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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

Pt + (Pu)x - 07

(1.1)
(pu)e + (pu? +p(p)), = — i PUs

with finite initial mass

“+oo
(0, 0)(x,0) = (po, o) (z),  polx) >0, / po(x)dz = M > 0, (1.2)

—0o0
where p,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

12
with kK = %, and v > 1 is the adiabatic gas exponent. The damping term —ﬁpu
with physical parameter 0 < v < 1 has the time-dependent frictional effect, and o = k =

(=17
Ay

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

, which will simplify the form of the entropy functions used below (cf. M, IH])

When v = 0, the system (I.T]) is equivalent to the following decoupled system if taking

time asymptotically,

Pt = (") gz > (1.3)
m=—(p"),,

where ([[3), is the famous porous medium equation(PME), and ([IZ3), 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 ], Nishihara improved the decay rates by utilizing

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

Iﬂ] By

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

away from vacuum. For more works with small initial data, we refer to B,

entropy solution. As for the properties of the solutions near the vacuum, we refer the
reader to , , ] Then, Huang, Marcati and Pan ] obtained the decay rates of
the weak entropy solutions of the system (ILI]) to the corresponding Barenblatt solutions
(C3) in L? or L" space for any v > 1. Later, in M], Huang, Pan and Wang studied the
asymptotic behavior in L' space with 1 < v < 3 and obtained

1
Io = P Dllzs < O+ 1) T,



Then, the convergence rates were improved to
T
It =P Dl < C(141)” GF07 ™,

for v > 2 in ﬂg] For Euler equation or Euler-Poisson equation with friction, we refer to
H . For compressible Euler equations with physical vacuum free boundaries, see , ,

When 0 < v < 1, the system (I.I) becomes the compressible Euler equations with
degenerate linear time-dependent damping. In view of Darcy’s law, the solutions of (L))
should be time-asymptotically equivalent to the Barenblatt solutions of the following sys-

tem

pr=(1+1)" ("),
m=—1+)"(p7),,

where ([4]), is the PME with time-dependent diffusion and (I4]), is the Dracy’s law.

(1.4)

Recently, there have been various works for the compressible Euler equations with time-
dependent damping in the literature; see B B Iﬂ @ Pan B Iﬂ | proved that v =
1, = 2 is the critical threshold to separate the global existence and non-existence of C!
solutions in one dimension. For more blow-up phenomena, we refer to B l l Also, Cui-
Yin-Zhang-Zhu M] and Li-Li-Mei-Zhang @I])
smooth solutions with 0 < v <1 and o > 0.

considered independently the convergence of

In H], for 1 < v < 3, the authors proved that any L weak entropy solution of problem
(CID-(T2) converges to the Barenblatt’s solution of equation ([4]) with the same mass in
L', and at the rate

1(p = A D)l < C(1+ 1)),

with
v+l <O _]
4(y+1) 7 v+2

1—v ol
— 1
4 = Ve[ +2’ )

At the same time, the authors in da] obtained

a(e) =

1(p = A(- 1)1 < C(L+ 1),

with
st Gt et PP T ESV SO O s
o= LT e s 0sai
ooy .
_W—i—e, if v > 2, 0<V<2’Y+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



energy estimates and relative weak entropies, we will obtain better convergence results for
weak entropy solutions of (II]) to the corresponding Barenblatt solutions of (4] with
the same finite initial mass. We will establish L7 estimate for any v > 2 and 0 < v < 1
and L' estimate for any v > 1 and 0 < v < 1, which are better compared with those in
da, B, H, Iﬂ] Furthermore, it is worth noting that our results present for the first time a
uniform form of L' estimate over the entire (1, +o00) range of 7. Indeed, even for v = 0 it
is not easy to make some improvements, and as pointed out in ], “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 H] about some key intermediate estimates. Finally, we

prove our main result in section 5.

2 Preliminaries and main result

Throughout this paper, || - ||z» stands for LP(R)(1 < p < +00). In particular, we use || - ||
instead of || - ||2 and denote fj;o f(z,t)dz = [ f(z,t)dx.

Since we study the large time behavior of global solutions to the system ([LI) with
vacuum, it is suitable to consider L°° weak entropy solutions. Next, we state the definition

of L weak entropy solutions for the system (LI)-(L2l]) (cf. da, B])

Definition 2.1. The functions (p,m)(z,t) € L are called an entropy solution of (LI)-
(2], if for any nonnegative test function ¢ € D (R x Ry.), it holds that

Jo J23 (poe 4 may) dads + [ po(a)(x, 0)dz = 0,
Sy S {men+ (224 07) 60 — 2w } dads + [13 mo()(z, 0)dz = 0,
Jo S5 (e 4 b — rgens) dads + 72 (x, 0)(a, 0)dir > 0,

where (n,q) is any weak convex entropy-fluz pair (n(p,m),q(p,m)) satisfying

2 t
Vq=VnVf, f= <m, m? + /fp”> , 1(0,0) = 0.

Next, we recall some results on the entropies available for (II). According to ], all



weak entropies of (ILI]) are given by the following formula
1

n@mﬁz/ﬁ@ﬂ&%@%zp/

g (u + z,oe) (1 — z2)>\ dz,
-1

ﬂamazjﬁax%+wl—mwx@mﬂmﬁ (2.1)
— p/l g <u+zp6> <u—|—9z,09) (1— zz)/\dz,

-1

where m = pu, 0 = 77_1, A= %, g(&) is any smooth function of &, and

x(i;p,U)=:(py‘l-—(f-—ZOQ)i-

The two common choices of g(&) are g(&) = £|¢|? and g(¢) = ]f\%

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

pr=(141)" (1)

p(z,—1) = Md(z), M >0, (22)

with 0 <v <1 and v > 1. It is shown in da, B] that (Z2) admits a unique solution given
by

14v 2(14v) \ 7—1
plx,t) = (1+ t)_% <A0 — Box?(1 +t)” 71 ) i , (2.3)
+

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

— L 1 -1
By = (y—-1d +V)’ and ATD = M+/By </ (1 _y2)1/(’7—1) dy)
-1

2y(y+1)
As a result, the velocity is given by
_ 1+v Ag 1ty
u(r,t) = ————x, || < /= (1 4+1)7F1. 2.4
@1) = ™ It < | 5+ (24)

Now, we state our main result.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that po(x) € LY(R) N L®°(R),up(x) € L=(R) and

+oo
M=/ pola)de >0, polz) > 0.

Let 1 <y <400, 0<v <1, and (p,m) be an L* entropy solution of the Cauchy problem
(CI)-(T2). Let p be the Barenblatt’s solution of porous medium equation (L3]) with mass
M and m = —(p"),. Define

y@i%=—/x@—ﬁW%Mn

—00
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and let y(x,0) € L2(R). If2 <y < +o00, then for any e >0 and t > 0,

(o = P) (-t} < C=(1+1)7H), (2.5)
where
Viﬂ)}l(l +v)+e ve [0, %] :
Iu(g) = 2’;/—1—1/ ,\/’Y (26)
+1 +€, VG[m,l)

Furthermore, for any v > 1, it holds that

(o= P) (-, B)ll 1 < Ce(1+ )7, (2.7)
with
T (1+v)—c¢, vel|o, L,
k(o) = 2(7:—1)7( ) [ Vﬂy+2} (2.8)
m(l-l/)—g, Ve[m,l)

Remark 2.3. It is shown in B] that

1(p = AC, )l < C(L+ 1),

with
_PPoy—1-v(P4-1) L if V5 o 7<2, 0<v< 7=t
— , <2, < A1)
ki(e) = l_y((;;i:i_l%)(?y 1) ‘ 2 Y 1+’Y 1
TTeE T 6 ify =2, 0<v<m

and in B] for 1 <y < 3 that
1(p = A )l < O+ 1)~
with

v+1 ol
— e, ve|0,——-|,
4(y+1) ( ’Y‘i‘Q}

1—v [ 5 >
e, vel|l—L_1).
4 v 42

It is easy to check that aq(e) < ki (e),

011(6) =

2

—v-1 1

72 i < 7 , and < 7,
Y4y—1 " y+2 2y+1  y+2

which gives
_r
2(y+1)2

This means that the L' convergence rates in Theorem are better. Furthermore, it

ki(e) < (1+v)+e

is worth mentioning that the L' convergence estimate in Theorem is valid for any

1 <y < +oo0.



Remark 2.4. When v = 0, it is shown in B?/ for v > 2 and / for 1 <~ < 3 that
L 1
and ||(p—p) (-, )| 1 < C(1+1)" T respectively.

“GanE e

(o =p)(- D)l < C(1+12) O+
It is easy to check that

when’y>1and2( 7 > q > when v > 2,

v s 1 v 1
2(7+1)2 7 A(v+D) v+1) v+1)
which means that the decay rates in Theorem[2Z.2 are better than the previous ones.

Now, we explain the basic proof ideas. We will follow the strategy in da, B], 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 <y < 3) to 1 <y < 400 (Theorem AG). This will be realized by
Taylor’s formula, the energy inequality and in-depth analysis of 1 (defined in Lemma [4.T]).

For v > 2, we choose the mechanical energy(see [0, 9]),
it

2 p v—1

n P,

which measures the L” norm while the entropy inequality measures the LY*! norm in den-

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

Y+1 _ sv+1

p P —(y+1)p"(p—p) and p? — 57 — 40" (p — p);

see Lemma [BJ] As a result, we can obtain the decay rates of the relative weak entropy
7« (Theorem [B.2]), by making use of the relative entropy inequality and time-weighted
entropy estimates.

For the L' estimate with 1 < v < 400, the case v > 2 can be handled by Lemma [3.21
However, for 1 < v < 2,

Clo—pl<p=p" =" (p—p) <C'lp—pl",

which means that Lemma is not valid, and the index 2 of |p — p|? is not suitable.

Hence, we should seek suitable lower bound of
p’=p" =0 p - D),
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.



Lemma 3.1. Let 1 < v < +o0, and 0 < p, p < C. Then, there exists a constant ¢ > 0,
such that

1

P =T = (v + ) (p=p) 2 c(p” = =" (p—p) - (3.1)

Proof. When p = 0, (31 is true for any 0 < ¢ < 1. For p = 0, (3I) becomes yp?+! >

+1

c(y— 1)77 p' 1, and it is equivalent to proving that —7T—+, has a positive lower bound,
(-1 7

which is guaranteed by v < +o0.

Now, assume p # 0,p # 0. Then p > 0. Notice that (B.I]) is equivalent to

<§>H1_1_(7+1)<§‘1>20[<§>7—1_fy<§_1>ﬁ1.

Set % =z and

~+1

fl@)=2 —1-(y+ D@ -1) —clz? = 1-r@-1)]7 ;
it is obvious that f(1) =0 and

R SR B IR LI CT )

L 1
=27 —1—clz" —1—7(@x-1)] (277" -1).
Next, we claim that there exists 0 < ¢ < 1, such that f/(z) < 0,Vz € (0,1), and
f(z) > 0,¥z € (1,+00). That is,

f(x)>f(1)=0, Vzel0,+00),

which will conclude the proof. To this end, we set
7 —1

h(z) = T :
(27 =1—=(z -] (2771 1)

and divide the proof into two cases.

Case A:z € (1,+00).
Observing [(1+t)F — 1] ~ kt (t — 0), where k > 0 is a constant, we find that

T—1
lim * = lim i = 400,

S 1 y@—1))7 (@ = 1) Y [ — 1= y@—1)]7 (7 - Da

due to

[aﬂ—l—’y(m—l)ﬁ—)O, as x— 17,



In addition,

1- L
lim h(z) = lim T =1
T—r+00 rrteo [1 — ‘,L.L'y -7 (x’ylfl - xi’Y)] K (1 o x’Yl*l)

Hence, there exist 0 < 6 < 1 and X > 2 such that, when z € (1,1 + ) or x > X,

h(z) >

| =

When € [1 + 9, X|, minge(145 x) h(x) = h(z0) > 0, since h(z) is a continuous function.
In conclusion, for any x € (1,400), h(z) > min {h(zo), 5} .
Case B:xz € (0,1).

In this case, 277! — 1 < 0,

T—1
lim a: = lim i = 400,

R e R T e R R KICER L

and
T —1 _1
lim ’ - =(y—-1) .
" o7 — 1= (e = DT (@171 — 1)

Hence, there exists 0 < 61 < i, such that when x € (1 —61,1) or z € (0,01),

hz) > ~(v—1)77.

N —

If x € [01,1 — 1], we have, similarly to Case A,

in  h(z) = h(z1) >0,
pein (7) = h(x1)

and
h(z) > min {h(zl), %(’y - 1)%} .

Consequently, we deduce

1 _1

N =

h(z) > min {h(ajo), h(z1),

Hence, noting 7 — 1 — y(z — 1) > 0, Vx # 1, and letting

1 . 11 _1
Cc = §m1n{+ﬂy—“,h($o),h($1)7575(7_1) 'y},
(v—1)

justifies the claim and so completes the proof.



Lemma 3.2. , / Assume 0 < p,p < C and v > 1. Then there exist two positive

constants di and do such that
(0" =p")(p—p) = lp—p T,
(P ) (p=p) < =T = (v + 1) (p — p)
<dy (0 0771 (p—0)?,
di (0" ) (p—p)? < (0" = p") (p—p)
<dy (P40 (p—p)*

\

From the above lemma, we see
P =0 =" p—p) = Clp—pl",

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

PV —pY —~yp""Y(p — p) for v € (1,2), which is essentially important in the proof of (7).

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 < v <2, and 0 < p, p < C. Then, there exist two positive constants
c1 and cy, such that

(1). If p=0, or p=0, or|p—p| > %,5, then
clp—p" <p? = p" =0 Hp - p). (3.2)
(2). If p£0, p#0 and |p— p| < %,6, then
cop Plp—pl" <p=p" =" (p— p). (3.3)

Proof. To begin with, we prove (8:2)). When p = 0, (82) is true for any 0 < ¢; <y — 1.
When p = 0, B2) is true for any 0 < ¢; < 1. Now, assume p # 0, p # 0. Hence, p > 0.
Notice ([B.2]) is equivalent to

Set%:a:and
2’ —1—~v(x—1)
|z — 17

fz) =

It is obvious that x > % or 0 <z < % by |p— p| > %,5 and p # 0, p # 0. Then, we divide

into two cases.

Case I :xz > % Since

lim f(z)= lim ol —1)

T—+00 r—+00 ‘x — 1’7

10



there exists X > 2 such that f(z) > 5 for > X. When z € [3, X],

i = >0,
. f(x) = f(zo)

since f(z) is a continuous function.
As a result, for any x > 2, f(z) > min { f(20), 5 }.
Case I :0<x < % In this case,

. .2V —=1—~(zx—-1)
l p— l o
Jm fle) = lim ——— s

Hence, there exists 0 < §; < % such that
—1
fo) 2 15—, Vre (0.6).
Ifx e [(51, %], similarly as in Case I,
i = > 0,
Lin f(x) = f(z1)

and

Consequently, we deduce that

fla) 2 min { f(ao), £, T3} >0

due to 1 < v < 2. Hence, letting

a = %min {f(xO)J(xl)’ 7—_1}

completes the proof of (B.2]).
As for (B3), we note
1 3
0<=p<p<=p

2 2
Then, it follows from Taylor’s formula that, with 5 € (0, 1),
_ _ oy -1 Ly _
PP = =" (p—p) = % (p+620)" " |p— 5l
—2
Yy =1 (3 o\ _
> % <§p - 520) lp— Bl

-2
yy=1 (3_ Y ~12
>l (25 — a2
> = <2p p lp— 7l
Hence, ([33)) holds with

—1) (2\*7
62:7(72 )<g> ~o

11



Next, we recall the invariant region theory for L°° weak entropy solution to system
(CID-(T2), which was proved in B]
Theorem 3.4. Suppose 0 < v < 1 and (po,up) (x) € L=(R) satisfies
0<po(x) <C,  [mo(x)| < Cpo(z).

Let (p,u) € L>®°(R x [0,T]) be an L weak entropy solution of the system (LII)-(T2)
with v > 1. Then (p,m) satisfies

0<p(z,t) <C, |m(z,t)] < Cp(, i),
where the constant C depends solely on the initial data.

Let (p,m) be a weak entropy solution of system (LI)-(L2]) satisfying conditions in
Theorem 22] with m = pu, then

pr +mg =0,

- X (3.4)
my + <72 +p(p))x = g™

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

the same total mass M as p, and m = — (p”),. In order to maintain consistency in form
with the above equation, setting R = m; + (%2) , one has
€T
pt +my =0,
e N . - (3.5)
mt+(7 +p(,0))x——(l+t)ym+ .
Then, define
w=p-=p,
zZ=m-—-m
It follows from (B4]) and (B3] that
Wi + Zg = O,
; (3.6)

a+ (%) + @)= p(p), + e =~

Set y = — ffoo w(r,t)dr. It holds that
Yp = —W, 2z =Yt

Hence, the equation (B.0)) turns into a nonlinear wave equation with source terms, degen-
erate at vacuum:
«

m2 _ _
i+ (%) 000 = o), + g = @)

i

We now derive the estimate of 51472 and p° < > in the following lemma.

12



Lemma 3.5. Let 1 < p < +o00,

B2 >0, and 6 > 0. Then, it holds that

pl(1+v)B1+(v—v)Ba]—(1+v)

Hpﬁluﬁz o < C’(l + t)_ p(r+1) , (3.9)
A4+v)B1+(v=r)B
H P <O+t (3.10)
and B
v) —v]— V)
‘ ﬁ6 (E) <o+ t)_p[6(1+ +pz(w;11) -1+ ‘ (3.11)
P L

Proof. On one hand, using 23], (24) and { = z(t + 1) 7+1 we have

Lp

:/{(1+t)—% [(Ao—Bo(lth)—z(J—L”)xg)Jﬁ}ﬁlp [%rﬁz .

Ag
/\/B _ 14w _a-v oo} 4

<C [ D T [ (g - Bog?) ] e 0 g
/%
[(A+v) B +(v=v)Bo] = (1+v)
<O 4 1)~ "R

where the last inequality is from

A R e ) U N
e -
! S1p Sip
=C | 1—7)1(1+71)-1dr
0
! s1e
<C [ (1-7)"1dr <C,
0

by pBa2 > 0, ,/g—gT = ¢, and ([B.8). Hence, we can obtain ([8.9]). Particularly,

(y=v)Ba+(1+v)B
= esssup (,6511152) <C(1+1t)” S
Lee z€R

P12

|7

by x = C(1+ t) T , which gives (BI0).
On the other hand, since R = my + <m7f) , and m = pu, we have

xT

R = (pu); + (pu®) = pyti + piiy + poi” + 2piitiy = pliy + Plilly,

13



by p: + (pi), = 0. Combining the above equality and ([2Z.4]), we derive

S N U 1. (G ) I
EEE T A )2 (y + 1)27

which implies that with £ = z(t + 1)_i+TIi7
I (5)
17
2(14v) % K4 (1+ )( ) p
— 3 -2 7 v)(v—v)z
= 1 +1 | { Ag — Bo(1+t 1 g2
Jlieo s [(a-ma i) |71 0oy,

(14v)dp _p@y+1-v)

<C /_\/@(1 +1)7 F (L+t)7 T [(Ao — Bof). ] 2 L+ t)%dg

p

Lp

_pld(A+v)+2y+1-v]—(1+4v)
1

<C(1+1) T ,

from which we complete the proof of (B.II]). O

4 Extension of key intermediate estimates

In this section, we are going to extend the results in B, Lemmas 3.8 and 3.9] (with
v € (1,3)) toy € (1,+00). In [9], the authors used the theory of divergence-measure fields
(see Chen and Frid |2]), B7)) and the following two entropy inequalities

2

— <0 4.1
net+Qex+(1+t)Vp_ > ( )
and )
~ ~ QCgm Amm
0 4.2
m+%+u+ﬂfwbmy_, (4.2)
where
1 2 1 2
SR PO AN L
Ne 2/_1u+zp (1—2%)"dz 2p+7_1p,
and
1 2y N
il :p/ ‘u—kzpe (1= 2%) " de = Cip? T+ Com? + A(p,m),
-1
with
! A
Cy :/ |z| 71 (1—22) dz,
! (4.3)

14



and

Apm > 3A(p,m) > 0. (4.4)

In addition, they make use of

n*=i—Cip = Ci(y+1)p"(p — p),

and obtain

2C _ Amm 0.
= )+ < G 1) () 2010+ D, (49

where C and Cy are defined in (£3)), and {--- }, denotes terms which vanish after inte-

77:+{"'}m+

grating over R.
According to the theory of divergence-measure fields, (87) and (@I are the same in
both cases, and hence we only need to consider ([@2]), ([@4]) and (LI]). For this, we state

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

Lemma 4.1. Let f(¢) = |€|F with k € Ry.. Then, for any 0 <n < k,n € N, it holds that

(n) > 1 — 5"
Flut2) = 1) = o= LBy PO 2y

n! n!

The second one is in the following.
Lemma 4.2. For 1 <y < 400 and g(§) = |£|%, it holds that
n= p/ll g (u + zp6> (1- 22))‘ dz = C1p"™ + Com? + B(p, m),
where Cy, Cy are defined in ([E3]), and
B,,m > 2B(p,m) > 0.

Proof. According to (2.1]) and Lemma B.2] for g(&) = |£|%, we obtain
1
A
77:,0/ g(u—l—ng) (1—z2) dz

~1

1 1 \
— p/ [g(zpe) + ¢ (zp%)u + u2/ (1—38)g"(su+ zpe)ds] (1-2%)"dz
—1 0 (4.6)

2 1 Lot 2
:Cwm*%ﬂuz/ | slsu 2177 (1 27) dsa
- —-1J0

2y(y +1) b
:C ’*H'l_i_ 22/ / 1_
W G 0( ?

due to the fact that

y—1

(1 — 22))‘ dsdz,

su + z
pe

1
/ q(zp?) (1- z2)>\ dz = 0.

-1

15



Then, with ¢ = %, we set

X,

! 2 A
h(a) = / sa+ 2|71 (1—2%)"dz
-1

1 0
:/ |sa—|—z|% (1—z2)/\dz—|—/ |sa+z|% (1—z2)/\dz
0 ~1

1 1
:/ \sa—kz]% (1—22)/\dz+/ \sa—z\% (1—22)/\dz,
0 0

which implies that

It is obvious that

29
1 (v +1)
and
W (a)
2
_ 2 /1 |sa + 2|71 (1—22))\dz
y—1J_1 sa+z
— 2
9 —sa ~—1 1 eamie 4
S | Y T
7—1 1 sa + z —sa
i 0 2 L (4.7)
2 Py sa 3;
__*s / M(l—(v—sa)2))‘dv+/ = (1_(1)_3@)2)/\dv
y—1 |/sa—1 v 0
92 r 1—sa 34 1+sa 3—y
__ _/ w1 (1 — (v—l—sa)2)>\dv+/ v (1 - (U—S‘I)2)>\d”}
y—=11 Jo 0
>0

where the last inequality is from
1—(v—sa)?>1—(v+sa)?

for any v € [0,1 — sa] and s > 0. Hence, h(a) > h(0) = '%741-)12) Cs.

Combining the above arguments and ([6]), we deduce that

2 1 Lot 2
n=Cip ™+ %0%2/ / (1—s8)|sa+ z|w31 (1- z2))\dsdz
- -1Jo

200+ o [N ahalds

= Clp'H_l + Cgm2 + m2 [727(7 + 1)
(v—1)?

— Clpv—irl +

1
/0 (1 —s)h(a)ds — Co|,

16



and

1
B(p,m) = m? [%/0 (1 —s)h(a)ds — C2:|

> Cym? <2 /01(1 — 5)ds — 1> = 0.

To prove B,,m > 2B(p,m), we rewrite B(p,m) as follows

2 1)
B(p,m)—&(v_i—;m / / 1—8|su+zp|71(1—z) dsdz — Com?. (4.8)

Consequently,
4 1)
B, = (’Y(’Y"' m/ / 1—s|su—|—zp|71(1—z) dsdz — 2Com
1 1
7"" / / |su+zp |7 (1 —22)>\dsd2,
su+zp
and

4 1
Bpm = 77—1_ )m* / / 1—8|8U—|—Zp|”1( —Zz))\deZ—ZCsz

4 1 1
’W+ / / - M(l_zz)xdsdz_
su+ zp?

(4.9)

Comparing this with (@8] gives B,,m > 2B(p,m). Hence, we only need to show the

nonnegativity of the last term on the right-side of ([£9).
To this end, we set

1 0121
1 Ssu+tzp

1 =2
:pa/ M(1—22)>\d2
1 sa+z

1 2 1 =
:pa/ M(l_zz)Adea/ lsa —27 2y g,
0 sa+ z 0 sa—z

which implies that

1\—sa+z\% A 1\—3@—2\% A
hi(—a) = — L My § ) L Ky § A L
i(=a) pa/o —sa+z ( Z) © pa/o —sa — z ( Z) -

T 1 —
:,,a/ M(l_zzdePQ/ lsad 277 e,
0 sa— z 0 sa+ z

== hl(a).

17



In addition, for p > 0 and a > 0, we have

1|sa—|—z|% A v—1
h = A (1-28)"dz = B(a) >0
1(a) pa/_l i (1-2%)"dz = ——pah'(a) 2 0,

where the last inequality is from (A7). Consequently, hi(a) > 0,Ya € R by hi(—a) =

h1 (a)
Hence, we have the estimate of the last term on the right-side of ([£3) as follows

1 1 01527
u2m/ / (1- s)sw (1- z2)>\ dsdz
—1Jo su+ zp

1
:um/ (1 —s)shi(a)ds
0
1

:pu2/ (1 —s)shi(a)ds >0,

0

and so complete the proof. [l
Remark 4.3. In Lemma 2] we only obtain B,,m > 2B(p,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 (@5l with A,,m replaced by B,,m, since C; and C5 are the same in both

cases.
Before making the extension, we recall Lemma 3.7 of B]

Lemma 4.4. B]Forye(o,l),1<’y<3and any Bo > 0, it holds that
wy [ m?

1+t [ nedz+ (11— = 1+ 1) —dad

(+)/nx+( 2)/0/(—1—7') pr

t (4.10)
<C+ C/ /(1 +7)%|p — p7dadr,
0
where 1, is defined in [@I) and w < min { (V_i)ffrl), (7_1)§1+60) }
Next, we recall Lemmas 3.6,3.8 and 3.9 of H] as follows.
Lemma 4.5. [B] Forve (0,1), 1 <~ < 3, it holds that
(14 1) / p— e+ (1 + £y / m2da
t t
+/ /(1 + T)Ml(a)_uy3d$d7' +/ /(1 + T)Ml(a)_VAd$dT <C,
0 0
and .
1020 [idos [ [0 (7 = ) (o~ phdodr
0
t
+/ /(1 + 1)1 Em2dedr (4.11)
0

t
+ (v — 61(5))/ /(1 + 1)@ 2adr < C,
0

18



where for any small € > 0,

v v+1
g)=minq 1,14+ - ———75 —c:= 1] — ¢,
@ =min {1,145 - 2 - eom

and

. ~ /7 v N
0 = — — b —c=:0] —¢.
1(¢) = min {,ul v, v, P } € 1—¢€

Furthermore, it holds that
(1 + t)+1() / lp — pl"tdz + (1 + t)rs+1(e) /m2d$
+/0t /(1 + T)“’“*l(e)_”yzdxdT
- /0 t / (1+ 7)1~ Adadr < C,

where

- . P 4 v+1 ék
:uk+1(5):Mk+1_5:mm{1+9k’1+§_m+§}_57 Vk‘EN,

and

é . { ~ Y=V }

= min -, U, ,
k M Tl
are increasing sequences with 9~0 =0.

Now, we are ready to extend the related results in H] to v € (1,400).

Theorem 4.6. Under the conditions of Theorem [2.3, let v € [0,1) and v > 1.

holds that .
(1+ t)“*(e) / lp — ,5|'Y+1d:17 + / /(1 + T)“*(E)_”yzd:EdT
0
t
+/ /(1 +7)" (p" = p") (p — p)dadr < C,
0
where
v+1
‘) l+v—5ty — 6 VE{O,%],
o= 3pv_ vl o,
2 2 y+1 ) v+2? ?
and
o[ ove 0,55
1 ve |7h1).
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(4.12)

(4.13)

(4.14)

Then it

(4.15)

(4.16)

(4.17)



Proof. We pay attention to the case v € [ 3 > The other case v € (0, v+2] has been
dealt with in H], For case v = 0, see M] (with 1 < < 3) and [8](with v > 2).

It follows from (4.I3)) and (4.14]) that

fiky1 = " 1 i (4.18)
v v vy—
1+§_2(’y+1) +7k’ S (ﬁ/—l—l ’OO)’
and
i vV gl
0, = min -V, ——, veE|,——, 1], 4.19
’ {Mk 741 } [ v +2 ) 19
’Y ol
since v > 2—= provided that v € [m, 1).
First, we clalm that there exists k1 € N such that for any k& > k1,
G > G, > 11 (4.20)
k= Uk P T .
If not, it follows from (E.I9) that
~ . vy—1 ~v—v
0<Op=jp —v< < , VkeN, 4.21
=l oV S S < (4.21)
Combining this and (I8 shows
ﬂkH:1+§k:1+ﬂk—uzk(1—u)+ﬂ1—>—|—oo, as k — 400,
which contradicts ([@21]), and hence ([Z20) holds.
Next, we claim that there exists ko > kq such that
_ y—v
—v > . 4.22
fiky =V 2 - (4.22)
If not, then
7 <17V wE>k (4.23)
=fp —v < ——070, > k. .
k= k s 1 1
Noting the above inequality, ([@I8]) and (Z20]), we deduce that
- v v+t 1 e — v
=142
P41 —V + 2y + 1) 5
14t 1 v+1 n 1 (i )
—v — (i1 — Vv
2 2(v+ 1) 92 k-1
1 1 v+1 1 .
<1 + 2k k1> (1 o 2(7 + 1) V) ok+1-k1 ('ukl o V)

2"
1 1
<1+§+. ) (-

20



Since
v v+1 >1 r -1
2 2(y+1) T2 ~y+1 2(y+1)

due to v > 1, we know that for ks sufficiently large, it holds that

> 0,

y—v

v+ 1

which contradicts ([£23]) and consequently (£22]) holds.
Hence, from ([@I9]) and (£22]), it follows that

Oks = [ikg+1 — vV >

R el
lim 0 =
i B =2

which, together with ([AI8]) and ([£.20)), justifies the conclusion. O

Remark 4.7. Based on (£11]) and (£12]), we added the last term on the left-side of ([€.13]),
which is essential in estimating I; and I3 (f 1 and fg) defined in the next section, since
t t
| fasnmo-srtasar<c [ [an 1 - 1l pldsar <

0 0

is better than
(1+ ey / lp—pl"Tdx < C,
by
w(e) < 6"+ 1.

Observing ([AI0) and (£I3]), and choosing fy = 6*, we obtain

t 2
(1+ t)“/nedzn + (1 - f) / /(1 + T)“_”m—d:EdT <C, (4.24)
27 Jo P
with 0 < w < min { (V_i)fl‘ﬂ), (7_1)§1+6*) } Next, we will show
—1 1 —1(1+6*
7+1 gl

for any v € [0,1). In the case v € [0, ﬁ], the above inequality is obvious, since 6* = v.

v
For v € [m,l),

1+60* 14+v 29y+1-v 1—|—1/_1—1/>0
S e e e O N o ’

which implies that ([£.25)) still holds for v € [7—12, 1). Hence, for any € > 0, we can obtain

E24) with
(=Dt
v+1

which is helpful in the estimate of I;(I) defined below.

— &, (4.26)
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5 Proof of the main result

In this section, we detail the proof of Theorem 221 First, to obtain the L7 estimates, we

set v = (p,m)t, v = (p,m)!, where (-, )" means the transpose of the vector (-,), and define

K
— P,

ne = n(v) = n(v) = Vn(v)(v — ) = % Gt (5.1)

¢« = q(v) = q(v) = Vn(0)(f(v) = f(?)),

where 1) and ¢ are weak convex entropy-flux pair defined in @1]) with g(¢) = ||,

and
Po=p"—=p" =90 (p—p) =0,
m2 w2 m2 o (5.2)
Q*_——T ,—z(p—p)—T(m—m)ZU,
p PP p

due to the convexity of p? and m2
According to (3.8) of da we have the following lemma describing the properties of
%, @ and Py, Q

Lemma 5.1. Under the conditions of Theorem [2.2, let g(§) = %|£|2. Then, it holds for
any t >0 and 1 <y < 400 that

<
NIE
1| 5
=3
m|3|

1+

Next, we give the estimate for the relative entropy 7.

Theorem 5.2. Under the conditions of Theorem [2Z, it holds for any small positive con-
stant €, t >0 and 1 < v < 400 that

t
(1+¢)%¢) /n*dx —I—/O /(1 + 7)) Q dadr < C, (5.4)
where 1, is defined in [B.1)), Q. is defined in (B2) and
Prol) 4y e, vel|0,L5|,
o(e) = z(j:y)y( ) — [ V'y+2} (5.5)
BEES g, Ve [m, 1) .

=

Proof. Since the estimates of |p — p|?*! and |y, |m — m|? are different due to the

different value of v according to Theorem (.6, we divide the proof into two cases.

Case I :v e [0,#_2>.
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Setting

2
Y +y-1
£) = ———
SR
multiplying (53) with (1 +¢)*(*) and integrating over (0,t) x R, we have

(1+ )™ /n*dzn—l—/ / (1 + 7)) Q, dadr
t - B t
§/ (1—1—7’)”(5)%§ p—p dxd7'+/ / (L+7)» (m —m) dxdr
0

(5.7)
t t
+/ /,u(e)(1+7')“ “1p, d:EdT—I—/ /,u 71Q.dxdr + C
0
=:h+DL+Is+14+C,

(1+v)—e, (5.6)

where we have used

/_:O %(P* + Qu)e = - /+oo (:’?)m (P + Q.),

— 00
and

<m> ~ 1+v >0
— = Uy = ———— .
p)e 7 (4D +7)
To estimate I, we see from ([B.9) and [B.I1)) that
m R T R
02 e 8]
pp p
372 437 +1-v(37+2)

<C+t) o7

2(v+1)
L7

2(v+1) Hp - ﬁHLWH
L el

[lp = 2] s
which gives

t “(6)_3w2+3'y+lfu(3'y+2)
L< | (1+7) (v+1)2
0

t
S/ /(1 + )% p— ﬁPJrldxdT
0
t 372 +3y+1—v(3v+2) *
w0 [+ o
0

<C,

|0 =2l pradr

due to (£I5) and

32 4+3y+1—v(By+2 0* y

/L(e)_ 2( )_ +
(v+1) y+1 oy +1
292 + 2y +1—v(2y+1)

1+v)—e—

e (17

Pt
(v +1)?
_ 24Py =2
(v+1)? ’
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by @I7) and v € [ ’7+2}
As for I, since m —m = y;, we deduce by ([BII)) that

R R _ays1ay
/E(W—m)dxﬁ Fi [lm —m|| < C(1+1) 2050 |[y],

which implies

t 4y+1—3v
b§A<LH#**%WTmmuT

t
§/ /(1+7’)“*(E)_”y3dazd7’
0 (5.9)
t —3v *(e)—v
Co oot
0
<C,
due to (£I5) and
dy+1-3v pe)—v 1
e~ =55 SR
2
Y +y-1 e 8y+1-Tv
L R = S
G ST T T e D
4’y +5y+5—v(dy2 + 11y +6) ¢
- ~ S <o,
4(y +1)2 2

by ([I6) and v € [0,%}.
Then, to estimate I3, using Lemma B.1] and B2 we first get
Po=p" =p" =" (p—p)
<[t =t = () (p— p)] T
o
<Clp" =p") (p =P+t

Hence, it follows from (3.9) that

uﬁWMJMSC/fW“mU@—M#WJM

gc(/pu“a[(pw_py)(p ) </ mdﬂj)&

2 . oEy @3_1(14_ )
<CWpV d[js (P =p") (p—p)dx ~(1+1t) 64D

~

~v+1

<0 ([ - e-par)
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where the last inequality is from (BI0). Consequently, we have the estimate of I3 as

e/
_ 14+v
I3 <O/ (1 + )" e </ (" =p")(p—p) d<v> ar

follows

(1 —|—T pl—p7 — p) dxdr
/ / —p")(p—0) (5.10)
_|- C/ (1 _|_ 7') [M(a)_l—i_(’::luﬂ _%] (’Y+1)d7'
0
<C,

due to ([@I3), 6* = v and

1+v ~vO*

- + =—e<0.
(y+1)2 ~4+1 ~+1

pu(e) — 14+

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

14_// )1 + 7)HEO71Q, dadr
<C//1+T [——%—F%(p—p)—z?m(m—m) dxdr (5.11)

=: Iy + Iyo + Iy3 + Lua.

First, using ([£.24)) and ([@26]), we have the estimation of I4; as follows,

Iy = / / 1 + T —dwdT <, (5.12)
where the last inequality is from
(y-Dr+1)
S T (N0 A N M A
u(e) [ PO v—e¢
Z4y-1 —1 1
B T D oV U S
(y+1) T+1
= — +v-1<0,
G+’
by v < —5. As for Iy, it follows from B9) that

y—2v

t
Iy = / / 1 + T ,u(s dxdT < / (1 + T)u(e)—l— 1 dr < C, (5.13)
0

due to v <3 2 and

2y — 2 2 -1 2y — 2
7y ”§7+72(1+u)—7 v
v+1 (v+1) v+1
__’y2+’y+1—1/(’y2+3’y+1)<0
(v +1)? '

p(e) —

25



Then, to estimate I43 and Iy4, using (3.9]), we first have

22 +y—v(2y+3)

_ 9 i)
/%(P—ﬁ)dfﬂﬁHﬂzHLw_pr—ﬁHmHSC’(l—l—t) G p— ll e
and
[ 22— e < cfaflm —ml] < 0+ 075 )

which infers that

143—/ / (T+7)* (,0 p)dxdr

11— 292 4y —v(2v+3)
/ / (+7)" T [ = pl| sadadr

< / (1+7) [”(”‘—3” S (5.14)
0
t ) )
—I—C/ /(1 +7)f ‘,0—,5|7+ dxdr
0
<C,

and

t _
Iy :/ /(1 +T)”(€)_127m(m—m)d:nd7'
<C/ / (14775 | dadr

/(1—1—7’) [ (e)— ;,(7;1+13)u %]dT (515)
+C’//1—|—T ©=vo2dedr

where we have used ([@I5), (5.8) and (5.9]).
Thus, in view of (GII)-(E.I5]), we deduce that

Iy <C.

Plugging this and (G.8])-([GI0) into (57), we immediately obtain (54]) for v € [0, ﬁ)

Case Il :v e [ +2,1).
In this case, setting

— ¢, (5.16)
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multiplying (53) with (1 +¢)#(*) and integrating over (0,t) x R, we have

(1+ t) /n*dx + / / (1+7)* _VQ*dLZ'dT

t R t
S/ (1—1—7’)“(‘3)5—(,0 ) da;d7’+/ / (14 7)~ (m —m)dxdr
0 0

t (5.17)
ie) 1Pdmd7+// 1+T“<€ “1Q.dxdr + C
0

::f1+12+f3+f4+0.

First, we estimate I1, I» and I3. Since the estimates of }:%, p and

5 % are the same in
the two cases, it follows from (LI5]), (B.8), (59) and (B.I0) that
N t <N 37243y 1-u(3v+2)
s [ O e
0
t
S/ /(1 +7)%|p — | dadr
0 (5.18)
t |:/1(E)_3'y2+3'y+17u(3'y+2)_L:| A1
+ C’/ (1+471) (12 T dr
0

R t R 4y+1-3v
L2 S/ (147 & 500 |y, | dr
0

t
S/ /(1 + ) E V2 dadr
0

(5.19)
t N —3v *(e)—v
b [,
0
and
14v %
13 <C/ (I+7 M() T2 </(p“’—ﬁ’y)(p—ﬁ)d$> dr
(1+ T pl—p7 — p)dzdr
/ / p')(p—p) (5.20)
_|- C’/ (1 _|_ 7') [M(a)_l—i_(’::luﬂ _%] (’\H_l)dfr
0
<C

due to

R 3v2+3v+1—v(3y+2 0* v
N(E)_ 2( )_ +
(v+1) y+1  y+1
243+ 13y +3)
(v +1)?

2y—1-v
v+l
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Mo -—n3m ~ 2 *3
2y-1-v e 1+1 1/+1/—|—1 v+ 1—-3v
o+l 2 4 2\2 ~4+1 2(y + 1)
v—=1 wv-1 €<O
Cy+1 4 2
and
. 1+v ~vO*
g)—1+ - + =-e<0
AE) (y+1)?2 ~v4+1 ~+1
by (@I6), @I7) and v € &ﬁ3,1).
As for I, we rewrite it as follows
14_// )1+ 7)) 71Q, dxdr
_2 _2 2_
<0//1+7 [__mfﬂf_z(p_ﬁ)___m(m_m)}dm
p P P p

=: I41 + I42 + [43 + [44.

First, we estimate I;; and L. It follows from v € {ﬁ, 1), #24)) and (4.26)) that

. t R m2
Iy = / / (1+ T)ﬂ<€>—17d$d7 <0,
0

where the last inequality is from

ﬂ(g)_l_[w_%g]

v+1
2y —1— —1 1
Z-l-v (-h+D
v+1 v+1
—1
Y —e <0,
v+1
and
t A(a)_1_2w721/
Iy = //1+7’ —dmd7</(1+7’)” wWiodr < C,
0
due to
2y — 2 2y — 1 — 2y — 2 -1
,u(»s)—7 v_o v_4 V—€<V <0
v+1 v+1 v+1 v+1

28

(5.21)
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Now, we estimate 43 and 4. Similar to (5.14) and (I8, we deduce that

Rk
I43—/ / (14 71)" (,0 p)dxdr
fi(e)— 292 4y —v(2v+3)
/ [P e

—Jo

t
+C/ /(1+7)9*\p—p|”’“da;d7
0

<C,

. t X 217
Iy :/ /(1 + T)“(E)_le(m — m)dxdr

<C//1+TMa A |y daar

< [l -]y, 525

+C’//1+7’ ©=vy2dedr

and

by @.I5), [B.18) and (ISIQI)
Substituting (522)-(5.25) into (5.21)), we have I; < C, which together with (5.17)-
(E20) yields that

(14 t)A /n*dx+/ / 1+ 1) vQ,dedr < C,
and so justifies (54) by (&.I6]) for v € [%1) O

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem From (B5.J), (5:2) and Theorem [5.2]
we have
(1+1)°¢) /P*dx <C.
Combining this, (5.5) and Lemma B2, we obtain (2.5) and (2.6]) with v > 2.
As for [Z7) and (2.8]), we distinguish two cases.
Case A:~v>2.
Using Lemma B2, (39) and (23], we obtain the L' convergence rate on density as

follows

+o0o +oo 5 +oo %
/ Ip—ﬁld:v§</ ﬁ”‘le—ﬁlzdas> </ ﬁQ‘Vd:n>
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<o+~ F a4 ),

This and (53] together justify [2.7) for v > 2.

Case B:1<~vy<2.

In this case, let

[\

1
le{ tp=0,p=0,p— |>—ﬁ},

_ 1
Qy = {w:p#O,p#O, lp—pl < 5[)}-
In ©Q4, from Lemma BE (B.2)), (51]), Theorem and the Holder inequality, we see that

< (7_1)2

for any 9 e

1

— pldr < — 3l7d 7148 =
o plte < ([ o= pan) Nl 2 17, 2

1

§C</le — " =" (o~ pdx> 12|  157°]] 2o, (5.26)

1
<cC </ W*da:> (1 4 )G+ 1+)

< C(L+1)" 5 (14 )i 1),

On the other hand, in s, from Lemma B3 (B3), (5I)), Theorem and the Holder

inequality, we deduce that

1

1
2 2
|p — pldz < </ p”‘ﬂp—p?dw) </ pQ‘Vda:>
Qo Qo Qo
1 1
<C < / = =" (p p)dw> 2 < / p2‘”dx>2
> P — - -
Qo (5.27)

1
S C </ n*dx> 2 (1 + t) 2(W+1) (1+V)

<Cc(+t)" (1 + t)amn (1+v),

Using (5.26]) and (5.27)) yields

/|p—ﬁ|dx=/ |p—,a|da:+/ p— plde
(951 Qo

< 01+ POTR0] | o | palre-am)

< (1 + 1) FPO-TH]

N[

where the last inequality is from 1 < <2 and ¢(¢) — 7 I L(1+v) > 0. Thus, combining
the above inequality and (B.3]), we obtain ([27)) with 1 < v < 2.
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Hence, we complete the proof of Theorem
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