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Abstract

We study the vanishing viscosity limit for 2 × 2 triangular system of hyperbolic
conservation laws when the viscosity coefficients are non linear. In this article, we
assume that the viscosity matrix B(u) is commutating with the convective part A(u).
We show the existence of global smooth solution to the parabolic equation satisfying
uniform total variation bound in ε provided that the initial data is small in BV . This
extends the previous result of Bianchini and Bressan [Commun. Pure Appl. Anal.
(2002)] which was considering the case B(u) = I.
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1 Introduction

It is well known that hyperbolic systems generally generate infinitely many weak solutions,
in order to overcome this lack of uniqueness it is relevant to consider processes of vanishing
viscous limits in order to select the relevant physical solutions for systems of nonlinear
hyperbolic systems. In this article, we are interested in studying the vanishing viscosity
limit for the following hyperbolic triangular system in one dimension which reads as follows{

u1,t + (f(u1))x = 0,
u2,t + (g(u1, u2))x = 0,

for x ∈ R and t > 0, (1.1)

where f and g are smooth functions. This system appears in various physics and engineering
models, including multi-component chromatography, two-phase flow in porous media and
sedimentation processes (see [5, 15, 16] and references therein for more detailed discussion
on applications of the system). Here, we consider the flux functions f and g such that
the system of equations (1.1) becomes strictly hyperbolic (see (1.6) below for more precise
condition). We study now the following viscosity approximation,{

u1,t + (f(u1))x = ε(α1(u1)u1,x)x,

u2,t + (g(u1, u2))x = ε [(β(u1, u2)u1,x)x + (α2(u1, u2)u2,x)x] ,
(1.2)

with ε > 0. The system (1.2) is supplemented with the following initial condition,

u(0, ·) = ū, (1.3)

where ū will be assumed small in TV , the Total Variation. In this article, we prove the
global existence of smooth solution to (1.2) and study the vanishing viscosity limit, that is,
to show that the limit of (uε1, u

ε
2) as ε→ 0 is solution of the system (1.1). We can write (1.1)

in the following form

ut + A(u)ux = 0, (1.4)

where A(u) is determined as follows

A(u) =



f ′(u1) 0
∂g

∂u1

∂g

∂u2


 and u =

(
u1
u2

)
. (1.5)

We can note that the eigenvalues of A(u) are λ1(u) = f ′(u1) and λ2(u) =
∂g

∂u2
(u). We

assume now the following strict hyperbolicity condition:

λ2(u)− λ1(u) =
∂g

∂u2
(u)− f ′(u1) ≥ c > 0, (1.6)

for u in a neighborhood of a compact K with {ū(x), x ∈ R} included in K. It is well known
that under the condition (1.6) the system (1.1) admits a unique global solution provided
that the initial data u(0) = ū is sufficiently small in BV (R) (see [4, 6, 12]), the uniqueness
is defined in a suitable class of solutions which satisfied in particular the Liu condition (we
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refer also to [7]). To study the vanishing viscosity limit for (1.1) we recall that we assume
that ū is small in BV (R) so that we enter in the framework of the theory of existence and
uniqueness previously mentionned. Next, we would like to write the parabolic system of
equations (1.2) in the following form

ut + A(u)ux = ε(B(u)ux)x, (1.7)

where B is defined as follows

B(u) =

(
α1(u1) 0
β(u) α2(u)

)
. (1.8)

In addition, we assume that the coefficients αi are smooth functions such that there exists
c1,M > 0 such that for any u ∈ R

2 we have for any i ∈ {1, 2}
0 < c1 ≤ αi(u) ≤M < +∞. (1.9)

In the sequel we deal with a viscosity matrix B(u) which commutate with the convective
matrix A(u). Note that to satisfy the condition AB = BA, the function β(u) must satisfy
the following condition

β(u) = (α1(u1)− α2(u))γ(u) where γ(u) =

∂g
∂u1

(u)

f ′(u1)− ∂g
∂u2

(u)
. (1.10)

This yields that the matrices A(u), B(u) have same eigenvectors for any u ∈ K.

We can observe that by using the following rescaling of coordinates s =
t

ε
and y =

x

ε
we

are reduced to study the following system :{
us + A(u)uy = (B(u)uy)y,

u(0, ·) = ū(ε·). (1.11)

We point out here that the total variation of ūε is independent of ε, in other term the BV
space is invariant by the scaling x → εx. We are finally reduced to study the system (1.2)
with ε = 1.

The study of vanishing viscosity limit for system of conservation laws can be found in
[2, 3, 4, 8, 9, 13, 17] including in particular the so called case of compressible Euler equations
when we consider the viscous approximation issue of the compressible Navier-Stokes system
(see in particular [8, 9], it is important to point out that the study is particularly delicate
in this case since the the viscosity is only partial, in other words B(u) is not invertible).
We refer to [1, 18] for the study of vanishing viscosity limit for system of conservation laws
with boundaries. Here, we briefly discuss a few of them which are relevant to the setting
and techniques of the current article. When the convective matrix A belongs to the Temple
class, that is when each characteristic is a straight line, the existence, the uniform TV
estimates in ε and the L1 Lipschitz estimate for the system (1.7) are established in [2] for
B = I. We have studied the vanishing viscosity limit for the Temple class hyperbolic system
in [14] when the matrices A and B share same eigenvectors. Furthermore, Bianchini and
Bressan [3, 4] developed a powerful method for studying the vanishing viscosity limit by
decomposing the gradient of solution as a sum of the gradient of viscous travelling wave
and by introducing suitable functionals for carefully analyzing all interaction terms. In

other words Bianchini and Bressan decompose the solution ux =
∑

i

vir̃i(u, vi, σi) into scalar

3



components in a basis (r̃i(u, vi, σi)){1≤i≤n} selected by a center manifold technique which
is suitable inasmuch as it enables to estimates in particular the TV bound of the viscous
travelling wave. It is important to point out that generally in the purely hyperbolic case
without viscosity, we decompose ux along a basis {r1(u), · · · , rn(u)} of eigenvectors of the
matrix A(u), however this choice does not work here due to the fact that gradient of the
i-viscous travelling waves U ′ is not necessary collinear to ri(U). In particular this aspect is
crucial for obtaining BV estimates when A is not in Temple class (in fact when A is Temple
we can a priori decompose the gradient ux in the basis {r1(u), · · · , rn(u)} provided that A
and B are commutating because in this case gradient of the i-viscous travelling wave are
collinear to ri(U)). In these articles [3, 4], the viscosity matrix B is taken to be I. Here
we study the vanishing viscosity limit for triangular system (1.1) when A and B have same
eigenvectors. Now, we would like to highlight the following key points of the current article.

• It deals with a class of nonlinear viscosity matrix B(u) when the hyperbolic part
A(u) is not Temple class. This extends the result of [3] from B(u) = I to the class
of matrices which are diagonalizable with strictly positive eigenvalues and satisfying
the relation AB = BA. Since A(u) is not necessarily Temple class the gradient of
the viscous travelling waves are not in the direction of eigenvectors. Therefore, as in
[3, 4] we need to decompose ux in the basis of gradient of travelling waves as follows

ux =
2∑

i=1

vir̃i(u, vi, σi). In particular each vi satisfies the following equation:

∂tvi + ∂x(λ̃ivi)− ∂x(αi∂xvi) = φi,

with λ̃i well chosen and φi a remainder term. Due to the fact that we deal with a
variable viscosity matrix B(u), we get new terms in φi the forcing part of the parabolic
equations which govern vi. As in [3, 4], the proof is decomposed in two part, the
first one consists in collecting parabolic estimates on the solution u which allows in
particular to prove that ‖ux(t, ·)‖L1 remains small until a time t̂. This time t̂ can be
seen as a threshold time which delimits the parabolic behavior of the system and the
hyperbolic behavior of the equations. In our case since we deal with variable viscosity
coefficients, compared with [3], we need to develop new parabolic estimates. To do this
by a suitable change of variable on ux we manage to diagonalize the system in a such
way that we can extend the analysis of parabolic estimates done in [3, 4].

• There exist new terms of the form (α1 − α2)(w1,xxv1 − w1v1,xx) in ϕ2 which does not
appear in the analysis of [3] (here v1 = u1,x and w1 = u1,t). It is needless to say that
for α1 = α2 these terms do not appear. In particular for B = α(u)I we do not need to
deal with such terms. To resolve this issue, we introduce a new variable z. We discuss
below where we mention how this new variable enable us to estimate this new term in
L1
tL

1
x norm.

To prove the global existence of smooth solution and uniform total variation estimate we
adapt the method developed by Bianchini and Bressan [2, 3, 4]. As we have mentioned earlier,
we need to decompose ux in the basis of travelling waves which enables us to diagonalize the
system, and to deal only with scalar equations on v1 and v2. In our case φ1 = 0 and φ2 is
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composed of terms of the following form which exists in the analysis of [2, 3, 4]

v1v2, v1v2,x, v1,xv2, (w1,xv1 − v1,xw1), v
2
1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

χ{
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣
≤δ1

} and w2
1χ

{
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣
≥δ1

}.

Additionally, the force φ2 contains a term of the form

(α1 − α2)(w1,xxv1 − w1v1,xx),

which requires to be estimated in L1
t,x norm. In order to handle this new difficulty we

introduce a new variable z1 = α1w1,x − λ̃1w1 which can be seen as an effective flux for the
parabolic equation of w1. Thanks to the structure of the system the new variable z1 satisfies
a parabolic equation

z1,t + (λ̃1z1)x − (α1z1,x)x = φ,

where remainder term φ can be bound by z1,xv1 − z1v1,x and w1,xv1 − w1v1,x. See (5.7) for
detailed definition of φ. By adapting the area functional formula from Bianchini and Bressan
[3, 4] we can prove the required L1

tL
1
x estimate for the following terms

z1,xv1 − z1v1,x.

Then we can estimate v1,xxw1 − w1,xxv1 by z1,xv1 − z1v1,x and w1,xv1 − w1v1,x by applying a
bootstrap arguments. In section 7, we study the stability of solution. We consider an initial

data ūθ := θū+(1−θ)v̄ and uθ is the corresponding to initial data ūθ. As in [2, 3, 4], h :=
∂u

∂θ
satisfies a linear equation (see (7.4)). We decompose h in the basis of travelling waves. Then
the unknowns h1, h2 satisfies parabolic equations with force. In the equation for h2, there
appears new term like (α1 − α2)(h1,xxv1 − h1v1,xx) and (α1 − α2)(h1,xxw1 − h1w1,xx). We

resolve the issue by defining a new quantity ĥ1 = α1h1,x − λ̃1h1. Again, due to the structure

of the system, we obtain that ĥ1 satisfies the following parabolic equation,

ĥ1,t + (λ̃1ĥ1)x − (α1ĥ1,x)x = φ̂1,

where remainder term φ̂1 can be bound by ĥ1,xv1− ĥ1v1,x, h1,xv1−h1v1,x and w1,xh1−w1h1,x.
Again by using the area functional formula from Bianchini and Bressan [3, 4] we can prove
the required L1

tL
1
x estimate.

Rest of the article is organized as follows. In the next subsection 1.1, we state the main
result on existence and stability of global smooth solution for (1.11). In section 2 and 3,
we study the parabolic estimates of the solution and the decomposition of ux respectively.
The remainder terms are calculated in section 4. We study the global existence of smooth
solution by proving uniform total variation estimate which is followed from an interaction
estimates which can be found in section 5 and 6. We prove the stability in section 7. Finally,
we establish the vanishing viscosity limit in section 8.

1.1 Presentation of the results

Now, we state the main result of the article.

Theorem 1.1. Consider the following hyperbolic system with viscosity,

ut + A(u)ux = (B(u)ux)x, u(0, x) = ū(x), (1.12)

where A and B are defined as in (1.5) and (1.8). We assume that f and g are smooth
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functions verifying the strict hyperbolicity condition (1.6) in a neighborhood of a compact set
K ⊂ R

2 and that A and B are commutating such that the condition (1.10) is satisfied. There
exists L1, L2, L3 > 0 and δ0 > 0 such that the following holds. If ū satisfies

TV (ū) ≤ δ0 and lim
x→−∞

ū(x) = u∗ ∈ K, (1.13)

then there exists unique solution u to the Cauchy problem (1.12) and it satisfies the following
properties for any t, s ≥ 0

TV (u(t)) ≤ L1TV (ū), (1.14)

||u(t)− v(t)||L1 ≤ L2 ||ū− v̄||L1 , (1.15)

||u(t)− u(s)||L1 ≤ L3

(
|t− s|+

∣∣∣
√
t−√

s
∣∣∣
)
, (1.16)

where v is the unique solution of (1.12) with initial data v̄ satisfying (1.13).

Remark 1.2. We would like to point out that in the previous Theorem our analysis does
not require to consider a conservative system. Indeed we could deal with a triangular matrix
A(u) which does not satisfy necessary A(u) = Df(u) with f = (f1, g).

We deduce the following results on the vanishing viscosity limit process.

Corollary 1.3. Consider the Cauchy problem hyperbolic system with vanishing viscosity,

uεt + A(uε)uεx = ε(B(uε)uεx)x, uε(0, x) = ū(x). (1.17)

We assume that the drift A and viscosity matrix B satisfy the same conditions as in the
Theorem 1.1. There exists L1, L2, L3 > 0 and δ0 > 0 such that the following holds. If ū
satisfies

TV (ū) ≤ δ0 and lim
x→−∞

ū(x) ∈ K, (1.18)

for some compact set K ⊂ R
2 then there exists unique solution uε to the Cauchy problem

(1.17) and it satisfies the following properties

TV (uε(t)) ≤ L1TV (ū), (1.19)

||uε(t)− vε(t)||L1 ≤ L2 ||ū− v̄||L1 , (1.20)

||uε(t)− uε(s)||L1 ≤ L3

(
|t− s|+√

ε
∣∣∣
√
t−√

s
∣∣∣
)
, (1.21)

where vε is the unique solution corresponding to v̄ satisfying (1.18).
Furthermore, for any t ≥ 0 the sequence (uε(t))ε>0 converges to u(t) in L1

loc(R) topology
which is the unique solution to hyperbolic system (1.1).

2 Parabolic estimates

We wish now to prove different regularity estimates for solutions of (1.11). In the sequel
we consider a global BV solution u = u(t, x) of (1.11) satisfying lim u(t, x)x→−∞ = u∗, we
observe easily that u∗ does not depend on the time t. We denote by

P (u) =

(
1 0

−γ(u) 1

)
and P−1(u) =

(
1 0

γ(u) 1

)
,
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which satisfy

P (u)A(u)P−1(u) =



f ′
1(u1) 0

0
∂g

∂u2
(u)


 and P (u)B(u)P−1(u) =

(
α1(u1) 0

0 α2(u)

)
. (2.1)

Furthermore, we indicate the eigenvectors of A(u) as follows

r1(u) =

(
1

γ(u)

)
and r2(u) = r2 =

(
0
1

)
where γ(u) =

∂g
∂u1

(u)

f ′(u1)− ∂g
∂u2

(u)
. (2.2)

We can note that the previous formula is well defined due to the strict hyperbolicity assump-
tion (1.6). We consider in the sequel the vectors li for i ∈ {1, 2} with (li)j = 1 if j = i and
0 otherwise.

Note that A(u) = DF (u) with F = (f, g)T , it implies in particular that the system is
conservative. In the sequel we consider A1, B1 defined as follows

A1(u) =




f ′
1(u1) 0

0
∂g

∂u2
(u)



 and B1(u) =

(
α1(u1) 0

0 α2(u)

)
.

Taking now the derivative of (1.11), we get:

ux,t + A(u)uxx = (B(u)uxx)x +R, (2.3)

with:

R =

(
(α′

1(u1)(u1,x)
2)x − f ′′(u1)(u1,x)

2

(
∂

∂x
(β(u))u1,x)x + (

∂

∂x
(α2(u))u2,x)x

)
(2.4)

We wish now as in [14] to diagonalize the previous system, then we consider in this section

the unknown w =

(
w1

w2

)
= P (u)ux =

(
u1,x

−γ(u)u1,x + u2,x

)
. We want to use the equation

(2.3) and the matrix P (u). The direct computations give

P (u)ux,t = wt −
(

0
∂

∂t
(γ(u))w1

)
, P (u)A(u)uxx = A1(u)wx + A1(u)

(
0

∂

∂x
(γ(u))w1

)

P (u)(B(u)uxx)x = P (u)B(u)uxxx + P (u)

(
α′
1(u1)u1,xu1,xx

∂

∂x
(β(u))u1,xx +

∂

∂x
(α2(u))u2,xx

)
.

(2.5)

Using the fact that P (u)uxxx = wxx +R1 with R1 =




0

2
∂

∂x
(γ(u))u1,xx +

∂2

∂2x
(γ(u))u1,x


 it

follows that

P (u)B(u)uxxx = B1(u)wxx +B1(u)R1 (2.6)

Setting

R2 =

(
α′
1(u1)u1,xu1,xx

∂

∂x
(β(u))u1,xx +

∂

∂x
(α2(u))u2,xx

)
,

7



R3 =

(
0

∂

∂t
(γ(u))u1,x

)
,R4 = A1(u)

(
0

∂

∂x
(γ(u))u1,x

)
,

and combining (2.3), (2.5) and (2.6) it yields

wt + A1(u)wx − B1(u)wxx = B1(u)R1 + P (u)R2 +R3 −R4 + P (u)R. (2.7)

We can simplify R3 and observe that

(R3)2 = u1,x

(
∂

∂u1
γ(u)

(
− f ′(u1)u1,x + α′

1(u1)(u1,x)
2 + α1(u1)u1,xx

)

+
∂

∂u2
γ(u)(− ∂

∂u1
g(u)u1,x −

∂

∂u2
g(u)u2,x + (β(u)u1,x + α2(u)u2,x)x

))
. (2.8)

We have in particular obtained the following system:



w1,t + f ′
1(u1)w1,x − α1(u1)w1,xx =

(
B1(u)R1 + P (u)R2 +R3 −R4 + P (u)R

)
1
,

w2,t +
∂

∂u2
g(u)w2,x − α2(u)w2,xx =

(
B1(u)R1 + P (u)R2 +R3 −R4 + P (u)R

)
2
.

(2.9)

As in [14], we set w1(t, x) = w̃1(t, X1(t, x)), w2(t, x) = w̃1(t, X2(t, x)) with (X1)x(t, x) =
1√

α1(u1(t, x))
and (X2)x(t, x) =

1√
α2(u(t, x))

. It implies that for i ∈ {1, 2},




wi,t(t, x) = w̃i,t(t, Xi(t, x)) + w̃i,x(t, Xi(t, x))Xi,t(t, x),

wi,x(t, x) = w̃i,x(t, Xi(t, x))
1√

αi(u(t, x))
,

wi,xx(t, x) = w̃i,xx(t, Xi(t, x))
1

αi(u(t, x))

− 1

2
(αi(u(t, x))

− 3

2 (
∂αi

∂u1
(u(t, x))u1,x(t, x)

+
∂αi

∂u2
(u(t, x))u2,x(t, x))w̃i,x(t, Xi(t, x)).

(2.10)

Furthermore,

wi,xxx(t, x)

= w̃i,xxx(t, Xi(t, x))
1

α
3/2
i (u(t, x))

− 3

2α2
i (u(t, x))

(
∂αi

∂u1
(u(t, x))u1,x(t, x) +

∂αi

∂u2
(u(t, x))u2,x(t, x)

)
w̃i,xx(t, Xi(t, x))

+
3

4α
5/2
i (u(t, x))

(
∂αi

∂u1
(u(t, x))u1,x(t, x) +

∂αi

∂u2
(u(t, x))u2,x(t, x)

)2

w̃i,x(t, Xi(t, x))

− 1

2α
3/2
i (u(t, x))

(
∂2αi

∂u21
(u(t, x))u1,x(t, x) +

∂2αi

∂u2∂u1
(u(t, x))u2,x(t, x)

)
u1,x(t, x)w̃i,x(t, Xi(t, x))

− 1

2α
3/2
i (u(t, x))

(
∂2αi

∂u1∂u2
(u(t, x))u1,x(t, x) +

∂2αi

∂u22
(u(t, x))u2,x(t, x)

)
u2,x(t, x)w̃i,x(t, Xi(t, x))
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− 1

2α
3/2
i (u(t, x))

(
∂αi

∂u1
(u(t, x))u1,xx(t, x) +

∂αi

∂u2
(u(t, x))u2,xx(t, x)

)
w̃i,x(t, Xi(t, x)). (2.11)

Since Xi is invertible from R to R we obtain the following system on w̃i,



w̃1,t +
f ′
1(u1)√
α1(u1)

(·, X−1
1 )w̃1,x − w̃1,xx

= −1

2
(α1(u1(·, X−1

1 ))−
1

2 (
∂α1

∂u1
(u(·, X−1

1 ))u1,x(·, X−1
1 )

+
∂α1

∂u2
(u(·, X−1

1 )))u2,x(·, X−1
1 )))w̃1,x + G1(·, X−1

1 )− w̃1,xX1,t(·, X−1
1 ),

w̃2,t +
∂

∂u2
g(u)

√
α2(u)

(·, X−1
2 )w̃2,x − w̃2,xx

= −1

2
(α2(u(·, X−1

2 ))−
1

2 (
∂α2

∂u1
(u(·, X−1

2 ))u1,x(·, X−1
2 )

+
∂α2

∂u2
(u(·, X−1

2 )))u2,x(·, X−1
2 )))w̃2,x + G2(·, X−1

2 )− w̃2,xX2,t(·, X−1
2 ),

(2.12)

where the term G is defined as follows

G = B1(u)R1 + P (u)R2 +R3 −R4 + P (u)R. (2.13)

We denote now respectively by G1 and G2 the fundamental solution of the two following
equations






wt +
f ′
1(u

∗
1)√

α1(u∗1)
wx − wxx = 0,

wt +
∂

∂u2
g(u∗)

√
α2(u∗)

wx − wxx = 0.

(2.14)

The functions Gi satisfy the following estimates (see [11]) for κ > 0 large enough

||Gi(t, ·)||L1 ≤ κ, ||Gi,x(t, ·)||L1 ≤
κ√
t
, ||Gi,xx(t, ·)||L1 ≤

κ

t
. (2.15)

To have the parabolic estimates for (1.11), we define the following constants

κA = sup
|u−u∗|≤δ̄

max
1 ≤ k ≤ 5,

|θ| ≤ 5

{∣∣∣f (k)
1 (u1)

∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∂θg(u)

∣∣ , 1
}
,

κB = sup
|u−u∗|≤δ̄

max
0 ≤ |θ| ≤ 5,

0 ≤ k ≤ 5,

1 ≤ i ≤ 2

{
1√
αi(u)

,
√
αi(u), |α(k)

1 (u1)|, |∂θα2(u)|,

1

αi(u)
, |∂θ(γ(u))|, |∂θ(β(u))|

}
,

with δ̄ > 0 such that the solution u(t, x) lives all along the time in the ball B(u∗, δ̄/2) which
will be satisfied provided that Tot.Var.(u(0, ·)) is chosen sufficiently small.

Now, we have the following result on the parabolic regularizing of u1 and u2. This helps
us to establish the smoothness of solution up to a small time t̂.

Proposition 2.1. There exist C1, C2, C3, C4 > 0 depending on κA, κB, κ such that if u is a
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solution to the equation (1.11) satisfying

||u1,x(t, ·)||L1 + ||u2,x(t, ·)||L1 ≤ δ0 for all t ∈ [0, t̂] where t̂ ≤ 1

(C4δ0)2
, (2.16)

for δ0 sufficiently small in terms of κA, κB and κ, then we have for i ∈ {1, 2}

||ui,xx(t, ·)||L1 ≤
C1δ0√
t
, ||ui,xxx(t, ·)||L1 ≤

C2δ0
t

and ||ui,xxxx(t, ·)||L1 ≤
C3δ0
t3/2

. (2.17)

Proof. We first prove (2.17) for smooth initial data. We argue by contradiction. To this
end, first we assume that the conclusion (2.17) does not hold. Due to the assumption of
smoothness of initial data, solution is smooth up to a small time and due to the continuity
we can assume that there exists a time t∗ such that (2.17) holds for t ∈ [0, t∗] and equality
attains at t = t∗.

From (2.12), the solution w̃i with i ∈ {1, 2} can be represented as follows for t > 0,

w̃i,x(t, ·) = Gi,x(t/2, ·) ∗ w̃i(t/2, ·)

− 1

2

ˆ t

t
2

Gi,x(t− s) ∗
[
αi(u(·, X−1

i ))−
1

2

(∂αi

∂u1
(u(·, X−1

i ))u1,x(·, X−1
i )

+
∂αi

∂u2
(u(·, X−1

i ))u2,x(·, X−1
i )
)
w̃i,x + Gi(·, X−1

i ) + 2Ai − w̃i,xXi,t(·, X−1
i )
]
ds,

where A1 and A2 are defined as follows

A1 =

(
f ′
1(u

∗
1)√

α1(u∗1)
− f ′

1(u1)√
α1(u1)

(·, X−1
1 )

)
w̃1,x,

A2 =

( ∂
∂u2

g(u∗)
√
α2(u∗)

−
∂

∂u2
g(u)

√
α2(u)

(·, X−1
2 )

)
w̃2,x.

(2.18)

From (2.15), we deduce that for t > 0, C > 0

‖w̃i,x(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ κ
√
2√
t
‖w̃i(t/2, ·)‖L1

+O(1)

ˆ t

t
2

κ√
t− s

(
‖
[
αi(u(·, X−1

i ))−
1

2

(∂αi

∂u1
(u(·, X−1

i ))u1,x(·, X−1
i )

+
∂α2

∂u2
(u(·, X−1

i ))u2,x(·, X−1
i )
)]
w̃i,x‖L1

+ ‖Gi(·, X−1
i )‖L1 + ‖Ai‖L1 + ‖w̃i,x(s, ·)Xi,t(s,X

−1
i (s, ·))‖L1

)
ds. (2.19)

We observe using (2.13), (2.8),

‖Gi(s,X
−1
i (s, ·))‖L1 = O(1)‖Gi(s, ·)‖L1

= O(1)
(
‖u2,xu1,xx(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u1,xu1,xx(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u31,x(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u1,xu22,x(s, ·)‖L1

+ ‖u2,xu21,x(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,xxu1,x(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,xxu2,x(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u21,x(s, ·)‖L1

+ ‖u1,xu2,x(s, ·)‖L1

)

= O(1)(‖u2,xx‖L1‖u1,xx‖L1 + ‖u1,xx‖2L1 + ‖u1,xx‖2L1δ0 + δ0‖u2,xx‖2L1

+ δ0‖u2,xx‖L1‖u1,xx‖L1 + ‖u2,xx‖2L1 + δ0‖u1,xx‖L1 + δ0‖u2,xx‖L1

)
. (2.20)
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Similarly, we have since w1 = u1,x and w2 = −γ(u)u1,x + u2,x,

‖Ai(s, ·)‖L1 = O(1)‖ux(s, ·)‖L1‖w̃i,x(s, ·)‖L1

= O(1)‖ux(s, ·)‖L1

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣wi,x(s,X

−1
i (s, ·)))

√
αi(u(s,X

−1
i (s, ·))

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
L1

= O(1)‖ux(s, ·)‖L1‖wi,x(s, ·)‖L1

= O(1)‖ux(s, ·)‖L1(‖u1,xx(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,xx(s, ·)‖L1

+ ‖u21,x(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u1,xu2,x(s, ·)‖L1)

= O(1)δ0(‖u1,xx(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,xx(s, ·)‖L1). (2.21)

Similarly, we have∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣αi(u(·, X−1

i ))−
1

2

(∂αi

∂u1
(u(·, X−1

i ))u1,x(·, X−1
i ) +

∂αi

∂u2
(u(·, X−1

i ))u2,x(·, X−1
i )
)
w̃i,x

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
L1

= O(1)(‖u1,x(·, X−1
i )‖L∞ + ‖u2,x(·, X−1

i )‖L∞)‖w̃i,x(s, ·)‖L1

= O(1)
(
‖u1,xx(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,xx(s, ·)‖L1)(‖u1,xx(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,xx(s, ·)‖L1

+ ‖u21,x(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u1,xu2,x(s, ·)‖L1

)

= O(1)(‖u1,xx(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,xx(s, ·)‖L1)2. (2.22)

We want to estimate now w̃i,xXi,t(·, X−1
i ), let us compute Xi,t, we have then:

Xi,t(x) = −1

2

ˆ x

0

αi(u(t, z))
− 3

2 (
∂

∂u1
αi(u(t, z))u1,t(t, z) +

∂

∂u2
αi(u(t, z))u2,t(t, z))dz

= −1

2

ˆ x

0

αi(u(t, z))
− 3

2

[ ∂

∂u1
αi(u(t, z))

(
− f ′(u1(t, z))u1,x(t, z) + (α1(u1)u1,x)x(t, z)

)

+
∂

∂u2
αi(u(t, z))

(
− (g(u))x(t, z) + (β(u)u1,x + α2(u)u2,x)x(t, z)

)]
dz. (2.23)

It implies that for C2 > 0,

‖Xi,t(s, ·)‖L∞ = O(1)
(
‖u1,x‖L1 + ‖u2,x‖L1 + ‖u21,x‖L1 + ‖u2,xu1,x‖L1 + ‖u22,x‖L1

+ ‖u1,xx‖L1 + ‖u2,xx‖L1

)
(s, ·)

= O(1)(2δ0 + 2‖u1,xx‖L1 + 2‖u2,xx‖L1)(s, ·).
It implies that

‖w̃i,xXi,t(s,X
−1
i (s, ·))‖L1

= O(1)
(
2δ0 + 2δ0‖u1,xx‖L1 + δ0‖u2,xx‖L1 + ‖u1,xx‖L1 + ‖u2,xx‖L1

)
(s, ·)‖w̃i,x(s, ·)‖L1

= O(1)
(
δ0 + ‖u1,xx(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,xx(s, ·)‖L1

)(
‖u1,xx(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,xx(s, ·)‖L1

)
. (2.24)

We wish now to estimate ‖ui,xx(t, ·)‖L1, we recall that

‖ui,xx(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ κ2B(‖w1,x(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖w2,x(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖w2
1(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖w1w2(t, ·)‖L1)

≤ κ4B(‖w̃1,x(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖w̃2,x(t, ·)‖L1) + κ2B‖u1,x(t, ·)‖L1‖u1,xx(t, ·)‖L1

+ 2κ3B‖u1,x‖L1

(
‖u1,xx(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,xx(t, ·)‖L1

)

≤ κ4B(‖w̃1,x(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖w̃2,x(t, ·)‖L1) + 3κ3Bδ0
(
‖u1,xx(t, ·)‖L1‖u2,xx(t, ·)‖L1

)
. (2.25)
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It yields

(1− 6κ3Bδ0)
2∑

i=1

‖ui,xx(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ 2κ4B(‖w̃1,x(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖w̃2,x(t, ·)‖L1). (2.26)

Since 1− 6κ3Bδ0 ≥
1

2
we deduce that

2∑

i=1

‖ui,xx(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ 4κ4B(‖w̃1,x(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖w̃2,x(t, ·)‖L1). (2.27)

Combining (2.19), (2.20), (2.21), (2.22), (2.24), (2.27) and (2.17) it gives for C3 > 0 large
enough

2∑

i=1

‖ui,xx(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ 8κκ6B
√
2√

t

(
‖u1,x(t/2, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,x(t/2, ·)‖L1

)

+ C3

∑

i=1,2

ˆ t

t
2

1√
t− s

[
δ0(‖u1,xx(s, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,xx(s, ·)‖L1)

+ ‖u1,xx(s, ·)‖2L1 + ‖u2,xx(s, ·)‖2L1

+ ‖u1,xx(s, ·)‖L1‖u2,xx(s, ·)‖L1

]
ds.

Hence, we obtain
2∑

i=1

‖ui,xx(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ κκ4B
√
2√

t
δ0 + 4C3κ

4
B

ˆ t

t
2

κ√
t− s

κ7Bκ
2
A(2δ

2
0

2κκ4B√
s

+
12κ2κ8Bδ

2
0

s
)ds

≤ κκ6B8
√
2√

t
δ0 + 32C3κ

15
B κ

2κ2Aδ
2
0 +

96
√
2C3κ

3κ19B κ
2
Aδ

2
0√

t
, (2.28)

which implies since δ0 < min

{
1

2
,
2
√
2(2−

√
2)

96C3κ
1
B3κ

2κ2A

}
and t∗ ≤ t̂ that

2∑

i=1

||uxx(t∗, ·)||L1 <
16κκ6Bδ0√

t∗
.

This contradicts with the assumption that equality holds in (2.17) at t = t∗. Hence, by
density argument we conclude that (2.17) holds for BV initial data as well.

We apply similar arguments to prove the second and third estimate of (2.17), we have
by using (2.10),

‖ui,xxx(t, ·)‖L1 = O(1)
(
‖w1,xx(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖w2,xx(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖w3

1(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖w2
1w2(t, ·)‖L1

+ ‖w1w
2
2(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖w1,xw1(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖w2,xw1(t, ·)‖L1

)

= O(1)
(
‖w1,xx(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖w2,xx(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖u1,x(t, ·)‖L1‖u1,xx(t, ·)‖2L1

+ ‖u1,xx(t, ·)‖2L1‖w2(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖u1,xx(t, ·)‖L1‖w2(t, ·)‖L∞‖w2(t, ·)‖L1

+ ‖u1,xx(t, ·)‖2L1 + ‖u1,xx(t, ·)‖L1‖w2,x(t, ·)‖L1

)
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= O(1)
(
‖w1,xx(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖w2,xx(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖u1,xx(t, ·)‖2L1

+ ‖u1,xx(t, ·)‖L1‖u2,xx(t, ·)‖L1

)

= O(1)
( 2∑

i=1

‖w̃i,xx(t, ·)‖L1 +

2∑

i=1

‖ui,xx(t, ·)‖L1

2∑

i=1

‖w̃i,x(t, ·)‖L1

+ ‖u1,xx(t, ·)‖2L1 + ‖u1,xx(t, ·)‖L1‖u2,xx(t, ·)‖L1

)

= O(1)
( 2∑

i=1

‖w̃i,xx(t, ·)‖L1 +

(
2∑

i=1

‖ui,xx(t, ·)‖L1

)2

+ ‖u1,xx(t, ·)‖2L1

+ ‖u1,xx(t, ·)‖L1‖u2,xx(t, ·)‖L1

)

= O(1)




2∑

i=1

‖w̃i,xx(t, ·)‖L1 +

(
2∑

i=1

‖ui,xx(t, ·)‖L1

)2

 .

Again by contradiction we assume that the second inequality in (2.17) is not satisfied, there
exists again t∗ < t̂ such that this estimate is a equality. From the first inequality in (2.17),
we deduce in particular that for t ∈]0, t∗] we have for C4 large enough

‖ui,xxx(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ C4

( 2∑

i=1

‖w̃i,xx(t, ·)‖L1 +
κ2κ12B δ

2
0

t

)
. (2.29)

It remains now to estimate
2∑

i=1

‖w̃i,xx(t, ·)‖L1, again we have

w̃i,xx(t, ·) = Gi,x(t/2, ·) ∗ w̃i,x(t/2, ·)

− 1

2

ˆ t

t
2

Gi,x(t− s) ∗
[
Hiw̃i,xx +Hi,xw̃i,x + Gi,x(·, X−1

i )(X−1
i )x +Ai,x

− w̃i,xxXi,t(·, X−1
i )− w̃i,xXi,tx(·, X−1

i )(X−1
i )x

]
ds, (2.30)

with

Hi = αi(u(·, X−1
i ))−

1

2

[
∂αi

∂u1
(u(·, X−1

i ))u1,x(·, X−1
i ) +

∂αi

∂u2
(u(·, X−1

i ))u2,x(·, X−1
i ))

]
.

It implies in particular using (2.17) that for C5 > 0 large enough

‖w̃i,xx(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ C5δ0
t

+
1

2

ˆ t

t
2

∥∥Gi,x(t− s) ∗
[
Hiw̃i,xx +Hi,xw̃i,x +Ai,x

+ Gi,x(·, X−1
i )(X−1

i )x − w̃i,xxXi,t(·, X−1
i )

−w̃i,xXi,tx(·, X−1
i )(X−1

i )x
]∥∥

L1 ds. (2.31)

We observe that

||R||L1 = O(1)
(
||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||ux||L1

)
, (2.32)

||Rx||L1 = O(1)
(
||ux||L∞ ||uxxx||L1 + ||uxx||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||uxx||L1 (2.33)
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+ ||ux||3L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||ux||L1

)
, (2.34)

||R1||L1 = O(1)
(
||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||ux||L1

)
, (2.35)

||R1,x||L1 = O(1)
(
||ux||L∞ ||uxxx||L1 + ||uxx||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||uxx||L1 (2.36)

+ ||ux||3L∞ ||ux||L1

)
, (2.37)

||R2||L1 = O(1) ||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L1 , (2.38)

||R2,x||L1 = O(1)
(
||ux||L∞ ||uxxx||L1 + ||uxx||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||uxx||L1

)
, (2.39)

||R3||L1 = O(1)
(
||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||ux||L1

)
, (2.40)

||R3,x||L1 = O(1)
(
||ux||L∞ ||uxxx||L1 + ||uxx||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||uxx||L1 (2.41)

+ ||ux||3L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||ux||L1

)
, (2.42)

||R4||L1 = O(1) ||ux||L∞ ||ux||L1 , (2.43)

||R4,x||L1 = O(1)
(
||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||ux||L1

)
. (2.44)

We note now that using (2.17)

‖Gi,x(t, X
−1
i (t, ·))(X−1

i )x(t, ·)‖L1 = O(1)‖Gi,x(t, ·)‖L1

= O(1)
[
||ux||L∞ ||R1||L1 + ||R1,x||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||R2||L1 + ||R2,x||L1

+ ||R3,x||L1 + ||R4,x||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||R||L1 + ||Rx||L1

]

= O(1)
(
||ux||L∞ ||uxxx||L1 + ||uxx||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||3L∞ ||ux||L1

+ ||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||ux||L1

)

= O(1)

(
δ20
t
+

δ20
t3/2

)
. (2.45)

Similarly we have using (2.10) and (2),

‖w̃i,xx(t, ·)Xi,t(t, X
−1
i (t, ·))‖L1

≤ ‖w̃i,xx(t, ·)‖L1‖Xi,t(t, X
−1
i (t, ·))‖L∞

= O(1)

(
δ0 +

2∑

l=1

‖ul,xx(t, ·)‖L1

)(
‖wi,xx(t, ·)‖L1 +

2∑

l=1

‖ul,xx(t, ·)‖L1‖wi,x(t, ·)‖L1

)

= O(1) (δ0 + ‖uxx(t, ·)‖L1)
[
‖uxxx(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖ux(t, ·)‖L∞‖uxx(t, ·)‖L1

+ ‖ux(t, ·)‖L∞‖uxx(t, ·)‖L1 + ||uxx(t, ·)||2L1 + ||uxx(t, ·)||L1 ||ux(t, ·)||L∞ ||ux(t, ·)||L1

]

= O(1)

(
δ0 +

δ0√
t

)(
δ20
t
+

2∑

l=1

‖ul,xxx(t, ·)‖L1

)
. (2.46)

Taking derivative of (2.23) with respect to x we get

Xi,tx(x) = −1

2
αi(u(t, x))

− 3

2

[ ∂

∂u1
αi(u(t, x))

(
− f ′(u1(t, x))u1,x(t, x) + (α1(u1)u1,x)x(t, x)

)
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+
∂

∂u2
αi(u(t, x))

(
− (g(u))x(t, x) + (β(u)u1,x + α2(u)u2,x)x(t, x)

)]
.

For sufficiently large constant C10, C11 > 0 we have

||Xi,tx||L1 = O(1)
[
||u1,xx||L1 + ||u1,x||L1 ||u1,x||L∞ + ||u1,x|| ||u2,x||L∞

+ ||u2,x||L1 ||u2,x||L∞ + ||u2,xx||L1

]

= O(1) [||uxx||L1 + ||ux||L1 ] .

It yields for large enough constants C12, C13, C14 > 0,∣∣∣∣w̃i,xXi,tx(·, X−1
i )(X−1

i )x
∣∣∣∣
L1

= O(1) ||wi,x||L∞

∣∣∣∣Xi,tx(·, X−1
i )
∣∣∣∣
L1

∣∣∣∣(X−1
i )x

∣∣∣∣
L∞

= O(1) ||wi,xx||L1 ||Xi,tx||L1 ||Xi,xx||L1

= O(1)

(
δ20
t
+

2∑

l=1

‖ul,xxx(t, ·)‖L1

)
(
||u1,xx||L1 + ||u2,xx||L1

)
||ux||L1

= O(1)

(
δ20
t
+

2∑

l=1

‖ul,xxx(t, ·)‖L1

)
δ20√
t
. (2.47)

From the definition of Hi we get

||Hi||L∞ = O(1) ||uxx||L1 and ||Hi,x||L1 = O(1) ||uxx||L1 ,

for some large constant C15 > 0. Hence, it follows for C16, C17 > 0 large enough,

||Hiw̃i,xx||L1 + ||Hi,xw̃i,x||L1

≤ ||Hi||L∞ ||w̃i,xx||L1 + ||Hi,x||L1 ||w̃i,x||L∞

= O(1) ||uxx||L1 ||wi,xx||L1

= O(1) ||uxx||L1

(
δ20
t
+

2∑

l=1

‖ul,xxx(t, ·)‖L1

)

= O(1)

(
δ20
t
+

2∑

l=1

‖ul,xxx(t, ·)‖L1

)
δ0√
t
. (2.48)

Similarly, from (2.18) we have

||Ai,x||L1 = O(1) ||ux||L∞ ||w̃i,xx||L1

= O(1) ||uxx||L1

(
δ20
t
+

2∑

l=1

‖ul,xxx(t, ·)‖L1

)

= O(1)

(
δ20
t
+

2∑

l=1

‖ul,xxx(t, ·)‖L1

)
δ0√
t
. (2.49)

From (2.29), (2.31), (2.45), (2.46), (2.47), (2.48) and (2.49) we get for C6 > 0 large enough
2∑

i=1

‖ui,xxx(t, ·)‖L1 ≤
(
C2δ0
2t

+ C6

ˆ t

t
2

1√
t− s

(
δ20
s
+
δ20

s
3

2

)
ds

)
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≤
(C2δ0

2t
+

2
√
2C6δ

2
0√

t
+

4C6δ
2
0

t
) ≤ C2

t
, (2.50)

if we take C2 ≥ 16C6 sufficiently large and such that δ0 ≤
1√
t̂
which gives the result.

We apply similar arguments to prove the fourth order estimate of uxxxx as in (2.17). From
(2.6) and (2.11) we have

‖ui,xxxx(t, ·)‖L1 = O(1)

(
||wxxx||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||uxxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||uxx||L1

+ ||ux||3L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||uxx||L∞ ||uxx||L1

)

= O(1)

(
||wxxx||L1 + ||uxx||L1 ||uxxx||L1 + ||uxx||2L1 ||uxx||L1

+ ||uxx||3L1 ||ux||L1 + ||uxxx||L1 ||uxx||L1

)

= O(1)

(
||w̃1,xxx||L1 + ||w̃2,xxx||L1 + ||ux||L∞ (||w̃1,xx||L1 + ||w̃2,xx||L1)

+ (||uxx||L∞ + ||ux||2L∞)(||w̃1,x||L1 + ||w̃2,x||L1)

+ ||uxx||L1 ||uxxx||L1 + ||uxx||2L1 ||uxx||L1

+ ||uxx||3L1 ||ux||L1 + ||uxxx||L1 ||uxx||L1

)
.

From (2.10) we have

||w̃i,x||L1 = O(1) ||wi,x||L1 = O(1)(||uxx||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||ux||L1),

||w̃i,xx||L1 = O(1)
(
||wi,xx||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||wi,x||L1

)

= O(1)
(
||uxxx||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||ux||L1

)
.

Then we obtain

‖ui,xxxx(t, ·)‖L1 = O(1)

(
||w̃1,xxx||L1 + ||w̃2,xxx||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||uxxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||uxx||L1

+ (||uxx||L∞ + ||ux||2L∞) ||uxx||L1 + ||uxx||L1 ||uxxx||L1

+ ||uxx||2L1 ||uxx||L1 + ||uxx||3L1 ||ux||L1 + ||uxxx||L1 ||uxx||L1

)

= O(1)

(
||w̃1,xxx||L1 + ||w̃2,xxx||L1 +

δ20
t3/2

)
. (2.51)

Similarly, we have

||w̃xxx||L1 = O(1)

(
||uxxxx||L1 +

δ20
t3/2

)
.

To estimate
2∑

i=1

‖w̃i,xx(t, ·)‖L1, again we have

w̃i,xxx(t, ·) = Gi,x(t/2, ·) ∗ w̃i,xxx(t/2, ·)
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− 1

2

ˆ t

t
2

Gi,x(t− s) ∗
[
Hiw̃i,xxx + 2Hi,xw̃i,xx +Hi,xxw̃i,x + 2Ai,xx

+ Gi,xx(·, X−1
i )(X−1

i )2x + Gi,x(·, X−1
i )(X−1

i )xx

− w̃i,xxxXi,t(·, X−1
i )− 2w̃i,xxXi,tx(·, X−1

i )(X−1
i )x

− w̃i,xXi,txx(·, X−1
i )(X−1

i )2x − w̃i,xXi,tx(·, X−1
i )(X−1

i )xx

]
ds. (2.52)

We calculate

Gxx = uxx ·DB1(u)R1 + (ux ⊗ ux) : D
2B1(u)R1 + 2ux ·DB1(u)R1,x +B1(u)R1,xx

+ uxx ·DP (u)R2 + (ux ⊗ ux) : D
2P (u)R2 + 2ux ·DP (u)R2,x + P (u)R2,xx

+R3,xx −R4,xx + uxx ·DP (u)R+ (ux ⊗ ux) : D
2P (u)R

+ 2ux ·DP (u)Rx + P (u)Rxx.

Note that

R1,xx =




0

2
∂

∂x
(γ(u))u1,xxxx + 4

∂2

∂x2
(γ(u))u1,xxx + 2

∂3

∂x3
(γ(u))u1,xx





+




0
∂4

∂x4
(γ(u))u1,x + 2

∂3

∂x3
(γ(u))u1,xx +

∂2

∂2x
(γ(u))u1,xxx




= O(1)
(
|ux| |u1,xxxx|+ |uxx| |u1,xxx|+ |ux|2 |u1,xxx|+ |uxxx| |u1,xx|

)

+O(1)
(
|uxx| |ux| |u1,xx|+ |ux|3 |u1,xx|+ |uxxxx| |u1,x|+ |uxxx| |ux| |u1,x|

)

+O(1)
(
|uxx| |ux|2 |u1,x|+ |uxx|2 |u1,x|+ |ux|4 |u1,x|

)
,

R2,xx =




α′′′
1 (u1)(u

2
1,x + u1,xx)u1,xu1,xx + 2α′′

1(u1)u1,x[u1,xu1,xxx + u21,xx]
∂3

∂x3
(β(u))u1,xx +

∂3

∂x3
(α2(u))u2,xx + 2

∂2

∂x2
(β(u))u1,xxx + 2

∂2

∂x2
(α2(u))u2,xxx




+

(
α′
1(u1)[3u1,xxxu1,xx + u1,xu1,xxxx] + α′

1(u1)[3u1,xxxu1,xx + u1,xu1,xxxx]
∂

∂x
(β(u))u1,xxxx +

∂

∂x
(α2(u))u2,xxxx

)

= O(1)
(
|ux| |uxxxx|+ |uxx| |uxxx|+ |ux|2 |uxxx|+ |uxx|2 |ux|+ |ux|3 |uxx|

)
,

R3,xx =




0
∂3

∂t∂x2
(γ(u))u1,x + 2

∂2

∂t∂x
(γ(u))u1,xx +

∂

∂t
(γ(u))u1,xxx




= O(1)
(
|utxx| |ux|+ |utx| |ux|2 + |ut| |uxx| |ux|+ |ut| |ux|3 + |utx| |uxx|+ |ut| |uxxx|

)

= O(1)
(
|uxxxx| |ux|+ |uxxx| |ux|2 + |uxx|2 |ux|+ |uxx| |ux|3 + |ux|4 + |uxxx| |ux|

)

+O(1)
(
|uxx| |ux|2 + |ux|3 + |uxxx| |ux|2 + |uxx| |ux|3 + |ux|5 + |uxx| |ux|2 + |ux|4

)

+O(1)
(
|uxx|2 |ux|+ |uxx| |ux|3 + |uxx| |ux|2 + |uxx| |ux|3 + |ux|5 ++ |ux|4

)

+O
(
|uxxx| |uxx|+ |uxx|2 |ux|+ |uxx| |ux|3 + |uxx|2 + |uxx| |ux|2 + |ux| |uxxx|

)

+O(1)
(
|uxx| |uxxx|+ |ux|2 |uxxx|

)
,
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R4,xx = [ux ⊗ ux : D2A1(u) + uxx ·DA1(u)]

(
0

∂

∂x
(γ(u))u1,x

)

+ ux ·DA1(u)




0
∂2

∂x2
(γ(u))u1,x +

∂

∂x
(γ(u))u1,xx




+ A1(u)




0
∂3

∂x3
(γ(u))u1,x + 2

∂2

∂x2
(γ(u))u1,xx +

∂

∂x
(γ(u))u1,xxx




= O(1)
(
|ux|4 + |ux|2 |uxx|+ |uxxx| |ux|+ |uxx|2

)
,

Rxx =




(α′

1(u1)(u1,x)
2)xxx −

(
f ′′(u1)(u1,x)

2
)
xx(

∂

∂x
(β(u))u1,x

)

xxx

+

(
∂

∂x
(α2(u))u2,x

)

xxx





= O(1)
(
|ux|5 + |uxx| |ux|3 + |uxxx| |ux|2 + |uxxxx| |ux|+ |uxxx| |uxx|+ |ux| |uxx|2

)
.

Subsequently, we get∣∣∣∣Gi,xx(·, X−1
i )(X−1

i )2x
∣∣∣∣
L1

= O(1)
(
||uxx||L∞ ||R1||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||R1||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||R1,x||L1 + ||R1,xx||L1

)

+O(1)
(
||uxx||L∞ ||R2||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||R2||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||R2,x||L1 + ||R2,xx||L1

)

+O(1)
(
||uxx||L∞ ||R||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||R||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||Rx||L1 + ||Rxx||L1 + ||R3,xx||L1 + ||R4,xx||L1

)
.

Then we get∣∣∣∣Gi,xx(·, X−1
i )(X−1

i )2x
∣∣∣∣
L1

= O(1)
(
||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||ux||L1

) [
||uxx||L∞ + ||ux||2L∞

]

+O(1)
(
||ux||2L∞ ||uxxx||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||3L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||4L∞ ||ux||L1

)

+O(1)
(
||ux||L∞ ||uxxxx||L1 + ||uxx||L∞ |uxxx|L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||uxxx||L1 + ||uxxx||L1 ||uxx||L∞

)

+O(1)
(
||uxx||L1 ||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L∞ + ||ux||3L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||uxxxx||L1 ||ux||L∞ + ||uxxx||L1 ||ux||2L∞

)

+O(1)
(
||uxx||L1 ||ux||2L∞ ||ux||L∞ + ||uxx||2L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||ux||4L∞ ||ux||L1

)

+O(1) ||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L1

[
||uxx||L∞ + ||ux||2L∞

]

+O(1)
(
||ux||2L∞ ||uxxx||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||3L∞ ||uxx||L1

)

+O(1)
(
||ux||L∞ ||uxxxx||L1 + ||uxx||L∞ ||uxxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||uxxx||L1

)

+O(1)
(
||uxx||2L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||ux||3L∞ ||uxx||L1

)

+O(1)
(
||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||ux||L1

) [
||uxx||L∞ + ||ux||2L∞

]

+O(1)
(
||ux||2L∞ ||uxxx||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||3L∞ ||uxx||L1

+ ||ux||4L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||3L∞ ||ux||L1

)

+O(1)
(
||ux||4L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||uxx||L1 ||ux||3L∞ + ||uxxx||L1 ||ux||2L∞ + ||uxxxx||L1 ||ux||L∞

)

+O(1)
(
||uxxx||L1 ||uxx||L∞ + ||ux||L1 ||uxx||2L∞

)
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+O(1)
(
||uxxxx||L1 ||ux||L∞ + ||uxxx||L1 ||ux||2L∞ + ||uxx||2L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||uxx||L1 ||ux||3L∞

+ ||ux||3L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||uxxx||L1 ||ux||L∞

)

+O(1)
(
||uxx||L1 ||ux||2L∞ + ||ux||2L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||uxxx||L1 ||ux||2L∞ + ||uxx||L1 ||ux||3L∞

+ ||ux||4L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||uxx||L∞ ||ux||2L∞ + ||ux||3L∞ ||ux||L1

)

+O(1)
(
||uxx||2L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||uxx||L1 ||ux||3L∞ + ||uxx||L1 ||ux||2L∞ + ||uxx||L1 ||ux||3L∞

+ ||ux||4L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||ux||3L∞ ||ux||L1

)

+O(1)
(
||uxxx||L1 ||uxx||L∞ + ||uxx||2L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||uxx||L1 ||ux||3L∞ + ||uxx||L1 ||uxx||L∞

+ ||uxx||L1 ||ux||2L∞ + ||ux||L∞ ||uxxx||L1

)

+O(1)
(
||uxx||L∞ ||uxxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||uxxx||L1

)

+O(1)
(
||ux||3L∞ ||ux||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||uxxx||L1 ||ux||L∞ + ||uxx||L∞ ||uxx||L1

)
,

which gives
∣∣∣∣Gi,xx(·, X−1

i )(X−1
i )2x

∣∣∣∣
L1 = O(1)

(
δ20
t3/2

+
δ20
t2

)
. (2.53)

From the definition of Hi we have

||Hi,xx||L1 = O(1)
(
||uxxx||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||ux||L1

)
= O(1)

δ0
t
.

Then we get

||Hiw̃i,xxx||L1 + 2 ||Hi,xw̃i,xx||L1 + ||Hi,xxw̃i,x||L1

≤ ||Hi||L∞ ||w̃i,xxx||L1 + 2 ||Hi,x||L∞ ||w̃i,xx||L1 + ||Hi,xx||L1 ||w̃i,x||L∞

≤ O(1)
δ0√
t

(
||uxxxx||L1 +

δ20
t3/2

)
+ 3 ||Hi,xx||L1 ||w̃xx||L1

= O(1)
δ0√
t

(
||uxxxx||L1 +

δ20
t3/2

)
+O(1)

δ0
t

(
||uxxx||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞ ||ux||L1

)

= O(1)
δ0√
t

(
||uxxxx||L1 +

δ20
t3/2

)
. (2.54)

Furthermore, we estimate∣∣∣∣Gi,x(·, X−1
i )(X−1

i )xx
∣∣∣∣
L1 = O(1) ||Gi,xx||L1 ||ux||L1

= O(1)

(
δ30
t3/2

+
δ30
t2

)
, (2.55)

∣∣∣∣w̃i,xxxXi,t(·, X−1
i )
∣∣∣∣
L1 = ||w̃i,xxx||L1

∣∣∣∣Xi,t(·, X−1
i )
∣∣∣∣
L∞

= O(1)

(
||uxxxx||L1 +

δ20
t3/2

)(
δ0 +

δ0√
t

)
, (2.56)

∣∣∣∣w̃i,xxXi,tx(·, X−1
i )(X−1

i )x
∣∣∣∣
L1 = O(1) ||w̃i,xx||L1

∣∣∣∣Xi,tx(·, X−1
i )
∣∣∣∣
L∞

∣∣∣∣(X−1
i )x

∣∣∣∣
L∞

= O(1) ||w̃i,xx||L1

∣∣∣∣Xi,tx(·, X−1
i )
∣∣∣∣
L∞
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= O(1)

(
||uxxx||L1 +

δ20
t

)
δ0√
t
, (2.57)

∣∣∣∣w̃i,xXi,txx(·, X−1
i )(X−1

i )2x
∣∣∣∣
L1 ≤ ||w̃i,x||L∞

∣∣∣∣Xi,txx(·, X−1
i )
∣∣∣∣
L1

∣∣∣∣(X−1
i )2x

∣∣∣∣
L∞

≤ ||w̃i,xx||L1

∣∣∣∣Xi,txx(·, X−1
i )
∣∣∣∣
L1

= O(1)
δ0
t

(
||uxxx||L1 + ||uxx||L1 + ||ux||2L∞

)

= O(1)
δ0
t2
, (2.58)

∣∣∣∣w̃i,xXi,tx(·, X−1
i )(X−1

i )xx
∣∣∣∣
L1

≤ ||w̃i,x||L∞

∣∣∣∣Xi,tx(·, X−1
i )
∣∣∣∣
L1

∣∣∣∣(X−1
i )xx

∣∣∣∣
L∞

= O(1) ||w̃i,xx||L1 (||uxx||L1 + ||ux||L1) ||ux||L∞

= O(1)
δ20
t2
. (2.59)

We also have

||Ai,xx||L1 = O(1)

(
||uxx||L1 ||w̃x||L∞ + ||ux||2L∞ ||w̃x||L1 + ||ux||L∞ ||w̃xx||L1

+ ||u− u∗||L∞ ||w̃xxx||L1

)

= O(1)

(
δ0 ||uxxxx||L1 +

δ20
t3/2

)
. (2.60)

From (2.52), (2.53), (2.54), (2.55), (2.56), (2.57), (2.58), (2.59), and (2.60) we get for C7 > 0
large enough

2∑

i=1

‖ui,xxx(t, ·)‖L1 ≤
(
C3δ0
2t3/2

+ C7

ˆ t

t
2

1√
t− s

(
δ20
s2

+
δ20
s3/2

)
ds

)

≤
(
C3δ0
2t3/2

+
4
√
2C7δ

2
0

t3/2
+

4C7δ
2
0

t
) ≤ C3

t3/2
, (2.61)

if C3 ≥ 32C7 is chosen sufficiently large and such that δ0 ≤
1√
t̂
which gives the result. This

completes the proof of Proposition 2.1.

Corollary 2.2. Let T > t̂. Assume that the solution u of (1.11) satisfies on [0, T ]

‖u1,x(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,x(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ δ0,

then for all t ∈ [t̂, T ] we have
2∑

i=1

||ui,xx(t, ·)||L1 ,

2∑

i=1

||ui,x(t, ·)||L∞ ,= O(1)δ20

2∑

i=1

||ui,xxx(t, ·)||L1 ,

2∑

i=1

||ui,xx(t, ·)||L∞ = O(1)δ30

2∑

i=1

||ui,xxxx(t, ·)||L1 ,
2∑

i=1

||ui,xxx(t, ·)||L∞ = O(1)δ40

(2.62)

Proof. It suffices to apply Proposition (2.1) on [t− t̂, t].
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Proposition 2.3. There exists C > 0 large enough depending on κA, κB, κ such that if the
solution u of (1.11) verifies:

Tot.Var.(u(0, ·)) ≤ δ0
C
, (2.63)

then u satisfies on the whole interval [0, t̂]:

‖ux(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ δ0
2
. (2.64)

Proof of the proposition follows from estimates (2.17) with the argument as in [4, Propo-
sition 2.3], [14, Proposition 3.6]. We omit the proof here.

3 Gradient decomposition

We would like to decompose ux in terms of travelling waves of (1.11). Let u(t, x) = U(x−σ1t)
be a travelling wave corresponding to 1-family. Then if satisfies




ux = v
vx = B−1(A(u)− σ1I)− B−1(u)[v ·DB(u)]v,
σ1,x = 0.

(3.1)

As it is done in Appendix A, we note that the gradient of 1-family travelling waves can be
written under the following form

ux = v1r̃1 where r̃1 =

(
1

s(u, v1, σ1)

)
(3.2)

for some C2 function s. Furthermore, we can calculate that r̃1 = r1(u)+ψ̃2(u, v1, σ1)r2 where
ψ̃2 is as in Appendix A. We note from (2.2) that:

s(u, v1, σ1) = ψ̃2(u, v1, σ1) +

∂g
∂u1

(u)

f ′(u1)− ∂g
∂u2

(u)
.

Therefore, from (A.17) we deduce that

s(u, v1, σ1) = O(1)v1, sσ(u, v1, σ1) = O(1)v1, sσσ(u, v1, σ1) = O(1)v1,

suσ(u, v1, σ1) = O(1)v1.
(3.3)

Hence, we get

r̃1,σ(u, v1, σ1) = O(1)v1, r̃1,σσ(u, v1, σ1) = O(1)v1, r̃1 • r̃1,σ = O(1)v1. (3.4)

Furthermore, we can deduce some identities. Assume that u(t, x) = U(x − σ1t) is a 1
travelling wave with speed σ1 ∈ R since U ′(x) = v1(x)r̃1(U(x), v1(x), σ1) and u satisfies the
equation (1.11), we get

(v1B(u)r̃1)x = v1(A(u)− σ1)r̃1. (3.5)

We observe that B(u)r̃1(u, v1, σ1) = α1r̃1 + s1r2 where s1 = (α2(u) − α1(u1))ψ̃2(u, v1, σ1).
Therefore, we have

(v1B(u)r̃1)x = (α1v1r̃1 + v1s1r2)x (3.6)

= α1v1,xr̃1 + v21α
′
1(u1)r̃1 + α1v

2
1 r̃1 • r̃1 + α1v1v1,xr̃1,v (3.7)

+ v1,xs1r2 + v21 r̃1 • s1r2 + v1v1,xs1,vr2. (3.8)
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Comparing the first coordinate of (3.5) we get α1v1,x + v21α
′
1 = (λ1 − σ1)v1. Hence, we have

v1A(u)r̃1 − v21α
′
1r̃1 − α1v

2
1 r̃1 • r̃1 − v21 r̃1 • s1r2

= v1(λ1 − v1α
′
1)r̃1 + v21(λ1 − v1α

′
1 − σ1)r̃1,v +

1

α1
v1(λ1 − v1α

′
1 − σ1)s1r2

+
1

α1
v21(λ1 − v1α

′
1 − σ1)s1,vr2. (3.9)

We want to have a decomposition of ux =

(
u1,x
u2,x

)
in the basis (r̃1(u, v1, σ1), r2) as

ux(t, x) = v1(t, x)r̃1(u(t, x), v1(t, x), σ1(t, x)) + v2(t, x)r2. (3.10)

Remark 3.1. We point out on the fact that we will use the decomposition (3.10) only for
t ≥ t̂, indeed for large time t we expect that |v1(t, x) = u1,x(t, x)| is sufficiently small in
L∞ norm such that |v1(t, x)| ≤ ε with ε > 0 defined in the Appendix. In particular we can
apply the Central Manifold Theorem since (u(t, x), v1(t, x), σ1(t, x)) is in a neighbourhood of
(u∗, 0, λ∗1).

Remark 3.2. We claim that the decomposition of ux corresponds to a sum of gradient of
viscous travelling wave. Indeed we recall that the 2 Lax curve associated to (1.1) is of Temple
type since it is a straight line. In this case (see [14]), we can observe that the gradient of the
2 viscous travelling waves take the direction of r2.

Remark 3.3. Under the previous decomposition, due to the form of the vector r̃1(u, v1, σ1)
(see (3.2)), we deduce that

v1(t, x) = u1,x(t, x) and v2(t, x) = u2,x(t, x)− s(u(t, x), u1,x(t, x), σ1(t, x))u1,x(t, x). (3.11)

Therefore, we can have Bux = α1v1r̃1+v1s1r2+α2v2r2. Differentiating w.r.t. x we obtain

(B(u)ux)x = α1v1,xr̃1 + α1v
2
1 r̃1 • r̃1 + α1v1v2r2 • r̃1 + α1v1,xv1r̃1,v

+ α1σ1,xv1r̃1,σ + (v1s1)xr2 + α2v2,xr2 + v21α
′
1r̃1 + v22(r2 • α2)r2

+ v1v2(r̃1 • α2)r2.

By using (3.9) we obtain

(B(u)ux)x −A(u)ux

= α1v1,xr̃1 + α1v
2
1 r̃1 • r̃1 + v21α

′
1r̃1 − v1A(u)r̃1 − v2A(u)r2 + α1v1v2r2 • r̃1

+ α1v1,xv1r̃1,v + α1σ1,xv1r̃1,σ + v1,xs1r2 + v21 r̃1 • s1r2
+ v1v2r2 • s1r2 + v1v1,xs1,vr2 + v1σ1,xs1,σr2 + α2v2,xr2

+ v22(r2 • α2)r2 + v1v2(r̃1 • α2)r2

= α1v1,xr̃1 − λ2v2r2 + α1v1v2r2 • r̃1 + α1v1,xv1r̃1,v + α1σ1,xv1r̃1,σ

+ v1,xs1r2 + v1v2r2 • s1r2 + v1v1,xs1,vr2 + v1σ1,xs1,σr2 + α2v2,xr2

− v1(λ1 − v1α
′
1)r̃1 − v21(λ1 − v1α

′
1 − σ1)r̃1,v

− 1

α1
v1(λ1 − v1α

′
1 − σ1)s1r2 −

1

α1
v21(λ1 − v1α

′
1 − σ1)s1,vr2

+ v22(r2 • α2)r2 + v1v2(r̃1 • α2)r2.
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We simplify

(B(u)ux)x − A(u)ux

= (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)v1)[r̃1 + v1r̃1,v] +

1

α1
(α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1)v1)(s1 + v1s1,v)r2

+ (α2v2,x − (λ2 − v2(r2 • α2))v2)r2 + v21σ1r̃1,v +
1

α1

v1σ1s1r2

+
1

α1

v21σ1s1,vr2 + v1σ1,xs1,σr2 + α1σ1,xv1r̃1,σ

+ v1v2(r̃1 • α2)r2 + v1v2r2 • s1r2 + α1v1v2r2 • r̃1.

(3.12)

Following [3, 4] we set w1 := α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)v1. Then we have

(B(u)ux)x −A(u)ux

= w1[r̃1 + v1r̃1,v]

+ (α2v2,x − (λ2 − v2(r2 • α2))v2)r2

+
1

α1
(w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v)r2 + v1σ1,xs1,σr2 + v21σ1r̃1,v

+ α1σ1,xv1r̃1,σ + v1v2r2 • s1r2 + α1v1v2r2 • r̃1 + v1v2(r̃1 • α2)r2.

(3.13)

Now, we calculate

((B(u)ux)x − A(u)ux)x

= (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)v1)x[r̃1 + v1r̃1,v] + (α2v2,x − (λ2 − v2(r2 • α2))v2)xr2

+ (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)v1)[v1r̃1 • r̃1 + v2r2 • r̃1 + 2v1,xr̃1,v + σ1,xr̃1,σ]

+ (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)v1)v1[v1r̃1 • r̃1,v + v2r2 • r̃1,v + v1,xr̃1,vv + σ1,xr̃1,vσ]

+
1

α1
((w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v))xr2 −

v1α
′
1

α2
1

((w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v))r2

+ (v1σ1,xs1,σ)xr2 + 2v1v1,xσ1r̃1,v + v21σ1,xr̃1,v

+ v21σ1[v1r̃1 • r̃1,v + v2r2 • r̃1,v + v1,xr̃1,vv + σ1,xr̃1,vσ] + α1(σ1,xv1)xr̃1,σ + (v1α
′
1)σ1,xv1r̃1,σ

+ α1σ1,xv1[v1r̃1 • r̃1,σ + v2r2 • r̃1,σ + v1,xr̃1,vσ + σ1,xr̃1,σσ] + (v1,xv2 + v1v2,x)r2 • s1r2
+ v1v2 [v1r̃1 • (r2 • s1) + v2r2 • (r2 • s1) + v1,xr2 • s1,v + σ1,xr2 • s1,σ] r2
+ α1(v1,xv2 + v1v2,x)r2 • r̃1 + (v1α

′
1)v1v2r2 • r̃1

+ α1v1v2 [v1r̃1 • (r2 • r̃1) + v2r2 • (r2 • r̃1) + v1,xr2 • r̃1,v + σ1,xr2 • r̃1,σ]
+ [v1,xv2 + v1v2,x](r̃1 • α2)r2 + v1v2((ux ⊗ r̃1) : D

2α2)r2 + v1v2((ux • r̃1) • α2)r2

+ v1v2v1,x(r̃1,v • α2)r2 + v1v2σ1,x(r̃1,σ • α2)r2.

Similarly using (3.13), we have

utx = v1,t[r̃1 + v1r̃1,v] + v2,tr2 + v1ut • r̃1 + v1σ1,tr̃1,σ

= v1,t[r̃1 + v1r̃1,v] + v2,tr2 + v1σ1,tr̃1,σ

+ (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)v1)v1[r̃1 • r̃1 + v1r̃1,v • r̃1]

+ (α2v2,x − (λ2 − r2 • α2v2)v2)v1r2 • r̃1
+

1

α1
(w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v)v1r2 • r̃1
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+ v31σ1r̃1,v • r̃1 + v21σ1,xs1,σr2 • r̃1 + α1σ1,xv
2
1 r̃1,σ • r̃1

+ v21v2r2 • s1r2 • r̃1 + α1v
2
1v2(r2 • r̃1) • r̃1

+ v21v2(r̃1 • α2)(r2 • r̃1).
Set λ̃1, λ̃2 as follows,

λ̃1 = λ1 − α′
1v1, λ̃2 = λ2 − (r2 • α2)v2.

Since utx = ((B(u)ux)x −A(u)ux)x, we can obtain

(v1,t + (λ̃1v1)x − (α1v1,x)x)
[
r̃1 + v1r̃1,v

]
+ (v2,t + (λ̃2v2)x − (α2v2,x)x)r2

=
1

α1

((w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v))xr2 + (v1σ1,xs1,σ)xr2 −
v1α

′
1

α2
1

((w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v))r2

+ [w1σ1,x + α1(σ1,xv1)x − σ1,tv1 + v21α
′
1σ1,x]r̃1,σ + E ,

where E is defined as follows

E = (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)v1)[v1r̃1 • r̃1 + v2r2 • r̃1 + 2v1,xr̃1,v]

+ (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)v1)v1[v1r̃1 • r̃1,v + v2r2 • r̃1,v + v1,xr̃1,vv + σ1,xr̃1,vσ]

+ 2v1v1,xσ1r̃1,v

+ v21σ1,xr̃1,v + v21σ1[v1r̃1 • r̃1,v + v2r2 • r̃1,v + v1,xr̃1,vv + σ1,xr̃1,vσ]

+ α1σ1,xv1[v1r̃1 • r̃1,σ + v2r2 • r̃1,σ + v1,xr̃1,vσ + σ1,xr̃1,σσ] + (v1,xv2 + v1v2,x)r2 • s1r2
+ v1v2 [v1r̃1 • (r2 • s1) + v2r2 • (r2 • s1) + v1,xr2 • s1,v + σ1,xr2 • s1,σ] r2
+ α1(v1,xv2 + v1v2,x)r2 • r̃1 + (v1α

′
1)v1v2r2 • r̃1

+ α1v1v2 [v1r̃1 • (r2 • r̃1) + v2r2 • (r2 • r̃1) + v1,xr2 • r̃1,v + σ1,xr2 • r̃1,σ]
+ [v1,xv2 + v1v2,x](r̃1 • α2)r2 + v1v2((ux ⊗ r̃1) : D

2α2)r2 + v1v2((ux • r̃1) • α2)r2

+ v1v2v1,x(r̃1,v • α2)r2 + v1v2σ1,x(r̃1,σ • α2)r2

− (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)v1)v1[r̃1 • r̃1 + v1r̃1,v • r̃1]

− (α2v2,x − (λ2 − r2 • α2v2)v2)v1r2 • r̃1
− 1

α1
(w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v)v1r2 • r̃1

− v31σ1r̃1,v • r̃1 − v21σ1,xs1,σr2 • r̃1 − α1σ1,xv
2
1 r̃1,σ • r̃1

− v21v2r2 • s1r2 • r̃1 − α1v
2
1v2(r2 • r̃1) • r̃1

− v21v2(r̃1 • α2)(r2 • r̃1).
We have in fact obtained

E = w1[v2r2 • r̃1 + 2v1,xr̃1,v]

+ w1v1[v1r̃1 • r̃1,v + v2r2 • r̃1,v + v1,xr̃1,vv + σ1,xr̃1,vσ]

+ 2v1v1,xσ1r̃1,v

+ v21σ1,xr̃1,v + v21σ1[v1r̃1 • r̃1,v + v2r2 • r̃1,v + v1,xr̃1,vv + σ1,xr̃1,vσ]

+ α1σ1,xv1[v1r̃1 • r̃1,σ + v2r2 • r̃1,σ + v1,xr̃1,vσ + σ1,xr̃1,σσ] + (v1,xv2 + v1v2,x)r2 • s1r2
+ v1v2 [v1r̃1 • (r2 • s1) + v2r2 • (r2 • s1) + v1,xr2 • s1,v + σ1,xr2 • s1,σ] r2
+ α1(v1,xv2 + v1v2,x)r2 • r̃1 + (v1α

′
1)v1v2r2 • r̃1
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+ α1v1v2 [v1r̃1 • (r2 • r̃1) + v2r2 • (r2 • r̃1) + v1,xr2 • r̃1,v + σ1,xr2 • r̃1,σ]
+ [v1,xv2 + v1v2,x](r̃1 • α2)r2 + v1v2((ux ⊗ r̃1) : D

2α2)r2 + v1v2((ux • r̃1) • α2)r2

+ v1v2v1,x(r̃1,v • α2)r2 + v1v2σ1,x(r̃1,σ • α2)r2

− w1v
2
1 r̃1,v • r̃1

− (α2v2,x − (λ2 − r2 • α2v2)v2)v1r2 • r̃1
− 1

α1
(w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v)v1r2 • r̃1

− v31σ1r̃1,v • r̃1 − v21σ1,xs1,σr2 • r̃1 − α1σ1,xv
2
1 r̃1,σ • r̃1

− v21v2r2 • s1r2 • r̃1 − α1v
2
1v2(r2 • r̃1) • r̃1

− v21v2(r̃1 • α2)(r2 • r̃1).
It gives then

E = (2v1,x(w1 + σ1v1) + σ1,xv
2
1)r̃1,v + v21(w1 + σ1v1)(r̃1 • r̃1,v − r̃1,v • r̃1)

+ v1v1,x(w1 + σ1v1)r̃1,vv + v1σ1,x(w1 + α1v1,x + v1σ1)r̃1,vσ

+ α1σ1,xv
2
1(r̃1 • r̃1,σ − r̃1,σ • r̃1) + α1v1(σ1,x)

2r̃1,σσ

+

[
w1v2 + α1(v1,xv2 + v1v2,x) + (v1α

′
1)v1v2 − v21σ1,xs1,σ − (α2v2,x − (λ2 − r2 • α2v2)v2)v1

− 1

α1

(w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v)v1 − v21v2(r̃1 • α2)

]
r2 • r̃1

+ (w1v1v2 + v21σ1v2)r2 • r̃1,v + 2α1σ1,xv1v2r2 • r̃1,σ + (v1,xv2 + v1v2,x)r2 • s1r2
+ v1v2 [v1r̃1 • (r2 • s1) + v2r2 • (r2 • s1) + v1,xr2 • s1,v + σ1,xr2 • s1,σ] r2
+ α1v1v2 [v1r̃1 • (r2 • r̃1) + v2r2 • (r2 • r̃1) + v1,xr2 • r̃1,v]
+ [v1,xv2 + v1v2,x](r̃1 • α2)r2 + v1v2((ux ⊗ r̃1) : D

2α2)r2 + v1v2((ux • r̃1) • α2)r2

+ v1v2v1,x(r̃1,v • α2)r2 + v1v2σ1,x(r̃1,σ • α2)r2

− v21v2r2 • s1r2 • r̃1 − α1v
2
1v2(r2 • r̃1) • r̃1. (3.14)

Observe that 〈l1, ξ • r̃1〉 = 0 for all ξ ∈ R
2 since (ξ • r̃1)1 = 0. Then we have 〈l1, E〉 = 0.

Hence, taking scalar product with l1 we obtain

v1,t + (λ̃1v1)x − (α1v1,x)x = 0. (3.15)

Similarly, multiplying by l2 we get

v2,t + (λ̃2v2)x − (α2v2,x)x

=
1

α1
((w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v))x + (v1σ1,xs1,σ)x −

v1α
′
1

α2
1

((w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v))

+ [w1σ1,x + α1(σ1,xv1)x − σ1,tv1 + v21α
′
1σ1,x](l2 · r̃1,σ) + l2 · E .

(3.16)

The previous computation are satisfied for any parameter σ1, it is then important at this
level to fix our choice of σ1. As in [3] since we consider a solution such that lim

x→−∞
u(t, x) = u∗,

we set

w̃1 = w1 + λ1(u
∗)v1,

σ1 = λ1(u
∗) + θ(−w̃1

v1
),

(3.17)
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with θ : R → [−2δ1, 2δ1] an odd function such that

θ(x) =





x for |x| ≤ δ1,

smooth connection δ1 ≤ |x| ≤ 3δ1,

0 |x| ≥ 3δ1.

We take here a cubic interpolation satisfying:

|θ(x)| ≤ 2δ1, |θ′(x)| ≤ 1, |θ′′(x)| ≤ 1

δ1
.

Remark 3.4. We can note that δ1 is chosen sufficiently small such that we can define
r̃1(u, v1, σ1), indeed from the Central Manifold Theorem we have seen that σ1 lives in a
neighbourhood of 0.

Remark 3.5. The previous choice on σ1 can be explained as follows. Assume that u(t, x) =
U(x − σt) is a 1 travelling wave solution of (1.11) with σ close from λ1, then from the Ap-
pendix we know that we have U ′(x) = v1(x)r̃1(U(x), v1(x), σ), in addition we have: ut(t, x) =
−σux(t, x) = −σv1(x− σt)r̃1(U(x− σt), v1(x− σt), σ) but from (3.13) we deduce also that:

ut = w1r̃1 +
1

α1

(w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v)r2 + (w1 + v1σ1)v1r̃1,v.

It is then natural to expect that σ = −w1

v1
when σ is close from λ1(u

∗) which is exactly what

expressed the truncated expression (3.17) when |w̃1

v1
| ≤ δ1. In the sequel in order to simplify

the notation, we will assume that λ1(u
∗) = 0 such that σ1 = θ(−w1

v1
).

In the sequel since we will prove that the solution u(t, x) satisfies ‖v1(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ 2δ0 for
any t ≥ 0 and ‖∂xv1(t, x)‖L1 ≤ 2δ20, we choose δ1 such that:

‖1/α1‖L∞[−2δ0,2δ0]max (|λ1(u(t, x))|+ |α′
1(u1(t, x))||v1(t, x)|)(t,x)

≤ ‖1/α1‖L∞[−2δ0,2δ0](2‖λ′1‖L∞δ0 + 2‖α′
1‖L∞δ20) ≤

1

5
δ1.

We deduce then that if w1+σ1v1 6= 0 then we must have |w1

v1
| ≥ δ1 which implies in particular

that

|v1,x
v1

| ≥ 4

5
δ1. (3.18)

It yields that when the ratio |w1

v1
| is large, we can bound |v1| by |v1,x|. Similarly we can

choose δ1 such that when |w1

v1
| ≤ δ1 then:

|v1,x
v1

| ≤ 6

5
δ1. (3.19)

As previously it implies that when the ratio |w1

v1
| is small then we can control |v1,x| by |v1|.

We wish now to define the equation satisfied by w1. Since w1 = α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)v1

we calculate

w1,x = (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)v1)x = v1,t.
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Then we have

w1,t = α1v1,tx + u1,tα
′
1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1)v1,t − (λ′1 − v1α

′′
1)u1,tv1 + v1,tα

′
1v1

= (α1w1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)w1)x − α′

1u1,xw1,x + u1,tα
′
1v1,x

+ (λ′1 − v1α
′′
1)u1,xw1 − (λ′1 − v1α

′′
1)u1,tv1 + v1,tα

′
1v1 − v1,xα

′
1w1.

Observe that u1,t = w1 and u1,x = v1. Hence,

w1,t = (α1w1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)w1)x − α′

1v1w1,x + w1α
′
1v1,x

+ (λ′1 − v1α
′′
1)v1w1 − (λ′1 − v1α

′′
1)w1v1 + w1,xα

′
1v1 − v1,xα

′
1w1

= (α1w1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)w1)x.

We have obtained in particular that

w1,t + (λ̃1w1)x − (α1w1,x)x = 0. (3.20)

Let us simplify now the right hand side of (3.16). We denote in the sequel by θ
(k)
1 the value

θ(k)
(
−w1

v1

)
with k ∈ N. Now we can calculate

α1(σ1,xv1)x − σ1,tv1

= −α1θ
′
1

(
w1,x −

w1

v1
v1,x

)

x

+ α1θ
′′
1v1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ θ′1

(
w1,t −

w1

v1
v1,t

)

= θ′1

(
w1,t − α1w1,xx −

w1

v1
(v1,t − α1v1,xx)

)
+ α1θ

′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1,x + α1θ
′′
1v1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

.

Note that

w1,t − α1w1,xx = −λ̃1,xw1 − λ̃1w1,x + α′
1v1w1,x,

v1,t − α1v1,xx = −λ̃1,xv1 − λ̃1v1,x + α′
1v1v1,x.

This implies, (
w1,t − α1w1,xx −

w1

v1
(v1,t − α1v1,xx)

)

= −λ̃1v1
(
w1

v1

)

x

+ α′
1(v1w1,x − w1v1,x).

It gives in particular

α1(σ1,xv1)x − σ1,tv1 = −θ′1λ̃1v1
(
w1

v1

)

x

+ α′
1θ

′
1v

2
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

+ α1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1,x + α1θ
′′
1v1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

.

It yields using the fact that w1 = α1v1,x − λ̃1v1

w1σ1,x + α1(σ1,xv1)x − σ1,tv1 + α′
1v

2
1σ1,x

= −θ′1λ̃1v1
(
w1

v1

)

x

+ α′
1θ

′
1v

2
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

+ α1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1,x + α1θ
′′
1v1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

− α1v1,xθ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

+ λ̃1v1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

− α′
1v

2
1θ

′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

= α1θ
′′
1v1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

.
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Then we have from (3.16)

v2,t + (λ̃2v2)x − (α2v2,x)x

=
1

α1
((w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v))x + (v1σ1,xs1,σ)x

+ α1θ
′′
1v1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

l2 · r̃1,σ −
v1α

′
1

α2
1

((w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v)) + l2 · E .

(3.21)

In the sequel we will note by:

φ2 =
1

α1
((w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v))x + (v1σ1,xs1,σ)x + α1θ

′′
1v1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

l2 · r̃1,σ

− v1α
′
1

α2
1

((w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v)) + l2 · E .
(3.22)

4 Form of the remainder terms

In this section, we wish to prove that a solution u(t, x) of (1.11) satisfies for any t > 0

‖u1,x(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,x(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ δ0, (4.1)

for δ0 > 0 fixed and provided that TV(u(0, ·)) is sufficiently small in terms of δ0. Let us
denote by κ1 the following constant

κ1 = max

(
1, sup

|u−u∗|≤ε,|v1|≤ε,|σ1|≤2δ1

s(u, v1, σ1)

)
, (4.2)

with ε > 0 defined as in the Appendix. In addition we can take again Tot.Var.(u(0, ·))
sufficiently small such that the solution (u(t, x), v1(t, x), σ1(t, x)) satisfies all along the time
u(t, x) ∈ B(u∗, ε) and v1(t, x) = u1,x(t, x) ∈ B(0, ε) for t ≥ t̂. Using the Proposition 2.3, we

know that (4.1) is satisfied for any t ∈ [0, t̂] provided that Tot.V ar.(u(0, ·)) ≤ δ0
C

with C > 0

sufficiently large depending on κ, κA and κB.
Our main goal now is to prove similar result when t ≥ t̂, to do this as in [4] it will

require hyperbolic type estimates relying to the interactions of wave based on the previous
decomposition of ux as a sum of travelling wave. To do this we start by giving regularity
estimates on v1, v2 and w1.

Lemma 4.1. Let T > t̂. Assume that the solution u of (1.11) satisfies on [0, T ]

‖u1,x(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,x(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ δ0,
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then for all t ∈ [t̂, T ] we have
2∑

i=1

||vi(t, ·)||L1 + ‖w1(t, ·)‖L1 = O(1)δ0

2∑

i=1

||vi,x(t, ·)||L1 + ‖w1,x(t, ·)‖L1,

2∑

i=1

||vi(t, ·)||L∞ + ‖w1(t, ·)‖L∞ = O(1)δ20

2∑

i=1

||vi,xx(t, ·)||L1 + ‖w1,xx(t, ·)‖L1,
2∑

i=1

||vi,x(t, ·)||L∞ + ‖w1,x(t, ·)‖L∞ = O(1)δ30,

2∑

i=1

||vi,xxx(t, ·)||L1 ,
2∑

i=1

||vi,xx(t, ·)||L∞ = O(1)δ40.

(4.3)

Proof. It suffices to apply the Corollary 2.2 and the formula (3.11).

We have seen that the solution u satisfies (4.1) for t ∈ [0, t̂] and we know that the
solution can be extended as long as its total variation remains small. Let us denote the time
T satisfying,

T = sup

{
t,

ˆ t

t̂

|φ2(s, x)|dsdx ≤ δ0
5

}
. (4.4)

We want to prove that T = +∞. We proceed then by contradiction and assume now that
T < +∞. To do this we observe by applying maximum principle that for any t ∈ [t̂, T ] and
the formula (3.11) we have

‖v1(t, ·)‖L1 = ‖u1,x(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ ‖u1,x(t̂, ·)‖L1

‖v2(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ ‖v2(t̂, ·)‖L1 +

ˆ t

t̂

ˆ

R

|φ2(s, x)|dsdx,

≤ (κ1‖u1,x(t̂, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,x(t̂, ·)‖L1) +
δ0
5
.

(4.5)

It implies now that for t ∈ [t̂, T ], we get using (3.11) and (4.1)

‖u1,x(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,x(t, ·)‖L1

≤ (1 + κ1)‖u1,x(t̂, ·)‖L1 + (κ1‖u1,x(t̂, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,x(t̂, ·)‖L1) +
δ0
5

≤ δ0.

It means that we can apply Corollary 2.2 and Lemma 4.1 for any t ∈ [t̂, T ] and in particular
we control the L∞ norm of vi,x, vi,xx and w1, w1,x.

We wish now to estimate

ˆ t

t̂

ˆ

R

|φ2(s, x)|dsdx and to prove that

ˆ t

t̂

ˆ

R

|φ2(s, x)|dsdx = O(1)δ20 (4.6)

which would contradict the fact that T is a supremum. From (3.14), we observe that each
of the terms of E can be estimated by the following expression
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1. wrong speed

O(1)v1,x(w1 + σ1v1), (4.7)

2. change in strength

O(1)w1v1,x − w1,xv1, (4.8)

3. change in speed

O(1)v21

(
w1

v1

)2

x

χ|w1/v1|≤3δ1 , (4.9)

4. transversal interaction

O(1)v1v2, v1,xv2, v2,xv1. (4.10)

For completeness we are going to estimate some of the terms of 〈E , l2〉, essentially the more
complicated. We will use in a crucial way the estimate (3.3) and (3.4). We note that some
terms are completely similar to those appearing in [3] and some others one are new due to
the fact that α1, α2 are not constant and also because s1 is not necessary zero since α1 6= α2.

• We have then using the fact that w1 + σ1v1 6= 0 only if |w1

v1
| ≥ δ1 which implies that

|v1| = O(1)|v1,x| then it gives

v21(w1 + σ1v1)〈(r̃1 • r̃1,v − r̃1,v • r̃1), l2〉 = O(1)v1v1,x(w1 + σ1v1).

• Using now the fact that θ′1 6= 0 if |w1

v1
| ≤ 3δ1 which implies that v1,x = 0(1)v1 we have

v1σ1,x(w1 + α1v1,x + v1σ1)〈r̃1,vσ, l2〉
= −θ′1(w1,xv1 − v1,xw1)(

w1

v1
+ α1

v1,x
v1

+ σ1))〈r̃1,vσ, l2〉

= O(1)(w1,xv1 − v1,xw1).

• The term in 〈r̃1,σσ, l2〉 satisfies since r̃1,σσ = O(1)v1,

α1v1(σ1,x)
2〈r̃1,σσ, l2〉 = O(1)v21

(
w1

v1

)2

x

χ|w1/v1|≤3δ1 .

• The term in 〈r2 • r̃1,σ, l2〉 verifies since r2 • r̃1,σ = O(1)v1,

2α1σ1,xv1v2〈r2 • r̃1,σ, l2〉 = −2α1θ
′
1v2v1(w1,x −

v1,x
v1

)〈r2 • r̃1,σ
v1

, l2〉 = O(1)v1v2.

• The term 〈v1v2σ1,x(r̃1,σ • α2)r2, l2〉 can be dealt as previously.

Let us estimate now the main new terms compared with [3]on the right hand side of (3.22)

which are (v1σ1,xs1,σ)x, −
v1α

′
1

α2
1

((w1+σ1v1)(s1+ v1s1,v)) and −v1α
′
1

α2
1

((w1+σ1v1)(s1+ v1s1,v)).

Let us start with the term
1

α1
((w1+σ1v1)(s1+ v1s1,v))xr2. We note now that since w1+σ1v1

is different from 0 if |w1

v1
| ≥ δ1 then we have

((w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v))x
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= (w1,x + σ1v1,x)(s1 + v1s1,v)χ{
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣
≤δ1

} + (w1,x + σ1v1,x)(s1 + v1s1,v)χ{

δ1<
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣

}

− θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1(s1 + v1s1,v) + (w1 + σ1v1)v1(r̃1 • s1 + v1r̃1 • s1,v)χ{

δ1<
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣

}

+ (w1 + σ1v1)v2(r2 • s1 + v1r2 • s1,v)χ{

δ1<
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣

} + (w1 + σ1v1)v1,x(2s1,v + v1s1,vv)χ{

δ1<
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣

}

− (w1 + σ1v1)θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

(s1,σ + v1s1,vσ)χ{

δ1<
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣

}

= (
s1
v1

+ s1,v)[(w1,xv1 − v1,xw1) + (w1 + σ1v1)v1,x]

− θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v21(
s1
v1

+ s1,v) + (w1 + σ1v1)v1(r̃1 • s1 + v1r̃1 • s1,v)χ{

δ1<
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣

}

+ (w1 + σ1v1)v2(r2 • s1 + v1r2 • s1,v)χ{

δ1<
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣

} + (w1 + σ1v1)v1,x(2s1,v + v1s1,vv)χ{

δ1<
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣

}

− (w1 + σ1v1)θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

(s1,σ + v1s1,vσ)χ{

δ1<
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣

}.

Since we have seen that s1 = O(1)|v1|, s1,σ = O(1)|v1|, suppθ′ is included in {|w1

v1
| ≤ 3δ1}

and |v1| = O(1)|v1,x| when |w1

v1
| ≥ δ1 we deduce that

((w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v))x = O(1) |w1,xv1 − w1v1,x|+O(1)|v1,x(w1 + σ1v1)|
+O(1)(|v1v2|+ |v2v1,x|)

+O(1)v21

(
w1

v1

)2

χ|w1/v1|≤3δ1 +O(1)(w2
1 + v21)χ

{

δ1<
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣

}.

Let us study now the term −v1α
′
1

α2
1

((w1+σ1v1)(s1+v1s1,v)), which is of the formO(1)|v1,x(w1+

σ1v1)| since s1 + v1s1,v = O(1)|v1| and |v1| = O(1)|v1,x| when w1 + σ1v1 6= 0. We would like
now to rewrite (3.16) as follows

v2,t + (λ̃2v2)x − (α2v2,x)x = ϕ2 + (v1σ1,xs1,σ)x, (4.11)

where ϕ2 is defined as follows

ϕ2 = φ2 − (v1σ1,xs1,σ)x.

By the analysis so far we conclude that ϕ2 can be estimated by (4.7), (4.8), (4.9) and (4.10).
Now, we can calculate

(v1σ1,xs1,σ)x = −v1,xθ′1
(
w1

v1

)

x

s1,σ + v1θ
′′
1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

s1,σ

− θ′1v1

(
w1

v1

)

xx

s1,σ − θ′1v
2
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r̃1 • s1,σ − θ′1v1v2

(
w1

v1

)

x

r2 • s1,σ

− θ′1v1v1,x

(
w1

v1

)

x

s1,vσ + (θ′1)
2v1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

s1,σσ.
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Note that (
w1

v1

)

xx

=
w1,xxv1 − v1,xxw1

v21
− 2v1,x

v1

(
w1

v1

)

x

. (4.12)

In particular we deduce since s1,σ = O(1)|v1| and because suppθ′ is included in {|w1

v1
| ≤ 3δ1}

that

θ′1v1

(
w1

v1

)

xx

s1,σ = O(1) |w1,xxv1 − v1,xxw1|+O(1) |w1,xv1 − v1,xw1| . (4.13)

Since s1,σ = O(1)|v1| and v1,x = O(1)v1 when θ′1 6= 0, we obtain

(v1σ1,xs1,σ)x = O(1) |w1,xxv1 − v1,xxw1|+O(1)v21

(
w1

v1

)2

x

χ{
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣
≤3δ1

}

+O(1) |w1,xv1 − v1,xw1| .
To summarize we have seen that all the terms on the right hand side of (4.11) are of the
form

O(1)v1,x(w1 + σ1v1), O(1)(w1v1,x − w1,xv1), O(1)v21

(
w1

v1

)2

x

χ|w1/v1|≤3δ1 ,

O(1)v1v2, v1,xv2, v2,xv1 and w1,xxv1 − v1,xxw1.

(4.14)

We note that the term w1,xxv1 − v1,xxw1 does not appear in [3]. We wish now to estimate L1

norm of each of these terms on [t̂, T ]× R.

5 Shortening curves

Your goal now is to deal with the new term O(1) |w1,xxv1 − v1,xxw1| which does not appear
in the analysis of [3, 4] when we consider constant viscosity coefficients.

5.1 Scalar conservation laws

In this section we mainly discuss the application of shortening curves estimates for scalar
conservation laws which reads as follows

ut + f ′(u)ux = (α(u)ux)x. (5.1)

Though it has been already used in [3, 4] to show that uxxut − utxux is L1
t,x when α(u) = 1,

here we wish to prove that uxxxut−utxxux is L1
t,x. We consider v := ux satisfying the following

equation

vt + (λ̃(u)v)x = (α(u)vx)x where λ̃(u) = f ′(u)− α′(u)v and λ(u) = f ′(u). (5.2)

We define w = αvx − λ̃v. Observe that w = ut and vt = wx. Then we deduce

wt = (αvx)t − (λ̃v)t = α′(u)utvx + αwxx − λ′utv + (α′(u)v)tv − λvt + α′(u)vvt

= α′(u)wvx + αwxx − λ′wv + α′′(u)utv
2 + α′(u)vtv − λvt + α′(u)vvt

= α′(u)wvx + αwxx − λ′wv + α′′(u)wv2 + α′(u)wxv − λwx + α′(u)vwx

= (αwx)x − (λ̃w)x.
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Hence, w solves

wt + (λ̃w)x − (α(u)wx)x = 0. (5.3)

We introduce a new variable z := α(u)wx − λ̃w. We observe that zx = wt. Furthermore,

zt = α(u)wtx + (α(u))twx − (λ̃)tw − λ̃wt

= α(u)zxx + (α(u))twx − (λ̃)tw − λ̃zx.
(5.4)

Let us compute now −(λ̃)tw, it gives:

− (λ̃)tw = (−λ′(u)ut + α′′(u)uuv + α′(u)vt)w

= −λ′(u)w2 + α′′(u)w2v + α′(u)wxw

= −λ′(u)wαvx + λ′(u)wλ̃v + α′′(u)wαvxv − α′′(u)wλ̃v2 + α′(u)wxw

= −λ′(u)wαvx + (λ(u))x(αwx − z) + α′′(u)wαvxv − (α′(u))x(αwx − z)v + α′(u)wxw

= −(λ(u))xz + λ′(u)α(wxv − vxw)− (α′(u))xvαwx + (α′(u))xvz + α′′(u)wαvxv

+ α′(u)wx(αvx − λ̃v)

= −(λ(u))xz + λ′(u)α(wxv − vxw)− (α′(u))xvαwx + (α′(u))xvz + α′′(u)wαvxv

− α′(u)wxλ̃v + α′(u)vx(z + λ̃w)

= −(λ(u))xz + λ′(u)α(wxv − vxw) + (α′(u))xvz + α′(u)vxz − (α′(u))xvαwx + α′′(u)wαvxv

+ α′(u)vxλ̃w − α′(u)wxλ̃v.

We have finally obtained:

−(λ̃)tw = −λ̃xz+λ′(u)α(u)(wxv−vxw)+α′(u)λ̃(vxw−wxv)+α
′′(u)vα(u)(wvx−vwx). (5.5)

Let us estimate now (α(u))twx, we have then:

(α(u))twx = α′(u)wwx = α′(u)wx(αvx − λ̃v)

= α′(u)vx(z + λ̃w)− α′(u)wxλ̃v

= α′(u)vxz + α′(u)λ̃(vxw − wxv)

= (α(u))xzx + α′(u)(vxz − vzx) + α′(u)λ̃(vxw − wxv).

(5.6)

Combining (5.4), (5.5) and (5.6) we obtain that z solves the following equation

zt + (λ̃z)x − (α(u)zx) = φ,

with

φ =
(
λ′(u)α(u)− 2α′(u)λ̃− α′′(u)vα(u)

)
(wxv − vxw) + α′(u)(vxz − vzx). (5.7)

Now, let us recall the following crucial result from [4].

Lemma 5.1. Let ζ1, ζ2 be solutions of the following equations for some ϕ1 and ϕ2.

ζ1,t + (λζ1)x − (α1ζ1,x)x = ϕ1,

ζ2,t + (λζ2)x − (α1ζ2,x)x = ϕ2.
(5.8)

For each t, we assume that x 7→ ζ1(t, x), x 7→ ζ2(t, x) and x 7→ λ(t, x) are C1,1. Then, we
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have
d

dt
A(t) ≤−

ˆ

R

α1(t, x) |ζ1,x(t, x)ζ2(t, x)− ζ1(t, x)ζ2,x(t, x)| dx

+ ||ζ1(t)||L1 ||ϕ2(t)||L1 + ||ζ2(t)||L1 ||ϕ1(t)||L1 ,

(5.9)

where A is defined as below

A(t) =
1

2

ˆ ˆ

x<y

|ζ1(t, x)ζ2(t, y)− ζ1(t, y)ζ2(t, x)| dxdy. (5.10)

Proof. The proof follows the same line as in [4] except that we deal with a variable viscosity
coefficient α1. For completeness we recall the proof. Let us set:

γ(t, x) =
(ˆ x

−∞

ζ1(t, y)dy,

ˆ x

−∞

ζ2(t, y)dy
)

(5.11)

Integrating (5.8), we get:

γt + λγx − α1γxx = ϕ(t, x) =
( ˆ x

−∞

ϕ1(t, y)dy,

ˆ x

−∞

ϕ2(t, y)dy
)

(5.12)

As in [4], for the curve γ, at each point where γx 6= 0 we consider the unit vector n(x)
oriented so that γx(x) ∧ n = |γx(x)| > 0. In particular for every vector w ∈ R

2 we have

γx(x) ∧ v = |γx(x)| 〈n(x), v〉.
We define also the projection of γ along n by:

y → χn(y) = 〈n, γ(y)〉.
Following the same computations as [4], we can show that:

dA(t)

dt
=

1

2

ˆ

|γx(t, x)|
d

dt
(TV (χn(t,x)))dx

where the derivative with respect to time of the total variation is considered assuming t
n(t, x) is like a constant vector in time. If we assume that χn(t,x) has a finite number of local
minima and maxima y−p, · · · , y−1, y0 = x, y1, · · · yq then we can check that:

d

dt
(TV (χn(t,x))) = −sign〈n(t, x), γxx(t, x)〉2

∑

−p≤α≤q

(−1)α〈n(t, x), γt(t, yα(t))〉 (5.13)

Furthermore we have as in [4]:

〈n(t, x), γx(t, x)〉 = 0, sign〈n(t, x), γxx(t, yα)〉 = (−1)αsign〈n(t, x), γxx(t, x)〉,
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One obtain then:

dA(t)

dt
= −
ˆ

|γx(t, x)|sign〈n(t, x), γxx(t, x)〉
(
∑

−p≤α≤q

(−1)α〈n(t, x), γt(t, yα(t))〉
)
dx

≤ −
ˆ ∑

α

α1(t, yα(t))|γx(t, x) ∧ γxx(t, yα(t))|dx

+

ˆ

|γx(t, x)||
∑

α

(−1)α〈n(t, x), ϕ(t, yα(t))〉|dx

≤ −
ˆ

α1(t, x)|γx(t, x) ∧ γxx(t, x)|dx+
ˆ ˆ

|γx(t, x) ∧ ϕx(t, y)|dxdy.

(5.14)

This last inequality implies (5.9). As in [4] using an approximation argument we can assume
that the function χn(t,x) has the previous regularity.

Applications:

1. We may take ζ1 = v1 and ζ2 = w1. From Lemma 5.1 we can obtain

d

dt
A(t) ≤ −

ˆ

R

α1(u1(t, x)) |v1,x(t, ·)w1(t, ·)− w1,x(t, ·)v1(t, ·)| dx.

Hence, we get for all 0 ≤ T ≤ T ′

T ′
ˆ

T

ˆ

R

α1(u1) |v1,x(t, ·)w1(t, ·)− w1,x(t, ·)v1(t, ·)| dx ≤ ||v1(T )||L1 ||w1(T )||L1 . (5.15)

2. We may take ζ1 = v1 and ζ2 = z1 = α1(u1)w1,x − λ̃w1. Define φ as in (5.7), from
Lemma 5.1 we can obtain

d

dt
A(t) ≤ −

ˆ

R

α1(u1(t, x)) |v1,x(t, ·)z1(t, ·)− z1,x(t, ·)v1(t, ·)| dx

+ ||v1(t)||L1 ||φ(t)||L1 . (5.16)

We first note that

z1,xv1 − v1,xz1 = (α1w1,x − λ̃1w1)xv1 − v1,x(α1w1,x − λ̃1w1)

= α1,xw1,xv1 + α1w1,xxv1 − λ̃1,xw1v1 − λ̃1w1,xv1 − α1v1,xw1,x + λ̃1v1,xw1

= α1w1,xxv1 − (w1 + λ̃1v1)w1,x + α1,xw1,xv1 − λ̃1,xw1v1 + λ̃1v1,xw1 − λ̃1v1w1,x

= α1w1,xxv1 − w1w1,x − λ̃1v1w1,x + α1,xw1,xv1 − λ̃1,xw1v1 + λ̃1v1,xw1 − λ̃1v1w1,x

= α1w1,xxv1 − w1(α1v1,x − λ̃1v1)x − λ̃1v1w1,x + α1,xw1,xv1 − λ̃1,xw1v1

+ λ̃1v1,xw1 − λ̃1v1w1,x

= α1(w1,xxv1 − w1v1,xx) + (2λ̃1 − α′
1(u1)v1)(w1,xv1 − v1,xw1). (5.17)

From (5.16) we get for all 0 ≤ T ≤ T ′

T ′
ˆ

T

ˆ

R

α1(u1) |z1,xv1 − v1,xz1| dxdt ≤ ||z1(T )||L1 ||v1(T )||L1
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+ ||v1||L∞((T,T ′),L1(R)) ||φ||L1([T,T ′]×R) .

Now, we apply (5.7), (5.15), (5.16) and (5.17) to get

T ′
ˆ

T

ˆ

R

α2
1(u1) |w1,xxv1 − w1v1,xx| dxdt

≤
T ′
ˆ

T

ˆ

R

α1(u1) |z1,xv1 − v1,xz1| dxdt

+ ‖2λ̃1 − α′
1(u1)v1‖L∞([T,T ′]×R)

T ′
ˆ

T

ˆ

R

α1(u1) |w1,xv1 − v1,xw1| dxdt

≤ ||z1(T )||L1 ||v1(T )||L1 + ||v1||L∞((T,T ′);L1(R)) ||φ||L1([T,T ′]×R)

+ ‖2λ̃1 − α′
1(u1)v1‖L∞([T,T ′]×R) ||v1(T )||L1 ||w1(T )||L1

≤ ||z1(T )||L1 ||v1(T )||L1 + ‖2λ̃1 − α′
1(u1)v1‖L∞([T,T ′]×R) ||v1(T )||L1 ||w1(T )||L1

+ ||v1||L∞((T,T ′);L1(R)) ‖λ′1(u1)− 2
α′
1(u1)

α1(u1)
λ̃− α′′

1(u1)v1‖L∞((T,T ′)×R) ||v1(T )||L1 ||w1(T )||L1

+ ||v1||L∞((T,T ′);L1(R)) ‖α′
1(u1)‖L∞((T,T ′)×R)‖α1(w1,xxv1 − w1v1,xx)‖L1((T,T ′)×R)

+ ||v1||L∞((T,T ′);L1(R)) ‖α′
1(u1)‖L∞((T,T ′)×R)×∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣
1

α1(u1)
(2λ̃1 − α′

1(u1)v1)

∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣
L∞((T,T ′)×R)

||v1(T )||L1 ||w1(T )||L1 . (5.18)

We take now T = t̂ and T ′ = T with T defined in (4.4). We can note in particular that
|w1,xxv1 − w1v1,xx| and |z1,xv1 − v1,xz1| are integrable on [t̂, T ] × R due to the estimates of
the Lemma 4.1. From the Lemma 4.1 and using (1.9) we deduce that

T ′
ˆ

T

ˆ

R

|w1,xxv1 − w1v1,xx| dxdt = O(1)δ20 +O(1)δ0‖α1(w1,xxv1 − w1v1,xx)‖L1((t̂,T )×R). (5.19)

We deduce then since δ0 > 0 is chosen sufficiently small that
T ′
ˆ

T

ˆ

R

|w1,xxv1 − w1v1,xx| dxdt = O(1)δ20. (5.20)

Similarly using (5.15) we have

T ′
ˆ

T

ˆ

R

|w1,xv1 − w1v1,x| dxdt = O(1)δ20. (5.21)
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5.2 Length Functional

As in [3], we wish now to deal with the terms of the form O(1)v21

(
w1

v1

)2

x

χ|w1/v1|≤3δ1 . We

follow the main argument of the proof of [4] except that we have variable viscosity coefficient.

Lemma 5.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma 4.1 with ζ1 = v1, ζ2 = w1, λ = λ̃1,
ϕ1 = ϕ2 = 0, at a fixed time t assume that γx(t, x) 6= 0 for every x with γ(t, x) =
(ˆ x

−∞

v1(t, y)dy,

ˆ x

−∞

w1(t, y)dy
)
. Then

d

dt
L(t) ≤ − 1

(1 + 9δ21)
3

2

ˆ

{|
w1
v1

|≤3δ1}

|α1v1||(
w1

v1
)x|2dx, (5.22)

with

L(t) =
ˆ

R

√
v21(t) + w2

1(t)dx.

Proof. Let us recall that

γt,x + (λ̃1γx)x − (α1γxx)x = 0. (5.23)

Since γx never vanishes, we get after integrations by parts

d

dt
L(t) =

ˆ 〈γx, γxt〉√
|γx|2

dx

=

ˆ 〈γx, (α1γxx)x〉
|γx|

− 〈γx, (λ̃1γx)x〉
|γx|

dx

=

ˆ

(α1|γx|)x −
α1|γxx|2
|γx|

+ α1

〈 γx
|γx|
, γxx〉2

|γx|
− (λ̃1|γx|)x.

As in [4], we have α1

〈 γx
|γx|
, γxx〉2

|γx|
= −

α1|v1||(w1

v1
)x|2

(1 + (w1

v1
)2)

3

2

which implies that

d

dt
L(t) = −

ˆ

α1|v1||(w1

v1
)x|2

(1 + (w1

v1
)2)

3

2

dx.

This last inequality implies clearly (5.22).

From (5.22), (1.9) and applying the Lemma 4.1, we deduce that
ˆ T

t̂

ˆ

R

v21

(
w1

v1

)2

x

χ|w1/v1|≤3δ1dxds = O(1)δ20. (5.24)

6 Transversal interaction and energy estimates

In this subsection we recall the estimate for transversal interaction (see [4, 14])

Proposition 6.1. Let v, v# be solutions of the following equations

vt + (λv)x − (αv)xx = φ,

v#t + (λ#v#)x − (α#v#)xx = φ#.
(6.1)
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We assume that inf λ# − supλ ≥ c0 > 0 and that ‖(α, α#)‖L∞ < +∞. Then the following
estimate holds true for any 0 ≤ T ≤ T ′

T ′
ˆ

T

ˆ

R

∣∣vv#
∣∣ dxdt

≤ 1

c1

(
||v(T, ·)||L1(R) + ||φ||L1([T,T ′]×R)

)
·
(∣∣∣∣v#(T, ·)

∣∣∣∣
L1(R)

+
∣∣∣∣φ#

∣∣∣∣
L1([T,T ′]×R)

)
,

where c1 = 2c0.

Similarly we have the following proposition.

Proposition 6.2. Let v, v# be solutions of (6.1) and we assume that inf λ# − sup λ ≥ c0
holds with in addition the following estimates

T ′
ˆ

T

ˆ

R

|φ(t, x)| dxdt ≤ δ0,

T ′
ˆ

T

ˆ

R

∣∣φ#(t, x)
∣∣ dxdt ≤ δ0, (6.2)

||v(t)||L1 ,
∣∣∣∣v#(t)

∣∣∣∣
L1 ≤ δ0, ||vx(t)||L1 ,

∣∣∣∣v#(t)
∣∣∣∣
L∞ ≤ C∗δ

2
0, (6.3)

||λx(t)||L∞ , ||λx(t)||L1 ≤ C∗δ0, lim
x→−∞

λ(t, x) = 0, (6.4)

for all t ∈ [T, T ′]. Then we have
T̂

0

ˆ

R

|vx(t, x)|
∣∣v#(t, x)

∣∣ dxdt = O(1)δ20. (6.5)

We can apply directly the Proposition 6.1 to v = v1 and v# = v2. We have then λ = λ1,
φ = 0, λ# = λ2− (r2 •α2)v2+ux •α2 = λ2+(r1 •α2)v1, φ

# = ϕ2. We can observe that using
(1.6), the Lemma 4.1 and taking δ0 sufficiently small we deduce that inf λ#− sup λ ≥ c0 > 0

with c0 =
c

2
. It gives by applying again Lemma 4.1 that

T ′
ˆ

T

ˆ

R

|v1v2| dxdt = O(1)δ20. (6.6)

Similarly by applying the Proposition 6.2 we can show that
T ′
ˆ

T

ˆ

R

|v1v2,x| dxdt = O(1)δ20,

T ′
ˆ

T

ˆ

R

|v1,xv2| dxdt = O(1)δ20. (6.7)

As in [4], we are going to prove energy estimate. Define now a cut-off positive function θ̂
satisfying

θ̂(x) =






0 |x| ≤ 3δ1
5
,

smooth connection
3δ1
5

≤ |x| ≤ 4δ1
5
,

1 |x| ≥ 4δ1
5
.

(6.8)
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We assume here that δ1|θ̂′|, δ21|θ̂′′| ≤ 16. Let us multiply now (3.15) by v1θ

(
w1

v1

)
and

integrate by parts, we obtain
ˆ

R

(
(
v21 θ̂

2
)t −

v21
2
(θ̂t + 2λ̃1θ̂x − (α1θ̂x)x) + 2α1v1,xv1θ̂x + θ̂v1,x(α1v1,x − λ̃1v1)

)
dx = 0.

It implies that
ˆ

R

θ̂v1,x(α1v1,x − λ̃1v1) =−
ˆ

R

(
v21 θ̂

2
)tdx+

ˆ

R

v21
2
(θ̂t + λ̃1θ̂x − (α1θ̂x)x)dx

−
ˆ

R

2α1v1,xv1θ̂x +

ˆ

R

v21
2
λ̃1θ̂x. (6.9)

A direct computation gives using (4.12),

θ̂t + λ̃1θ̂x − (α1θ̂x)x

= θ̂′(
w1,t

v1
− v1,tw1

v21
) + λ̃1(

w1,x

v1
− v1,xw1

v21
)

− α′
1v1θ̂

′

(
w1

v1

)

x

− α1θ̂
′′

(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ 2α1θ̂
′ v1,x
v1

(
w1

v1

)

x

− α1θ̂
′(
w1,xxv1 − v1,xxw1

v21
)

=
θ̂′

v1
(w1,t + λ̃1w1,x − (α1w1,x)x)−

θ̂′w1

v21
(v1,t + λ̃1v1,x − (α1v1,x)x)− α1θ̂

′′

(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ 2α1θ̂
′v1,x
v1

(
w1

v1

)

x

= −α1θ̂
′′

(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ 2α1θ̂x
v1,x
v1
.

Putting this last expression in (6.9), it yields
ˆ

R

θ̂v1,x(α1v1,x − λ̃1v1) = −
ˆ

R

(
v21 θ̂

2
)tdx−

1

2

ˆ

R

α1θ̂
′′v21

(
w1

v1

)2

x

dx

−
ˆ

R

α1v1,xv1θ̂x +

ˆ

R

v21
2
λ̃1θ̂x.

(6.10)

We observe that θ̂(
w1

v1
) 6= 0 if |w1| = |α1v1,x − λ̃1v1| ≥

3δ1
5

|v1| which gives

|α1v1,x| ≥
3δ1
5

|v1| − ‖λ̃1‖L∞|v1| ≥ 2‖λ̃1‖L∞|v1|, (6.11)

if we assume that δ1 satisfies:

δ1 ≥ 10‖λ′1‖L∞δ0 + 2δ0‖α′
1‖L∞ ≥ 5‖λ̃1‖L∞ . (6.12)

From (6.10), (6.11), (1.9) we get for t ∈ [t̂, T ]

c1
2

ˆ

R

θ̂v21,x ≤ −
ˆ

R

(
v21 θ̂

2

)

t

dx+O(1)

ˆ

{|
w1
v1

|≤δ1}

v21|θ̂′′|
(
w1

v1

)2

x

dx

+O(1)

ˆ

R

(1 + |v1,x
v1

|χ
{|

w1
v1

|≤
4δ1
5

}
)|w1,xv1 − v1,xw1|dx.

(6.13)
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We can now estimate the term v1,x(w1+σ1v1), using the fact that this term is different from

zero only if |w1

v1
| ≥ δ1 we get from (6.10), (5.24), (5.21) and Lemma 4.1

ˆ T

t̂

ˆ

R

|v1,x(w1 − σ1v1)|dxds ≤ O(1)

ˆ T

t̂

ˆ

R

χ{|
w1
v1

|≥δ1}(v
2
1,x + |v1v1,x|)dsdx

≤ O(1)

ˆ T

t̂

ˆ

R

χ{|
w1
v1

|≥δ1}v
2
1,xdsdx ≤ O(1)δ20.

(6.14)

Finally using (4.14), (5.20), (5.21), (5.24), (6.6), (6.7) and (6.14) we have proved that
ˆ T

t̂

ˆ

R

|φ2(s, x)|dsdx ≤ O(1)δ20,

which contradict the definition of T provided that δ0 is chosen sufficiently small. In particular
since T = +∞ we deduce by maximum principle that we have for any t ∈ R

‖u1,x(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖u2,x(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ δ0. (6.15)

7 Stability

We wish now to get stability estimate, in other words let us consider two initial data ū and v̄
of the equation (1.11) satisfying the smallness assumption on Tot.Var.ū and Tot.Var.v̄ such
that (1.11) admits respectively a global solution u and v associated to the initial data ū and
v̄ with small Total Variation. In addition we assume that (ū− v̄) ∈ L1(R) then we are going
to prove that there exists a constant L depending on δ0 such that for any t ∈ R

+ we have

‖u(t)− v(t)‖L1 ≤ ‖ū− v̄‖L1. (7.1)

To do this following [4], we employ an homotopy argument, setting ūθ = θū+ (1− θ)v̄ with
θ ∈ [0, 1] and denoting by uθ the solution of (1.11) with this initial data (this solution exists

due to the Theorem 1.1) we are going to consider the unknown zθ(t, x) =
duθ

dθ
(t, x) which

satisfies the following system{
zθt + (A(u)zθ)x =

(
B(u)zθx + zθ •B(uθ)uθx

)
x
,

zθ(0, ·) = ū− v̄.
(7.2)

Indeed we can observe that uθx •A(uθ)zθ = zθ •A(uθ)uθx. It remains now to estimate the L1

norm of zθ all along the time, in particular if we show that for any t ≥ 0

‖zθ(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ L‖zθ(0, ·)‖L1, (7.3)

then we deduce that for any t ≥ 0

‖u(t)− v(t)‖L1 ≤
ˆ 1

0

‖zθ(s)‖ds ≤ L‖ū− v̄‖L1 ,

which is exactly the estimate (7.1) what conclude the proof of the stability. It remains now
to prove the estimate (7.3). We are reduced to study the L1 norm of the solution of the
following equation with u satisfying (1.11)

ht + (Ah)x = (Bh)xx + (h •Bux − ux •Bh)x. (7.4)
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7.1 Parabolic estimates

As in the previous section, we can get regularity estimates on h, by applying similar argu-
ments (it is clear since h satisfies the same equation than ux except that the initial data is
a priori different).

Proposition 7.1. There exists C1, C2, C3 > 0 depending on κA, κB, κ such that if h is the
solution of the equation (7.4) satisfying

||(h)1(t, ·)||L1 + ||(h)2(t, ·)||L1 ≤ δ0 for all t ∈ [0, t̂] where t̂ ≤ 1

(C3δ0)2
, (7.5)

for C3 sufficiently large depending on κA, κB, κ and δ0 sufficiently small in terms of C1, C2, C3,
κA, κB and κ then we have for i ∈ {1, 2}

||hi,x(t, ·)||L1 ≤
C1δ0√
t
, ||hi,xx(t, ·)||L1 ≤

C2δ0
t
, and ||hi,xxx(t, ·)||L1 ≤

C3

t3/2
. (7.6)

Corollary 7.2. Let T > t̂. Assume that the solution h of (7.4) satisfies on [0, T ]

‖(h)1(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖(h)2(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ δ0,

then for all t ∈ [t̂, T ] we have
2∑

i=1

||hi,x(t, ·)||L1 ,
2∑

i=1

||hi(t, ·)||L∞ ,= O(1)δ20,

2∑

i=1

||hi,xx(t, ·)||L1 ,
2∑

i=1

||hi,x(t, ·)||L∞ = O(1)δ30,

2∑

i=1

||hi,xxx(t, ·)||L1 ,

2∑

i=1

||hi,xx(t, ·)||L∞ = O(1)δ40.

(7.7)

Proof. It suffices to apply Proposition (2.1) on [t− t̂, t].

Proposition 7.3. There exists C > 0 large enough depending on κA, κB, κ such that if the
solution h of (7.4) verifies:

‖h(0, ·)‖L1 ≤ δ0
C
, (7.8)

then h satisfies on the whole interval [0, t̂]:

‖h(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ δ0
2
. (7.9)

7.2 Gradient decomposition

We wish now to estimate on h(t, ·) in L1 when t ≥ t̂. As previously we decompose h as a
sum of viscous travelling waves

h = h1r̃1(u, v1, σ1) + h2r2, (7.10)

with the same choice on σ1 as in (3.17). In the sequel we distinguish (h)2 which is the second
coordinate of h whereas h2 is the new variable introduced in (7.10). From the previous
estimate on h we deduce that
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Lemma 7.4. Let T > t̂. Assume that the solution h of (7.4) satisfies on [0, T ]

‖(h)1(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖(h)2(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ δ0,

then for all t ∈ [t̂, T ] we have
2∑

i=1

||hi(t, ·)||L1 = O(1)δ0

2∑

i=1

||hi,x(t, ·)||L1 ,

2∑

i=1

||hi(t, ·)||L∞ = O(1)δ20

2∑

i=1

||hi,xx(t, ·)||L1 ,

2∑

i=1

||hi,x(t, ·)||L∞ = O(1)δ30,

2∑

i=1

||hi,xxx(t, ·)||L1 ,
2∑

i=1

||hi,xx(t, ·)||L∞ = O(1)δ40.

(7.11)

We calculate

(Bh)x + (h •Bux − ux •Bh)− Ah

= (α1h1r̃1 + (s1h1 + α2h2)r2)x − h1Ar̃1 − λ2h2r2 + (h1v2 − h2v1)(r̃1 ·DBr2 − r2 ·DBr̃1)
= α1h1,xr̃1 + h1 [−Ar̃1 + α′

1v1r̃1 + α1v1r̃1 • r̃1 + v1r̃1 • s1r2] + α1v2h1r2 • r̃1
+ α1v1,xh1r̃1,v + α1h1σ1,xr̃1,σ + h1,xs1r2 + v2h1r2 • s1r2

− θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

x

h1s1,σr2 + v1,xh1s1,vr2 + r̃1 • α2v1h2r2 + r2 • α2v2h2r2

+ (α2h2,x − λ2h2)r2 + (h1v2 − h2v1)(r̃1 ·DBr2 − r2 ·DBr̃1).
By using (3.9) we have

(Bh)x − Ah

= (α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)h1)r̃1 + (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1 − σ1)v1)h1r̃1,v

+
1

α1

(α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1 − σ1)h1)s1r2 + α1v2h1r2 • r̃1

+
1

α1

(α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1 − σ1)v1)h1s1,vr2

− α1h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r̃1,σ + v2h1r2 • s1r2 − h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

s1,σr2

+ r̃1 • α2v1h2r2 + (α2h2,x − (λ2 − r2 • α2v2)h2)r2

+ (h1v2 − h2v1)(r̃1 ·DBr2 − r2 ·DBr̃1)
Taking derivative with respect to x we get

[(Bh)x + (h •Bux − ux •Bh)−Ah]x

= (α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)h1)xr̃1 + (α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1)h1)v1r̃1 • r̃1

+ (α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)h1)v2r2 • r̃1 + (α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1)h1)v1,xr̃1,v

− θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

x

(α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)h1)r̃1,σ + (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1 − σ1)v1)xh1r̃1,v

42



+ (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1 − σ1)v1)h1,xr̃1,v + (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1 − σ1)v1)h1v1r̃1 • r̃1,v

+ (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1 − σ1)v1)h1v2r2 • r̃1,v + (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1 − σ1)v1)h1v1,xr̃1,vv

− (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1 − σ1)v1)h1θ

′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r̃1,vσ

− α′
1v1
α2
1

(α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1 − σ1)h1)s1r2

+
1

α1

((α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1 − σ1)h1)s1)xr2 + α′

1v1v2h1r2 • r̃1 + α1(v2,xh1 + v2h1,x)r2 • r̃1

+ α1v2h1(r2 ⊗ ux) : D
2
ur̃1 + α1v2h1v1,xr2 • r̃1,v − α1θ

′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v2h1r2 • r̃1,σ

− α′
1v1
α2
1

(α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1 − σ1)v1)h1s1,vr2 +

1

α1
((α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1 − σ1)v1)h1s1,v)xr2

− v1α
′
1h1θ

′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r̃1,σ − α1h1

[
−θ′′1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

xx

]
r̃1,σ

− α1h1,xθ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r̃1,σ − α1h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1r̃1 • r̃1,σ − α1h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v2r2 • r̃1,σ

− α1h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1,xr̃1,vσ + α1h1(θ
′
1)

2

(
w1

v1

)2

x

r̃1,σσ

+ (v2,xh1 + v2h1,x)r2 • s1r2 + v2h1(ux ⊗ r2) : D
2s1r2 + v2h1v1,xr2 • s1,vr2

− v2h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r2 • s1,σr2 + h1

[
θ′′1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

− θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

xx

]
s1,σr2 − h1,xθ

′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

s1,σr2

− h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1r̃1 • s1,σr2 − h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v2r2 • s1,σr2

+ h1(θ
′
1)

2

(
w1

v1

)2

x

s1,σσr2 − h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1,xs1,vσr2

+ (r̃1 ⊗ ux) : D
2α2v1h2r2 + (r̃1 • r̃1) • α2v

2
1h2r2 + (r2 • r̃1) • α2v1v2h2r2

+ r̃1,v • α2v1v1,xh2r2 − r̃1,σ • α2θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1h2r2

+ r̃1 • α2(v1,xh2 + v1h2,x)r2 + (α2h2,x − (λ2 − r2 • α2v2)h2)xr2

+ (h1v2 − h2v1)x(r̃1 ·DBr2 − r2 ·DBr̃1) + (h1v2 − h2v1)v1((r̃1 • r̃1) ·DBr2 − r2 ·DB(r̃1 • r̃1))
+ (h1v2 − h2v1)v2((r2 • r̃1) ·DBr2 − r2 ·DB(r2 • r̃1)) + (h1v2 − h2v1)v1,x(r̃1,v ·DBr2 − r2 ·DBr̃1,v)

− (h1v2 − h2v1)θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

(r̃1,σ ·DBr2 − r2 ·DBr̃1,σ)

+ (h1v2 − h2v1)((r̃1 ⊗ ux) ·D2Br2 − (ux ⊗ r2) ·D2Br̃1).

Similarly, we have using (3.12)

ht = h1,tr̃1 + v1,th1r̃1,v + h2,tr2 + h1ut • r̃1 + h1σ1,tr̃1,σ
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= h1,tr̃1 + v1,th1r̃1,v + h2,tr2 − h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

t

r̃1,σ

+ w1h1[r̃1 • r̃1 + v1r̃1,v • r̃1]
+ (α2v2,x − (λ2 − r2 • α2v2)v2)h1r2 • r̃1
+

1

α1

(w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v)h1r2 • r̃1
+ h1v

2
1σ1r̃1,v • r̃1 + v1h1σ1,xs1,σr2 • r̃1 + α1σ1,xv1h1r̃1,σ • r̃1

+ h1v1v2r2 • s1r2 • r̃1 + α1v1h1v2r2 • r̃1 • r̃1
+ h1v1v2(r̃1 • α2)(r2 • r̃1).

We obtain

(h1,t + (λ̃1h1)x − (α1h1,x)x)r̃1 + (h2,t + (λ̃2h2)x − (α2h2,x)x)r2

+ (v1,t + (λ̃1v1)x − (α1v1,x)x)h1r̃1,v

=
1

α1
((α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1 − σ1)h1)s1)xr2

+
1

α1
((α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1 − σ1)v1)h1s1,v)xr2

+ h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

t

r̃1,σ − α1h1

[
θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

xx

− θ′′1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

]
r̃1,σ + R̃, (7.12)

where R̃ is defined as follows

R̃ =(α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)h1)v1r̃1 • r̃1 − (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1)v1)h1r̃1 • r̃1

+ (α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)h1)v2r2 • r̃1 + [(α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1)h1)v1,x + (σ1v1)xh1]r̃1,v

− θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

x

(α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)h1)r̃1,σ

+ (w1 + σ1v1)h1,xr̃1,v + (w1 + σ1v1)h1v1r̃1 • r̃1,v

+ (w1 + σ1v1)h1v2r2 • r̃1,v + (w1 + σ1v1)h1v1,xr̃1,vv − (w1 + σ1v1)h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r̃1,vσ

−α
′
1v1
α2
1

(α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1 − σ1)h1)s1r2

+ α′
1v1v2h1r2 • r̃1 + α1(v2,xh1 + v2h1,x)r2 • r̃1

+ α1v2h1(r2 ⊗ ux) : D
2
ur̃1 + α1v2h1v1,xr2 • r̃1,v − α1θ

′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v2h1r2 • r̃1,σ

− α′
1v1
α2
1

(w1 + σ1v1)h1s1,vr2 − v1α
′
1h1θ

′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r̃1,σ − α1h1,xθ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r̃1,σ

− α1h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1r̃1 • r̃1,σ − α1h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v2r2 • r̃1,σ − α1h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1,xr̃1,vσ

+ α1h1(θ
′
1)

2

(
w1

v1

)2

x

r̃1,σσ + (v2,xh1 + v2h1,x)r2 • s1r2 + v2h1(ux ⊗ r2) : D
2s1r2
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+ v2h1v1,xr2 • s1,vr2 − v2h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r2 • s1,σr2 + h1

[
θ′′1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

− θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

xx

]
s1,σr2

− h1,xθ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

s1,σr2 − h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1r̃1 • s1,σr2 − h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v2r2 • s1,σr2

− h1(θ
′
1)

2

(
w1

v1

)2

x

s1,σσr2 − h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1,xs1,vσr2

+ (r̃1 ⊗ ux) : D
2α2v1h2r2 + (r̃1 • r̃1) • α2v

2
1h2r2 + (r2 • r̃1) • α2v1v2h2r2

+ r̃1,v • α2v1v1,xh2r2 − r̃1,σ • α2θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1h2r2 + r̃1 • α2(v1,xh2 + v1h2,x)r2

+ (h1v2 − h2v1)x(r̃1 ·DBr2 − r2 ·DBr̃1)
+ (h1v2 − h2v1)v1((r̃1 • r̃1) ·DBr2 − r2 ·DB(r̃1 • r̃1))
+ (h1v2 − h2v1)v2((r2 • r̃1) ·DBr2 − r2 ·DB(r2 • r̃1))
+ (h1v2 − h2v1)v1,x(r̃1,v ·DBr2 − r2 ·DBr̃1,v)

− (h1v2 − h2v1)θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

(r̃1,σ ·DBr2 − r2 ·DBr̃1,σ)

+ (h1v2 − h2v1)((r̃1 ⊗ ux) ·D2Br2 − (ux ⊗ r2) ·D2Br̃1)

− (w1 + σ1v1)h1v1r̃1,v • r̃1 − (α2v2,x − (λ2 − r2 • α2v2)v2)h1r2 • r̃1
− 1

α1

(w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v)h1r2 • r̃1

− v1h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

s1,σr2 • r̃1 − α1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1h1r̃1,σ • r̃1

− h1v1v2r2 • s1r2 • r̃1 − α1v1h1v2r2 • r̃1 • r̃1 − h1v1v2(r̃1 • α2)(r2 • r̃1).
As in the previous section taking the scalar product of (7.12) with l1 we get

h1,t + (λ̃1h1)x − (α1h1,x)x = 0. (7.13)

Now taking the scalar product with l2 we obtain

h2,t + (λ̃2h2)x − (α2h2,x)x = ϕ̃2, (7.14)

where ϕ̃2 is defined as follows

ϕ̃2 =
1

α1
((α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1 − σ1)h1)s1)x

+
1

α1

(
(w1 + σ1v1)h1s1,v

)
x
+ 〈l2, R̃〉

+ 〈l2,
(
h1θ

′
1

(
w1

v1

)

t

r̃1,σ − α1h1

[
θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

xx

− θ′′1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

]
r̃1,σ

)
〉.

(7.15)

We are now going to estimate each terms on the right hand side of (7.15). We start by
defining the unknown ĥ1 = α1h1,x − λ̃1h1 which is the equivalent of w1 for v1. By using
the same techniques as in the previous section, we will show energy estimate which will
allow to control the quantity h21,xχ{|

ĥ1
h1

|≥δ1}
in L1([t̂, T ∗] × R). Let us start with the term
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((α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1 − σ1)h1)s1)x, we note that

((α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1 − σ1)h1)s1)x

= [α1h1,xx − λ1h1,x − λ′1v1h1 + α′
1v1,xh1 + α′′

1v
2
1h1 + 2α′

1v1h1,x + σ1,xh1 + σ1h1,x]s1

+ (α1h1,xv1,x − λ1v1,xh1 + v1,xv1α
′
1h1 + σ1v1,xh1)s1,v

+ (α1h1,x − λ̃1h1 + σ1h1)(v1r̃1 • s1 + v2r2 • s1)− (α1h1,x − λ̃1h1 + σ1h1)θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

s1,σ

= 2α′
1(v1h1,x − v1,xh1)s1 + [h1,xxv1 − h1v1,xx]

α1s1
v1

+
s1
v1
[w1,xh1 − α′

1v1v1,xh1 + λ′1v
2
1h1 + λ1v1,xh1 − α′′

1v
3
1h1 + α′

1v1v1,xh1]

+ [−λ1h1,x − λ′1v1h1 + α′′
1v

2
1h1 + σ1h1,x]s1 − θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

x

h1s1

+ (h1,xw1 + λ1h1,xv1 − α′
1v

2
1h1,x − λ1v1,xh1 + v1,xv1α

′
1h1 + σ1v1,xh1)s1,v

+
(
α1(h1,xv1 − v1,xh1) + h1(w1 + σ1v1)

)
r̃1 • s1 + (α1h1,x − λ̃1h1 + σ1h1)v2r2 • s1

− (α1h1,x − λ̃1h1 + σ1h1)θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

s1,σ.

We can simplify as follows

((α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1 − σ1)h1)s1)x

= 2α′
1(v1h1,x − v1,xh1)s1 + [h1,xxv1 − h1v1,xx]

α1s1
v1

+
s1
v1
[(w1,xh1 − w1h1,x) + λ1(v1,xh1 − h1,xv1) + (w1 + σ1v1)h1,x]− θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

x

h1s1

+ (h1,xw1 + λ1h1,xv1 − α′
1v

2
1h1,x − λ1v1,xh1 + v1,xv1α

′
1h1 + σ1v1,xh1)s1,v

+
(
α1(h1,xv1 − v1,xh1) + h1(w1 + σ1v1)

)
r̃1 • s1 + (α1h1,x − λ̃1h1 + σ1h1)v2r2 • s1

− (α1h1,x − λ̃1h1 + σ1h1)θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

s1,σ

= 2α′
1(v1h1,x − v1,xh1)s1 + [h1,xxv1 − h1v1,xx]

α1s1
v1

+
s1
v1
[(w1,xh1 − w1h1,x) + λ1(v1,xh1 − h1,xv1) + (w1 + σ1v1)h1,x]

+
s1
v1

(
− θ′1

w1

v1
(h1,xv1 − v1,xh1) + θ′1(h1,xw1 − w1,xh1)

)

+
(
h1,x(w1 + σ1v1) + (λ̃1 − σ1)(h1,xv1 − v1,xh1)

)
s1,v

+
(
α1(h1,xv1 − v1,xh1) + h1(w1 + σ1v1)

)
r̃1 • s1 + (α1h1,x − λ̃1h1 + σ1h1)v2r2 • s1

− (α1h1,x − λ̃1h1 + σ1h1)θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

s1,σ.

Since
s1
v1

= O(1),
s1,σ
v1

= O(1) and using the fact that

σ1,xh1v1 = −θ′1
w1

v1
(h1,xv1 − v1,xh1) + θ′1(h1,xw1 − w1,xh1), (7.16)
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it implies that

((α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1 − σ1)h1)s1)x = O(1)|v1h1,x − v1,xh1|+O(1)|h1,xxv1 − h1v1,xx|

+O(1)|w1,xh1 − w1h1,x|+O(1)|(w1 + σ1v1)h1,x|+O(1)|h1v2|+O(1)|h1,xv2|

+O(1)h21,xχ{|
ĥ1
h1

|≥δ1}
+O(1)v21(θ

′
1)

2

(
w1

v1

)2

x

χ
{|

ĥ1
h1

|≥δ1}

(7.17)

Remark 7.5. We can observe that the term |h1,xxv1 − h1v1,xx| is new compared to the in-
teraction terms in [3].

Using the fact that

(w1,x + σ1v1,x)h1 = (h1w1,x − h1,xw1) + h1,x(w1 + σ1v1) + σ1(v1,xh1 − h1,xv1),

we estimate the term
(
(w1 + σ1v1)h1s1,v

)
x
as follows

((w1 + σ1v1)h1s1,v)x

= (w1,x + σ1v1,x)h1s1,v − θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1h1s1,v + (w1 + σ1v1)v1h1r̃1 • s1,vχ{

δ1<
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣

}

+ (w1 + σ1v1)v2h1r2 • s1,vχ{

δ1<
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣

} + (w1 + σ1v1)(h1,xs1,v + h1v1,xs1,vv)χ{

δ1<
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣

}

− (w1 + σ1v1)θ1

(
w1

v1

)

x

h1s1,vσχ{

δ1<
∣

∣

∣

w1
v1

∣

∣

∣

}

= O(1)
(
|w1,xh1 − w1h1,x|+ |v1,xh1 − v1h1,x|+ |h1v2|

)

+O(1) |w1 + σ1v1| (|h1,x|+ |v1,x|). (7.18)

Similarly, we can show using (7.16) and the fact that r̃1,σ = 0(1)v1 that

h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

t

r̃1,σ − α1h1

[
θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

xx

− θ′′1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

]
r̃1,σ

= θ′1h1

(
w1,t − α1w1,xx −

w1

v1
(v1,t − α1v1,xx) + 2α1v1,x

(
w1

v1

)

x

)
[r̃1,σ/v1]

+ α1h1θ
′′
1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

r̃1,σ

= θ′1

(
α′
1(w1,xv1 − w1v1,x)h1 − λ̃1h1v1

(
w1

v1

)

x

)
[r̃1,σ/v1]

− 2α1
r̃1,σ
v1

v1,x
v1
v1h1σ1,xχ{|

w1
v1

|≤3δ1} + α1θ
′′
1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

h1r̃1,σ

= O(1) (|v1w1,x − v1,xw1|+ |h1w1,x − h1,xw1|+ |h1v1,x − h1,xv1|)

+O(1) + |θ′′1 | |h1v1|
(
w1

v1

)2

x

. (7.19)

Lemma 7.6. The remainder terms in R̃ satisfies

R̃ = O(1)
(
|h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|+ |h1,xw1 − h1w1,x|+ |w1,xv1 − w1v1,x|

)

+O(1)
(
|h1v2|+ |h1v2,x|+ |h2v1|+ |h2v1,x|+ |h2,xv1|+ |h1,xv2|

)
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+O(1)(|h1,x|+ |h1|) |v1|
(
w1

v1

)2

x

χ{|
w1
v1

|≤3δ1} +O(1) |h1,xxv1 − v1,xxh1|

+O(1) |w1 + σ1v1| (|h1,x|+ |v1|+ |v1,x|) +O(1) |h1,xxw1 − w1,xxh1| .

Proof of Lemma 7.6: We observe that

(α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)h1)v1r̃1 • r̃1 − (α1v1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1)v1)h1r̃1 • r̃1

= α1(h1,xv1 − h1v1,x)r̃1 • r̃1 = O(1)|h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|.
Then we note that using (7.16)

(α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)h1)v2r2 • r̃1 + [(α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1)h1)v1,x + (σ1v1)xh1]r̃1,v

= (α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)h1)v2r2 • r̃1 + [h1,x(w1 + σ1v1) + σ1(v1,xh1 − h1,xv1) + (σ1)xv1h1]r̃1,v

= O(1)
(
|w1 + σ1v1| |h1,x|+ |h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|+ |h1,xw1 − h1w1,x|+ |v2| (|h1,x|+ |h1|)

)
.

Since |θ′1v1,x| = O(1) |v1|,
∣∣∣∣θ

′
1

w1

v1

∣∣∣∣ = O(1), r̃1,σ = O(1)v1 and b ≤ 1 + b2 we get

− θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

x

(α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)h1)r̃1,σ

= −θ′1v1
(
w1

v1

)

x

(α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)h1)[r̃1,σ/v1]

= O(1) |θ′1|
[
|h1,xv1|

∣∣∣∣
(
w1

v1

)

x

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣h1
(
w1,x −

w1

v1
v1,x

)∣∣∣∣
]

= O(1) |θ′1|
[
|h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|

∣∣∣∣
(
w1

v1

)

x

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣−
w1

v1
(h1v1,x − v1h1,x) + (h1w1,x − w1h1,x)

∣∣∣∣
]

= O(1) |θ′1|
[
|h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|+ (|h1,x|+ |h1|) |v1|

(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ |h1,xw1 − h1w1,x|
]
.

We can check

(w1 + σ1v1)h1,xr̃1,v + (w1 + σ1v1)h1v1r̃1 • r̃1,v
= O(1) |w1 + σ1v1| (|h1,x|+ |v1|),
(w1 + σ1v1)h1v2r2 • r̃1,v + (w1 + σ1v1)h1v1,xr̃1,vv

= O(1)
(
|w1 + σ1v1| |v1,x|+ |v1,xv2|+ |v1v2|

)
.

Using (7.16) and the fact that θ′1w1 = 0(1)v1 we have

− (w1 + σ1v1)h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r̃1,vσ

= O(1)(|h1,xw1 − h1w1,x|+ |h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|).
We note now that

α′
1v1
α2
1

(α1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1 − σ1)h1)s1r2

= O(1)
(
|w1 + σ1v1| |v1|+ |h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|

)
,

α′
1v1v2h1r2 • r̃1 + α1(v2,xh1 + v2h1,x)r2 • r̃1 + α1v2h1(r2 ⊗ ux) : D

2
ur̃1
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+ α1v2h1v1,xr2 • r̃1,v − α1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v2h1r2 • r̃1,σ

= O(1)(|h1v2|+ |h1,xv2|+ |h1v2,x|)

− α′
1v1
α2
1

(w1 + σ1v1)h1s1,vr2 − v1α
′
1h1θ

′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r̃1,σ

= O(1)
(
|w1 + σ1v1| |v1|+ |h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|+ |h1,xw1 − h1w1,x|

)
.

Using (7.16) and the fact that θ′1v1,x = 0(1)v1 we have

− α1h1,xθ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r̃1,σ = −α1(h1,xv1 − v1,xh1)θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r̃1,σ
v1

+ α1v1,xh1σ1,x

= O(1) |θ′1|
[
|h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|+ (|h1,x|+ |h1|) |v1|

(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ |h1,xw1 − h1w1,x|
]
.

Similarly we have

− α1h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1r̃1 • r̃1,σ − α1h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v2r2 • r̃1,σ − α1h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1,xr̃1,vσ

= O(1)
(
|w1,xv1 − w1v1,x|+ |v2h1|+ |h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|+ |h1,xw1 − h1w1,x|

)
,

α1h1(θ
′
1)

2

(
w1

v1

)2

x

r̃1,σσ + (v2,xh1 + v2h1,x)r2 • s1r2 + v2h1(ux ⊗ r2) : D
2s1r2

= O(1)

(
|h1v1|

(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ |h1,xv2|+ |h1v2,x|+ |h1v2|
)
.

Now using (4.12), (7.16) and the fact that s1,σ = O(1)v1, θ′1v1,x = O(1)v1, we have

v2h1v1,xr2 • s1,vr2 − v2h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

r2 • s1,σr2 + h1

[
θ′′1

(
w1

v1

)2

x

− θ′1

(
w1

v1

)

xx

]
s1,σr2

= O(1)

(
θ′′1 |h1v1|

(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ |h1v2|
)

+O(1)θ′1|h1(w1,xx −
v1,xxw1

v1
)|+O(1)|v1,x

v1
h1v1σ1,x|,

= O(1)

(
θ′′1 |h1v1|

(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ |h1v2|
)

+O(1)θ′1|(h1w1,xx − w1h1,xx)−
w1

v1
(h1v1,xx − v1h1,xx)|

+O(1)|v1,x
v1
h1v1σ1,x|,

= O(1)
(
θ′′1 |h1v1|

(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ |h1v2|+ |h1w1,xx − w1h1,xx|+ |h1v1,xx − v1h1,xx|+ |h1,xv1 − v1h1,x|

+ |h1,xw1 − w1,xh1|
)
.

Next we have similarly

− h1,xθ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

s1,σr2 − h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1r̃1 • s1,σr2

= O(1) |θ′1|
[
|h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|+ (|h1,x|+ |h1|) |v1|

(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ |h1,xw1 − h1w1,x|
]
,
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− h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v2r2 • s1,σr2 = O(1) |h1v2| ,

− h1(θ
′
1)

2

(
w1

v1

)2

x

s1,σσr2 − h1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1,xs1,vσr2

= O(1) |θ′1|
[
|h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|+ |h1| |v1|

(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ |h1,xw1 − h1w1,x|
]
,

(r̃1 ⊗ ux) : D
2α2v1h2r2 + (r̃1 • r̃1) • α2v

2
1h2r2 + (r2 • r̃1) • α2v1v2h2r2 = O(1) |v1h2| ,

r̃1,v • α2v1v1,xh2r2 − r̃1,σ • α2θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1h2r2 + r̃1 • α2(v1,xh2 + v1h2,x)r2

= O(1)
(
|v1h2|+ |v1,xh2|+ |v1h2,x|

)
,

(h1v2 − h2v1)x(r̃1 ·DBr2 − r2 ·DBr̃1) + (h1v2 − h2v1)v1((r̃1 • r̃1) ·DBr2 − r2 ·DB(r̃1 • r̃1))
+ (h1v2 − h2v1)v2((r2 • r̃1) ·DBr2 − r2 ·DB(r2 • r̃1)) + (h1v2 − h2v1)v1,x(r̃1,v ·DBr2 − r2 ·DBr̃1,v)

− (h1v2 − h2v1)θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

(r̃1,σ ·DBr2 − r2 ·DBr̃1,σ)

+ (h1v2 − h2v1)((r̃1 ⊗ ux) ·D2Br2 − (ux ⊗ r2) ·D2Br̃1)

= O(1)
(
|h1v2|+ |h2v1|+ |h1,xv2|+ |h2,xv1|+ |h1v2,x|+ |h2v1,x|

)
.

Again we have since s1 = O(1)v1

− (w1 + σ1v1)h1v1r̃1,v • r̃1 − (α2v2,x − (λ2 − r2 • α2v2)v2)h1r2 • r̃1
− 1

α1

(w1 + σ1v1)(s1 + v1s1,v)h1r2 • r̃1
= O(1)

(
|w1 + σ1v1| |v1|+ |h1v2,x|+ |h1v2|

)
,

− h1v1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

s1,σr2 • r̃1 − α1θ
′
1

(
w1

v1

)

x

v1h1r̃1,σ • r̃1

= O(1)
(
|h1,xw1 − h1w1,x|+ |h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|

)
,

− h1v1v2r2 • s1r2 • r̃1 − α1v1h1v2r2 • r̃1 • r̃1 − h1v1v2(r̃1 • α2)(r2 • r̃1)
= O(1) |h1v2| .

This completes the proof of Lemma 7.6.

From (7.15), (7.17), (7.18), (7.19) and Lemma 7.6 we obtain that

ϕ̃2 = O(1)
(
|h1,xxv1 − h1v1,xx|+ |h1,xxw1 − h1w1,xx|+ |w1 + σ1v1| (|h1|+ |h1,x|+ |v1|+ |v1,x|)

+ |w1,xv1 − w1v1,x|
)
+O(1)

(
χ{|

w1
v1

|≤3δ1}(|h1,x|+ |h1|) |v1|
(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ |h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|

+ |h1,xw1 − h1w1,x|
)
+O(1)

(
|h1v2|+ |h1v2,x|+ |h2v1|+ |h2v1,x|+ |h2,xv1|+ |h1,xv2|

)

+O(1)|h1,x|2χ
{|

ĥ1
h1

|≥δ1}
. (7.20)

We have seen that taking the initial data h(0, ·) sufficiently small in L1 we can assume that

‖(h)1(t̂, ·)‖L1 + ‖(h)2(t̂, ·)‖L1 ≤ δ0
5κ1

. (7.21)
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In addition the solution h of (7.4) satisfies the estimates (7.7) for t ∈]0, t̂] and we know that
the solution can be extended as long as the L1 norm of h remains small. Let us denote the
time T satisfying:

T = sup{t,
ˆ t

t̂

|ϕ̃2(s, x)|dsdx ≤ δ0
5
}. (7.22)

We want to prove that T = +∞. We proceed again by contradiction and assume now that
T < +∞. Since h1 and h2 satisfy for t ≥ t̂ respectively the equations (7.13) and (7.14),
applying maximum principle we deduce that for any t ∈ [t̂, T ] we have

‖h1(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ ‖(h)1(t̂, ·)‖L1

‖h2(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ ‖h2(t̂, ·)‖L1 +

ˆ t

t̂

ˆ

R

|ϕ̃2(s, x)|dxds

≤ (κ1‖h1(t̂, ·)‖L1 + ‖(h)2(t̂, ·)‖L1) +
δ0
5
.

(7.23)

It implies now that for t ∈ [t̂, T ], we get using (7.21)

‖(h)1(t, ·)‖L1 + ‖(h)2(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ (1 + 2κ1)‖(h)1(t̂, ·)‖L1 + ‖(h)2(t̂, ·)‖L1 +
δ0
5

≤ δ0. (7.24)

It means that we can apply the Corollary 7.2 and the Lemma 7.4 for any t ∈ [t̂, T ] and in
particular we control the L∞ norm of hi, hi,x and ĥ1, ĥ1,x.

We wish now to estimate

ˆ t

t̂

ˆ

R

|ϕ̃2(s, x)|dsdx and to prove that

ˆ t

t̂

ˆ

R

|ϕ̃2(s, x)|dsdx = O(1)δ20, (7.25)

which would contradict the fact that T is a supremum. To do this, we must estimate each
terms of (7.20). Using (6.14) and (5.21), we have

ˆ T

t̂

ˆ

R

(
|w1 + σ1v1| (|h1|+ |h1,x|) + |w1,xv1 − w1v1,x|

)
dxds = O(1)δ20, (7.26)

Using now the Lemma 7.4, Lemma 5.1 and (5.22) we deduce that
ˆ T

t̂

ˆ

R

(
(|h1,x|+ |h1|) |v1|

(
w1

v1

)2

x

+ |h1,xv1 − h1v1,x|+ |h1,xw1 − h1w1,x|
)
dxds = O(1)δ20.

(7.27)
Since ϕ̃2 satisfies (7.25), applying Propositions 6.1 and 6.2 we obtain that

ˆ T

t̂

ˆ

R

(
|h1v2|+ |h1v2,x|+ |h2v1|+ |h2v1,x|+ |h2,xv1|+ |h1,xv2| dxds = O(1)δ20.

Now we are going to estimate the new terms compared to [3] |h1,xxv1 − h1v1,xx| and |h1,xxw1 − h1w1,xx|.
We recall that ĥ1 = α1h1,x − λ̃1h1. Then h1,t = ĥ1,x. This implies

ĥ1,t = α1h1,tx + u1,tα
′
1h1,x − (λ1 − v1α

′
1)h1,t − (λ′1 − v1α

′′
1)u1,th1 + v1,tα

′
1h1

= (α1ĥ1,x − (λ1 − v1α
′
1)ĥ1)x − α′

1v1ĥ1,x + u1,tα
′
1h1,x

+ (λ′1 − v1α
′′
1)v1ĥ1 − (λ′1 − v1α

′′
1)u1,th1 + v1,tα

′
1h1 − v1,xα

′
1ĥ1.
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Since u1,t = w1 and v1,t = w1,x we have

ĥ1,t = (α1ĥ1,x − λ̃1ĥ1)x − α′
1v1ĥ1,x + w1α

′
1h1,x

+ (λ′1 − v1α
′′
1)v1ĥ1 − (λ′1 − v1α

′′
1)w1h1 + w1,xα

′
1h1 − v1,xα

′
1ĥ1

= (α1ĥ1,x − λ̃1ĥ1)x − α′
1(v1ĥ1,x − v1,xĥ1) + 2α′

1(w1h1,x − v1,xĥ1)

+ (λ′1 − v1α
′′
1)(v1(α1h1,x − λ̃1h1)− (α1v1,x − λ̃1v1)h1)

+ α′
1(w1,xh1 − w1h1,x)

= (α1ĥ1,x − λ̃1ĥ1)x − α′
1(v1ĥ1,x − v1,xĥ1) + α1(λ

′
1 − v1α

′′
1)(v1h1,x − v1,xh1)

+ α′
1(w1,xh1 − w1h1,x) + 2α′

1((α1v1,x − λ̃1v1)h1,x − v1,x(α1h1,x − λ̃1h1))

= (α1ĥ1,x − λ̃1ĥ1)x − α′
1(v1ĥ1,x − v1,xĥ1) + α1(λ

′
1 − v1α

′′
1)(v1h1,x − v1,xh1)

+ α′
1(w1,xh1 − w1h1,x) + 2λ̃1α

′
1(h1v1,x − h1,xv1).

It implies that ĥ1 satisfies the following equation

ĥ1,t + (λ̃1ĥ1)x − (α1ĥ1,x)x = ϕ̂1, (7.28)

with

ϕ̂1 =− α′
1(v1ĥ1,x − v1,xĥ1) + α1(λ

′
1 − v1α

′′
1)(v1h1,x − v1,xh1) + α′

1(w1,xh1 − w1h1,x)

+ 2λ̃1α
′
1(h1v1,x − h1,xv1).

(7.29)

Now we can calculate

h1,xxv1 − h1v1,xx =
1

α1

(
α1h1,xxv1 − h1α1v1,xx

)

=
1

α1

(
ĥ1,xv1 + λ̃1,xh1v1 + λ̃1h1,xv1 − h1w1,x − λ̃1,xv1h1 − λ̃1h1v1,x − α′

1v1(v1h1,x − h1v1,x)
)

=
1

α1

(
ĥ1,xv1 − ĥ1v1,x + h1,xw1 − h1w1,x

)

+
1

α1

(
ĥ1v1,x − h1,xw1 + λ̃1h1,xv1 − λ̃1h1v1,x − α′

1v1(v1h1,x − h1v1,x)
)
.

Then we can simplify

h1,xxv1 − h1v1,xx =
1

α1

(
α1h1,xxv1 − h1α1v1,xx

)

=
1

α1

(
ĥ1,xv1 − ĥ1v1,x + h1,xw1 − h1w1,x

)

+
1

α1

(
α1h1,xv1,x − λ̃1h1v1,x − α1h1,xv1,x + λ̃1h1,xv1

)

+
1

α1

(
λ̃1h1,xv1 − λ̃1h1v1,x − α′

1v1(v1h1,x − h1v1,x)
)

=
1

α1

(
(ĥ1,xv1 − ĥ1v1,x) + (h1,xw1 − h1w1,x)

)
+ (

2λ̃1
α1

− α′
1v1
α1

) (h1,xv1 − h1v1,x) .

(7.30)

Therefore, we have applying Lemma 5.1 to the couples (ĥ1, v1), (h1, w1) and (v1, h1) and
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using the Lemma 7.4 we get
ˆ T

t̂

ˆ

R

|h1,xxv1 − h1v1,xx|dxds = O(1)δ20. (7.31)

Similarly we have

h1,xxw1 − h1w1,xx =
1

α1

(
(ĥ1,xw1 − ĥ1w1,x) + (h1,xz1 − h1z1,x)

)

+ (
2λ̃1
α1

− α′
1v1
α1

) (h1,xw1 − h1w1,x) .

Again using Lemma 5.1 to the couples (ĥ1, w1), (h1, z1) and (h1, w1) and using the Lemma
7.4 we get

ˆ T

t̂

ˆ

R

|h1,xxw1 − h1w1,xx|dxds = O(1)δ20. (7.32)

It remains now to deal with the terms |h1,x|2χ
{|

ĥ1
h1

|≥δ1}
,|(w1 − σ1v1)(|h1|+ |h1,x|) which as in

the previous section required energy estimate. To do this we multiply again the equation

(7.13) by h1θ̂(
ĥ1
h1

) with θ̂ defined as in (6.8) and we integrate. We obtain then

ˆ

R

(
(
h21θ̂

2
)t −

h21
2
(θ̂t + 2λ̃1θ̂x − (α1θ̂x)x) + 2α1h1,xh1θ̂x + θ̂h1,x(α1h1,x − λ̃1h1)

)
dx = 0.

It implies that
ˆ

R

θ̂h1,x(α1h1,x − λ̃1h1) = −
ˆ

R

(
h21θ̂

2
)tdx+

ˆ

R

h21
2
(θ̂t + λ̃1θ̂x − (α1θ̂x)x)dx

−
ˆ

R

2α1h1,xh1θ̂x +

ˆ

R

h21
2
λ̃1θ̂x.

(7.33)

A direct computation gives using the equation (7.28)

θ̂t + λ̃1θ̂x − (α1θ̂x)x = θ̂′(
ĥ1,t
h1

− h1,tĥ1
h21

) + λ̃1(
ĥ1,x
h1

− h1,xĥ1
h21

)

− α′
1v1θ̂

′

(
ĥ1
h1

)

x

− α1θ̂
′′

(
ĥ1
h1

)2

x

+ 2α1θ̂
′h1,x
h1

(
ĥ1
h1

)

x

− α1θ̂
′(
ĥ1,xxh1 − h1,xxĥ1

v21
)

=
θ̂′

h1
(ĥ1,t + λ̃1ĥ1,x − (α1ĥ1,x)x)−

θ̂′ĥ1
h21

(h1,t + λ̃1h1,x − (α1h1,x)x)− α1θ̂
′′

(
ĥ1
h1

)2

x

+ 2α1θ̂
′h1,x
h1

(
ĥ1
h1

)

x

=
θ̂′

h1
ϕ̂1 − α1θ̂

′′

(
ĥ1
h1

)2

x

+ 2α1θ̂x
h1,x
h1

.

(7.34)
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Plugging this last expression in (7.33), it implies that
ˆ

R

θ̂h1,x(α1h1,x − λ̃1h1) = −
ˆ

R

(
h21θ̂

2
)tdx−

1

2

ˆ

R

α1θ̂
′′h21

(
ĥ1
h1

)2

x

dx−
ˆ

R

α1
h1,x
h1

h21θ̂x

+

ˆ

R

h21
2
λ̃1θ̂x +

ˆ

R

θ̂′h1ϕ̂1.

(7.35)

We observe that θ̂(
ĥ1
h1

) 6= 0 if |ĥ1| = |α1h1,x − λ̃1h1| ≥
3δ1
5

|h1| which gives using (6.12)

|α1h1,x| ≥
3δ1
5

|h1| − ‖λ̃1‖L∞|h1| ≥ 2‖λ̃1‖L∞|h1|. (7.36)

From (7.35), (7.36), (1.9), (7.29), (7.30) we get for t ∈ [t̂, T ]

c1
2

ˆ

R

θh21,x dx ≤ −
ˆ

R

(
h21θ

2

)

t

dx+O(1)

ˆ

{|
ĥ1
h1

|≤δ1}

h21|θ′′|
(
ĥ1
h1

)2

x

dx

+O(1)

ˆ

R

(1 + |h1,x
h1

|χ
{|

ĥ1
h1

|≤
4δ1
5

}
)|ĥ1,xh1 − h1,xĥ1|dx

+O(1)

ˆ

R

(
|v1h1,xx − v1,xh1,xx|+ |v1h1,x − v1,xh1|

)
dx

+O(1)

ˆ

R

|w1,xh1 − w1h1,x| dx.

(7.37)

It remains now to estimate the term

ˆ

{|
ĥ1
h1

|≤δ1}

h21|θ′′|
(
ĥ1
h1

)2

x

dx, as previously we set:

L1(t) =

ˆ

R

√
h21 + ĥ21(t, x)dx.

As previously we can prove that

d

dt
L1(t) ≤ −

ˆ α1|h1||
(

ĥ1

h1

)
x
|2

(1 +
(

ĥ1

h1

)2
)
3

2

dx+ ‖ϕ̂1(t, ·)‖L1.

We deduce then that from (7.29), (7.27), (7.32) and Lemma 7.4, we have
ˆ T

t̂

ˆ

{|
ĥ1
h1

|≤δ1}

h21|θ′′|
(
ĥ1
h1

)2

x

dx = O(1)δ20. (7.38)

Combining now (7.37), (7.38), (7.27) and the Lemma 5.1 applied to the couple (h1, ĥ1) we
deduce that

ˆ T

t̂

ˆ

{|
ĥ1
h1

|≥
4δ1
5

}

h21,xdxds = O(1)δ20. (7.39)

We can now estimate the term (|h1,x| + |h1|)(w1 + σ1v1). First we observe that this term is
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different from zero if |w1

v1
| ≥ δ1 then we have:

T̂

t̂

ˆ

R

|w1 + σ1v1| (|h1|+ |h1,x|) dxds

≤
T̂

t̂

ˆ

{|
ĥ1
h1

|≤
4δ1
5

}∪{|
w1
w1

|≥δ1}

|w1 + σ1v1| (|h1|+ |h1,x|)dxds

+

T̂

t̂

ˆ

{|
ĥ1
h1

|≥
4δ1
5

}∪{|
w1
w1

|≥δ1}

|w1 + σ1v1| (|h1|+ |h1,x|)dxds.

First we have
T̂

t̂

ˆ

{|
ĥ1
h1

|≥
4δ1
5

}∪{|
w1
w1

|≥δ1}

|w1 + σ1v1| (|h1|+ |h1,x|)dxds (7.40)

= O(1)

T̂

t̂

ˆ

{|
ĥ1
h1

|≥
4δ1
5

}

(h1,x)
2dxds+O(1)

T̂

t̂

ˆ

{|
w1
w1

|≥δ1}

|w1 + σ1v1|2dxds (7.41)

= O(1)

T̂

t̂

ˆ

{|
ĥ1
h1

|≥
4δ1
5

}

(h1,x)
2dxds+O(1)

T̂

t̂

ˆ

{|
w1
w1

|≥δ1}

(v1,x)
2dxds. (7.42)

We observe now that {| ĥ1
h1

| ≤ 4δ1
5

}∪{|w1

v1
| ≥ δ1} is included in {| ĥ1

h1
| ≤ 4

5
|w1

v1
|}∪{|α1h1,x| ≤

δ1|h1|} provided that δ0 is sufficiently small in terms of δ1 then we have

|h1,xv1 − h1v1,x| =
1

α1

∣∣∣ĥ1v1 − w1h1

∣∣∣ =
|h1v1|
α1

∣∣∣∣∣
w1

v1
− ĥ1
h1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥
|h1w1|
5α1

≥ |h1,xw1|
5δ1

≥ |h1,xv1|
5

Therefore we get
T̂

t̂

ˆ

{|
ĥ1
h1

|≤
4δ1
5

}∪{|
w1
w1

|≥δ1}

|w1 + σ1v1| (|h1|+ |h1,x|)dxds = O(1)

T̂

t̂

ˆ

|h1,xv1 − h1v1,x| dxds

= O(1)δ20. (7.43)

Combining (7.39), (7.42), (7.43) and (6.14), we deduce that
T̂

t̂

ˆ

R

|w1 + σ1v1| (|h1|+ |h1,x|) dxds = O(1)δ20. (7.44)

From (7.26), (7.27), (7.31), (7.32) and (7.44) we deduce that T∗ = +∞. This completes the
proof of (1.15).

We wish to conclude this section by proving the estimate (1.16) which will finish the
proof of the Theorem 1.1. From the Proposition 2.1 and the Corollary 2.2, we have seen
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that there exists C > 0 large enough such that




‖uxx(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ Cδ0√
t

if 0 < t ≤ t̂,

≤ Cδ0√
t̂

if t ≥ t̂.
(7.45)

We deduce in particular that there exists L3 > 0 such that for any t > 0

‖ut(t, ·)‖L1 ≤ L3(1 +
1

2
√
t
). (7.46)

For any 0 ≤ s < t we have then using (7.46)

‖u(t)− u(s)‖L1 ≤
ˆ t

s

‖ut(θ)‖L1dθ ≤ L3(|t− s|+ |
√
t−√

s|).

8 Vanishing viscosity limit

As claimed in Corollary 1.3 we want to prove vanishing viscosity limit as ε → 0 for the
following Cauchy problem

uεt + A(uε)uεx = ε(B(uε)x)x and uε(0, x) = ū(x). (8.1)

Note that if we define u as follows uε(t, x) = u(
t

ε
,
x

ε
) then u solves the following problem

with fix viscosity but scaled initial data,

ut + A(u)ux = (B(u)x)x and u(0, x) = ū(εx). (8.2)

Observe that

TV (ū(ε·)) = TV (ū(·)),

||ū(ε·)||L1 =
1

ε
||ū(·)||L1 .

Therefore using the Theorem 1.1, we obtain for 0 ≤ s ≤ t

TV (uε(t)) ≤ L1TV (ū), (8.3)

||uε(t)− vε(t)||L1 = ε ||u(t)− v(t)||L1 ≤ L2 ||ū− v̄||L1 , (8.4)

||uε(t)− uε(s)||L1 ≤ L3

(
|t− s|+√

ε
∣∣∣
√
t−√

s
∣∣∣
)
, . (8.5)

The convergence of uε as ε → 0 follows from a standard argument with an application of
Helly’s theorem and the L1 continuity (8.5). Indeed, due to the uniform TV estimate (8.3)
by using Helly’s theorem we can pass to a the limit (up to a subsequence) for a countable
dense set {tn} and then applying L1 continuity we can define the limit function at all time
t > 0. We set

L1
loc − lim

k→∞
uεk(t, ·) = u(t, ·). (8.6)

We wish no to prove that u is a global weak solution for the system (1.1). In particular up
to a subsequence (uε)ε>0 converges almost everywhere to u, it implies in particular that for
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any function ϕ in C∞
0 (R+ × R) we have applying dominated convergence

ˆ

R+

ˆ

R

ϕx(s, x)f1(u
ε
1(s, x)dsdx→ε→0

ˆ

R+

ˆ

R

ϕx(s, x)f1(u(s, x)dsdx
ˆ

R+

ˆ

R

ϕx(s, x)g(u
ε(s, x)dsdx→ε→0

ˆ

R+

ˆ

R

ϕx(s, x)g(u(s, x)dsdx.

(8.7)

Similarly we have for any T > 0

ε

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R+

ˆ

R

|B(uε)uεx|dxds ≤ sup
{|v−u∗|≤2δ0}

|B(v)|δ0εT, (8.8)

then εB(uε)uεx converges to zero in L1
loc,t,x. It implies that u is a global weak solution of

(1.1). In addition as in [4] we can show that the solution u satisfies the Liu condition for
any shock. Applying the result of [7], it implies that the solution u of (1.1) is unique since it
is a global weak solution small in BV and satisfying Liu shocks conditions. In particular it
means that the sequence (uε)ε>0 has a unique accumulation point and then the convergence
of (uε)ε>0 to u is strong in L1

loc. It completes the proof of the Corollary 1.3.

A Viscous travelling wave

The viscous travelling wave u(t, x) = U(x− σt) of the equation (1.11) satisfies

(A(U)− σ)U ′ = (B(U)U ′)′.

We can write

U ′′ = B−1(U)(A(U)− σ)U ′ − B−1(U)(U ′ ·DB(U))U ′.

We consider the following system of ordinary differential equations




u̇ = v,

v̇ = B−1(u)(A(u)− σ)v − B−1(u)(v •DB(u))v,

σ̇ = 0.

(A.1)

We note that P ∗
i := (u∗, 0, λi(u

∗)) are equilibrium points for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2. We linearize near
the point P ∗

i and get 



u̇ = v,

v̇ = B−1(u∗)(A(u∗)− λi(u
∗))v,

σ̇ = 0.

(A.2)

Let {ri(u)}1≤i≤n and {li(u)}1≤i≤n be the sets of right and left eigenvector of A(u).We denote
r∗i = ri(u

∗), l∗i = li(u
∗). We define Vi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2 as follows

v =
∑

j

Vjr
∗
j , Vj := l∗j · v. (A.3)

Then we have

Z = DF (u∗, 0, λi(u
∗)) =



On In 0
On B−1(u∗)(A(u∗)− λi(u

∗)In) 0
0 0 0


 . (A.4)
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Subsequently, we get

Z2 = (DF (u∗, 0, λi(u
∗)))2 =




On A(u∗)− λi(u

∗)In 0
On (A(u∗)− λi(u

∗)In)
2 0

0 0 0



 . (A.5)

Therefore the center subspace will look like

Ni :=
{
(u, v, σ) ∈ R

2 × R
2 × R; Vj = 0, j 6= i

}
. (A.6)

Note that dim(Ni) = 4, by Center Manifold Theorem [19], there exists a smooth manifold
Mi ⊂ R

5 which is tangent to N at P ∗
i . Furthermore, Mi has dimension 4 and is locally

invariant under the flow of (A.1). We can write

Vj = ϕj(u, Vi, σ), j 6= i. (A.7)

We further consider

Di := {|u− u∗| < ε, |Vi| < ε, |σ − λi(u
∗)| < ε} . (A.8)

Since Mi is tangent to Ni we have

ϕj(u, Vi, σ) = O(1)
(
|u− u∗|2 + |Vi|2 + |σ − λi(u

∗)|2
)
. (A.9)

Note that equilibrium points (u, 0, σ) with |u− u∗| < ε, |σ − λi(u
∗)| < ε lie in Mi then we

have

ϕj(u, 0, σ) = 0 for all j 6= i. (A.10)

Hence, we may write

ϕj(u, Vi, σ) = ψj(u, Vi, σ)Vi, (A.11)

for some ψj . Now, we would like to make a change of coordinates Vi 7→ Ṽi as follows

Ṽi = li(u) · v = Vili(u) · (r∗i +
∑

j 6=i

ψj(u, Vi, σ)r
∗
j ) (A.12)

It implies that Ṽi = ζii(u, Vi, σ)Vi with ζii(u, Vi, σ) = li(u) · (r∗i +
∑

j 6=i

ψj(u, Vi, σ)r
∗
j ) a C2

function such that ζii(u
∗, 0, σ) = 1. If we consider the function f(u,σ)(Vi) = ζii(u, Vi, σ)Vi,

we observe that f ′
(u,σ)(Vi) = ζii(u, Vi, σ) + Viζii,Vi

(u, Vi, σ) 6= 0 in Di. It implies that f(u,σ) is

locally invertible and we can make the change of coordinates Vi 7→ Ṽi. Therefore, for any
point (u, v, σ) ∈ Mi we can write

v =
∑

k

lk(u) · v rk(u) =
∑

k

Vilk(u) · (r∗i +
∑

j 6=i

ψj(u, Vi, σ)r
∗
j )rk(u)

=
∑

k

lk(u) · v rk(u) = Ṽiri(u) +
∑

k 6=i

Ṽi
1

ξii(u, Vi, σ)
lk(u) · (r∗i +

∑

j 6=i

ψj(u, Vi, σ)r
∗
j ) rk(u)

= Ṽi

(
ri(u) +

∑

j 6=i

ψ̃j(u, Ṽi, σ)rj(u)

)
= Ṽir̃i(u, Ṽi, σ),

(A.13)

with ψ̃j(u, Ṽi, σ) =
1

ξii(u, Vi, σ)
lj(u) · (r∗i +

∑

j 6=i

ψj(u, Vi, σ)r
∗
j ). From (A.9) it follows that

r̃i(u, Ṽi, σ) → r∗i as (u, Ṽi, σ) → (u∗, 0, λi(u
∗)). (A.14)
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Therefore, we may write v = Ṽir̃i and we have

Mi =
{
(u, v, σi); v = Ṽir̃i(u, Ṽi, σi)

}
for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2, (A.15)

provided that (u, Ṽi, σi) ∈ R
2×R

2×R are in a sufficiently small neighborhood of (u∗, 0, λi(u
∗)).

Next we derive few more estimates on ψ̃k, k 6= i.

Claim A.1. In a neighbourhood of (u∗, 0, λ∗i ) we have

ψ̃k(u, Ṽi, σ) = O(1)
∣∣∣Ṽi
∣∣∣ . (A.16)

Furthermore, we have

ψ̃k,σ(u, Ṽi, σ), ψ̃k,uσ(u, Ṽi, σ), ψ̃k,σσ(u, Ṽi, σ) = O(1)
∣∣∣Ṽi
∣∣∣ . (A.17)

Proof of Claim A.1: Let us consider an i viscous travelling wave, u(t, x) = U(x − σt) and
assume that this solution is contained in the center manifold Mi then we have U ′(x) =
Ṽi(x)r̃i(U(x), Ṽi(x), σ) and it yields

U ′′ = Ṽ ′
i [r̃i + Ṽir̃i,v] + Ṽ 2

i r̃i,ur̃i. (A.18)

Then we have

Ṽ ′
iB(u)[r̃i + Ṽir̃i,v] + Ṽ 2

i Br̃i,ur̃i + Ṽ 2
i r̃i •DB(u)r̃i = Ṽi(A(u)− σ)r̃i. (A.19)

We have

Ṽ ′
i =

1

〈B(u)[r̃i + Ṽir̃i,v], r̃i〉
(λ̃i − σ‖r̃i‖2)Ṽi +O

(∣∣∣Ṽi
∣∣∣
2
)
, (A.20)

with λ̃i = 〈A(u)r̃i r̃i〉. It gives then
1

〈B(u)[r̃i + Ṽir̃i,v], r̃i〉
(λ̃i − σ‖r̃i‖2)ṼiB(u)[r̃i + Ṽir̃i,v] +O

(∣∣∣Ṽi
∣∣∣
2
)

= Ṽi(A(u)− σ)r̃i. (A.21)

Dividing by Ṽi and passing Ṽi → 0, we obtain

1

〈B(u)r̃i(u, 0, σ), r̃i(u, 0, σ)〉
(λ̃i(u, 0, σ)−σ‖r̃i(u, 0, σ)‖2)B(u)r̃i(u, 0, σ) = (A(u)−σ)r̃i(u, 0, σ).

(A.22)
Set b(u, 0, σ) = 〈B(u)r̃i(u, 0, σ), r̃i(u, 0, σ)〉 > 0. We get

B(u)r̃i(u, 0, σ) =

(
Bri(u) +

∑

j 6=i

ψ̃j(u, 0, σ)Brj(u)

)
(A.23)

=

(
αi(u)ri(u) +

∑

j 6=i

ψ̃j(u, 0, σ)αj(u)rj(u)

)
, (A.24)

A(u)r̃i(u, 0, σ) =

(
Ari(u) +

∑

j 6=i

ψ̃j(u, 0, σ)Arj(u)

)
(A.25)

=

(
λi(u)ri(u) +

∑

j 6=i

ψ̃j(u, 0, σ)λj(u)rj(u)

)
. (A.26)
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Applying above identities on (A.22) we obtain

(λ̃i(u, 0, σ)− σ‖r̃i(u, 0, σ)‖2)
b(u, 0, σ)

αi(u)ri(u) +
(λ̃i(u, 0, σ)− σ‖r̃i(u, 0, σ)‖2)

b(u, 0, σ)
(A.27)

×
∑

j 6=i

ψ̃j(u, 0, σ)αj(u)rj(u) = (λi(u)− σ)ri(u) +
∑

j 6=i

ψ̃j(u, 0, σ)(λj(u)− σ)rj(u). (A.28)

Therefore, we have

(λ̃i(u, 0, σ)− σ‖r̃i(u, 0, σ)‖2)
b(u, 0, σ)

αi(u) = λi(u)− σ, (A.29)

(λ̃i(u, 0, σ)− σ‖r̃i(u, 0, σ)‖2)
b(u, 0, σ)

αj(u) = λj(u)− σ if ψ̃j(u, 0, σ) 6= 0. (A.30)

This implies since λ̃i(u, 0, σ) = 〈A(u)r̃i(u, 0, σ) r̃i(u, 0, σ)〉 and using the fact that r̃i(u, 0, σ)
and σ are respectively close from r∗i and λ∗i we can find ε0 small enough such that we have

c0 ≤ |λi(u)− λj(u)| =

∣∣∣λ̃i(u, 0, σ)− σ‖r̃i(u, 0, σ)‖2
∣∣∣

b(u, 0, σ)
|αi(u)− αj(u)| ≤ ε0. (A.31)

This is a contradiction. Hence, ψ̃j(u, 0, σ) = 0 for all j 6= i.
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