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Abstract: We study the asymptotic behavior of compressible isentropic flow when

the initial mass is finite and the friction varies with time, which is modeled by the

compressible Euler equation with time-dependent damping. In this paper, we obtain

the best L1-convergence rates to date, for any γ ∈ (1,+∞) and ν ∈ [0, 1). Here,

γ is the adiabatic gas exponent, and ν is the physical parameter in the damping

term. The key to the analysis lies in a new perspective on the relationship between

the density function and the Barenblatt solution of the porous medium equation,

and finding the relevant lower bound for the case of γ < 2 is a tricky problem.

Specialized to ν = 0, these convergence rates also show an essential improvement

over the original rates. Moreover, for all γ ∈ (1,+∞), the results in this work are

the first to present a unified form of L1-convergence rates. Indeed, even for ν = 0,

as noted in 2011, “the current rate is difficult to improve with the current method”.

Our results are therefore an encouraging advancement.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned with the compressible Euler equations with frictional

time-dependent damping in Euler coordinates as follows






ρt + (ρu)x = 0,

(ρu)t +
(

ρu2 + p(ρ)
)

x
= − α

(1+t)ν ρu,
(1.1)

with finite initial mass

(ρ, u)(x, 0) = (ρ0, u0) (x), ρ0(x) ≥ 0,

∫ +∞

−∞
ρ0(x)dx = M > 0, (1.2)

where ρ, u, and p, denote the density, velocity, and pressure respectively. Since we study

a polytropic perfect gas, the state equation of the fluid is given by

p(ρ) = κργ ,

with κ = (γ−1)2

4γ , and γ > 1 is the adiabatic gas exponent. The damping term − α
(1+t)ν ρu

with physical parameter 0 ≤ ν < 1 has the time-dependent frictional effect, and α = κ =
(γ−1)2

4γ , which will simplify the form of the entropy functions used below (cf. [14, 17]).

Also, we use momentum m =: ρu in what follows for simplicity.

When ν = 0, the system (1.1) is equivalent to the following decoupled system if taking

time asymptotically,






ρ̄t = (ρ̄γ)xx ,

m̄ = − (ρ̄γ)x ,
(1.3)

where (1.3)1 is the famous porous medium equation(PME), and (1.3)2 is the Darcy’s law,

that is, the inertial terms in the momentum equation decay to zero faster than the other

terms caused by the damping effect of the frictional force term (see Hsiao and Liu [10]).

Later, in the pioneering work of [21], Nishihara improved the decay rates by utilizing

detailed energy estimates when the initial data are small perturbation around ρ̄ and thus

away from vacuum. For more works with small initial data, we refer to [22, 25, 31]. By

using the vanishing viscosity method, Zhu [32] studied the asymptotic behavior of weak

entropy solution. As for the properties of the solutions near the vacuum, we refer the

reader to [15, 18, 19]. Then, Huang, Marcati and Pan [13] obtained the decay rates of

the weak entropy solutions of the system (1.1) to the corresponding Barenblatt solutions

(1.3) in L2 or Lγ space for any γ > 1. Later, in [14], Huang, Pan and Wang studied the

asymptotic behavior in L1 space with 1 < γ < 3 and obtained

‖(ρ− ρ̄)(·, t)‖L1 ≤ C(1 + t)
− 1

4(γ+1)
+ε

.
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Then, the convergence rates were improved to

‖(ρ− ρ̄)(·, t)‖L1 ≤ C(1 + t)
− 1

(γ+1)2
+ε

,

for γ ≥ 2 in [8]. For Euler equation or Euler-Poisson equation with friction, we refer to

[1, 7]. For compressible Euler equations with physical vacuum free boundaries, see [29, 30],

When 0 < ν < 1, the system (1.1) becomes the compressible Euler equations with

degenerate linear time-dependent damping. In view of Darcy’s law, the solutions of (1.1)

should be time-asymptotically equivalent to the Barenblatt solutions of the following sys-

tem






ρ̄t = (1 + t)ν (ρ̄γ)xx ,

m̄ = −(1 + t)ν (ρ̄γ)x ,
(1.4)

where (1.4)1 is the PME with time-dependent diffusion and (1.4)2 is the Dracy’s law.

Recently, there have been various works for the compressible Euler equations with time-

dependent damping in the literature; see [5, 12, 27, 33]. Pan [23, 24] proved that ν =

1, α = 2 is the critical threshold to separate the global existence and non-existence of C1

solutions in one dimension. For more blow-up phenomena, we refer to [3, 11, 26]. Also, Cui-

Yin-Zhang-Zhu [4] and Li-Li-Mei-Zhang [16] considered independently the convergence of

smooth solutions with 0 ≤ ν < 1 and α > 0.

In [9], for 1 < γ < 3, the authors proved that any L∞ weak entropy solution of problem

(1.1)-(1.2) converges to the Barenblatt’s solution of equation (1.4) with the same mass in

L1, and at the rate

||(ρ− ρ̄(·, t))||L1 ≤ C(1 + t)−α(ε),

with

α(ε) =















ν + 1

4(γ + 1)
− ε, ν ∈

(

0,
γ

γ + 2

]

,

1− ν

4
− ε, ν ∈

[

γ

γ + 2
, 1

)

.

At the same time, the authors in [6] obtained

||(ρ− ρ̄(·, t))||L1 ≤ C(1 + t)k(ǫ),

with

k(ǫ) =







−
γ2−γ−1−ν(γ2+γ−1)

(γ+1)(2γ−1) + ǫ, if 1+
√
5

2 < γ ≤ 2, 0 ≤ ν < γ2−γ−1
γ2+γ−1 ,

−1−ν(2γ+1)
(γ+1)2

+ ǫ, if γ ≥ 2, 0 ≤ ν < 1
2γ+1 .

In this paper, we intend to study the asymptotic behavior of L∞ weak entropy solutions

for the compressible Euler equations with time-dependent damping. By using elaborate
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energy estimates and relative weak entropies, we will obtain better convergence results for

weak entropy solutions of (1.1) to the corresponding Barenblatt solutions of (1.4) with

the same finite initial mass. We will establish Lγ estimate for any γ ≥ 2 and 0 ≤ ν < 1

and L1 estimate for any γ > 1 and 0 ≤ ν < 1, which are better compared with those in

[6, 8, 9, 14]. Furthermore, it is worth noting that our results present for the first time a

uniform form of L1 estimate over the entire (1,+∞) range of γ. Indeed, even for ν = 0 it

is not easy to make some improvements, and as pointed out in [14], “the current rate is

difficult to improve with the current method”. Our results are therefore an encouraging

advancement.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we give a quick review of some

information on Barenblatt’s solution, and state our main result, explaining the basic proof

ideas. Then, in section 3, we recall or derive some important lemmas. Section 4 is devoted

to extending the related results of [9] about some key intermediate estimates. Finally, we

prove our main result in section 5.

2 Preliminaries and main result

Throughout this paper, || · ||Lp stands for Lp(R)(1 ≤ p ≤ +∞). In particular, we use ‖ · ‖

instead of ‖ · ‖2 and denote
∫ +∞
−∞ f(x, t)dx =

∫

f(x, t)dx.

Since we study the large time behavior of global solutions to the system (1.1) with

vacuum, it is suitable to consider L∞ weak entropy solutions. Next, we state the definition

of L∞ weak entropy solutions for the system (1.1)-(1.2) (cf. [6, 9]).

Definition 2.1. The functions (ρ,m)(x, t) ∈ L∞ are called an entropy solution of (1.1)-

(1.2), if for any nonnegative test function φ ∈ D (R×R+), it holds that



















∫ t
0

∫ +∞
−∞ (ρφt +mφx) dxds+

∫ +∞
−∞ ρ0(x)φ(x, 0)dx = 0,

∫ t
0

∫ +∞
−∞

{

mφt +
(

m2

ρ + ργ
)

φx −
m

(1+s)λ
φ
}

dxds+
∫ +∞
−∞ m0(x)φ(x, 0)dx = 0,

∫ t
0

∫ +∞
−∞

(

ηφt + qφx −
m

(1+s)λ
ηφ

)

dxds+
∫ +∞
−∞ η(x, 0)φ(x, 0)dx ≥ 0,

where (η, q) is any weak convex entropy-flux pair (η(ρ,m), q(ρ,m)) satisfying

∇q = ∇η∇f, f =

(

m,
m2

ρ
+ κργ

)t

, η(0, 0) = 0.

Next, we recall some results on the entropies available for (1.1). According to [17], all
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weak entropies of (1.1) are given by the following formula

η(ρ,m) =

∫

g(ξ)χ(ξ; ρ, u)dξ = ρ

∫ 1

−1
g
(

u+ zρθ
)

(

1− z2
)λ

dz,

q(ρ,m) =

∫

g(ξ)(θξ + (1− θ)u)χ(ξ; ρ, u)dξ

= ρ

∫ 1

−1
g
(

u+ zρθ
)(

u+ θzρθ
)

(

1− z2
)λ

dz,

(2.1)

where m = ρu, θ = γ−1
2 , λ = 3−γ

2(γ−1) , g(ξ) is any smooth function of ξ, and

χ(ξ; ρ, u) =
(

ργ−1 − (ξ − u)2
)λ

+
.

The two common choices of g(ξ) are g(ξ) = 1
2 |ξ|

2 and g(ξ) = |ξ|
2γ
γ−1 .

Then, we give some background information on the Barenblatt solutions and consider







ρ̄t = (1 + t)ν (ρ̄γ)xx ,

ρ̄(x,−1) = Mδ(x), M > 0,
(2.2)

with 0 ≤ ν < 1 and γ > 1. It is shown in [6, 9] that (2.2) admits a unique solution given

by

ρ̄(x, t) = (1 + t)
− 1+ν

γ+1

(

A0 −B0x
2(1 + t)

− 2(1+ν)
γ+1

)
1

γ−1

+

, (2.3)

where (f)+ = max{0, f},

B0 =
(γ − 1)(1 + ν)

2γ(γ + 1)
, and A

γ+1
2(γ−1)

0 = M
√

B0

(
∫ 1

−1

(

1− y2
)1/(γ−1)

dy

)−1

.

As a result, the velocity is given by

ū(x, t) =
1 + ν

(γ + 1)(1 + t)
x, |x| <

√

A0

B0
(1 + t)

1+ν
γ+1 . (2.4)

Now, we state our main result.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that ρ0(x) ∈ L1(R) ∩ L∞(R), u0(x) ∈ L∞(R) and

M =

∫ +∞

−∞
ρ0(x)dx > 0, ρ0(x) ≥ 0.

Let 1 < γ < +∞, 0 ≤ ν < 1, and (ρ,m) be an L∞ entropy solution of the Cauchy problem

(1.1)-(1.2). Let ρ̄ be the Barenblatt’s solution of porous medium equation (1.3) with mass

M and m̄ = − (ρ̄γ)x. Define

y(x, t) = −

∫ x

−∞
(ρ− ρ̄)(r, t)dr,
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and let y(x, 0) ∈ L2(R). If 2 ≤ γ < +∞, then for any ε > 0 and t > 0,

‖(ρ− ρ̄)(·, t)‖γLγ ≤ Cε(1 + t)−µ(ε), (2.5)

where

µ(ε) :=







γ2+γ−1
(γ+1)2

(1 + ν) + ε, ν ∈
[

0, γ
γ+2

]

,

2γ−1−ν
γ+1 + ε, ν ∈

[

γ
γ+2 , 1

)

.
(2.6)

Furthermore, for any γ > 1, it holds that

‖(ρ− ρ̄)(·, t)‖L1 ≤ Cε(1 + t)−k(ε), (2.7)

with

k(ε) :=







γ
2(γ+1)2

(1 + ν)− ε, ν ∈
[

0, γ
γ+2

]

,

γ
2(γ+1) (1− ν)− ε, ν ∈

[

γ
γ+2 , 1

)

.
(2.8)

Remark 2.3. It is shown in [6] that

||(ρ− ρ̄(·, t))||L1 ≤ C(1 + t)k1(ǫ),

with

k1(ǫ) :=







−
γ2−γ−1−ν(γ2+γ−1)

(γ+1)(2γ−1) + ǫ, if 1+
√
5

2 < γ ≤ 2, 0 ≤ ν < γ2−γ−1
γ2+γ−1

,

−1−ν(2γ+1)
(γ+1)2 + ǫ, if γ ≥ 2, 0 ≤ ν < 1

2γ+1 ,

and in [9] for 1 < γ < 3 that

||(ρ− ρ̄(·, t))||L1 ≤ C(1 + t)−α1(ε),

with

α1(ε) =















ν + 1

4(γ + 1)
− ε, ν ∈

(

0,
γ

γ + 2

]

,

1− ν

4
− ε, ν ∈

[

γ

γ + 2
, 1

)

.

It is easy to check that α1(ε) < k1(ε),

γ2 − γ − 1

γ2 + γ − 1
<

γ

γ + 2
, and

1

2γ + 1
<

γ

γ + 2
,

which gives

k1(ǫ) <
γ

2(γ + 1)2
(1 + ν) + ε.

This means that the L1 convergence rates in Theorem 2.2 are better. Furthermore, it

is worth mentioning that the L1 convergence estimate in Theorem 2.2 is valid for any

1 < γ < +∞.
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Remark 2.4. When ν = 0, it is shown in [8] for γ ≥ 2 and [14] for 1 < γ < 3 that

‖(ρ− ρ̄)(·, t)‖L1 ≤ C(1+ t)
− 1

(γ+1)2
+ε

and ‖(ρ− ρ̄)(·, t)‖L1 ≤ C(1+ t)
− 1

4(γ+1)
+ε

respectively.

It is easy to check that γ
2(γ+1)2

> 1
4(γ+1) when γ > 1 and γ

2(γ+1)2
> 1

(γ+1)2
when γ ≥ 2,

which means that the decay rates in Theorem 2.2 are better than the previous ones.

Now, we explain the basic proof ideas. We will follow the strategy in [6, 9], employing

the entropy inequalities and time-weighted entropy estimates with specific index. An im-

portant part of the proof process is to extend key intermediate estimates from [9, Lemmas

3.8 and 3.9] (with 1 < γ < 3) to 1 < γ < +∞ (Theorem 4.6). This will be realized by

Taylor’s formula, the energy inequality and in-depth analysis of η (defined in Lemma 4.1).

For γ ≥ 2, we choose the mechanical energy(see [6, 9]),

η =
1

2

m2

ρ
+

κ

γ − 1
ργ ,

which measures the Lγ norm while the entropy inequality measures the Lγ+1 norm in den-

sity. To overcome the mismatch between the exponents, we find the relationship between

ργ+1 − ρ̄γ+1 − (γ + 1)ρ̄γ(ρ− ρ̄) and ργ − ρ̄γ − γρ̄γ−1(ρ− ρ̄);

see Lemma 3.1. As a result, we can obtain the decay rates of the relative weak entropy

η∗ (Theorem 5.2), by making use of the relative entropy inequality and time-weighted

entropy estimates.

For the L1 estimate with 1 < γ < +∞, the case γ ≥ 2 can be handled by Lemma 3.2.

However, for 1 < γ < 2,

C|ρ− ρ̄|2 ≤ ργ − ρ̄γ − γρ̄γ−1(ρ− ρ̄) ≤ C ′|ρ− ρ̄|γ ,

which means that Lemma 3.2 is not valid, and the index 2 of |ρ − ρ̄|2 is not suitable.

Hence, we should seek suitable lower bound of

ργ − ρ̄γ − γρ̄γ−1(ρ− ρ̄),

which is quite difficult. By a careful decomposition of the region, we are able to overcome

this difficulty; see Lemma 3.3 below.

3 Some lemmas and priori estimates

In this section, we state or prove some auxiliary results, which are important for proving

our main result.
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Lemma 3.1. Let 1 < γ < +∞, and 0 ≤ ρ, ρ̄ ≤ C. Then, there exists a constant c > 0,

such that

ργ+1 − ρ̄γ+1 − (γ + 1)ρ̄γ(ρ− ρ̄) ≥ c(ργ − ρ̄γ − γρ̄γ−1(ρ− ρ̄))
γ+1
γ . (3.1)

Proof. When ρ̄ = 0, (3.1) is true for any 0 < c ≤ 1. For ρ = 0, (3.1) becomes γρ̄γ+1 ≥

c(γ−1)
γ+1
γ ρ̄γ+1, and it is equivalent to proving that γ

(γ−1)
γ+1
γ

, has a positive lower bound,

which is guaranteed by γ < +∞.

Now, assume ρ̄ 6= 0, ρ 6= 0. Then ρ̄ > 0. Notice that (3.1) is equivalent to

(

ρ

ρ̄

)γ+1

− 1− (γ + 1)

(

ρ

ρ̄
− 1

)

≥ c

[(

ρ

ρ̄

)γ

− 1− γ

(

ρ

ρ̄
− 1

)]

γ+1
γ

.

Set ρ
ρ̄ = x and

f(x) = xγ+1 − 1− (γ + 1)(x− 1)− c [xγ − 1− γ(x− 1)]
γ+1
γ ;

it is obvious that f(1) = 0 and

f ′(x)

γ + 1
= xγ − 1−

c

γ
[xγ − 1− γ(x− 1)]

1
γ
(

γxγ−1 − γ
)

= xγ − 1− c [xγ − 1− γ(x− 1)]
1
γ
(

xγ−1 − 1
)

.

Next, we claim that there exists 0 < c ≤ 1, such that f ′(x) ≤ 0,∀x ∈ (0, 1), and

f ′(x) ≥ 0,∀x ∈ (1,+∞). That is,

f(x) ≥ f(1) = 0, ∀x ∈ [0,+∞),

which will conclude the proof. To this end, we set

h(x) =
xγ − 1

[xγ − 1− γ(x− 1)]
1
γ (xγ−1 − 1)

,

and divide the proof into two cases.

Case A : x ∈ (1,+∞).

Observing
[

(1 + t)k − 1
]

∼ kt (t → 0), where k > 0 is a constant, we find that

lim
x→1+

xγ − 1

[xγ − 1− γ(x− 1)]
1
γ (xγ−1 − 1)

= lim
x→1+

γx

[xγ − 1− γ(x− 1)]
1
γ (γ − 1)x

= +∞,

due to

[xγ − 1− γ(x− 1)]
1
γ → 0, as x → 1+.
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In addition,

lim
x→+∞

h(x) = lim
x→+∞

1− 1
xγ

[

1− 1
xγ − γ

(

1
xγ−1 − 1

xγ

)]
1
γ
(

1− 1
xγ−1

)

= 1.

Hence, there exist 0 < δ < 1 and X > 2 such that, when x ∈ (1, 1 + δ) or x > X,

h(x) ≥
1

2
.

When x ∈ [1 + δ,X], minx∈[1+δ,X] h(x) = h(x0) > 0, since h(x) is a continuous function.

In conclusion, for any x ∈ (1,+∞), h(x) ≥ min
{

h(x0),
1
2

}

.

Case B : x ∈ (0, 1).

In this case, xγ−1 − 1 < 0,

lim
x→1−

xγ − 1

[xγ − 1− γ(x− 1)]
1
γ (xγ−1 − 1)

= lim
x→1−

γx

[xγ − 1− γ(x− 1)]
1
γ (γ − 1)x

= +∞,

and

lim
x→0+

xγ − 1

[xγ − 1− γ(x− 1)]
1
γ (xγ−1 − 1)

= (γ − 1)
− 1

γ .

Hence, there exists 0 < δ1 <
1
4 , such that when x ∈ (1− δ1, 1) or x ∈ (0, δ1),

h(x) ≥
1

2
(γ − 1)−

1
γ .

If x ∈ [δ1, 1− δ1], we have, similarly to Case A,

min
x∈[δ1,1−δ1]

h(x) = h(x1) > 0,

and

h(x) ≥ min

{

h(x1),
1

2
(γ − 1)−

1
γ

}

.

Consequently, we deduce

h(x) ≥ min

{

h(x0), h(x1),
1

2
,
1

2
(γ − 1)

− 1
γ

}

> 0.

Hence, noting xγ − 1− γ(x− 1) > 0, ∀x 6= 1, and letting

c =
1

2
min

{

γ

(γ − 1)
γ+1
γ

, h(x0), h(x1),
1

2
,
1

2
(γ − 1)−

1
γ

}

,

justifies the claim and so completes the proof.
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Lemma 3.2. [13, 14] Assume 0 ≤ ρ, ρ̄ ≤ C and γ > 1. Then there exist two positive

constants d1 and d2 such that














































(ργ − ρ̄γ) (ρ− ρ̄) ≥ |ρ− ρ̄|γ+1,

d1
(

ργ−1 + ρ̄γ−1
)

(ρ− ρ̄)2 ≤ ργ+1 − ρ̄γ+1 − (γ + 1)ρ̄γ(ρ− ρ̄)

≤ d2
(

ργ−1 + ρ̄γ−1
)

(ρ− ρ̄)2,

d1
(

ργ−1 + ρ̄γ−1
)

(ρ− ρ̄)2 ≤ (ργ − ρ̄γ) (ρ− ρ̄)

≤ d2
(

ργ−1 + ρ̄γ−1
)

(ρ− ρ̄)2.

From the above lemma, we see

ργ − ρ̄γ − γρ̄γ−1(ρ− ρ̄) ≥ C|ρ− ρ̄|γ ,

only holds for γ ≥ 2. Hence, we give a lemma to roughly describe the lower bound of

ργ − ρ̄γ − γρ̄γ−1(ρ− ρ̄) for γ ∈ (1, 2), which is essentially important in the proof of (2.7).

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 < γ < 2, and 0 ≤ ρ, ρ̄ ≤ C. Then, there exist two positive constants

c1 and c2, such that

(1). If ρ = 0, or ρ̄ = 0, or |ρ− ρ̄| ≥ 1
2 ρ̄, then

c1|ρ− ρ̄|γ ≤ ργ − ρ̄γ − γρ̄γ−1(ρ− ρ̄). (3.2)

(2). If ρ 6= 0, ρ̄ 6= 0 and |ρ− ρ̄| < 1
2 ρ̄, then

c2ρ̄
γ−2|ρ− ρ̄|γ ≤ ργ − ρ̄γ − γρ̄γ−1(ρ− ρ̄). (3.3)

Proof. To begin with, we prove (3.2). When ρ = 0, (3.2) is true for any 0 < c1 ≤ γ − 1.

When ρ̄ = 0, (3.2) is true for any 0 < c1 ≤ 1. Now, assume ρ 6= 0, ρ̄ 6= 0. Hence, ρ̄ > 0.

Notice (3.2) is equivalent to

c1

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρ

ρ̄
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

γ

≤

(

ρ

ρ̄

)γ

− 1− γ

(

ρ

ρ̄
− 1

)

.

Set ρ
ρ̄ = x and

f(x) =
xγ − 1− γ(x− 1)

|x− 1|γ
.

It is obvious that x ≥ 3
2 or 0 < x ≤ 1

2 by |ρ− ρ̄| ≥ 1
2 ρ̄ and ρ 6= 0, ρ̄ 6= 0. Then, we divide

into two cases.

Case I : x ≥ 3
2 . Since

lim
x→+∞

f(x) = lim
x→+∞

xγ − 1− γ(x− 1)

|x− 1|γ
= 1,
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there exists X > 2 such that f(x) ≥ 1
2 for x > X. When x ∈

[

3
2 ,X

]

,

min
x∈[3/2,X]

f(x) = f(x0) > 0,

since f(x) is a continuous function.

As a result, for any x ≥ 3
2 , f(x) ≥ min

{

f(x0),
1
2

}

.

Case II : 0 < x ≤ 1
2 . In this case,

lim
x→0+

f(x) = lim
x→0+

xγ − 1− γ(x− 1)

|x− 1|γ
= γ − 1.

Hence, there exists 0 < δ1 <
1
4 such that

f(x) ≥
γ − 1

2
, ∀x ∈ (0, δ1).

If x ∈
[

δ1,
1
2

]

, similarly as in Case I,

min
x∈[δ1,1/2]

f(x) = f(x1) > 0,

and

f(x) ≥ min

{

f(x1),
γ − 1

2

}

.

Consequently, we deduce that

f(x) ≥ min

{

f(x0), f(x1),
γ − 1

2

}

> 0,

due to 1 < γ < 2. Hence, letting

c1 =
1

2
min

{

f(x0), f(x1),
γ − 1

2

}

completes the proof of (3.2).

As for (3.3), we note

0 <
1

2
ρ̄ < ρ <

3

2
ρ̄.

Then, it follows from Taylor’s formula that, with δ2 ∈ (0, 1),

ργ − ρ̄γ − γρ̄γ−1(ρ− ρ̄) =
γ(γ − 1)

2
(ρ+ δ2ρ̄)

γ−2 |ρ− ρ̄|2

≥
γ(γ − 1)

2

(

3

2
ρ̄+ δ2ρ̄

)γ−2

|ρ− ρ̄|2

≥
γ(γ − 1)

2

(

3

2
ρ̄+ ρ̄

)γ−2

|ρ− ρ̄|2.

Hence, (3.3) holds with

c2 =
γ(γ − 1)

2

(

2

5

)2−γ

> 0.
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Next, we recall the invariant region theory for L∞ weak entropy solution to system

(1.1)-(1.2), which was proved in [9].

Theorem 3.4. Suppose 0 ≤ ν < 1 and (ρ0, u0) (x) ∈ L∞(R) satisfies

0 ≤ ρ0(x) ≤ C, |m0(x)| ≤ Cρ0(x).

Let (ρ, u) ∈ L∞(R × [0, T ]) be an L∞ weak entropy solution of the system (1.1)-(1.2)

with γ > 1. Then (ρ,m) satisfies

0 ≤ ρ(x, t) ≤ C, |m(x, t)| ≤ Cρ(x, t),

where the constant C depends solely on the initial data.

Let (ρ,m) be a weak entropy solution of system (1.1)-(1.2) satisfying conditions in

Theorem 2.2, with m = ρu, then






ρt +mx = 0,

mt +
(

m2

ρ + p(ρ)
)

x
= − α

(1+t)ν m.
(3.4)

Next, suppose that ρ̄ is the Barenblatt’s solution of the porous medium equation with

the same total mass M as ρ, and m̄ = − (ρ̄γ)x. In order to maintain consistency in form

with the above equation, setting R̄ = m̄t +
(

m̄2

ρ̄

)

x
, one has







ρ̄t + m̄x = 0,

m̄t +
(

m̄2

ρ̄ + p(ρ̄)
)

x
= − α

(1+t)ν m̄+ R̄.
(3.5)

Then, define






w = ρ− ρ̄,

z = m− m̄.

It follows from (3.4) and (3.5) that






wt + zx = 0,

zt +
(

m2

ρ

)

x
+ (p(ρ)− p(ρ̄))x +

α
(1+t)ν z = −m̄t.

(3.6)

Set y = −
∫ x
−∞w(r, t)dr. It holds that

yx = −w, z = yt.

Hence, the equation (3.6) turns into a nonlinear wave equation with source terms, degen-

erate at vacuum:

ytt +

(

m2

ρ

)

x

+ (p(ρ)− p(ρ̄))x +
α

(1 + t)ν
yt = −m̄t. (3.7)

We now derive the estimate of ρ̄β1 ūβ2 and ρ̄δ
(

R̄
ρ̄

)

in the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.5. Let 1 ≤ p < +∞,

β1 ≥ −
γ − 1

p
, (3.8)

β2 ≥ 0, and δ ≥ 0. Then, it holds that

∥

∥

∥
ρ̄β1ūβ2

∥

∥

∥

Lp
≤ C(1 + t)

− p[(1+ν)β1+(γ−ν)β2]−(1+ν)
p(r+1) , (3.9)

∥

∥

∥
ρ̄β1ūβ2

∥

∥

∥

L∞

≤ C(1 + t)−
(1+ν)β1+(γ−ν)β2

r+1 , (3.10)

and
∥

∥

∥

∥

ρ̄δ
(

R̄

ρ̄

)∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp

≤ C(1 + t)
− p[δ(1+ν)+2γ+1−ν]−(1+ν)

p(γ+1) . (3.11)

Proof. On one hand, using (2.3), (2.4) and ξ = x(t+ 1)
− 1+ν

γ+1 , we have

∥

∥

∥
ρ̄β1ūβ2

∥

∥

∥

p

Lp

=

∫

{

(1 + t)−
1+ν
γ+1

[(

A0 −B0(1 + t)−
2(1+ν)
γ+1 x2

)

+

]
1

γ−1

}β1p [
x(1 + ν)

(1 + t)(γ + 1)

]pβ2

dx

≤C

∫

√

A0
B0

−
√

A0
B0

(1 + t)−
1+ν
γ+1

β1p(1 + t)−
γ−ν
γ+1

pβ2

[

(

A0 −B0ξ
2
)

+

]

β1p
γ−1

ξpβ2(1 + t)
1+ν
γ+1 dξ

≤C(1 + t)−
p[(1+ν)β1+(γ−ν)β2]−(1+ν)

r+1 ,

where the last inequality is from

∫

√

A0
B0

−
√

A0
B0

[

(

A0 −B0ξ
2
)

+

]

β1p
γ−1

ξpβ2dξ ≤ C

∫ 1

−1

[

(

A0 −A0τ
2
)

+

]

β1p
γ−1

√

A0

B0
dτ

= C

∫ 1

0
(1− τ)

β1p
γ−1 (1 + τ)

β1p
γ−1 dτ

≤ C

∫ 1

0
(1− τ)

β1p

γ−1 dτ ≤ C,

by pβ2 ≥ 0,
√

A0
B0

τ = ξ, and (3.8). Hence, we can obtain (3.9). Particularly,

∥

∥

∥
ρ̄β1ūβ2

∥

∥

∥

L∞

= ess sup
x∈R

(

ρ̄β1ūβ2

)

≤ C(1 + t)−
(γ−ν)β2+(1+ν)β1

r+1 ,

by x = C(1 + t)
1+ν
γ+1 , which gives (3.10).

On the other hand, since R̄ = m̄t +
(

m̄2

ρ̄

)

x
, and m̄ = ρ̄ū, we have

R̄ = (ρ̄ū)t +
(

ρ̄ū2
)

x
= ρ̄tū+ ρ̄ūt + ρ̄xū

2 + 2ρ̄ūūx = ρ̄ūt + ρ̄ūūx,
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by ρ̄t + (ρ̄ū)x = 0. Combining the above equality and (2.4), we derive

R̄

ρ̄
= ūt + ūūx = −

(1 + ν)(γ − ν)

(1 + t)2(γ + 1)2
x,

which implies that with ξ = x(t+ 1)−
1+ν
γ+1 ,

∥

∥

∥

∥

ρ̄δ
(

R̄

ρ̄

)
∥

∥

∥

∥

p

Lp

=

∫

{

(1 + t)−
1+ν
γ+1

[(

A0 −B0(1 + t)−
2(1+ν)
γ+1 x2

)

+

]
1

γ−1

}δp
[

(1 + ν)(γ − ν)x

(1 + t)2(γ + 1)2

]p

dx

≤C

∫

√

A0
B0

−
√

A0
B0

(1 + t)−
(1+ν)δp

γ+1 (1 + t)−
p(2γ+1−ν)

γ+1
[

(A0 −B0ξ)+
]

δp
γ−1 ξp(1 + t)

1+ν
γ+1 dξ

≤C(1 + t)−
p[δ(1+ν)+2γ+1−ν]−(1+ν)

γ+1 ,

from which we complete the proof of (3.11).

4 Extension of key intermediate estimates

In this section, we are going to extend the results in [9, Lemmas 3.8 and 3.9] (with

γ ∈ (1, 3)) to γ ∈ (1,+∞). In [9], the authors used the theory of divergence-measure fields

(see Chen and Frid [2]), (3.7) and the following two entropy inequalities

ηet + qex +
m2

(1 + t)νρ
≤ 0, (4.1)

and

η̃t + q̃x +
2C2m

2

(1 + t)ν
+

Amm

(1 + t)ν
≤ 0, (4.2)

where

ηe =
ρ

2

∫ 1

−1

∣

∣

∣
u+ zρθ

∣

∣

∣

2
(

1− z2
)λ

dz =
1

2

m2

ρ
+

κ

γ − 1
ργ ,

and

η̃ = ρ

∫ 1

−1

∣

∣

∣
u+ zρθ

∣

∣

∣

2γ
γ+2 (

1− z2
)λ

dz = C1ρ
γ+1 + C2m

2 +A(ρ,m),

with

C1 =

∫ 1

−1
|z|

2γ
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dz,

C2 =
γ(γ + 1)

(γ − 1)2

∫ 1

−1
|z|

2
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dz =
2γ(γ + 1)

(γ − 1)2
C1,

(4.3)
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and

Amm ≥ 3A(ρ,m) ≥ 0. (4.4)

In addition, they make use of

η∗ = η̃ −C1ρ̄
γ+1 − C1(γ + 1)ρ̄γ(ρ− ρ̄),

and obtain

η∗t + {· · · }x +
2C2

(1 + t)λ
(m− m̄)2 +

Amm

(1 + t)λ
≤ C1(γ + 1) (ρ̄γxy)t + 2C1(γ + 1)ρ̄γt yx, (4.5)

where C1 and C2 are defined in (4.3), and {· · · }x denotes terms which vanish after inte-

grating over R.

According to the theory of divergence-measure fields, (3.7) and (4.1) are the same in

both cases, and hence we only need to consider (4.2), (4.4) and (4.5). For this, we state

and give two lemmas. The first one is the classical Taylor’s formula.

Lemma 4.1. Let f(ξ) = |ξ|k with k ∈ R+. Then, for any 0 ≤ n ≤ k, n ∈ N, it holds that

f(u+ z)− f(z)− f ′(z)u− · · · −
f (n)(z)

n!
un = un+1

∫ 1

0

(1− s)n

n!
f (n+1)(su+ z)ds.

The second one is in the following.

Lemma 4.2. For 1 < γ < +∞ and g(ξ) = |ξ|
2γ
γ−1 , it holds that

η = ρ

∫ 1

−1
g
(

u+ zρθ
)

(

1− z2
)λ

dz = C1ρ
γ+1 +C2m

2 +B(ρ,m),

where C1, C2 are defined in (4.3), and

Bmm ≥ 2B(ρ,m) ≥ 0.

Proof. According to (2.1) and Lemma 3.2, for g(ξ) = |ξ|
2γ
γ−1 , we obtain

η = ρ

∫ 1

−1
g
(

u+ zρθ
)

(

1− z2
)λ

dz

= ρ

∫ 1

−1

[

g(zρθ) + g′(zρθ)u+ u2
∫ 1

0
(1− s)g′′(su+ zρθ)ds

]

(

1− z2
)λ

dz

= C1ρ
γ+1 +

2γ(γ + 1)

(γ − 1)2
ρu2

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

0
(1− s)|su+ zρθ|

2
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dsdz

= C1ρ
γ+1 +

2γ(γ + 1)

(γ − 1)2
ρ2u2

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

0
(1− s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

s
u

ρθ
+ z

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dsdz,

(4.6)

due to the fact that
∫ 1

−1
g′(zρθ)

(

1− z2
)λ

dz = 0.
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Then, with a = u
ρθ
, we set

h(a) =

∫ 1

−1
|sa+ z|

2
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dz

=

∫ 1

0
|sa+ z|

2
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dz +

∫ 0

−1
|sa+ z|

2
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dz

=

∫ 1

0
|sa+ z|

2
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dz +

∫ 1

0
|sa− z|

2
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dz,

which implies that

h(a) = h(−a).

It is obvious that

h(0) =

∫ 1

−1
|z|

2
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dz =
(γ − 1)2

γ(γ + 1)
C2,

and

h′(a)

=
2s

γ − 1

∫ 1

−1

|sa+ z|
2

γ−1

sa+ z

(

1− z2
)λ

dz

=
2s

γ − 1

[

∫ −sa

−1

|sa+ z|
2

γ−1

sa+ z

(

1− z2
)λ

dz +

∫ 1

−sa
(sa+ z)

3−γ
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dz

]

=
2s

γ − 1

[

∫ 0

sa−1

|v|
2

γ−1

v

(

1− (v − sa)2
)λ

dv +

∫ 1+sa

0
v

3−γ
γ−1

(

1− (v − sa)2
)λ

dv

]

=
2s

γ − 1

[

−

∫ 1−sa

0
v

3−γ
γ−1

(

1− (v + sa)2
)λ

dv +

∫ 1+sa

0
v

3−γ
γ−1

(

1− (v − sa)2
)λ

dv

]

≥0,

(4.7)

where the last inequality is from

1− (v − sa)2 ≥ 1− (v + sa)2,

for any v ∈ [0, 1− sa] and s ≥ 0. Hence, h(a) ≥ h(0) = (γ−1)2

γ(γ+1)C2.

Combining the above arguments and (4.6), we deduce that

η = C1ρ
γ+1 +

2γ(γ + 1)

(γ − 1)2
ρ2u2

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

0
(1− s) |sa+ z|

2
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dsdz

= C1ρ
γ+1 +

2γ(γ + 1)

(γ − 1)2
m2

∫ 1

0
(1− s)h(a)ds

= C1ρ
γ+1 + C2m

2 +m2

[

2γ(γ + 1)

(γ − 1)2

∫ 1

0
(1− s)h(a)ds −C2

]

,
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and

B(ρ,m) = m2

[

2γ(γ + 1)

(γ − 1)2

∫ 1

0
(1− s)h(a)ds −C2

]

≥ C2m
2

(

2

∫ 1

0
(1− s)ds− 1

)

= 0.

To prove Bmm ≥ 2B(ρ,m), we rewrite B(ρ,m) as follows

B(ρ,m) =
2γ(γ + 1)

(γ − 1)2
m2

ρ

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

0
(1− s)|su+ zρθ|

2
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dsdz − C2m
2. (4.8)

Consequently,

Bm =
4γ(γ + 1)

(γ − 1)2
m

ρ

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

0
(1− s)|su+ zρθ|

2
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dsdz − 2C2m

+
4γ(γ + 1)

(γ − 1)3
u2

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

0
(1− s)s

|su+ zρθ|
2

γ−1

su+ zρθ

(

1− z2
)λ

dsdz,

and

Bmm =
4γ(γ + 1)

(γ − 1)2
m2

ρ

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

0
(1− s)|su+ zρθ|

2
γ−1

(

1− z2
)λ

dsdz − 2C2m
2

+
4γ(γ + 1)

(γ − 1)3
u2m

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

0
(1− s)s

|su+ zρθ|
2

γ−1

su+ zρθ

(

1− z2
)λ

dsdz.

(4.9)

Comparing this with (4.8) gives Bmm ≥ 2B(ρ,m). Hence, we only need to show the

nonnegativity of the last term on the right-side of (4.9).

To this end, we set

h1(a) = u

∫ 1

−1

|su+ zρθ|
2

γ−1

su+ zρθ

(

1− z2
)λ

dz

= ρa

∫ 1

−1

|sa+ z|
2

γ−1

sa+ z

(

1− z2
)λ

dz

= ρa

∫ 1

0

|sa+ z|
2

γ−1

sa+ z

(

1− z2
)λ

dz + ρa

∫ 1

0

|sa− z|
2

γ−1

sa− z

(

1− z2
)λ

dz,

which implies that

h1(−a) = −ρa

∫ 1

0

| − sa+ z|
2

γ−1

−sa+ z

(

1− z2
)λ

dz − ρa

∫ 1

0

| − sa− z|
2

γ−1

−sa− z

(

1− z2
)λ

dz

= ρa

∫ 1

0

|sa− z|
2

γ−1

sa− z

(

1− z2
)λ

dz + ρa

∫ 1

0

|sa+ z|
2

γ−1

sa+ z

(

1− z2
)λ

dz

= h1(a).
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In addition, for ρ ≥ 0 and a ≥ 0, we have

h1(a) = ρa

∫ 1

−1

|sa+ z|
2

γ−1

sa+ z

(

1− z2
)λ

dz =
γ − 1

2s
ρah′(a) ≥ 0,

where the last inequality is from (4.7). Consequently, h1(a) ≥ 0,∀a ∈ R by h1(−a) =

h1(a).

Hence, we have the estimate of the last term on the right-side of (4.9) as follows

u2m

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

0
(1− s)s

|su+ zρθ|
2

γ−1

su+ zρθ

(

1− z2
)λ

dsdz

=um

∫ 1

0
(1− s)sh1(a)ds

=ρu2
∫ 1

0
(1− s)sh1(a)ds ≥ 0,

and so complete the proof.

Remark 4.3. In Lemma 4.2, we only obtain Bmm ≥ 2B(ρ,m) ≥ 0. Actually, it does not

matter whether the coefficient is 2 or 3. It just needs to be larger than 1. In addition,

we can obtain (4.5) with Amm replaced by Bmm, since C1 and C2 are the same in both

cases.

Before making the extension, we recall Lemma 3.7 of [9].

Lemma 4.4. [9] For ν ∈ (0, 1), 1 < γ < 3 and any β0 > 0, it holds that

(1 + t)ω
∫

ηedx+
(

1−
ω

2

)

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)ω−λm
2

ρ
dxdτ

≤ C +C

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)β0 |ρ− ρ̄|γ+1dxdτ,

(4.10)

where ηe is defined in (4.1) and ω < min
{

(γ−1)(ν+1)
γ+1 ,

(γ−1)(1+β0)
γ

}

.

Next, we recall Lemmas 3.6,3.8 and 3.9 of [9] as follows.

Lemma 4.5. [9] For ν ∈ (0, 1), 1 < γ < 3, it holds that

(1 + t)µ1(ε)

∫

|ρ− ρ̄|γ+1dx+ (1 + t)µ1(ε)

∫

m2dx

+

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ1(ε)−νy2τdxdτ +

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ1(ε)−νAdxdτ ≤ C,

and

(1 + t)θ1(ε)−ν

∫

y2dx+

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)θ1(ε) (ργ − ρ̄γ) (ρ− ρ̄)dxdτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)θ1(ε)m2dxdτ

+ (ν − θ1(ε))

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)θ1(ε)−ν−1y2dxdτ ≤ C,

(4.11)
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where for any small ε > 0,

µ1(ε) = min

{

1, 1 +
ν

2
−

ν + 1

2(γ + 1)

}

− ε := µ̃1 − ε,

and

θ1(ε) = min

{

µ̃1 − ν, ν,
γ − ν

γ + 1

}

− ε =: θ̃1 − ε.

Furthermore, it holds that

(1 + t)µk+1(ε)

∫

|ρ− ρ̄|γ+1dx+ (1 + t)µk+1(ε)

∫

m2dx

+

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µk+1(ε)−νy2τdxdτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µk+1(ε)−νAdxdτ ≤ C,

(4.12)

where

µk+1(ε) = µ̃k+1 − ε = min

{

1 + θ̃k, 1 +
ν

2
−

ν + 1

2(γ + 1)
+

θ̃k

2

}

− ε, ∀k ∈ N, (4.13)

and

θ̃k = min

{

µ̃k − ν, ν,
γ − ν

γ + 1

}

, (4.14)

are increasing sequences with θ̃0 = 0.

Now, we are ready to extend the related results in [9] to γ ∈ (1,+∞).

Theorem 4.6. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.2, let ν ∈ [0, 1) and γ > 1. Then it

holds that

(1 + t)µ
∗(ε)

∫

|ρ− ρ̄|γ+1dx+

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ
∗(ε)−νy2τdxdτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)θ
∗

(ργ − ρ̄γ) (ρ− ρ̄)dxdτ ≤ C,

(4.15)

where

µ∗(ε) :=







1 + ν − ν+1
2(γ+1) − ε, ν ∈

[

0, γ
γ+2

]

,

3
2 +

ν
2 − ν+1

γ+1 − ε, ν ∈
[

γ
γ+2 , 1

)

,
(4.16)

and

θ∗ :=







ν, ν ∈
[

0, γ
γ+2

]

,

γ−ν
γ+1 , ν ∈

[

γ
γ+2 , 1

)

.
(4.17)
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Proof. We pay attention to the case ν ∈
[

γ
γ+2 , 1

)

. The other case ν ∈
(

0, γ
γ+2

]

has been

dealt with in [9]; For case ν = 0, see [14](with 1 < γ < 3) and [8](with γ ≥ 2).

It follows from (4.13) and (4.14) that

µ̃k+1 =











1 + θ̃k, θ̃k ∈
(

−∞, νγ−1
γ+1

]

,

1 + ν
2 − ν+1

2(γ+1) +
θ̃k
2 , θ̃k ∈

(

νγ−1
γ+1 ,∞

)

,

(4.18)

and

θ̃k = min

{

µ̃k − ν,
γ − ν

γ + 1

}

, ν ∈

[

,
γ

γ + 2
, 1

)

, (4.19)

since ν ≥ γ−ν
γ+1 provided that ν ∈

[

γ
γ+2 , 1

)

.

First, we claim that there exists k1 ∈ N such that for any k ≥ k1,

θ̃k ≥ θ̃k1 >
νγ − 1

γ + 1
. (4.20)

If not, it follows from (4.19) that

0 < θ̃k = µ̃k − ν ≤
νγ − 1

γ + 1
<

γ − ν

γ + 1
, ∀k ∈ N, (4.21)

Combining this and (4.18) shows

µ̃k+1 = 1 + θ̃k = 1 + µ̃k − ν = k(1 − ν) + µ̃1 → +∞, as k → +∞,

which contradicts (4.21), and hence (4.20) holds.

Next, we claim that there exists k2 ≥ k1 such that

µ̃k2 − ν ≥
γ − ν

γ + 1
. (4.22)

If not, then

θ̃k = µ̃k − ν <
γ − ν

γ + 1
, ∀k ≥ k1. (4.23)

Noting the above inequality, (4.18) and (4.20), we deduce that

µ̃k+1 − ν = 1 +
ν

2
−

ν + 1

2(γ + 1)
+

µ̃k − ν

2
− ν

=

(

1 +
1

2

)(

1 +
ν

2
−

ν + 1

2(γ + 1)
− ν

)

+
1

22
(µ̃k−1 − ν)

=

(

1 +
1

2
+ · · ·+

1

2k−k1

)(

1 +
ν

2
−

ν + 1

2(γ + 1)
− ν

)

+
1

2k+1−k1
(µ̃k1 − ν)

≥

(

1 +
1

2
+ · · ·+

1

2k−k1

)(

1−
ν

2
−

ν + 1

2(γ + 1)

)

.
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Since

1−
ν

2
−

ν + 1

2(γ + 1)
≥

1

2
−

1

γ + 1
=

γ − 1

2(γ + 1)
> 0,

due to γ > 1, we know that for k3 sufficiently large, it holds that

θ̃k3 = µ̃k3+1 − ν >
γ − ν

γ + 1
,

which contradicts (4.23) and consequently (4.22) holds.

Hence, from (4.19) and (4.22), it follows that

lim
k→∞

θ̃k =
γ − ν

γ + 1
,

which, together with (4.18) and (4.20), justifies the conclusion.

Remark 4.7. Based on (4.11) and (4.12), we added the last term on the left-side of (4.15),

which is essential in estimating I1 and I3 (Î1 and Î3) defined in the next section, since
∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)θ
∗

|ρ− ρ̄|γ+1dxdτ ≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)θ
∗

|ργ − ρ̄γ | |ρ− ρ̄|dxdτ ≤ C

is better than

(1 + t)µ
∗(ε)

∫

|ρ− ρ̄|γ+1dx ≤ C,

by

µ∗(ε) < θ∗ + 1.

Observing (4.10) and (4.15), and choosing β0 = θ∗, we obtain

(1 + t)ω
∫

ηedx+
(

1−
ω

2

)

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)ω−νm
2

ρ
dxdτ ≤ C, (4.24)

with 0 < ω < min
{

(γ−1)(λ+1)
γ+1 ,

(γ−1)(1+θ∗)
γ

}

. Next, we will show

(γ − 1)(ν + 1)

γ + 1
<

(γ − 1)(1 + θ∗)

γ
, (4.25)

for any ν ∈ [0, 1). In the case ν ∈
[

0, γ
γ+2

]

, the above inequality is obvious, since θ∗ = ν.

For ν ∈
[

γ
γ+2 , 1

)

,

1 + θ∗

γ
−

1 + ν

γ + 1
=

2γ + 1− ν

γ(γ + 1)
−

1 + ν

γ + 1
=

1− ν

γ
> 0,

which implies that (4.25) still holds for ν ∈
[

γ
γ+2 , 1

)

. Hence, for any ε > 0, we can obtain

(4.24) with

ω =
(γ − 1)(ν + 1)

γ + 1
− ε, (4.26)

which is helpful in the estimate of I4(Î4) defined below.
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5 Proof of the main result

In this section, we detail the proof of Theorem 2.2. First, to obtain the Lγ estimates, we

set v = (ρ,m)t, v̄ = (ρ̄, m̄)t, where (·, ·)t means the transpose of the vector (·, ·), and define

η∗ = η(v)− η(v̄)−∇η(v̄)(v − v̄) =
1

2
Q∗ +

κ

γ − 1
P∗,

q∗ = q(v)− q(v̄)−∇η(v̄)(f(v)− f(v̄)),

(5.1)

where η and q are weak convex entropy-flux pair defined in (2.1) with g(ξ) = 1
2 |ξ|

2,

f(v) =

(

m,
m2

ρ

)t

, f(v̄) =

(

m̄,
m̄2

ρ̄

)t

,

and

P∗ = ργ − ρ̄γ − γρ̄γ−1(ρ− ρ̄) ≥ 0,

Q∗ =
m2

ρ
−

m̄2

ρ̄
+

m̄2

ρ̄2
(ρ− ρ̄)−

2m̄

ρ̄
(m− m̄) ≥ 0,

(5.2)

due to the convexity of ργ and m2

ρ .

According to (3.8) of [6], we have the following lemma describing the properties of

η∗, q∗ and P∗, Q∗

Lemma 5.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.2, let g(ξ) = 1
2 |ξ|

2. Then, it holds for

any t > 0 and 1 < γ < +∞ that

η∗t + q∗x +
Q∗

(1 + t)ν
≤

m̄

ρ̄

R̄

ρ̄
(ρ− ρ̄)−

R̄

ρ̄
(m− m̄) +

m̄

ρ̄
(P∗ +Q∗)x. (5.3)

Next, we give the estimate for the relative entropy η∗.

Theorem 5.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.2, it holds for any small positive con-

stant ε, t > 0 and 1 < γ < +∞ that

(1 + t)φ(ε)
∫

η∗dx+

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)φ(ε)−νQ∗dxdτ ≤ C, (5.4)

where η∗ is defined in (5.1), Q∗ is defined in (5.2) and

φ(ε) =







γ2+γ−1
(1+γ)2

(1 + ν)− ε, ν ∈
[

0, γ
γ+2

]

,

2γ−1−ν
γ+1 − ε, ν ∈

[

γ
γ+2 , 1

)

.
(5.5)

Proof. Since the estimates of |ρ − ρ̄|γ+1 and |yt|
2 = |m − m̄|2 are different due to the

different value of ν according to Theorem 4.6, we divide the proof into two cases.

Case I : ν ∈
[

0, ν
ν+2

)

.

22



Setting

µ(ε) =
γ2 + γ − 1

(γ + 1)2
(1 + ν)− ε, (5.6)

multiplying (5.3) with (1 + t)µ(ε) and integrating over (0, t)×R, we have

(1 + t)µ(ε)
∫

η∗dx+

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ(ε)−νQ∗dxdτ

≤

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ(ε)
m̄

ρ̄

R̄

ρ̄
(ρ− ρ̄) dxdτ +

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ(ε)
R̄

ρ̄
(m− m̄) dxdτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

µ(ε)(1 + τ)µ(ε)−1P∗dxdτ +

∫ t

0

∫

µ(ε)(1 + τ)µ(ε)−1Q∗dxdτ + C

= : I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + C,

(5.7)

where we have used

∫ +∞

−∞

m̄

ρ̄
(P∗ +Q∗)x = −

∫ +∞

−∞

(

m̄

ρ̄

)

x

(P∗ +Q∗),

and
(

m̄

ρ̄

)

x

= ūx =
1 + ν

(1 + t)(1 + γ)
> 0.

To estimate I1, we see from (3.9) and (3.11) that

∫

m̄

ρ̄

R̄

ρ̄
(ρ− ρ̄) dx ≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

m̄

ρ̄

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L
2(γ+1)

γ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

R̄

ρ̄

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L
2(γ+1)

γ

∣

∣

∣

∣ρ− ρ̄
∣

∣

∣

∣

Lγ+1

≤ C(1 + t)
− 3γ2+3γ+1−ν(3γ+2)

(γ+1)2
∣

∣

∣

∣ρ− ρ̄
∣

∣

∣

∣

Lγ+1 ,

which gives

I1 ≤

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

µ(ε)− 3γ2+3γ+1−ν(3γ+2)

(γ+1)2
∣

∣

∣

∣ρ− ρ̄
∣

∣

∣

∣

Lγ+1dτ

≤

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)θ
∗
∣

∣ρ− ρ̄
∣

∣

γ+1
dxdτ

+C

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

[

µ(ε)− 3γ2+3γ+1−ν(3γ+2)

(γ+1)2
− θ∗

γ+1

]

γ+1
γ
dτ

≤C,

(5.8)

due to (4.15) and

µ(ε)−
3γ2 + 3γ + 1− ν(3γ + 2)

(γ + 1)2
−

θ∗

γ + 1
+

γ

γ + 1

=
γ2 + γ − 1

(γ + 1)2
(1 + ν)− ε−

2γ2 + 2γ + 1− ν(2γ + 1)

(γ + 1)2

=−
γ2 + γ + 2 + ν(γ2 − γ − 2)

(γ + 1)2
− ε < 0,
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by (4.17) and ν ∈
[

0, γ
γ+2

]

.

As for I2, since m− m̄ = yt, we deduce by (3.11) that

∫

R̄

ρ̄
(m− m̄) dx ≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

R̄

ρ̄

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

||m− m̄|| ≤ C(1 + t)
− 4γ+1−3ν

2(γ+1) ||yt||,

which implies

I2 ≤

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

µ(ε)− 4γ+1−3ν
2(γ+1) ||yτ ||dτ

≤

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ
∗(ε)−νy2τdxdτ

+ C

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

2
[

µ(ε)− 4γ+1−3ν
2(γ+1)

−µ∗(ε)−ν

2

]

dτ

≤C,

(5.9)

due to (4.15) and

µ(ε)−
4γ + 1− 3ν

2(γ + 1)
−

µ∗(ε)− ν

2
+

1

2

=
γ2 + γ − 1

(γ + 1)2
(1 + ν)−

ε

2
−

8γ + 1− 7ν

4(γ + 1)

= −
4γ2 + 5γ + 5− ν(4γ2 + 11γ + 6)

4(γ + 1)2
−

ε

2
< 0,

by (4.16) and ν ∈
[

0, γ
γ+2

]

.

Then, to estimate I3, using Lemma 3.1 and 3.2, we first get

P∗ = ργ − ρ̄γ − γρ̄γ−1(ρ− ρ̄)

≤ C
[

ργ+1 − ρ̄γ+1 − (γ + 1)ρ̄γ (ρ− ρ̄)
]

γ
γ+1

≤ C [(ργ − ρ̄γ) (ρ− ρ̄)]
γ

γ+1 .

Hence, it follows from (3.9) that

∫

ρ̄δP∗ρ̄
−δdx ≤ C

∫

ρ̄δ [(ργ − ρ̄γ) (ρ− ρ̄)]
γ

γ+1 ρ̄−δdx

≤ C

(
∫

ρ̄
γ+1
γ

δ
[(ργ − ρ̄γ) (ρ− ρ̄)] dx

)
γ

γ+1
(
∫

ρ̄−δ(γ+1)dx

)
1

γ+1

≤ C||ρ̄
γ+1
γ

δ||
γ

γ+1

L∞

(
∫

(ργ − ρ̄γ) (ρ− ρ̄) dx

)
γ

γ+1

· (1 + t)
(γ+1)δ+1

(γ+1)2
(1+ν)

≤ C(1 + t)
1+ν

(γ+1)2

(
∫

(ργ − ρ̄γ) (ρ− ρ̄) dx

)
γ

γ+1

,
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where the last inequality is from (3.10). Consequently, we have the estimate of I3 as

follows

I3 ≤C

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

µ(ε)−1+ 1+ν

(γ+1)2

(
∫

(ργ − ρ̄γ) (ρ− ρ̄) dx

)
γ

γ+1

dτ

≤

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)θ
∗

(ργ − ρ̄γ) (ρ− ρ̄) dxdτ

+ C

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

[

µ(ε)−1+ 1+ν

(γ+1)2
− γθ∗

γ+1

]

(γ+1)
dτ

≤C,

(5.10)

due to (4.15), θ∗ = ν and

µ(ε)− 1 +
1 + ν

(γ + 1)2
−

γθ∗

γ + 1
+

1

γ + 1
= −ε < 0.

Now, we are left to estimate I4. Rewrite I4 as follows

I4 =

∫ t

0

∫

µ(ε)(1 + τ)µ(ε)−1Q∗dxdτ

≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ(ε)−1

[

m2

ρ
−

m̄2

ρ̄
+

m̄2

ρ̄2
(ρ− ρ̄)−

2m̄

ρ̄
(m− m̄)

]

dxdτ

=: I41 + I42 + I43 + I44.

(5.11)

First, using (4.24) and (4.26), we have the estimation of I41 as follows,

I41 =

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ(ε)−1m
2

ρ
dxdτ ≤ C, (5.12)

where the last inequality is from

µ(ε)− 1−

[

(γ − 1)(ν + 1)

γ + 1
− ν − ε

]

=
γ2 + γ − 1

(γ + 1)2
(1 + ν)−

(γ − 1)(ν + 1)

γ + 1
+ ν − 1

=
γ

(γ + 1)2
+ ν − 1 < 0,

by ν < γ
γ+2 . As for I42, it follows from (3.9) that

I42 =

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ(ε)−1 m̄
2

ρ̄
dxdτ ≤

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)µ(ε)−1− 2γ−2ν

γ+1 dτ ≤ C, (5.13)

due to ν < γ
γ+2 and

µ(ε)−
2γ − 2ν

γ + 1
≤
γ2 + γ − 1

(γ + 1)2
(1 + ν)−

2γ − 2ν

γ + 1

=−
γ2 + γ + 1− ν(γ2 + 3γ + 1)

(γ + 1)2
< 0.
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Then, to estimate I43 and I44, using (3.9), we first have

∫

m̄2

ρ̄2
(ρ− ρ̄)dx ≤

∣

∣

∣

∣ū2
∣

∣

∣

∣

L
γ+1
γ

∣

∣

∣

∣ρ− ρ̄
∣

∣

∣

∣

Lγ+1 ≤ C(1 + t)
− 2γ2+γ−ν(2γ+3)

(γ+1)2
∣

∣

∣

∣ρ− ρ̄
∣

∣

∣

∣

Lγ+1 ,

and

∫

2m̄

ρ̄
(m− m̄)dx ≤ C

∣

∣

∣

∣ū
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣m− m̄
∣

∣

∣

∣ ≤ C(1 + t)
− 2γ−1−3ν

2(γ+1)
∣

∣

∣

∣yt
∣

∣

∣

∣,

which infers that

I43 =

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ(ε)−1 m̄
2

ρ̄2
(ρ− ρ̄)dxdτ

≤

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)
µ(ε)−1− 2γ2+γ−ν(2γ+3)

(γ+1)2
∣

∣

∣

∣ρ− ρ̄
∣

∣

∣

∣

Lγ+1dxdτ

≤

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

[

µ(ε)− 3γ2+3γ+1−ν(2γ+3)

(γ+1)2
− θ∗

γ+1

]

γ+1
γ
dτ

+ C

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)θ
∗
∣

∣ρ− ρ̄
∣

∣

γ+1
dxdτ

≤C,

(5.14)

and

I44 =

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ(ε)−1 2m̄

ρ̄
(m− m̄)dxdτ

≤C

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)
µ(ε)−1− 2γ−1−3ν

2(γ+1)
∣

∣

∣

∣yτ
∣

∣

∣

∣dxdτ

≤

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

2
[

µ(ε)− 4γ+1−3ν
2(γ+1)

−µ∗(ε)−ν

2

]

dτ

+ C

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ
∗(ε)−νy2τdxdτ

≤C,

(5.15)

where we have used (4.15), (5.8) and (5.9).

Thus, in view of (5.11)-(5.15), we deduce that

I4 ≤ C.

Plugging this and (5.8)-(5.10) into (5.7), we immediately obtain (5.4) for ν ∈
[

0, γ
γ+2

)

.

Case II : ν ∈
[

γ
γ+2 , 1

)

.

In this case, setting

µ̂(ε) =
2γ − 1− ν

γ + 1
− ε, (5.16)
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multiplying (5.3) with (1 + t)µ̂(ε) and integrating over (0, t)×R, we have

(1 + t)µ̂(ε)
∫

η∗dx+

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ̂(ε)−νQ∗dxdτ

≤

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ̂(ε)
m̄

ρ̄

R̄

ρ̄
(ρ− ρ̄) dxdτ +

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ̂(ε)
R̄

ρ̄
(m− m̄) dxdτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

µ̂(ε)(1 + τ)µ̂(ε)−1P∗dxdτ +

∫ t

0

∫

µ̂(ε)(1 + τ)µ̂(ε)−1Q∗dxdτ + C

= : Î1 + Î2 + Î3 + Î4 + C.

(5.17)

First, we estimate Î1, Î2 and Î3. Since the estimates of R̄
ρ̄ , ρ̄ and m̄

ρ̄ are the same in

the two cases, it follows from (4.15), (5.8), (5.9) and (5.10) that

Î1 ≤

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

µ̂(ε)− 3γ2+3γ+1−ν(3γ+2)

(γ+1)2
∣

∣

∣

∣ρ− ρ̄
∣

∣

∣

∣

Lγ+1dτ

≤

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)θ
∗
∣

∣ρ− ρ̄
∣

∣

γ+1
dxdτ

+C

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

[

µ̂(ε)− 3γ2+3γ+1−ν(3γ+2)

(γ+1)2
− θ∗

γ+1

]

γ+1
γ
dτ

≤C,

(5.18)

Î2 ≤

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

µ̂(ε)− 4γ+1−3ν
2(γ+1) ||yτ ||dτ

≤

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ
∗(ε)−νy2τdxdτ

+ C

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

2
[

µ̂(ε)− 4γ+1−3ν
2(γ+1)

−µ∗(ε)−ν

2

]

dτ

≤C,

(5.19)

and

Î3 ≤C

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

µ̂(ε)−1+ 1+ν

(γ+1)2

(
∫

(ργ − ρ̄γ) (ρ− ρ̄) dx

)
γ

γ+1

dτ

≤

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)θ
∗

(ργ − ρ̄γ) (ρ− ρ̄) dxdτ

+ C

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

[

µ(ε)−1+ 1+ν

(γ+1)2
− γθ∗

γ+1

]

(γ+1)
dτ

≤C

(5.20)

due to

µ̂(ε) −
3γ2 + 3γ + 1− ν(3γ + 2)

(γ + 1)2
−

θ∗

γ + 1
+

γ

γ + 1

=
2γ − 1− ν

γ + 1
− ε−

2γ2 + 3γ + 1− ν(3γ + 3)

(γ + 1)2
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=
2ν − 2

γ + 1
− ε < 0,

µ̂(ε) −
4γ + 1− 3ν

2(γ + 1)
−

µ∗(ε) − ν

2
+

1

2

=
2γ − 1− ν

γ + 1
−

ε

2
−

1

4
+

1

2

(

ν

2
+

ν + 1

γ + 1

)

−
4γ + 1− 3ν

2(γ + 1)

=
ν − 1

γ + 1
+

ν − 1

4
−

ε

2
< 0,

and

µ̂(ε)− 1 +
1 + ν

(γ + 1)2
−

γθ∗

γ + 1
+

1

γ + 1
= −ε < 0.

by (4.16), (4.17) and ν ∈
[

γ
γ+2 , 1

)

.

As for Î4, we rewrite it as follows

Î4 =

∫ t

0

∫

µ̂(ε)(1 + τ)µ̂(ε)−1Q∗dxdτ

≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ̂(ε)−1

[

m2

ρ
−

m̄2

ρ̄
+

m̄2

ρ̄2
(ρ− ρ̄)−

2m̄

ρ̄
(m− m̄)

]

dxdτ

=: Î41 + Î42 + Î43 + Î44.

(5.21)

First, we estimate Î41 and Î42. It follows from ν ∈
[

γ
γ+2 , 1

)

, (4.24) and (4.26) that

Î41 =

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ̂(ε)−1m
2

ρ
dxdτ ≤ C, (5.22)

where the last inequality is from

µ̂(ε)− 1−

[

(γ − 1)(ν + 1)

γ + 1
− ν − ε

]

=
2γ − 1− ν

γ + 1
−

(γ − 1)(ν + 1)

γ + 1
+ ν − 1

=
ν − 1

γ + 1
− ε < 0,

and

Î42 =

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ̂(ε)−1 m̄
2

ρ̄
dxdτ ≤

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

µ̂(ε)−1− 2γ−2ν
γ+1 dτ ≤ C, (5.23)

due to

µ̂(ε)−
2γ − 2ν

γ + 1
=

2γ − 1− ν

γ + 1
−

2γ − 2ν

γ + 1
− ε <

ν − 1

γ + 1
< 0.
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Now, we estimate Î43 and Î44. Similar to (5.14) and (5.15), we deduce that

Î43 =

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ̂(ε)−1 m̄
2

ρ̄2
(ρ− ρ̄)dxdτ

≤

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)
µ̂(ε)−1− 2γ2+γ−ν(2γ+3)

(γ+1)2
∣

∣

∣

∣ρ− ρ̄
∣

∣

∣

∣

Lγ+1dxdτ

≤

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

[

µ̂(ε)− 3γ2+3γ+1−ν(2γ+3)

(γ+1)2
− θ∗

γ+1

]

γ+1
γ
dτ

+ C

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)θ
∗
∣

∣ρ− ρ̄
∣

∣

γ+1
dxdτ

≤C,

(5.24)

and

Î44 =

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ̂(ε)−1 2m̄

ρ̄
(m− m̄)dxdτ

≤C

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)
µ̂(ε)−1− 2γ−1−3ν

2(γ+1)
∣

∣

∣

∣yτ
∣

∣

∣

∣dxdτ

≤

∫ t

0
(1 + τ)

2
[

µ̂(ε)− 4γ+1−3ν
2(γ+1)

−µ∗(ε)−ν

2

]

dτ

+ C

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ
∗(ε)−νy2τdxdτ

≤C,

(5.25)

by (4.15), (5.18) and (5.19).

Substituting (5.22)-(5.25) into (5.21), we have Î4 ≤ C, which together with (5.17)-

(5.20) yields that

(1 + t)µ̂(ε)
∫

η∗dx+

∫ t

0

∫

(1 + τ)µ̂(ε)−νQ∗dxdτ ≤ C,

and so justifies (5.4) by (5.16) for ν ∈
[

γ
γ+21

)

.

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 2.2. From (5.1), (5.2) and Theorem 5.2,

we have

(1 + t)φ(ε)
∫

P∗dx ≤ C.

Combining this, (5.5) and Lemma 3.2, we obtain (2.5) and (2.6) with γ ≥ 2.

As for (2.7) and (2.8), we distinguish two cases.

Case A : γ ≥ 2.

Using Lemma 3.2, (3.9) and (2.5), we obtain the L1 convergence rate on density as

follows

∫ +∞

−∞
|ρ− ρ̄|dx ≤

(
∫ +∞

−∞
ρ̄γ−2|ρ− ρ̄|2dx

)

1
2
(
∫ +∞

−∞
ρ̄2−γdx

)

1
2

29



≤ C(1 + t)−
φ(ε)
2 (1 + t)

γ−1
2(γ+1)

(1+ν)
.

This and (5.5) together justify (2.7) for γ ≥ 2.

Case B : 1 < γ < 2.

In this case, let

Ω1 =

{

x : ρ = 0, ρ̄ = 0, |ρ− ρ̄| ≥
1

2
ρ̄

}

,

Ω2 =

{

x : ρ 6= 0, ρ̄ 6= 0, |ρ− ρ̄| <
1

2
ρ̄

}

.

In Ω1, from Lemma 3.5, (3.2), (5.1), Theorem 5.2 and the Hölder inequality, we see that

for any δ <
(γ−1)2

2γ ,

∫

Ω1

|ρ− ρ̄|dx ≤

(
∫

Ω1

|ρ− ρ̄|γdx

)
1
γ ∣

∣

∣

∣ρ̄δ
∣

∣

∣

∣

L
2γ
γ−1 (Ω1)

∣

∣

∣

∣ρ̄−δ
∣

∣

∣

∣

L
2γ
γ−1 (Ω1)

≤ C

(
∫

Ω1

ργ − ρ̄γ − γρ̄γ−1(ρ− ρ̄)dx

)
1
γ ∣

∣

∣

∣ρ̄δ
∣

∣

∣

∣

L
2γ
γ−1

∣

∣

∣

∣ρ̄−δ
∣

∣

∣

∣

L
2γ
γ−1

≤ C

(
∫

η∗dx

)
1
γ

(1 + t)
γ−1

γ(γ+1)
(1+ν)

≤ C(1 + t)−
φ(ε)
γ (1 + t)

γ−1
γ(γ+1)

(1+ν)
.

(5.26)

On the other hand, in Ω2, from Lemma 3.5, (3.3), (5.1), Theorem 5.2 and the Hölder

inequality, we deduce that

∫

Ω2

|ρ− ρ̄|dx ≤

(
∫

Ω2

ρ̄γ−2|ρ− ρ̄|2dx

)
1
2
(
∫

Ω2

ρ̄2−γdx

)
1
2

≤ C

(
∫

Ω2

ργ − ρ̄γ − γρ̄γ−1(ρ− ρ̄)dx

)
1
2
(
∫

ρ̄2−γdx

)
1
2

≤ C

(
∫

η∗dx

)
1
2

(1 + t)
γ−1

2(γ+1)
(1+ν)

≤ C(1 + t)−
φ(ε)
2 (1 + t)

γ−1
2(γ+1)

(1+ν)
.

(5.27)

Using (5.26) and (5.27) yields
∫

|ρ− ρ̄|dx =

∫

Ω1

|ρ− ρ̄|dx+

∫

Ω2

|ρ− ρ̄|dx

≤ C(1 + t)
− 1

γ

[

φ(ε)− γ−1
γ+1

(1+ν)
]

+ C(1 + t)
− 1

2

[

φ(ε)− γ−1
γ+1

(1+ν)
]

≤ C(1 + t)
− 1

2

[

φ(ε)− γ−1
γ+1

(1+ν)
]

,

where the last inequality is from 1 < γ < 2 and φ(ε) − γ−1
γ+1(1 + ν) > 0. Thus, combining

the above inequality and (5.5), we obtain (2.7) with 1 < γ < 2.
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Hence, we complete the proof of Theorem 2.2.
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