∂xj
(v(p′(v)− p′(ṽ)))(ṽ)x1

∆x∂xj
ψ1 dx1 dx

′

+

∫

T2

∫

R

v(p′(v) − p′(ṽ))(ṽ)x1x1
∆x∂1ψ1 dx1 dx

′,

L5(t) =−
2∑

i=1

Ẋi(t)

∫

T2

∫

R

∆x∂x1
ψ1(ũi)

Xi
x1x1

dx1 dx
′,

L6(t) =

2∑

i=1

∫

T2

∫

R

vFi(ũi)
Xi
x1x1

∆x∂x1
ψ1 dx1 dx

′,

L7(t) =

2∑

i=1

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

∂xj
(vFi)(ũi)

Xi
x1
∆x∂xj

ψ1 dx1 dx
′,

L8(t) =(µ+ λ)

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

(
∆x∂xj

ψ −∇x∂xj
divxψ

)
· ∇xv∂xj

divxψ dx1 dx
′

−
3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

∂xj
v (µ∆xψ + (µ+ λ)∇xdivxψ) ·∆x∂xj

ψ dx1 dx
′,

L9(t) =

3∑

j=1

∫

T2

∫

R

∆x∂xj
ψ · ∂xj

∇x(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 )) dx1 dx
′.

(E.19)
By Holder’s inequality and (C.10),

L1(t) ≤ C‖∇xψ‖L3‖∇2
xψ‖L6‖∇2

xψ‖L2 + (δ21 + δ22)‖∇2
xψ‖2L2

≤ C(δ0 + ε1)‖∇2
xψ‖2H1

≤ C(δ0 + ε1)(D3(t) + ‖∇2
xψ‖2L2).

Using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we get

L2(t) ≤
∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x∆xψ|
∣∣∇2

xφ
∣∣ dx1 dx′

≤ 1

8
D3(t) + C‖∇2

xφ‖2L2 .
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Using Lemma 2.3, we have

L3(t) ≤
∫

T2

∫

R

|∇xψ|2 |∇x∆xψ| dx1 dx′ + C(δ21 + δ22)

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇xψ| |∇x∆xψ| dx1 dx′

+

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇xφ|2 |∇x∆xψ| dx1 dx′ + C(δ21 + δ22)

∫

T2

∫

R

|∇xφ| |∇x∆xψ| dx1 dx′

≤C
[
‖∇xψ‖L3‖∇xψ‖L6 + ‖∇xφ‖L3‖∇xφ‖L6 + (δ21 + δ22)‖∇x(φ,ψ)‖L2

]√
D3(t)

≤C(δ0 + ε1)(D3(t) + ‖∇xψ‖2H1 + ‖∇xφ‖2H1)

≤C(δ0 + ε1)(D3(t) + GS(t) +D(t) +
2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′ + ‖∇xψ‖2H1 + ‖∇2

xφ‖2L2).

As above,

L4(t) ≤ C

∫

T2

∫

R

(|∇xφ|+ |(ṽ)x1
| |φ|) |(ṽ)x1

|
∣∣∇3

xψ1

∣∣ dx1 dx′ + C
2∑

i=1

δi

∫

T2

∫

R

|φ| |(ṽi)Xi
x1
|
∣∣∇3

xψ1

∣∣ dx1 dx′

≤ Cδ0(D3(t) + GS(t) +D(t) +

2∑

i=1

δ2i e
−Cδit

∫

T2

∫

R

η(U |Ũ ) dx1 dx
′),

L5(t) ≤ C

2∑

i=1

δi|Ẋi(t)|
√

D3(t)‖(ṽi)Xi
x1
‖L2

≤ C

2∑

i=1

δ
5

2

i |Ẋi(t)|
√

D3(t)

≤ C

2∑

i=1

δ
5

2

i (‖Ẋi(t)‖2L2 +D3(t)).

Using the definition of Fi, as in B3, we get

L6(t) ≤
2∑

i=1

δ2i

(
√

G1 +
√

G3 +
√
GS +

√
D

+
√
ε1νiδie−Cδit +

√
δ1δ2e−C min{δ1,δ2}t +

√
δ20νiδie

−Cδit

)
‖∆x∂x1

ψ1‖L2 .

≤
2∑

i=1

δ2i

(
G1 +G3 + GS +D+ ε1νiδie

−Cδit + δ1δ2e
−C min{δ1,δ2}t + δ20νiδie

−Cδit +D3

)
.

As above, with (D.17) and lemma 3.5, we get

L7(t) ≤
2∑

i=1

δ2i

(
‖∇x(φ,ψ1)‖L2 + ‖(ṽi)Xi

x1
(ṽ − ṽXi

i )‖L2

)
‖∆x∂xi

(φ,ψ1)‖L2

≤
2∑

i=1

δ2i

(
G1 +G3 + GS +D+ ε1νiδie

−Cδit + δ1δ2e
−C min{δ1,δ2}t + δ20νiδie

−Cδit +D3

)
.
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Using Holder’s inequality and (C.10), we get

L8(t) ≤C
∫

T2

∫

R

(|∆x∇xψ|+
∣∣∇2

xdivxψ
∣∣)(|φ|+ δ21 + δ22) |∇xdivxψ|) dx1 dx′

+ C

∫

T2

∫

R

(|∇xφ|+ δ21 + δ22)(|∆xψ|+ |∇xdivxψ|) |∆x∇xψ| dx1 dx′

≤
√

D3(t)‖∇xφ‖L3 (‖∆xψ‖L6 + ‖∇xdivxψ‖L6) + (δ21 + δ22)
√

D3(t)(‖∆xψ‖L2 + ‖∇xdivxψ‖L2)

≤(δ0 + ε1)
√

D3(t)(‖∆xψ‖H1 + ‖∇xdivxψ‖H1)

≤(δ0 + ε1)(D3(t) + ‖∆xψ‖2H1 + ‖∇xdivxψ‖2H1).

Finally, as in K9, we get

L9(t) ≤
∫

T2

∫

R

|∇x∆xψ| |∂2x1
(p(ṽ)− p(ṽX1

1 )− p(ṽX2

2 ))| dx1 dx′

≤ C(δ21 + δ22)D3(t) + Cδ0.

Combine the estimates above and then integrate result over [0, t] for t ∈ [0, T ].
Also, using Lemmas 4.1, 5.1, 5.2, and 5.3, we can get the desired result (5.4), which completes the
proof of Lemma 5.4.
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