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TIME-ASYMPTOTIC STABILITY OF COMPOSITE WAVE OF VISCOUS
SHOCKS AND VISCOUS CONTACT WAVE FOR NAVIER-STOKES-FOURIER
EQUATIONS

XUSHAN HUANG AND HOBIN LEE

ABSTRACT. We investigate the nonlinear time-asymptotic stability of the composite wave consisting
of two viscous shocks and a viscous contact discontinuity for the one-dimensional compressible
Navier-Stokes-Fourier (NSF) equations. Specifically, we establish that if the composite wave strength
and the perturbations are sufficiently small, the NSF system admits a unique global-in-time strong
solution, which converges uniformly in space as time tends to infinity, towards the corresponding
composite wave, up to dynamical shifts in the positions of the two viscous shocks. Notably, the
strengths of the two viscous shocks can be chosen independently. Our proof relies upon the a-
contraction method with time-dependent shifts and suitable weight functions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Think about the one-dimensional compressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier (NSF) Equations in La-
grangian coordinates

v — Uy =0, reR, t>0
Uy

ug +p(v,0); = (M7>m7

E, + (p(%g)u)m = </<;9U—x>x + (uuu:z:)x’

(1.1)

v

where v = v(t,z),u = u(t,x), and § = 6(t,z) stand for the fluid specific volume, velocity, and
absolute temperature respectively, £ = e+ “72 is the total energy function. For the ideal polytropic
gas, the pressure function p and the internal energy function e are given by

RO R
p(v,0) = gt e(v,0) = me + constant,
with R > 0, v > 1 being both constants related to the fluid, while the constants p and s denote
the viscosity and the heat-conductivity.
Consider initial data of the system (I.I]) given by (vo, uo, 6p), which connects prescribed far-field
constant states:
lim (vo(z),uo (), 00(7)) = (v, ux,0x). (1.2)

z—+o0

A heuristic argument (see, e.g. [21]) describes that large-time behavior of solutions (v,u,#) to
the NSF equations (L.I]) has a close relationship with the Riemann problem of the associated full
compressible Euler equations:

v — Uy = 0, reR, t>0,
ug + p(v,0), =0, (1.3)
By + (p(v,0)u), = 0,

subject to the Riemann initial data

(U—7u—79—)7 T < 07

(’U_|_,U+,9+), x> 0. (14)

(v(0,2),u(0,2),0(0,z)) = {

First, we illustate the well-known solution to the Riemann problem for the inviscid model (I.3))-
(I4]), originally proposed and solved by Riemann [28] in the 1860s. After that, Lax generalized
that in [I4]. This system of conservation laws is strictly hyperbolic, meaning that the Jacobian
of the flux function (—u,p,pu) with respect to the conserved variables, evaluated at a fixed state
(v,u, F) e Ry x R x Ry:

0 —1 0
A= | -8 ek
_pu g, (=Du?®  (y=Du

is diagonalizable with real and distinct eigenvalues. This matrix defines the wave structure generated
by the linearization of the system (L.3]) around this fixed state (v, u, ) € Ry xR xR . Its eigenvalues

are A\p = Ai(v,0) = —/22 < 0, Ay = 0, and A3 = A3(v,0) = (/2 > 0, which generate two
genuinely nonlinear characteristic fields and one linearly degenerate characteristic field. Thus, the
self-similar solution, known as the Riemann solution to the Riemann problem, is determined by

a combination of at most three elementary solutions drawn from the following five families: 1-
rarefaction; 3-rarefaction; 1-shock; 3-shock and 2-contact discontinuity (see, for instance [2]).
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In this paper, we focus on the case where the end states (vy,uq,01) € Ry x R x Ry of the Rie-
mann problem involve two shocks and a contact discontinuity. Specifically, there exist two (unique)
intermediate states (v, us,0y) and (v*,u*,0*) € Ry x R x Ry such that (v*, u*, 6*) is connected to
(vg,uq,04) by a 3-shock. Additionally, (v, us,6s) lies on the second contact discontinuity curve
CDy(v*,u*,0*) starting from (v*,u*,6*), and (v_,u_,0_) is connected to (v, u., ) by a 1-shock.

We can now define the shock curves using the Rankine-Hugoniot condition, as the one-parameter
family of the (v, u, ) such that there exists o satisfying:

—o(vg —v) — (ur —u) =0,
—o(ur —u) — (p(vr,0r) — p(v,0)) =0, (1.5)
—o(Er — E) + (p(vg,0r)ur — p(v,0)u) = 0.

The general theory shows that this condition defines two shock curves that intersect at the point

_ p(vR,0R)—p(v,0)
VR —V

(vr,uR,0r). One of these curves corresponds to the shock speed o = — , repre-
senting the admissible 1-shock curve S;(vg, ug,0r) for v > vgr. The other corresponds to the shock

speed 0 = \/ W which represents the admissible 3-shock curve for v < vg.

Whenever (vp,ur,0r) € S1(vgr,ur,0r) U S3(vgr, ur, 0r), the shock solution (v*,u*,6%) to (IL3)-
(C4) with (v_,u_,0_) = (vp,ur,0), (v4,us,04) = (vr,ugr,0r) is given by the discontinuous
traveling wave defined as

s 8 pns _ (U[nuLaeL)a r < Ut7
0, 09)a) = { (el S (16)

The second characteristic field, corresponding to the eigenvalue Ay = 0, is linearly degenerate
and corresponds to the 2-contact discontinuity. For any (vg,ur,0r) € Ry X R x Ry, the 2-contact
discontinuity curve C'Dy(vg,ur,f0r) can be defined by

CD2(UR7UR79R) = {(U7u79)|u = uR7p(U79) = p(UR,eR)} . (17)
Whenever (vp,ur,0r) € CDy(vg, ug,0r), the contact discontinuity (v¢,u®, 6¢) connecting
(v—,u_,0_) = (vp,ur,0r) with (vy,uy,05) = (vr,ur,0r) is uniquely determined by

¢ ¢ ey _ ) (vp,up,0p), @ <upt=urt,
(v, uf, 0%) = { (vr,uRr,0Rr), x> ugt=urt, (1.8)

as a solution of (L3)-(L4), i.e.,

vy —ugy =0,

ur +p(v,0), =0, xER t>0,

E; + (p(v, )u)

(v(0, 2),u(0,2), 6(0, »—{(“””%* z <0,

(’UR,UR,HR), x> 0.

Then, the Euler equation (I3]) with initial conditions (L4]) admits a unique self-similar solution, the
so-called Riemann solution (v, u,#), which is represented as the composition of the three associated
waves.

(v,u,0) = (vf,uf, 07) (¢, @) + (v, 0, 0°) (¢, ) + (03, u3, 03)(F, 2) — (Vx; U, 04) — (7,07, 07).
The wave (v, uf,67) is 1-shock solution to (L) if (v_,u—,0_) € S1(v«, us,0«) when (vr,ur,0r) =
(v—,u_,0_) and (vr,uR,O0Rr) = (Vs, U, Bx). The wave (v, u, 6°) is a 2-contact discontinuity solution
of (L8)) when (vr,ur,0r) = (vs, ux, 6) and (vgr,ug,Or) = (v*,u*, 6*). Finally, the wave (v§, u3, 63)
is 3-shock solution to (LG) if (v*,u*,0*) € S3(vy,uy,04) when (vp,ur,fr) = (v*,u*,6*) and
(vr,ur, Or) = (viuy,04).
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The viscous counterpart of the Riemann solution (v, , ) is given by the composite wave:
C

v,
(Z_J,Z_L,e_) :(271,&1,51)(33 — 0'175) + (vc,u ,90)(75,33)

. 5 . w (1.9)

+ (U3au3793)(‘r - U3t) - (U*au*76*) - (U , U 79 )7
which is composed of a 1-viscous shock (@1, @1, 01)(x — o1t), a 3-viscous shock (93, i3, 03)(z — o3t),
and the viscous contact wave (v°,u®,0%)(t, z).

The viscous shock wave (0;, 4, 0;)(x — o;t) is the traveling wave solution to (L)) satisfying, for
each i =1, 3,

—0i(B;) — ()" =0,

~ai) + () = (n%)

—0i(E) + (pitis) = <f'€(€,~ii)/)/ + <M%ul)/)/, (1.10)
(vl,ﬂl,ql)(—oo) = (v_,u_,0_), (@1,&1191)(—1-00) = (Vg Us, 04)

(Us, U3, 03)(—00) = (v*,u*,0%), (3,1s,03)(+00) = (v4,us,04),

~ ~ - \2 5 o~
where E; := ,Y—’jlei + % and p; := p(0;,6;).
The viscous version of the inviscid contact discontinuity connecting (vy, uy, ;) with (v*,u*, 6%),
called viscous contact wave (v¢,u®,0%)(t,z) can be defined by [9]:
o T R@sim

c x (v — DrOF™ (1.11
t = u, | 11)

) — (__)sim7

v+t

where ©%™ = @%™m( =) is the unique self-similar solution to the following nonlinear diffusion

equation

6 = Gt (%),
O(t,—00) = 0,,0(t,+00) = 0*.

Concerning the stability of viscous shocks, Matsumura-Nishihara [22] proved the stability of
viscous shock waves for the barotropic Navier-Stokes (NS) equations, and Goodman independently
gained a similar result [5] for a general system with artificial diffusion, where diffusion is added
to all equations in the system. In both articles, the proof was carried out under the zero-mass
condition, which is crucial for applying the so-called anti-derivative method. Subsequently, Liu [16],
Szepessy-Xin [29], and Liu-Zeng [19] eliminated the need for the zero-mass condition by introducing
a constant shift for the viscous shock and diffusion waves, as well as for the coupled diffusion waves
in the transverse characteristic fields. However, Masica-Zumbrun [20] demonstrated the spectral
stability of the viscous shock wave under weaker conditions compared to the zero-mass condition,
which is called the spectral condition. Matsumura-Wang [25] investigated the asymptotic stability
of viscous shocks for NS systems with degenerate viscosities, which was further generalized by
Vasseur and Yao [30] to a wider range of viscosities using the BD entropy introduced by Bresch and
Desjardins [I]. For the linear degenerate wave in the second characteristic field, it is known that
the inviscid contact discontinuity is unstable for the Euler equations as time progresses. However,
for the Euler equations with viscosities, a viscous contact wave, a viscous version of the inviscid
contact discontinuity, can be constructed and proven to be time-asymptotically stable for both the
1D “artificial” viscosity systems [31], (18] and the 1D physical NS system [9, [7].
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On the other hand, when the initial data of the NS equations generates rarefaction waves, the
time-asymptotic stability of the rarefaction wave has been proven by Matsumura and Nishihara
[23 24]. Similar stability results have also been shown for the NSF system in [17) 27].

However, all of the aforementioned literature addressed either shocks, rarefaction waves, or con-
tact discontinuities. For composite waves, Huang-Matsumura [§] addressed the case of superimposed
shocks for the NSF system, and Huang-Li-Matsumura [7] showed the asymptotic stability of the
linear combination wave of the viscous contact wave and the rarefaction waves. The case involving
the superposition of a viscous shock and a rarefaction wave is more challenging [21], due to the
incompatibility between the standard anti-derivative method, used to study the stability of viscous
shocks, and the direct energy method applied to rarefactions. Recently, Kang-Vasseur-Wang [I1]
proved the time-asymptotic stability of the composition of shock and rarefaction waves for the NS
equations by using the method of a-contraction with shift for the shock wave and then using the
same method [12] demonstrated the stability of generic Riemann solutions consisting of a viscous
shock, a rarefaction and a viscous contact wave for NSF system. Notably, Han-Kang-Kim [6] ap-
plied the a-contraction method to prove the stability of the composition of two shock waves with
independently small amplitudes. That is, compared with the result in [§], they did not assume the
same order of smallness for the strengths of the two shocks.

In this paper, our aim is to prove the nonlinear time-asymptotic stability of the composite wave
(0,4, 0), which consists of a shifted 1-viscous shock, a 2-viscous contact discontinuity and a shifted
3-viscous shock for the one-dimensional NSF equations (LI)-(L2]) under the assumption that the
composite wave strength and the perturbations are sufficently small.

1.1. Main result. We now state the main result on the global existence and large-time behavior
of the Cauchy problem for NSF equations.

Theorem 1.1. For a given constant state (vy,uy,0+) € Ry x R x Ry, there exist constants
00, €0 > 0 such that the following statement holds:

For any (v—,u—,0_) € S1(v«, U, 04), (Vs, ux, 05) € CDo(v*,u*,60%), and (v*,u*,0%) € S3(v4,us,0y)
such that

[o_ — vy + Jve — 0|+ 0" — vi| < do,

denote (Ty,7y,601)(x — o1t) the 1-viscous shock solution of (LIQ) with end states (v_,u_,0_)

and (Vx, Uy, 0y), (vc,uc,ﬁc)(\/f—ﬂ) the 2-viscous contact wave defined in (LII]) with end states

(s, Uy, 0s) and (v*,u*,0%), and (U3, Us, 03)(x — o3t) the 3-viscous shock solution of (LI0) with end
states (v*,u*,0%) and (vy,us,64). Let (vo,uo,0p) be any initial data such that

Z (Il(vo — v, uo — ux, 00 — O+l 2(ry)) + [1(V0z, Uow, Oox) || L2(R) < €0,
=
where R_ =: =R = (—00,0). Then the compressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier system B.1) (or (L)

admits a unique global-in-time solution (v,u,0)(t,x) for allt € Ry. Moreover, there exist absolutely
continuous shift functions Xy (t), Xs(t) such that

v(t,x) — <171(a: — oyt — Xy (1)) 4+ vE( 1x+ t) + v3(z — o3t — X3(t)) — vx — v*) € C (0, +o00; H'(R)) ,
u(t,z) — <ﬂ1(:17 — o1t — X (t)) + u’( 1x+ t) + ag(x — ost — X3(t)) — ux — u*> € C (0, +oo; Hl(R)) ,
0(t,x) — (51(:17 — o1t — X (1) +0%( 1::_ t) + O3(x — o3t — X3(t)) — 0, — 0*> € C (0, +o0; H'(R)).

(1.12)
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Moreover, we have the large-time behavior:

sup |(v,u,0)(t,x) — <171(x — o1t — Xy () + v ’ ) + O3(x — o3t — X3(t)) — ve — V",
z€R 1+¢
@1(% — o1t — Xl(t)) + UC( 1LE+ t) + ﬂg(x — o3t — Xg(t)) — Uy — u*,
fr(x — o1t — Xy (1)) + 6°( 1“””+ =)+ 3w — o3t —Xa(1)) 0 9*> ‘ 0.
(1.13)
and
tligloo IXi(t)] =0, for i=1,3. (1.14)
Furthermore, the shifts are well-separated in the following sense:
X1 (t) + o1t < %t <0< %t < X3(t) +ost, t>0. (1.15)

Remark 1.1. Theorem [11] states that if the two far-field states (v4,uy,0+) in (L2) are connected
by the superposition of two shocks and a contact discontinuity, then the solution to the compressible
Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations (1) or B1) converges, as time progresses, to a superposed wave
composed of the viscous shocks with shifts X;(t) for i = 1,3, and the viscous contact wave.

Remark 1.2. The shift function X;(t) (defined in [B8)) is shown to satisfy the time-asymptotic
behavior (LI4), which implies that

lim Xi(t)

t—00 t

=0, fori=1,3.

Thus, the shift functions X;(t) grow at most sub-linearly with respect to t, ensuring that the shifted
viscous shock waves maintain the original traveling wave profile in the long run.

1.2. Main ideas and the method of a-contraction with shift. The primary tool used to
achieve the desired nonlinear stability is the a-contraction method with shifts, which was developed
in [10] (see also [15]) to analyze the stability of extremal shocks in the inviscid system of conservation
laws, such as the Euler system (I3]). Let the entropy of the system, which corresponds to the physical
energy, be defined for any state U = (v,u, FE) as s(U). We then consider the relative entropy, as
defined in [3], for any two states U = (v,u, E), U = (v, 4, E):

s(U|U) = s(U) —s(U)—VsU)-(U-10).

Note that the physical entropy
n(UU) := =0s(U|U)
is nonnegative and equal to zero if and only if U = U. Therefore, n(U|U) can be interpreted as a
quasi-distance between U and U.
When U (x — ot) represents a single viscous shock, the method involves finding a weight function
a : R — R4 and a time-dependent shift function X : R. — R such that the weighted relative
entropy with shift is non-increasing over time:

% /Ra(t, x— X())nU(t,2)|U(t,x — X(t))dz < 0.

As mentioned in the introduction (e.g., [12]), this approach can also be applied to prove the stability
of composite wave, which consist of a viscous shock, a viscous contact wave, and a rarefaction
wave. However, the composition in (L9]), involving two viscous shocks and a viscous contact wave,
introduces several challenges. Unlike the case of a single viscous shock, the combination of two
viscous shocks and a viscous contact wave is not an exact solution to the NSF equations due to



NAVIER-STOKES-FOURIER EQUATIONS 7

the nonlinear terms present. Therefore, we must control error terms arising from the nonlinear
interactions between the 1-shock, 2-contact wave, and 3-shock. Additionally, since the composite
wave includes two viscous shock waves, we require two shift functions, say X;(t) and X3(t), as
defined in (B.8)), along with two weight functions, defined in (3.4]), to manage perturbations near
each shock wave, using the method developed for a single wave. Furthermore, to address the localized
bad terms, we introduce auxiliary localization functions, which will be defined in terms of the two
shift functions as in ([B.11]). These functions will be constructed to ensure that the two shift functions
are sufficiently well-separated, as indicated in (L.I5]).

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we review the known properties of
viscous shock and viscous contact waves, as well as the Poincaré-type inequality. The general setup is
outlined in Section 3] where we introduce the local existence of solutions, the construction of the shift
functions, and an a priori estimates in Proposition These, along with a continuation argument,
lead to the proof of Theorem [I.1l The final two sections are devoted to proving Proposition B.2] that
is, establishing the main a priori estimates. In Section [ the a-contraction argument is introduced,
and the global a priori estimates are established to conclude the proof of Proposition Section
is the higher order estimates for closing the estimates.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Viscous shock wave. The existence, uniqueness, and the properties of the viscous shock
wave are now well understood. The following lemma summarizes the main properties of the viscous
shock wave that will be used in the later analysis. We refer to [4, [12] for the proof of the lemma.

Lemma 2.1. For a given right-end state (vg,ur,0r), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that the
following holds. For any left-end state (vr,ur,0r) connected with (vgr,ur,0r) via i-shock (i = 1,3)
curve, there exists a unique solution (Vi(x — o3t), Ui(x — oit), 03(x — o3t)) to (LIQ). Let &; be the
strength of the i-shock defined as 6; :== |ugr —ur| ~ |vgp —vp| ~ |0g — 01|. Then, we have

V(x—o1t) <0, W(x—o1t) <0, Oz —oit)>0, Y(x—oit) R,
Uh(x —ost) >0, Us(x—ost) <0, Oh(z—ost) <0, V(x—ost)eR,
|(0;(x — ot) —vp, wi(z — ot) —ug, 5,(3: —oit) —01)] < C(Sie_c‘ﬂx_”it‘, x—o;t <0,
|(5(x — o3t) — vg, Ui(x — 04t) — up, Oi(x — oit) — Op)| < Coe 1=l gt >0, (2.1
(@ (& — o3t), Ui (x — o3t), Bi(x — o3t))| < Co2e~COile=oitl  w(z — 5;t) € R,
(@ (& — o3t), @/ (x — o3t), 0/ (x — o3t))]

R

< C&| V(@ — o4t), Wy (x — o4t), 0L (x — ot))|,  V(z — oit) € R.
In particular, || ~ |@| ~ |0}| for all (x — oit) € R, more explicitly,

’ﬁll—O'_f)H SC(51’1~)H, V(w—Ult)ER,

2.2
]ﬁé—ka*ﬁé] SCég’f)é‘, V(x — ost) € R, (22)

and
o+ O < onjil), Ve -t e R,

_ —1)p*
19, + %ﬁy < O], V(x —o3t) €R,
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where
RH_ RO*
po=plo00) == =" 6%) = S, and
VP—
v v
which satisfy
oy +o0_| < Céd and |oz—o"| < Cds. (2.4)

Remark 2.1. In this paper, we will use (vp,ur,0p) = (v—,u_,0_) and (vR,ur,0r) = (Vi, Ux, Ox)
for the 1-viscous shock, while we will use (vp,ur,0r) = (v*,u*,60%) and (vg,ur,0r) = (v4,us,64)
for the 3-viscous shock, in the subsequent.

2.2. Viscous contact wave. It is well known that the inviscid contact discontinuity is time-
asymptotically unstable for the compressible Euler equations (I3]). However, a viscous contact
wave, which is the viscous counterpart of the inviscid contact discontinuity, can be constructed and
shown to be time-asymptotically stable in both the “artificial viscosity” system [18] 31] and the
physical Navier-Stokes system [9, [7].

Lemma 2.2. ([9]) The viscous contact wave (v¢,u,0°)(t,z) defined in (LIIL) satisfies

22

(UC — v, u’ —u,, 08¢ — 0*) =0(1)dce” == , Yz <0
Ccqz?
(vc —v*u’ —ur, 8¢ — 9*) =0(1)éce” == , Yz >0

e (2.5)
(020C,020) (t,2) = O(1)dc(1+t)"2e” 1+, VzeR, n=12,...;
n, C _lin _C1o?
Iu (t,x) =0N)dc(1+t)” 2 e T, VreR, n=12...;

where d¢ = |v* —vy| ~ [u* —uy| ~ |0 —0,| is the amplitude of the viscous contact wave, and C1 > 0
18 generic constant.

The viscous wave (v¥,u®,0%)(t,z) defined in (LII)) satisfies the system

v —uf =0, }

U?erf:M(Z—é Qe (2.6)
oC

60 +poug =k (%) +uleE +QF,

where p@ = p(v®,6°) and

Qf = % <(ln 0)ut — 1 ( L @)m>> = 0(1)oc(1 + t)_%e_%7

C\2 2
e )” _ 0(1)0(1 4+ 42,

QY =—p
as x — +oo due to Lemma 2.2l Moreover, from ([LI1]) and Lemma 2:2] it holds that for Vp > 1,
c ,C pC c ,c pc = =
(W™, ™, 07)(E, - — (v, 0, 0) (¢, )| Lo r) = O(1)K2 (1 +¢)2,
which implies that viscous contact wave (v¢,u",0%)(t,z) can converge to the inviscid contact

discontinuity (v¢, u¢, 6€)(t,z) in LP-norm (Vp > 1) at any finite time interval as the heat conductivity
coefficient kK — 04, however, they could be far away at large time.
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2.3. Poincaré-type inequality. The method of a-contraction with shift in the viscous cases relies
on the following Poincaré type inequality (see [I3], Lemma 2.9).

Lemma 2.3. For any f :[0,1] — R satisfying fol y(1 —y)|f'ldy < oo

/Olf—/olfdy

3. A PRIORI ESTIMATE AND PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

2

1 1
dy < 5/0 y(1 = y)|f'dy.

In this section, we state a priori estimates for the H'-perturbation between the solution and
the composite wave, and based on it, we prove the large-time behavior of the solution towards the
composite wave.

Equations (ILT]) can be simplified into the following form, which is in non-divergence form and
is equivalent to the original system (L.

vy — Uy = 0,
ut + p(v,0), = (,u%)w, (3.1)
%Ht +p(v, 0)uy = (“%)x + /‘%

We will analyze the stability of solutions to (B]) around a superposition wave, which consists

of two viscous shock waves shifted by X;(¢) and X3(t) (as defined in (8.8))), along with a viscous
contact wave:

ﬁ(t,x) 61(%—0’115—X1(t)) (t,a:) —|—'?73(x—03t—X3(t)) — vy — UF
u(t,r) | = | w(z — ot — Xq(t)) + uC(t, x) + ug(z — o3t — X3(t)) — us — u*
9(t,£17) 91(3} — o1t — Xl(t)) + 90(t :E) + 93(:17 — o3t — Xg(t)) —0,—0"
Then the superposition wave (v, 4, 0)(t, z) satisfies the system
R SO0 N Do+ X005 =0
s+ X (t )(u e+ Xs(t)(@ :)f Jo + Po = (0%), + Q1, (3.2)
. __ ) w2
L+ X OO)s + K E)a + b = (n%) + 0%+ Qa
where p = @ and the error terms

with the wave interaction terms

— ~X1 C ~X3
Iop X0 Xy (e @) up (@50)e
Q1 = —pj b P53 )z — ( 7 5{(1 oC '?7?3 )
X
. 0. (07, 65 (6
I._ (== ~X1y . C.C _  X3~X3 _ Zz N1 Jx Tz A3 %
Q2 L (pu:c pl ( )1‘ puy p3 (US )1’> K < o ’,5{(1 ,UC' ’,5?)’(3 (33)
X
2 2
~X ~X
2 (@) e (@)
— K| = — — - - — )

and the error terms due to the viscous contact wave QY , QS which are given in (Z7).
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3.1. Local existence of solutions. We first recall the local-in-time solution of (LI]) (and so for
B1). It can be found in [26] in the general setting.

Proposition 3.1. Let v,u and 6 be smooth monotone functions such that
(v(z),u(z),0(x)) = (v4,us,01), for £x>1, v(0)>0 and 6(0)>0.
For any constants My, M, Ky, Ro, k1, and R with 0 < My < My and 0 < k; < Ky < Ry < K1,
there exists a constant Ty > 0 such that if
[(vo — v, u0 — u, 00 — O) | 1wy < Mo,
0 < Ky < po(x),00(z) <Fo, z€R,
then (LI)-([L2) has a unique solution (v,u,0) on [0,Ty] such that
v—wv e C([0,To]; H'(R)),
(u—u,0 —0) € C([0,Ty); H'(R)) N L*(0, Ty; H(R)),
and
[(v —v,u—u,0 = 0)| poo 0,151 (R)) < M
Moreover,

£y <o(t,xz),0(tx) <R, Y(t,x) € [0,Tp] x R.

3.2. Construction of the weight function. To handle the two shock waves, we introduce two
weight functions, a; and ag, associated with the 1-shock and 3-shock, respectively. For each i = 1, 3,
we define the weight function as

)\1(’[)1(3) — 0175) — U_)
01 ’
)\3(173(% — O’3t) — U*))
03 ’
where §; = |v_ — v,| and d3 = |vy — v*| denote the strengths of 1-shock and 3-shock, respectively.
Here, )\; is a small constant chosen as §; < \; < Cv/9; for i = 1,3 so that it is large enough

compared with the strengths of shocks. In addition, we define A := A1 + A3.
We note that for each ¢ = 1,3, the weight function a; satisfies % <1—-XN<ag; <1+ M\N< % and

al(x — O’lt) =1+

(3.4)

ag(x —ost) =1+

Y A3
(a1)e = 22 (@1)2,  (a3)s = 22(03)a, (3.5)
01 03
from which we have
Aij,
[(@i)al ~ SH1@0)al,  andso (ai)allpemy < Nibiy [l(@)ellry = A (3.6)

In addition, we have
oia(x —o;t) >0, for each i = 1,3.
To handle the shifted composite wave, we consider the following composition of shifted weight
functions:

aXvXs (t 2) =l (x — o1t) + P (x — o3t) — 1. (3.7)
Here, for any function f : R — R, we use the abbreviated notation
P = f( = Xa(t),i=1,3.
Note that 3§ <1—-A<a®Xs <14 X< 3.

Remark 3.1. In B.4), we can choose \; any positive constant satisfying §; < \; < C\/5;. For
example, choosing \; = \/0;.
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3.3. Construction of shifts. As mentioned in the introduction, it is expected that the viscous
shock waves should be shifted in order to obtain the stability estimate. In this section, we explicitly
construct the shift functions. We define a pair of shifts, (X;,X3), as solutions to the following
system of ODEs:

~X1\ = X1
. | x _ (07)2D B R (67")s -
X, = /RaleXs @elu =) + 2L =0+ =0 0)|
) X8 5 6Xs 3.8
X3 _ _]5\4_33 / CLXLXB (a’g(g)x(u _ '11) + (U3 7)90]9 (’U o ?7) + R (03 )LE (9 o 6) d.Z', ( )
R v vy — 1 0

[ X1(0) = X3(0) = 0.

where a1 %3 is the shifted weight function defined in (37)), while My := % (0011)2 (1 + 2'{57}%1)2) and

Ms = % ((}f’y (1 + 2“(7_1)2> are the specific chosen constant, which will be used in the proof of

Ry
Proposition As in [12, Lemma 3.2], we ensure the existence of a Lipschitz solution to the
above ODEs (B.8]) under the the condition that v, 6 have positive upper and lower bounds, and u
is bounded, which is guaranteed by Proposition B.1l and the a priori assumption (B.9]).

3.4. A priori estimate. Now, we are ready to present the main proposition on a priori estimates,
which is the key estimates to obtain the large-time behaviors of the systems.

Proposition 3.2. For a given (vy,us,04) € Ry x R x Ry, there exist positive constants Cy, 9, e
such that the following statement holds: B
Suppose that (v,u,0) is the solution to [B1]) on [0,T] for some T > 0, and (v, u,0) is the composite
wave of two shifted shocks and a contact discontinuity as defined in (L9]), where (X1,X3) solves
B18)). Suppose that both the shock waves and contact discontinuity satisfy d1,9c,d3 < dg and that

v—1o¢eC([0,T]; H (R)),

u—1,0 —8eC(0,T); H (R)) N L*(0,T; H*(R)),

and

I(v = 0,4 — @,0 = )| L (01,17 (m)) < €- (3.9)

Then, for all 0 <t <T,

sup [[|(v—0,u —@,0 — é)HHl(R)]
t€[0,T

t
i / Y GXil?+ Y G7+D, + Dy, +Dy + Dy, + Dy, | ds
0 \ief1,3} i€{1,3}

_ 1
< Coll (vo — 9(0,-),u0 — (0, -), 80 — 6(0,-)) [l () + Codg ,
In particular, for all 0 <t < T,
X1 ()] + [X3(t)] < Coll(v —v,u — 4,0 — 0)(t, )| oo (m)-

Here, the constant Cy is independent of T and
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D,, ;:/ (0= 7)uPdz, D, ;:/ (u— )2 dz, Dy, ;:/ (0 — 0),? da, (3.10)
R R R

where ¢1, ¢3 are cutoff functions defined by

1 if v < Xilt)tort

p1(t,r) =4 0 if x > w: ¢3(t,x) = 1—o¢1(t, x).

linearly decreasing from 1 to 0 if W <z< W,

(3.11)

We defer the proof of this key proposition to Sections [ and Bl In the remainder of this section,
we demonstrate how Proposition implies Theorem [ 11

3.5. Conclusion. Based on Proposition B.Iland B.2] we apply the continuation argument to prove
(LI3) for the large-time behavior. These proofs follow standard procedures and rely on the same
arguments as in the previous paper [11], so we omit the details and proceed to complete the proof
of Theorem [T.11

Therefore, the remainder of this paper is devoted to proving the Proposition

4. RELATIVE ENTROPY ESTIMATES

In this section, we obtain an estimate for the L?-norms of the perturbation, by using the a-
contraction with shift method. Precisely, the main goal of this section is to obtain the following
lemma. This section is dedicated to the proof of the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Under the assumption of Proposition [3.2, there exists C > 0, such that for all
te[0,T7],

t .
/GHW(U‘U)deF/ Z 5| Xal* + Z G + Dy, + Dy, | ds
R 0

1€{1,3} i€{1,3}

_ _ 4/ 4 4 4/ 4 4
< / adn (U\U) dx + 0} <5§ e~ Cost 4 (556_Ct> +43 <(513 e~ Ot 4 5ge_Ct> (4.1)
R

t=0
t

+C§0/ ”(U—@)x”%Q(R) dS"‘C(S(),
0

where G, Dy, and Dy, are the terms defined in (B3.10).

4.1. Wave interaction estimates. We first provide useful estimates for the wave interaction
terms, denoted as Q! in (B3).
First, it follows from the a priori assumption ([B.9) with the Sobolev embedding that

(v —0,u—1,0 —0)||Lor)xr) <& andso wv,u,0 e L>((0,T)xR).
Then, the ODE (B.8)) together with Lemma 2.1 yields that
. . C B B _ _
X1 (O] + Xa(t) < sl (v —vu—16-90) ||L°°(R)/ (Vi) |daz
ie{1,3} * R
< H ('U—’D,U—ﬁ,e—é) HL‘X’(R) <e.

(4.2)
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Thus, ([£.2) and the smallness of £ imply
Xl(t) < _%t7 X3(t) > _%t7 t> 07
or equivalently,

X1 (t) + o1t < %t, X5(t) + ot > %t, >0,

which proves (LI3).

Lemma 4.2. Let QI (i = 1,2) be defined in B3). Under the same assumption as in Proposition
[3.3, the following holds: ¥t < T, 3 a constant C > 0 independent of T, 1,93 and dc such that

QM L2y < C81(5c + 83)e™C0 4 OO0 (81 + 83)e™Ct + CO3(61 + dc)e™ %, fori= 1,2,
Il 0 = 006 — 02y + NE @ 0", T 0|2

< 5 (53e—053t n 5(;6_Ct> ,

@)l (vC = s, 07 = 0|20y + 132l [T — v, 07 — 0|l r2(ry

< 08f (8170 4 50"

Proof. For simplicity, we estimate ||Q1|| 2 (R)» as the proof for QL] r2(r) follows almost identically.
Recall,

— ~Xq C ~X
e X0 Xey [ (@) up (U5t
Ql : (p V2 p Pp3 )x M ( P 5{(1 C 17;(3 )

Since p= 22,9, = (%), 4+ 6S + (039), and v, = (), + 05 + (T29),,

v

the first term of Q! can be written as

_ X X
(p—p* —p© —p3®),

1 1 1 1 1 1
_ X1 - C - 0Xs -
- RO, <U 65) # RO (3 - o ) + REO), <U @(3) s
= X1 = C = X3
~X p D c p_p ~X P P3
“a. (55 e (3 2) - (5 )

Thus, we can estimate as

< C(Rl + Ry + R3),

_ X X
‘(p—pl LY - ),
where

(v = 0,,0° — 0,53 —v*, 03 — 07)

Ry = |05, 05,

)

(T — 0,65 — 0., T2 — v*,égc?’ —0")

)

Ry = ‘(vc,ﬁc)w‘

(T — 0,05 —0,,0° —0v*,0° — 6%)].

Ry o= |0, ).

First, to estimate Ry, we split it as

2
||R1||L2<R>=[</ . )\wi‘l,éf‘l)x
e<Zt  Ja>ILt

=: v/ Ri1 + Rio.

1
2 3
dx}

‘(vc —v,,0% — 9*,5§(3 -, 5?3 —6%)
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Note that o o o o
1 3 1 3
< —t —o3t —X3(t) <ax— —t< —t——t<
xr < 1 = X — 03 3( ) ST 5 < 1 5 1S 0,
and so, |z — o3t — X3(t)| > (% — %)t.

So, it follows from Lemma 2.1] that
|(5§<3 o U*”é%(:; o 0*)| < 0536—053|:E—03t—X3(t)| < 0536—05315,
and

(@, 67)a| < CofemClemont=Xal0ll,

Thus,

~ X ~ X
/J T G50, 2|5 — 0", 6% — 6%)|2da
e<Zlt

Scailége—c%t / 6—051|m—01t—X1 (t)\dx < 05%556—05315'
xg%t

In addition, when z < %'t < 0, using Lemma 2.2] we have

Cyz?
|(vC = v,,0° — 0,)] <Cépe” Tit

2
<Coce Ct. (a?> <0—1t> >0)
Hence,

[ NG TP — 02,6~ 0.) P
xg%t

<Co16¢e " / e~ Cnlr=i=Xa Ol gy < Cofoge ",
x<ZLlt
— 4

Combining (4.4]) and ([4.5]), we have
Ry < C8363e=C%t 053627 C1.
On the other hand, note that

x> %t = r-ot-Xi() 2w 2 -2 >0,
which implies with Lemmas 2.1] and that

~ _ —oit— ELCL) PR, —
‘(Uflaé’f(l)x’ SC(S%@ Cé1lz—o1t—X1(t)] SC(S%@ ot |lz—o1t Xl(t)|e C’(Slt7

and
|(f5§(3 o ,U*’éfg(g _ 9*)| < 0536—063|x—03t—X3(t)|

)

C zc2
](UC — 0, 0% — 0,) < C(S(;e_i?(ll“) < Coc.
Thus, we have
Rio < CB{(3% + )bt [ emColementXa0ldz < €a}(a? + e o
x>t
Therefore,
3 3 3
IRy 2y < CO2dae™ %" 4 C626ce™ " + C62 (3¢ + dg)e .
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Secondly, to estimate || Rz|12(r), we split it as

2|, ~
||R2||L2<R>s[< [ )\@99%\ @ 0, B —0.)
z—ot<—-Ft  Jz—oit>—tt

2
+</ +/ >|(vc,90)m\2‘(5§(3—v*,§§(3—0*)
z—ogt<—23t  Jaz—ogt>—T3¢
=:v/Ro1 + Ry + Rz + Ray.

Since x — o1t < -Gt = 1z < Gt <0, using Lemma 2.2 we have

C HC _C=? _a2?
|(U 70 )m| SC&CG 1+t §05C€ 201+ ¢ ¢t

Thus,
_G®
Roy < 082631 / e 2040 dx < Co267e~ L.
(E—O’lt<—%t

On the other hand, v — o1t > =%t = x—o1t —Xy(t) > —Ft — Xy(t) > =t > 0.
It follows from Lemma [2.1] that

~ _ —ot— L) PR —
’('Uf(l —’U*,é’fcl _9*)’ < Cé%e Coi|lz—o1t—X1(t)| < C(S%G 5o |lz—o1t Xl(t)|e célt.

Thus,

_Cpe?
Roo < 05%5%6—(}611&/ e Thdy < 05%5%6_06”,

x—01t<—%t

For the estimates for Ra3, Rog4, note that

T — ost > —%t = 2 —ost— X3(t) > —%t—Xl(t) < —%t <0,

and so, |z — o3t — X3(t)| > %t.

Using Lemmas 2.1] and 2.2, we have
2

Cix
1(vC,09),| < Coge™ 7,

Cé
’(6?3 _ ’U*,égcs _ 9*)’ < 0636—063\x—03t—X3(t)| < 0(536_73‘x_03t_X3(t)‘6_063t.
Thus,
2 2 _Csst -~ G 2 2 _Csst
Ro3 < Cogdze™ % / e U dy < Cogdze %",
x—UgtS—%t

On the other hand, since z — o3t > -3}t = x> %t >0, using Lemma 2.2 we have

Cq z?

_Cpz?
[(v9,09),| < Cdce™ T+ < e 2030 e,

which yields

_Clxz
Roy < Co%53e ¢ / e (0 dx < O5285e .

(E—O’gt>—%t

Therefore,
[ R2lr2m) < Cd16ce™ M 4+ Cd360e™ %! - Cocdze".
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Finally, to estimate R3, we split it as above

([t L o]
057°)a

:c<‘73t :c>

=: v/ R31 + Rss.

Since z < Bt = wx—o3t —X3(t) <z — 3034 < 93¢ <0, and so |z — o3t — X3(t)| > S,
it follows from Lemma 2.1 that

|(~§(3’~X3) | < 052 —053|.’E o3t— Xg(t)‘ < 052 23‘x—o'3t—X3(t)|e—C53t‘

IN

(('ﬁf‘l 0, 0% g, 0 — % 00 — 9%)

2 13
| Rl 2 (m) dx}

Thus,

Ry < O8l + g [ S0l < Ot + )

xg%t

On the other hand, using z > 2t = 2z —o1t —Xy(t) >z — 3"115 > %t — —alt > 0 and
Lemma [2.2] we have

2

_G1a? _ G
(09 =", 09 = 0%)| < Cépe™ T < Cope 2050~
Cco
‘(175(1 ,U*79X1 0, )’ < 0(52 —Co1]z—o1t—X1 (¢)| < C(S%e_‘ L \gc—alt—Xl(t)|e—Ct51t7

|(~§(3’~X3) |< 052 —Cd3|lz—ost— Xg(t)\

which yield

R32 S C&él(é%e—C(;lt +5%G—Ct)/ 6—053|m—03t—X3(t)|2dx S 053(5%6_051t +5%~6_Ct)-
x>Z3¢

Therefore, we have
3 3 3
IRs p2ry < €03 (61 + d¢)e” % + C63 03¢~ + Cocog e
O

Lemma 4.3. Let ¢1 and ¢3 be the functions defined in [BI1]). There exist positive constants &g, C
such that for any 61,9c,d3 € (0,00), the following estimates hold.

$a/(071)a| < CoF exp(=Cart),  1|(05%)s| < O exp(~Ca3t), t>0, z€R,
/qsg\ )eldz < C8y exp(—Céyt), /¢1y (U38) 4| < Cd3 exp(—Cdst), t> 0.

Proof. We focus on the case of ¢ = 1, as the argument for the other case follows in the same manner.
From (2.1]), it follows that

|(vf( V| = |01 (x — o1t — X1 (2))| < CoFexp (—Cdi|x — o1t — Xy (t)]), VzeR, t>0.
Thus, we have
3| (TX1)|2 < Cpadyexp (—Coy|w — ot — Xy (t)]), Vz €R, ¢>0, (4.6)
and
O3] (T, | < Cp30? exp (=Coy |z — o1t — X4 (1)), VreR, t>0. (4.7)

Xl(t +o1t

Note that the support of ¢3(t,-) is {z : z > }, on which the following estimate holds:

X t t
z — (o1t + X4 (8) > —# > —% > 0. (4.8)
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By virtue of 0 < ¢3 < 1 and (7)), we have
B3] (T711)4] < C6F exp (—~Cyt),
which yields the desired first estimate. Similarly, using (£.6]) and (4.8 imply
3] (TX1), |2 < Oy exp (—C61 |z — o1 — X1 (t)]) exp (—Cort) .
On the other hand, using (2.1), we have

/ (75, |dz < C6.

Combining the above estimates and using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

/R¢3\( Jolda < \// 62 (75 ]dx\// X, |da < C8 exp (—Co11) .

Thus, we derived the second estimate. This completes the proof of Lemma 3] O

e Notations: In what follows, we use the following notations for simplicity.
1. We will omit the dependence on shifts:

a(t,z) == a® X3 (t, z).

and for each i =1, 3,

vi(t, ) = @Xi (x — ot) = vi(x — ot — X4(t)),
Uit x) = 0 (x — opt) = Ug(x — oit — Xy(t)),
0i(t, ) == 0% (& — o5t) = Oi(z — o3t — Xy(t)).

2. Regarding the evolution of the relative entropy, we will use the notations U = (v,u,6)! and
U = (9,4,0)!, where U = (v,u,0)! is the solution to the system @.I)), and U = (v,1,0)" the
superposition of 1-viscous shock wave shifted by X;, 2-viscous contact wave, and 3-viscous shock
wave shifted by X3 as below

B o(t, x) 1t x) + 0% (¢, ) + V3(t, ) — v, — v*
Ut,z) == |a(t,z) | == [t z) +u®(t,z) + Us(t, x) —ue —u* | (4.9)
0(t, ) 01(t,x) +0°(t,x) + O5(t,z) — O, — 0

3. We adopt the following notations to make the computations presented after subsection [4.4]
more concise:

ol =0, 01 .=0_, p.=p_, and oM :=0_,

Bl i= %, 0P = 0%, pl¥ .= p*, and o = o*.

4.2. Relative entropy method. First of all, the relative entropy of U and U is given by
— R 0 0 (u — u)?
= ——1-1 > — | =—1—log= —_—.
UG (U °%%) T <9 °8 9> LT
Then, using the convex function ®(z) := z — 1 — In z, we have

N(U|0) = R<I>< )+%¢<Z>+%.
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So, the relative entropy weighted by @ is given by

= RO 0 —a)?
an(U|0) = RAD ( ) ooy () (=) (4.10)

0 2
Next, we compute the evolution of the relative entropy of U and U weighted by a(t, z)0(

/R alt, 2)(t, o) (U(t,2)|U(t, 2)) de.

t,x):

Lemma 4.4. Let a be the weight function defined by B.4). Let U be a solution to B.1)), and U the
composite wave given in ([A9]). Then

%/Ra(t,:E)U(U(t,:n))lU(t,:p))dx :ie%;g}xi(t)Yi(U) + g1y — 790
where
_ N R ;
Yi(U) ——/R(ai)xen(UW)d:ch/Ra [R(ei)&( >+ﬁ( )P (5” "

T4 ::/Ra R (018 + 67 — 03(8). ) @ (2)
+ /R 0 _% (~o1(B)e + 67 — 03(8:), ) @

N /R“[_ (0 j)? (%) _M(e ;95)2%?]61%

-y al/ a;).0n (U|0) dx+/ [ (u — @
1€{1,3}

@)a|? + % (6 - é)xﬂ dz.

jgood

Remark 4.1. Since o;a; > 0,

J9% consists of good terms, while J% consists of bad terms
Proof. By virtue of (£10), we obtain

i/a(t,x)H(t,x)n (U(tyx)‘U(t7[L‘)) dr
_ %:3}01/ a;)z0n (U|U) dz — Z Xi(t)/(ai)xén (U|0) dx

4.11
i€{1,3} R (4-11)

/ ad), [RH@ (U) + R—GCP <9> I ﬂ)z} dz.

v—1 0 260

First, we compute the time-derivative terms above
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From (31 and (32, we have

v =), = X (D)@ )e — X3(t)(T3)0 — (u— 1), =0,

u—1a), — X (t)(@)s — Xs(t))(s)a +
1 (0-0), - ﬁlxu )B1)e — 2K (6)(Bs) + (s — Piy) (4.12)
Using ®'(2) = 1 — < and (#I2); and (3.2),, we have
o [Roe (3)] —ro.e ( )+ m0 () (),
=RO,® )+R9<j—%> v—70) —i—vt 1——
—RO,® 3 RO j—l X3 (t)(¥3)s + (u — @)
() emi- Do xmenen]
prd(1-1)(1-2) [—x1<t><v1>x = Xo(0)T)a +

— RO, (%) RO <% - %) (u—a),

+ [Ka@@) + Xs @] £ (0 - 9) - 22 (0 - 0)?
As above, using (£12)); and (B.2),, we have
o [ﬁélcp <g>] - fyR e <Z> + il (X1 (001, + Xs(1)(05).) %‘9
b o0+
+ [%9;9 <% —%)L 51(0-9) ). I~ (9_99)%0 (% —%) (4.14)
-9 (6, 6,\ (6-0)2 (8,
w5 %) g <7>x
60 (w2 @2\ (9-02a (6
e <7‘7> R (5‘1> @2
Using (#12),, we have
o [U5 ] = (a0, + Xa(0a.) (- 0~ (- )~ 0,
+ (== + [p(Z -2 (w=-)] ~Ejw—a),f (4.15)
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Therefore, combining (£13)), (@.14]), and ([.13]), we have

ALZIE +_<1><> “—“]

=0 [Rq)( )+ o (gﬂ + X (1) [(m"p (v—@>+i@l-)x(e—é)ﬂal)m(u—ﬂ)]

-1

(1 1 -0, (0, 0O, O—0),- (1 1
‘W‘“)x“x(;‘%)*“7%(7‘?)‘*”” 7 996(;‘5)

—0 (u: u? K
pl 0 (- - 0@ (5 1) Q- B aaf - S0 - 0P
6 —6) (0, 0 —0)%u? (6 —0)?
00 (?)m_ 0 o P g
#8031 ) ()= 0= D=0+ (- a0,

Finally, since N o N o
0= ~01(01): = X1 (01)s + 0 — 03(03)s — X (0a).
we substitute this equality into (4I1]) to have the desired result. O

4.3. Decompositions. First of all, we will decompose the first and second terms of 7% into the
main term B of leading order, and remaining terms.

[i] 5 l4]
Z / ’7—|—1) o ”U—T}

[Z]
1€{1,3} U )

[l g _ [4] 4] _
2, 9 2 TP 5V —
+ 500 (0 SOIT (v—"20)(p 9)] dx.

(4.16)
We first handle the first term of J4:

/Ra [R(-01 (@0)s + 07— 030)2) @ (%) ~ P20 — 7] a.

v (%Y

=:Ja

Since @, = (1) + uS + (U3)., we have

Jo = —Ral(gl)mq> (%) - p(ui)x (v—10)*

Vv
—J21
ca (VN DU o = v\ Pz, o
+R9t<1><1_)> = (v —0)? Rag(eg)xcp(@) (v —7)
=:J22 =:Jas

Note that (1) = ®'(1) =0 and ®”(1) = 1.
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Applying Taylor’s Theorem to the function ®(z) at z = 1, we have

v v—10)2
o (_) - % +0(|v — %). (4.17)

Using this and (2.6])5, we have
Tz < O ([ug| + 105, + 167 llog | +1Q5 1) Jv — o,
which together with ([2.5]) and (2.7) yields

2
Clz]

Jog < Coc(1+t)te 14t (v —7)2

Using (2.2), 2.3), 2.4), and

= <O (jo— o] +16-60))
< C (51 = ool + o€ = vl + [ = 0" + 61 — v | + 107 — v + 185 —07]),  (418)
< C(61 + ¢ + d3) < Cdy,

together with (£.17]) we have

el i N )
iy < CEDE2 @l = o2+ Ol + @)l — 1
Likewise,
+1 _ ~ _
iy < CEUECE o = o2+ Ol + @)l — 1

As above, we handle the second term of 7%%:

/Ra [% (~01B)s + 67 — 03(Fs)) @ (g) - %08 - —l—puxu] do

Since p — p = £(0 — 6) — 2(v — v), we have

n= ¥ [-2ane (5) - @50 (o-0-2e-o) + a0

ieqray 7T 1 v
-0 _ D _A)2
i %(90)’@ <§> - (“C)rHT <§(9 —0)— %(v - ﬁ)> + (), ¢ 999)
O-M 52 T = ; _ _
: .6%:3} 20[519[1’] <R(9 —0) =20 - U)> (0 —9)

cylel?

+Coc(14+t) e 1 |(v—1,0 — 0)]2+ C(60 + &) (|(T1)a| + |(T3)a])| (v — 7,0 — B) 2.
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Thus, combining the above estimates together with p = 75,
/ a(Ja + J3)dx
(v + 1pliol 5 olR _ 5 olidpld -
< 2 / ez T @ 0 - smgm (v Il
1€{1,3}
-1 Cl‘ ‘2 N2
+ Coc(1+t ae” 1+t |(v—10,0 — 6)|*dx

) R
+C(60 +¢) R(I(%)xl +1(@3)a)l(v — 0,0 — ) da.

Therefore, it follows from Lemma [4.4] using integration by part that
4 / afn (U|U) da
dt Jp

5
< Z Xi(t)Yz‘(U)+ZBi+S1+Sz—G(U)—D(U)7
1€{1,3} i=1

where B is as in (£.16]), and

. (0-0)* (0a —0)a;
Bs = /]Ra|:H A R

2
Bg := Coc(1+1t)7* / ae” 1+ |(v = 0,0 — 0)[*dx
R

+0<6o+e>/R<|@1>m|+|@3>m|>|<v—w—é>|2d:c,

S| = — / a(u —u)Q1dx, Sy = —/Ra <g - 1) Qodz,

GU)= > az/ a;)0n (U|0) d

1€{1,3}
D) = /Ra Ll = )l + 20— 0)a]?]

We decompose the functional Y;(i = 1,3) as follows:

(4.19)
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where

Notice from (B.8)) that

: M,
Xi(t) = _?(Yil + Yi2 +Y3), (4.20)
which yields
5; 0
X p— ¢ ; . 2 3 . ..
X;(t)Y; = —M\X,] + X, ;YU. (4.21)

4.4. Leading order estimates.

Lemma 4.5. There exists C > 0 such that

i < 3
- 5 IX;|?+B;+By -G —--D

. M; 4
i1€{1,3}
4 4 4 4 4 4
<C > GE 468 <5§e—053t + 556—“) + 63 (5136—0” + 5ge—Ct>
1€{1,3}

C _

1€{1,3}
where

65 = [ 1G] |60 — 00— 5.0~ D) da
R

Proof. First, for any fixed ¢t € [0, 7], we define new variables y1, y3 and wy, w3 as below:

_’[)1(3} — Ult — Xl(t)) — ’U[l]

O3(x — o3t — X3(t)) — vl
. = and gy = 3( 3 3(t)) '

03
In fact, for i = 1,3, y; : R — (0, 1) is strictly increasing in & = z — o;t — X;(t), since

dyp (V1) 0 dys  (03)s

- — > , P
d&q 01 d&s 03

> 0, (4.22)

and
lim y; =0, lim y; =1.

&i——o0 &i——+o0
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In terms of the new variables, we will apply the Poincare-type inequality to each perturbation w;
localized by ¢; respectively:

wy = ¢y (¢, ) [u(t, ) — <a1(:g — vt — Xy () + uC (t,x) + i3 (x — o5t — Xs(t)) — uy — uﬂ :

ws = d3(t, ) [u(t,g;) - <a1(g; — ot — X1 (t)) + uC(t,x) + Ug(x — o3t — X3(t)) — uy — u>] .

e (Estimate on By — G): B
First, by (@I0) and the relation p — p = £(§ — 0) — 2(v — v), we have

(u—a)(p —p) — o10n(U|0)
_ (R _ P _ g RO 0 (u—1u)?
—(u — @) <;(9 -0 -2 —v)> — o [RH(I) (;) Lt <5> +5 } .
Using (2.4), (4I7) and (4.18]), we have
(u—a)(p —p) — o1On(U|0)
IR o0 1 gegm Roll _
<(u—u) m( - )—%(U—U +WU— \2+m( - 0)?

511l i _
+7(u—a)2+c(|v—@| + 1o — o]+ |9—9M|) N —B,u— 3,0 — 0)?

2
RN 1] o ou—a]? Roll] _ (v =1)8lM ~
[ —0) = } 2o | OO+ (e ¥

2(vli])2
+C (\v — B+ 8+ | (@ — o, 85 — 08| + (€ — vy, 0C — 9*)\) N —Bu—a,0 — ),
where the last equality is obtained by using
RO (1] Rolll R~61] ol a RO

22 T3y —1el  aeleE ~ 3 Y 0 T T
Similarly, we have
(u—a)(p —p) — o30n(U|0)
2
ROVH [ u—a]® R L.
= 2(vl31)2 [ v=0) - o3l } T 2(y — 1)60] (6 -0 EME] u — 1)

+C <|v — B+ 05+ (@ — oY, 8y — 9] 4 (€ — 0¥, 6C —9*)|) N —B,u—a,0 — §).

Therefore, we have
By(U)—GU)<— > GuU)— > Gou(U) + Bpew(U)
1€{1,3} 1€{1,3}
~ (4.23)
+C Z Aidi exp(—C’éit)/n(U]U) dx,
R

1€{1,3}
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where

ROl u—1u)?
G1(U) = /|az |¢2|: —0) - o1l :| dz,

U [Z]

olil _ _ 1)l 2
GaU) = 5y [ )l [(9 0+ o - a)] i,

J[Z]U[Z]
new— Z 5/

ief1,3y /R

+c/(a1)z (15 — 0,85 = 019) | + |0 = 0,6 = 0)]) - (v = 0,0 — 1,0 - 0) Pda
R

(ai)z|(v — T,u — @, 0 — 0)2dx + Z/ (v —0,u —u,0 — 0)>dx
1€{1,3}

+0/(a3)z (151 = o,81 = 01 4+ |0 = *,6 = 0°)]) - (v = B, u— 0,0 — O)[*d.
R

For the above estimate (£.23]), we have used the techniques below, we just pick up one of them as
an example since the other terms can be estimated in a similar way. Using the relation ¢; + ¢35 =1
and Lemma (4.3l we have

M/Ruaim [(v - ﬂrdx

2(vlil)2 olil
Rl o ou—u]? U[Z] u—1ul2

= 2(,0[2})2 /R|(az)m|¢2 |:('U _U) - oli] :| / | az {E Z |:( )— W:| dﬂj‘,
ROl Sl

. ou—1 B
< 2(0l)? /R\(ai)x\@ [(v —0) — W] dr + C\d; exp(—Céit)/Rn (U|0) dx

The four good terms G, Gi2, Go1, Goo will be used in the remaining estimates, while the bad
term B,,.,, can be controlled by the five good terms G111, Gi2, Gao1, Goo, D and gf, as follows.
First, using (3.5) and Lemma [£3] we have

5, /(ai)x](v CBu— 1,0 — 0)2da
R

§)\Z~/R|(1~)i)m|¢i(v—ﬁ,u—ﬂ,0—§)|2dx—|—)\i/ (@) 2|(1 — ¢)|(v — 5, u — 4,0 — 0)|*dz

R

<AGP + CNi02 exp(—Cé;t) / n (U|U) dx
R

where

G’ :=/(@)x\@(u—U,u—u,9—6)12dx.
R
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Using Young’s inequality and the relation ¢1 4+ ¢3 = 1, we obtain

/( Dal(w =50 — 7,0 — 6)Pda

<C’/|a1 T]u d:E+C’/|a1 )ellu — a3dax
1ot _
—l—C/]al 0 —0)+ o [1111)[1} (u—a)| dzx
_ 13
SC/](al)x]qﬁl (v—)- Lt da:+C/\(a1)x](1—q§1) (-9~ | de
R g R o
~v—1)plH ~
+C’/|a1 2|1 [(0 — 9)4—0%@—@ dx
~(y =1l ’
0 [ Yl 60|00+ Lo - )| d
R [k
—i—C/R](al)x\(bllu—u]?’dx—l—C/R](al)x\(l—(bl)\u—u]?’da:.
By virtue of (39]), we have
3
— 1)l
/\(al)xlqﬁl (v—@)—T]u da:—l—/]al )ald1 [(0 —0) + %(u w)| dx
R v

SCE(GH + G21).

Using Young’s inequality, (8.9) and Lemma 4.3, we have

/ (an)a| (1 — 61)
R

3
dx §C’€%/ |(01) |03 (|v — 0 4 |u— ﬂ|2) dx

_ u—
=9~ a

(4.24)

<02 sup (|(31)alds) /R (Jv— o + |u— af?) da

51 t,x
<CeAi6; exp(—Co1t) / n (U|U) dx
R

Similarly, we have

/’al (1—¢1)

3

_ — 1)l
( 1) dx < Ce)idy exp(—Cort)

( ) 0'[1}?}[1} (u - ﬂ)

T

/R (01)](1 — 61| — GPdz < Cerydy exp(—C’51t)/ 0 (U|0) da

R

n (U|0) da
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Using ([B.5]), Sobolev inequality, and A\; < C'v/d7, we have
[ Van)aloatu — afas
R

A1 _ ~ _
<O ullteqey [ 1@)ulonlu —alds
1 R

<O = el —a\|L2<R>\/ / |<51>x||¢1<u—a>|2dx\/ JACORCE

SCEH(U—U)me(R)\//R!(51)x1\¢1(u—U)Pdw

<Cel(u = W + C= [ 301101 (0~ 0)Pds < Ce(Duy +7),
Substituting the above estimates into (£.24]), we have
/R(al)x\(v —0,u— 1,0 — 0)Pdx
<Ce(G11 + Goy + Dy, + GF) + Celdy exp(—Cépt) / n (U|0) da

R

Similarly, we have
/R(ag)x\(v —0,u— 1,0 — 0)Pdx
<Ce(Ga1 + Gas + Dy, + Qg‘?) + CeXsdz exp(—Cost) /R n (U\U) dx
Likewise, using the interpolation inequality, Lemmas [£2] and [£3] we have
/R(al)x (135 — 0,8 = 65| + (v = 0,67 = 0,)]) - (v = 5,0 — 5,0 — 0) *da
< C(6c + 63)(G11 4+ Ga1) + CeA by exp(—Cét) /Rn (U]U) dx
211 /( 50 (18— 0,8 — 0]+ (0 — 0,0 —0,)]) [u— 0P

< C(0¢ + 03)(G11 + Ga1) + CeAidy exp(—Cort) / n (U’[j) dx
R

+C

A i~ ~ —~ ~
+ Cé—iHU — ﬂH%AL(R) [ H(Ul)m(vc — v*,HC _ 9*)HL2 R) + H(Ul)x(vzs _ U[3}’93 _ 9[3])‘

o)

< Cp(G11 + Goay) + CeAidy exp( 05175)/ n U|U dm
R

I s s (s —Cost er
+ Ol = Dal oyl = il O (S 4 60eC)

< C60(G11 + Gap) + Celi6y exp(—Cit) / n (U|U) dz + CDi e~ Ot 4 5ce_Ct)
R

3
€2 3
——482 (4
e ( ’
4 4
< Cop(Gi1 + Gap) + CeAidy exp(—Cort) / n U|U dm + CeDy, + 67 <5§ e~ Cost 4 586_Ct> .
R
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Similarly, we have
/(ag)x (151 = 0,81 = 01+ (0 = 0,6 = 0°)]) - (v = 0,0 — 0,0 — O)*da
R

< Cop(Gis + Gaz) + Cersds exp(—Cést) / n (U|U) dx
R

4

4 4
+05Du1+5§<5f 51t+53 )

Therefore, we have

Bnew<0(>\+5+50)<z Gy + Z Gai + Dy, + Z QZS)

1€{1,3} 1€{1,3} 1€{1,3}

+C > eNidiexp(— 0575)/ (U|0) da

1e{1,3}

4 4 4 4 4 4
+ o <5§ et 4 5ge—0t> +03 <5fe—051t + 556—(%) .

o ( 2% |X;|?): To estimate the term 2%[2_ 1X;[2, we will estimate Y;; due to (Z20).
Using the relation ¢1 + ¢35 = 1 and the change of variables for y;, w;, we have

Yy = /R a(i)o (1 — )dz = —o /R a(B))wr (1 — B)dz — 01 / oD ) w3 (1 — T)dar

R
1
= —0151/ awrdy — o1 / a(v1)z¢3(u — u)dx,
0 R

Using (24)) and |a — 1] < A, we have

1 1
‘YH 50l / widyi| < O8I\ + 50)/ wydyy + C/ (505 (0 — 1) dr. (4.25)
0 0 R

Since
Y12 —/ (Ul}x (U - ’U)dl‘
R0
/ (1111_293 $1(v — 0)dz + / a—(vlgmp%(v — v)dx
R
_/ (21[1)1 ¢1(u — w)dx + / a—(vlgmpm (v -0 — %) dx + / a(vl)xptﬁ?,(v —0)dz
R R
Lops U1)zP —u 1)z
= [ odman+ [ oo (v-0 - o [[ofLonto -2t
0 R v g R v
using (£I8) and (3.5]), we have
(s 1
P01
Yo — m/o widyy

5
< 051(50+A)/w1dy1+0A—1/ (a1)z|d1
R 1 JR

ﬁ I

’@

V—0
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Likewise, since

y—1 6
R - R _
__ RV Oy g R (0. (-
PRFTPNGY /Ra i ¢1(u — u)dx +/R ﬁ 7 o110 —0)+ W(u
R . ().
+/[Ra'7_1¢3 7 (0 — 0)dz,

using |6 — Ol < C(6y + ¢), @3J), and B6), we have

(y —1)ploy !
‘YB - W/o widy

! ) _ — 1)l
§051(50+)\+6)/ |w1|dy1+0—1/|(a1)m|¢1 0—0+ 9=V ol
0 >\1 R 0[1]1)[1]

R . (61), _
+/}Ra7_1¢53 z (0 — 0)dx.

Therefore, using @20), [E25), @26) and @2T) together with ol = 4/ Zﬁi], we have

1
‘Xl + 201y / |wi|dy1
0

1 1 u—1u
< (50+)\+€)/ |w1|dy1+0—/(a1)x¢1 V=0 ——— |dx

IS
G AN [(9—9)—1—%@—@] da

29

—u)|dx

(4.27)

C . 3 C - 3 C ~ _
+—/ \(Ul)xfﬁll\u—u\dﬂer—/ !(Ul)mle—U\dl’Jr—/ |$1(01)2]|60 — 0]du,
51 R 51 R 51 R

which yields

1 2
20—[”M1/ lwy|dyy — (—X4)
0

2 [ 2 1 _ou—1u 2
< (5o + A+ 2) / i [Py, + C— /|(a1)gc|¢1 v-5- ") do
0 )‘1 R ol

_ _ 1\l 2
+C)\i% </R’(CL1):C’¢1 [(0—6)+%(u_u)] dx)

C _ o\ _ .\ C ~ N2
+E</R|(U1)w|¢3|u_u|d$> +E</R|(U1)m|¢3|v_v|d$> +E</R|(91)x|¢3|9_0|dx> .
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This result and the algebraic inequality %2 —q?> < (p—q)? for all p,q € R imply

1 2
2(cl1)2 ps2 </ ywlydm) - Xi? < (50+A+s)2/\w1\2dy1
0 R

C _
3 ~—(G11 + Ga1) + Cdy exp(— 051t)/77(U|U) dx
1

R
Thus,
01 2 [1]42 ! ? 5 [
o 1 XalT = = (07) Midy widyy | +C81 (6 + A +e)* [ |wiPdy
o 0 0 (4.28)
+ )\—11(@11 + Gay) + C0F eXp(—C51t)/ n (U|U) dz.
R
Similarly, we have
1 2 1
2M gi Xsl? < = (01)2 Msds ( / wsdy3> +Cd3(00 + A +¢)? / [ws *dys
’ o8 0 0 (4.29)
+ A G + Gan) + O exp(~Cat) [ 0 (UI0) do
R
o (Estimate on Bj): Set
’y+1) loll  ,  oliR _ ., olipl ) _
%:3}/ [Z]) v — +m(9— —m(v—v)@—ﬂ) dx
1€
= Z (Bi; + B, +Bi) .
1€{1,3}
(4.30)

First, note that

_ (y+plol] (v + Dplol

2(vl1)2 /}Ra(il)xtﬁlv — o2dx + T /Ra@l)x(l — )| — o[2dz

For the first term, using Young’s inequality and (B.5]), we have

1
Bll

(v + 1)p[1}0[1} _ ) o

W /Ra(vl)xqﬁl‘v — 0)*dx
(v +1)pllsl L u—a\ u-—al|
_42(1)[1])2 — /Ra(vl)x¢1 Y + o] dx

(v + Dpltlol] 14 51\ ? - ¢1(u — @)
= 2(vll)2 AT N & (V1) ] o]

c 01 3 - ou—a)\|? J
+ </\_1> /R|(U1)x| 1 <v—v— — >‘ x
1
(v + 1)p!! 612 ! 2
1 91
(2o |* T Aty 51 ; [ndyr + C'( =] Gu
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Again, the second term of B}, can be estimated as

(v + 1)plol!]

2(M)? [ al@)ul1 + en)eulo oo <C [ @)eloslo — o

<C6% exp(— Célt)/n (U|0) dx

R

Therefore, we have

Bl < (v + Dpl"
1 —2( 12401

5 51\ 2
1+ A+ N 51/|w1|dy1+0 N Gy

+ C6% exp(— C5lt)/77(U|U) dx
R

Similarly, we estimate

R
1 g ~
Bi2 = o mgm /R“(Ul)w

2

_ — 1)pll — 1l
(v—1)0 (v—1)0 i

e T ) R vow syl C )

—1)2pl1l 5 5 3
< % 1—1—)\—|—</\1> 51/ |wi | dy1+0</\ > Gog

+ C6% exp(— C5lt)/77(U|U) dx

R
and
[1],01]

1 __op ~ - 0

Bi; =— Sola /Ra(vl)x(v —0)(0 — 0)dx

[11[1] "y .y
aHlp - 9 . u—u uU—1u
Szvmem /Ra’(vl)x’(bl <U v o] ) + o]

. <9 _gy VO DS (u— a) _ (-6l (u — 1)

oyl oyl

Sl N T
Solilg /Ra\(vl)x\ (1—¢}) lv—1]|0 — 0] do,

the first term can be estimated as

S 0 e\ ud
m Ra’(vl)x’((bl) <’U—?}— 0[1] >+ 0.[1}
_ (,.Y_ 1)9[1} ~ (,Y_ 1)9[1} i
"(MﬁW(uw) R
O'[l]p[l} 5 5 5 %
= 2olgl H+<A> 51/ 'w1|dy1+C<A> G”+C<A1> Gar,

the second term can be estimated as
J[l}p[l}

20006 .

a\('ﬁl)x\ (1—¢7)|v—1| |0 — 6] dx < C6% exp(— C(Slt)/ n (UIU) da

31

(4.31)

(4.32)
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Therefore, we have
1

[1],01] 5 5\ 2 51\ 2
1 olp 1 °1
Bi; Sr[lmm [ + A+ <)\ ) 51/ |w | dy1+C<)\ ) G11+C<>\1> Gop

+ C6% exp(—Cé1t) / n (UU) dz.
R

(4.33)

Let aq,as be the O(1)-constant defined by

_ y(y+1)p!! _(y+1)p?
= meme M %= S EEe
Substituting (431]), (4.32) and ([€33)) into (A30]), and applying same method to remaining case, we
have
[i] ] 5\ 2 1
e 9 . 12 0
Br= ,g:?)} poligi |1 TAT <)\> 5’/0 il dy:
(4.34)
+C > ( ) (G1i+Go) +C > 67 exp(— C(St)/n(U\U)dx
i€{1,3} ie{1,3} R
o (Estimate on D): Set
H — ~ ~
D(U) = / o [Llw— ) + 5|0 — 8) ] da 2= By (U) + By, (U). (4.35)
R Lo vl

Note that Dy, (U) ~ Dy, (U) and Dy, (U) ~ Dy, (U) which are defined in (310).
First, using the fact that 1 > ¢; > <;522 for any i, we have

B, (U) = / a6 + 62| — 1),

> 3 [ o). Pa

1€{1,3}

By virtue of Young’s inequality, for any J, > 0 small enough,

/ ot 10, (3u(u — )
R

§(1+6*)/a ¢; |(u — a);| do +—/ (020i)° |(u — @)*| da,
we have
- C
D, (U) < — 210, (pi(u — @) Pz + | a=(0:¢2) |(u — 0)?| da
1+ N .%:3}/ 5*/]1@
=J + Jo.

To write J; in terms of the variables y;, w;, we use the following estimate: there exists C > 0
such that

1 p dy; pRy

gl =)o de " < 5. 4.36
yd -y e Ry Ry - 12| T (4.36)
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We refer to [12] Appendix B] for the proof of ([436]). With ‘ a% - 1HL°°(R) < C(6p + €+ A), this
yields
1 Y i (dy 2
Ji = 11, Z /0 T <%> |0y, wi|” dy;
1€{1,3}
<= > (1-Co+e+Ar+0) <5-a- pity —05-2> /ly-(l — 4;) |0y, w;|? dy;
idas VN Ry FR(y =12 ) Jy T S
<= Y w— M o +5+A+5))5-/1 (1= ) 10y wil? dy:
- "Ry + w(y — 1)2 ’ R

ie{1,3}
To estimate Jo, we use the following estimate: for each i = 1, 3,

4 1
x ity S ) R, ,T.
Oudilt 2Dl < —— -5, VmE€ t e (0,7]

Thus,

C _

which implies that for any 0 < d, < 1 small enough,

- R 1
D < Y a1 —0<50+5+A+5*))5i/ yi(1 = ;) |0y,wi]? dy;
. pRy + k(y — 1) 0
1€{1,3} (437)

C _

Likewise, using the change of variable, we have

D pRy K ! i
-D < - 7 - 1—0(5 A (5* 57, 7;1—,' 8 7,9—9 dz
" ie%::a}a#RW*-ﬁ(W—l)zM@M( Gote+atd)) /o il = 9 [0, (60 = )"y

C _
+@/R”(U‘U) d.
(4.38)

Our intention is to use the Poincaré-type inequality of Lemma [2.3] to absorb the main bad term By
by the diffusion term D with (£28]). However, since

pRy
pRy + k(y — 1)

1> —0 as v — oo,

if follows from (Z34) and (Z37) that Dy, is not enough to control B;. Thus, we need to extract
an additional good term on w; from Dy, , as follows. First, using Lemma [2.3] and

1 1 1
/ |w; — wi]2dyi = / w?dyi — u’)?, W; = / w;dy;,
0 0 0
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we have
uRy ) 2 )
-D<— E 204 1-=C(fo+e+ A+ 6x 5[/ w; dy; — w;
i€{1,3} /‘R’Y—F/ﬂ('y—l) ( (0 )) 0
E pRy K
i3} 20 uRy + k(y — 1)2 poli ( (Go+c+A+08,))

2

- [/01 (6400 — 9))” dy - </01 (6~ B)a:

C _
+@/R”(U’U) dz.

Observe that Young’s inequality yields

) ) | i 1)l
/0|¢i(9—9)|2dy2-:/0 (9 9+%(u—ﬂ)>—w(u—ﬂ)

o [d] v [d]

d;
< > )/ |wz| dyz
(= uel  A\]
(bi 9—0+W(u—u) dyi,

CT LU
: A Gt LU T
2| [oi(0-0)+ Lo -n ) au| |

which together with ol = ¥ VRG[ , 33) and (£22) implies

1
pRy Ky —1)? ) [
_D<— 2c; (1 — x)) 01 1 AR i
<= D 20 C(5o+€+A+5))5uR7+m(7—1)2<+ pRy Ai o

i1€{1,3}

and

N\ 2
— 1)
+ > 20 (1-C(o+e+A+0,))6 [1+2 ko ((y—1)0
i€{1,3} polil oliyli]

. 2
K ! _ (y—1)pl] _
+ > 4ai(1_0(50+e+x+5*))5im/0 [@- (9—9+W(u—u) dy;

1€{1,3}

C _
+—5*t2/Rn(U‘U)dx
1
0\ 2 .
<- > 20 (1—0(60+5+A+5*)—<y> )52- i |w;|* dy;

1€{1,3}

2%y — 12\ _, 5\ 2 C _

i1€{1,3} H
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e (Conclusion): Using the smallness Of £, A, 0o, and &, we have

>

8 e 3
L IX;?P+B;+B,—G-:D
M-’ "+ B+ By 4

(2

i€{1,3}
i/a 4/ 4
< C(do+e+N) Z G2+ 67 (55 63t+5 >+5§ <513 61t+5
1€{1,3}
1

B a’ / il dy; — 2(G1i+G2i)

Z6{1 3} i€{1,3}

12

S s+ Y o (14 200

ie{1,3} ie{1,3} by
+ Z 052exp( Cdt)/ (U|U) d$+%/ (U|U) de

1€{1,3}

Notice that the third line of r.h.s. At this time, for each ¢ = 1, 3, choosing

. 12
M3 (H%(v 1>>7
2 uRy

we have

5@' > 12 3
X;?+B;+B, -G -:-D
a1 XilT B+ By — G — 7

(2

p

1€{1,3}

4 4 4 4 4 4
< Cllo+e+X) Y. GF+65 (5; e~Cost 4 556—“) + 63 <5fe—051t + 556—“)

ie{1,3}
1
-3 qed [ - Y 5 (Gt Ga
ze{l 3} 1€{1,3}
2 c .
+ Y cotexp(—Coit)+ —5 | [ 0 (UIT) d
i€{1,3} 0ut R

Finally, using

1
. 200 [ 1 b (0 — i) [2
5 /0 widy; /R @)l |63(u — @) do

and

/ (@) 650 — )2 d

— 2
<2 [ @)l |0 —a— 20 de 2 [ @)
o1 .

<C’/\ G1Z+C'/|v2 ||¢Z(u—u)| dz,

2

U—u
dx

¢i O'[Z]

35
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[ 1@ 0 -0 az
R

2
(2]
<2 [ |@al|es (0 -7 - - )
oliyli

<ol G2,+C/\vz ol 16w — @) d,

di + C/R ()] |5 — @) da

we have
- 'Z ZMZ-’XZ’ +B1+By G- D
1€{1,3}
<C ) /\ el [6s (v — T,u —@,0 — §)|° da + 5} (53 053t+53 Ct)
i1€{1,3}
4 [ 4 4 C _
+ 5?:)3 <5136—C51t +5ée—0t> + Z 0(522 eXp(—Cé,'t) + ﬁ /T] (U’U) dx
ie{1,3} * R

4.5. Proof of Lemma 4.7l First of all, it follows from (@I9]) and [@21]) that

d 3
dt/a@n(U|U)dm<— Z

5 <
_|X;?+B;+B, -G --D
1€{1,3}

M; 4
-y + Y XZYZ]JrZB —|—Sl+Sz——D(U)

ie{1,3} " ie{1,3}  j=4

Then, using Lemma and Young’s inequality

;t afy (U|0) de <C Y G5 + 6 <53 ~CBt 4 5 —Ct>+53 (53 “ORt S Ct)
1€{1,3}
+ Y ca.2exp(—ca-t)+i /n(U\U) dr — ) O Xl (4.39)
‘ 1 7 5*t2 R ' 4MZ 2 .
i€{1,3} i€{1,3}
+ Z ZY +ZB +Sl+S2__D(U)
ie{1, 3} ' j=4 i=3

o (Estimates on the terms Y;;(j = 4,5,6): Using ([LI7) and (23]), we have
(Yir, Yis)| < c/ @)l |0 — 5,60 — 0)[2da
R
< C/]R @)z |6i(v — 0,0 — 0)|* da + C/R [(B)al |1 = 62) (v — 0,0 — 0)|” da

<C (gf + 6% exp(—Cd;t) / n (U|U) dm) .
R

In addition, since Lemma 2.1 and (3.9) yields
(i1, Yi5)| < CO7e?,
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we have

S Q

‘(Yi4,Yi5)’2 < C(Si62 <le + (53 eXp(—Cfsit)/RT] (U‘U) dl’) .

Similarly, we have

vl < £ ([l )’ dx)2
CAQ (/m ol | —a,e—é)fdx>2

2
CAZ’ @)l [0 — B0 — 0,0 — §)|2d:1:/ @l |0 — B0 — .6 — )] da
R R

_ u—u,e—e)HiQ(R)/Ry(@)x]\(v—fu,u—u,e_g)fda:
§CE2/ ](@)xl‘qﬁﬂv—@,u—ﬂ,@—é)ﬁdw
R
+/|(5i)x|(1+¢i)¢j|(U—T),u—ﬂ,9—9_)|2daj
R

< Ce? <gZS + 67 exp(—Cd;t) / n (U|U) d:p> .

R

Thus,

S1Q

: S
2 2ex ] xX | . .
5, E Y ;] <C€<Q + 0; exp(— Cét)/Rn(U]U)d> (4.40)

e (Estimates on the terms B; (i = 3,4,5,6)):
First, we split B3 as

By =— /ax [M<%_Z_:> (u—u)+n9;9<%—%‘>}d:¢

- I [ b et (e

1€{1,3} i1€{1,3}

By, gc/R|<ai>x||u—a|<|<u—a>x|+|ax||v—ﬁ|>dsv
+/ (@1)el10 = 81 (10 = )l + |ulo — o) da
Dul—i—/]az . u—u!2+]9—6\2)daz+0/ (Gl + 182]?) v — o%dz
<80DU1+C’>\2/|UHE (ju—al®+10—4) )d:z:+C’/ ([aal? + 16, [v — ode

§%Du1 + C\? <QZS + 67 exp(—C’éit)/ n (U|U) d:lt) + C’/ (Jaz]? +10.%) |v — v|d.
R R
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Using (2.5)) and (2.1) yields
/ ([Tl + 18.]?) o — ode
R
< /R (1) 2 + WP+ 1 a)a? + 1@1)al? + 105 +1B)al?) [0 — da

<C ) <5§gf + 07 exp(—Cé;t) /

ie{1,3} R

204 ||

n (U|0) dx) + Coc(1+1)~! / e” 1+ v — )%dx.
R

Thus, we have

1 2 2\ S 2 7
B; <-Dy, +C‘Z (A2 +62)G: +C‘Z 6% exp(—Cé;t) Rn(U]U) dx
ie{1,3} i€{1,3}

204 |z

+C§c(1+t)_1/e_ i+t |y — o|%da.
R

Likewise, we have
B, S/R [tz |[v = 3[|(u — @) | +10 = 0] (|(0 = )| + [021]) (10 = 0)z + |0x][[v — D) ] da

+/ [1(6 — 6)2]16zllv — o] +16 = 8] (|(w — @)o|* + @] |(u — @)o| + o *[[0 — 0])] da,
R

1 2049 2 .
<5Pu +0'Z 526 +'Z bk exp(—C’éit)/Rn(U|U) dz
ie{1,3} i€{1,3}
1 20 |z|? _ — 9
+Coc(1+1) e 1+t |(v—"1,0—0)|"dx.
R

Lastly, to estimate Bs and Bg, we first show B; < C'Bg.
Note that from Lemma and 2.T],

%),

_ x| _
B; gc&o/ 0 — 0> dz + Coc(1 +1)! / ae” 1+t |0 — 0]%dz < CB.
R R

Clzz

|u2] < Coo(|(01)a] + [(03)a]) + Coe (1 + )" Te” T .

Then

So we enough to estimate Bg.
Using (2.I)), we have

1 _Cl=l? B ~ 9
B =Coc(1+1) /ae (v — 0,0 — 0)“dx
R
+ C(0o + 5)/ (1@0)a] + 1(@3)a]) (v — 7,6 — ) *da
R
<C(dp + €) Z G2+ Z 62 exp(—C’éit)/n(U|U) dx
ie{1,3} ie{1,3} R

ik _
+C§c(1+t)_1/e_21l+t (v — 5,0 — )2da.
R




NAVIER-STOKES-FOURIER EQUATIONS

Therefore, we have

6

1
S Bi<o Dy, +ClE+A+e) 3 G+ S 5izexp(—05it)/
i=3 i€{1,3} i€{1,3} R

204 |z|?
Tk |(v—10,0 —0)2de.

n (UIU) dx

+ Coc(1 + t)_l/
R

e (Estimates on the terms S;(i = 1,2):
By (?7), it holds that

7

1S 2y < Coc(1+8)7%, QS |2y < Coe(1 + )74

Therefore,

Sl—l—Sg:—/Ran(u—u)da:—/R

SC/R(!Q{! + !Q?!)!u—u\da:w/(\@é\ +1QS])I8 — Bldx
ul| 2w +C(HQ2HL2

a <g — 1> Qodx

<C(1Q1 Il 2 ) + 1QF Il 2 () llu —
which together with Lemma .2 and (£42)) imply

S+ S,
<C [51(50 +83)e Ot 4 5501 + 50)6_0531 1(u— @, 0 — 0)|| 2(r)
— )l 12(r)-

+ O [(51 63)eCt 1 (14 t)—%} (u — @

39

(4.41)

(4.42)

+ Q5 I z2 @)1 — Oll 22wy

(4.43)

(Conclusion): From (@39), [£40), [£41), and ({43]), with the smallness of dg, A, d;, €, we have

i/a@n (UU) da

5 ., C 1 )
<= Y X -5 Y 68 - D)+ Coc(l+1) 1/R
¢ i€{1,3}

1+t

1€{1,3}
4 4 4

+ 67 <5§e 053t+53 >+53<13 51t+53 >
(Z 62 exp(—Céit) + ) a@n (U|U) d

1€{1,3}
+C [01(00 + 83)e ™M + 83(61 + 80)e™ O N(w— .0 — O)llpaqey
e +t>—i] l(w =6 = B)ll2qe).

+ Coe [(51 +83)e

)2 _
e T |(0— 3,0 — 0)2de
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Hence, we use Gronwall inequality to conclude that for all t > 1,

t
an (U0 O %2y ¢ syt
/Ra@??(UIU)dfﬂJr/1 (Z o Xt > 4 +8D)

ie{1,3y " ie{1,3}

204 |a|?

t
< [/aén (UU) dx‘t:1+050/ (1—1—8)_1/6_ s |(v — 0,0 — 0)*dzds
R 1 R

+ C(61 + 6¢ + 63)[(u — @, 0 — 0) || oo (0,7, 12(R))

4 4 4 4 4
+ 6} <(533e_063t—|—5é >+53 <5f Cort 4 g )]

exp (/j (Z: 52 exp(—Céys) + 52>ds>

i1€{1,3}

20 |z|?

t
< /a@n(U!U') dm‘tzl—i-CéC/(l—Fs)_l/e_ s |(v — 0,0 — 0)*dxds
R 1 R
+ C(61 + 50 + (53)”(71, —u, 0 — é)HLOO(O T;L2(R))

4
3

+ 51% <5§e—063t + 5ée—C't> 53 <53 —Cé1t + 5§e—ct> ]
Then, using the fact that
U — UH%Z(R) ~ /Raén (U|0) da, vVt € (0,17,

we have

i€{1,3} ¢ i€{1,3}

t
o (U0 Oix2y @ s, 1
/RCLHU(U]U)da:—i—/l ( Z 4M“Xz‘ +t5 Z g +8D)

20 |z|?

t
< /aén (UU) dx‘t:1+050/ (1—1—8)_1/6_ s |(v — 0,0 — 0)*dzds
R

R
3 (53 ,-Cost | s3 5 (55,-Coit | 55,-Ct
+ 65 <(5 34 5ke” )—i—é <5 Yt oke >
4.6. Estimate in small time. By virtue of (£I9) and (£21]), we have
pr a077 (U|U)dz <R

where

(2

6 6
R=— Z %|X2|2+ Z (XiZYij)+ZBi+SI+S2GD,

ie{1,3} ie{1,3} j=4 i=1

By Young’s inequality, we first have

R+ >

1€{1,3}

! ie{1,3} \ ' j=4 i=1

6 6
0i < C
o Xil? +D+g% < > (JZYUQ)JFZBZ-JrSlJrSQ,

(4.44)

(4.45)
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Using (3.9)), Lemma 211 and (3.6]) we have
6
S Y31 <Ol (10— 5122 + (16 — 8222

+ Cll (@)l oo ) ([0 = 0l F 2y + lu = all72 gy + (16 = 81172 (w))
<Ce%8?,

which yields

> ( ZYU2)<05 > a

1€{1,3} 1€{1,3}

Similarly, we have

6
ZBi <C ( Z (@i)ellLoo @) + 1(V)a |l oo ) + 1[(@)a | oo () + (H)ILOO(R))
=1

1€{1,3}

) - _ 1
(Mo = 007y + =l gy + 16 = Bl ) + g5

1
<(Ce? 2 —D
<Ce (}: 52+50)+80 :

i1€{1,3}
and

S1+ 82 <C(|Q1 Il z2®) + 11QS 22w — Ul 2Ry + CUIQS N 2Ry + 11QF | 22RO — Ol £2(R)
_0(51 + 03 + 50) g,

and

G7<C Y N1@)allre@ v = oll72m + llu = allfag@y + (16 = 0172@) < C267.
1€{1,3}

Hence, the above estimates provide a rough bound: for any d1,d¢,d3 € (0,do),

di < 12 g
sz 4M|Xz| +D+'Z Gy < Cdy, t>0. (4.46)
i€{1,3} ie{1,3}

4.7. Proof of Lemma 4.3l First of all, from (£45]) and (£46), we have a rough estimate for a
short time ¢t < 1 as follows:

d
dt/a@n(U|U ) dx + Z

1e{1, 3}

t1+/01('z +D+ ng)

ie{1,3} i€{1,3}

'|XZ-|2 +D+ Y GF <o,
M; ie{1,3}

which implies

/ oy (U0) de
R (4.47)
g/aHn (U0) dz|  + Cdp.

R t=0

Combining the estimates (£.44]) and ([4.47) to conclude that
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/Raen(U]U da:—i—/o (Z 61X 12 + Z QZS—FD)

1€{1,3} 1€{1,3}
_ _ Cqz|? _ .
< /aen( 0) da|,_ 0+050/ (1+8)_1/6_211+s (0= 5.0 — 0)2deds 40
R R

4/ 4 4 1/ 4 4
+ 67 (5; e~ Cost 4 5ge—0t> + 533 <613 e~ Ot 4 556—“) + Cdp.
Finally, using the following Lemma [£.6] with 0y < 1, we have
/aen(UyU da;—l—/ > slXiP+ > GP+D|ds
R 0 \ief1,3} ie{1,3}

_ _ 4 4 4 4 4 4
< / afn (U|U) dx|,_, + 67 (533 e Ot 4+ 556—“) + 63 <5fe—051t +5ge—0t>
R

t
4 050/ (v = 8. % ds + Céo.
0

The following Lemma is used to control the second term on the right hand side of (£48]), and
its proof can be found in [12].

Lemma 4.6. It holds that
t 1 _ 20 =)
/(1+s)_ /e i (v —0,u — 4,0 — 0)|*drds
0 R

t t
<Csw|U-UP+C Y 5/ (Xi(s)\2ds+0/ (67 + G5 +D(U)) ds (4.49)
(0.T] i€{1,3} 0

4 c/ (v = B). |2 ds + Cd.
0

5. HIGHER ORDER ESTIMATES

Lemma 5.1. Under the hypothesis of Proposition[3.2, there exists C > 0 (independent of dy,e,T)
such that for all t € (0,77,

t

1€{1,3} 1e{1,3}

/ (v —v,u —u,60 —0) ||L2(R d8+/ [l (u - 9_)$$||%2(R)ds
< (v = 5,u—,0 = )(0,-)|| g2 r) + Co.
Proof. We define the following notations
d(t,x) == v(t,x) — v(t,z), P(t,x):=ult,z)—ult,z), It x):=0(tx)—0(tz),

and
W(ta):=(1+t) e T, f="t

First, it follows from (LI]) and ([B.2) that
S — Yz — X1 (1) (1) — X3(8)(B3)z = 0, (5.1)
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and

U= XKa (O n)e — X )e + (0 -l = (2 - 22) - QI -@F.

Differentiating (5.I) w.r.t.  and multiplying by u¢., we have
¢2 . _ . _
1% <?m> - Xl(t) (Ul)xxﬂ¢x - X3(t) (U3):c:cﬂ¢x = N¢x¢xw
t
Multiplying (B.2]) by —v¢, yields that
— 0uthy + v X1 (1) (W) + v X (t) (Us)s
uSC al‘
= U¢x(p - ﬁ)x — Vgt <7 + U(ﬁx?)x + v, (Q{ + Qlc) .
Then, using the above equation and (5.3]) together with

RY, Rb¢, _ /1 1 (6 0
(p_ﬁ)m: v - 2¢+R9x<__?>+va<ﬁ__>a

v v V2

and

Uy Uy, ¢xw ¢xvx _ 1 1 _ Uy Vg
<__T):—_ 3 FUpy | —— = | + Us 35 T 3 )>
v v v v v v v v
we have

R¢?
v

2
<#§x - UW%) + vePrt) + + 020 + (Vo) — (Ve + Viz) Py
t
+ Xl(t)¢x ((ﬂl)x - N(gl)xx) + XS(t)¢x ((a?)):c - //*(63):0:0)

=R, + Rvg0, <1 _ 1) + Ry (_% _ %)
v v v

v

[l g — 1 1 71 _:E z
O e (5 ) =t (5 - 35) + oo (01 + 06).

v

Integrating the above equation over R x [0,¢) w.r.t.  and ¢, we have

t 2
B/¢§dx+/ /Re%da;ds
2 Jr 0o Jr Y

SCH¢0xHL2(R)+/UT/J%CZHJ—/RU()%%MUC
R

43

(5.4)

(5.5)

+/Ot/R!vmw\dxdﬁ/ot/R!(vxwﬂwx)@\dxds+/Ot(Xl(s)(/Rqsx((al)x_M(a;l)m)dxds

v [ats) [ 162 (@), @) dads + / t | 1Ro.0.| dads
5y
)

N¢x¢xvx ! I C
— dxds +/0 /R lvge (Q1 + QF )| duds.

Vg

- /1 1 0 0 1 1 )
Rv¢x6x <_ - _> + R'U(b:c@:c <_2 - _2> - Nv¢xaxx <_ - _> - N'U(b:cﬁ:c (_
v [ [ [ [ v v

2

Vg

2

#)

dxds
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In addition, using

/vaqﬁxdw - /Rvoibotﬁo:cdw < C (¥l L2yl p2ll L2y + 1Yol L2 )l oe | L2 (m))

|’¢IHL2 + Ol 22y + 1 (%0, $02) 172 Ry

we have

8
ot Miey + [ 16 Moyt < € (10000 ey + 16 ) + D L
j=1

where

t
L= / / lvdetd| deds,
0 R

t
L= [ [ et + o) ol dads.

t .
L3 = /0 ‘Xl(s)‘ /R(ﬁx ((ﬁl)x - ,U*(:Jl)xx) dxds,
t .
L= [ [Ralo)] [l (@) = el dads,
t
Ly := / / |Rp,0y| dxds,
Lg := Rvgbx z <— - —> + Rug, v, <_ > T <1 - l) VP Uy (T)_:; -
v v
Ly = % dads,

t
Lg = /0 /R ‘v(bx (Q{ + Q?)‘ dxds.

Now, we estimate L;, for each j =1,2,---,8.
First, using (L))

t t
L <c /0 /R luedot| dads < C /0 /R (el + [8]) |62 |14l dxds

t 1 t t
< C [ Wl lleelom ol + 5 [ leddiomas+C [ laPlopds

t 1 t t
< Ce /0 (19213 + el ) ds + 5 /0 62 22 g ds + Co /0 (G5 +GS) ds

t
—I—C’(%/ /W21[)2dxds,
0o Jr

2C zc2
where the last term is obtained by (1 +t)'e” T < W2,

)

dxds,
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Likewise, we use (5] and v, = ¢, + U, to have

t
Ly < C’/O /R|(vx1[)—|—v¢x) o¢| dxds

<c / / (0] + 1)1 + 1) [0 + X0 (6)B1)e + K (t)(Fn)
0 R

t t t
< Ce [ Noulamyds +C [ Wl + Ot [ (Ka(o) + Ka(o)l) ds
t t
+ Cy / (G +G5)ds + Cé / / W2y duxds,
0 0 JR
and
t -
L6] < C [ 102100, 1,5 [(019)dnds
0
t
b [ [ 1allenl 6n + foslloh dods
0 R
I 2 b5 s ! 2 2
< 5 [ I6allfeqyds +Cdo | (G +G5) ds+ Cdo W2 |(¢,9)|? dds.
0 0 0 JR
We easily have
t .
Lol <€ [ [%a(0)| [ 100 ()2 = n(E1)ee)] dads
0

t . 2 t
< o5, / ()| ds + 0 / 6222 gy ds
0 0

t, 2 t
| L4] SC(SO/ ‘Xg(S)‘ ds+C50/ ”¢x”2L2(R)dS
0 0

and

¢ 1 rt t
L < C [ [ 1Ro,0,]dods < L [ alRageyds + C [ 101 ey
0 JR 0 0
For L7, we use the interpolation inequality to have

t
R [

t
< [ [ 1oalalo. + wldsds
0 JR
t 1 1 9 t
<O [ Wl el o + € [ [ Iltuluiizas
2
< Ce? / HT/JxxHLz(R ds + C(0g +£3) / (b0 ”L2(R

we use Lemma to obtain
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t
L <0 [ [ 161} +f daas
L[ 2 LA LA
< [ NoalZemds +C | 1QHZemds + | 105122y ds
8 Jo 0 0
I 9
<5 [ 10 lageyds + o
Therefore, combining all the above estimates, we have
2 ! 2
J603ace) + | NoulFgey
t t
< Cll(Wo, d00) 172wy + Clle(E 2wy + C/o (s 92 )72y ds + 052/0 10z |72 r) ds

+050/0t <‘X1(s)‘2+‘X3(s)‘2> ds—l—Céo/Ot/RVW](¢,¢,z9)\2dxds+céo.

=W

Applying Lemma to the above term W that is the same as the left-hand side of (€49]), and
using D < CH(%,%)Hiz(R), we have

t
l6clace) + | ol
t t
= C‘|(¢07¢0x)\|%2(1g) ‘|‘CH(¢,¢M9)||%2(R) +C/o ||(¢w719r)”%2(R)d8+062/0 ||¢m||%2(R)d5 (5.6)
L 2 . 2
+C'50/ (‘X1(8)‘ - ‘X3(S)‘ >d8—|—cc50.
0

To estimate 1), multiplying the equation (5.2) by 1., and integrating the result w.r.t. x, we have

2 ] .
% A @da; = —X(t) /R (1) 2 Veede — Xs(t) /R (U3) puadr + /R (p — P)atbezde
Uy Ug I . AC

=K1+ Ko+ K3+ Ky + Ks.
First, we have a good a term
D, = / B e 2d
RV

from K, as follows: (using (5.3])

1 1 1
Ky=— / H|¢xw|2dl‘ - ﬂ/ <_> Yy Pzpdr — /L/ Ugg <_ - t) Yuodr
RV R \U . R v v

1 1
— /L/ Uy <— — —) Yppdr 1= Dw + Ky1 + Ky + Kys.
R T

v v
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Using v, = 9, + ¥, and the interpolation inequality, we have

R R

< Cll gzl 2@y ¥zl Loo )Yzl L2 ) + CllVzl| Loo ) 1%z | L2 Ry 1Yz 22 (R)

1 3
< Cellvul2[Yheall 2 + Coollvall L2 )l ¥eall L2 r)
< Ce(|la ) + [$wal®) + Coo(lall7zmy + 1VwelZ2m))

< éDw + C(e + do)D.
Using |iizs| < Clia|, we have
Kn<C /R (@)ee + () + (@3] 161
< %/meﬁdx + C’/R (@02 + () 0w + (@) 0a|” |0]*der
< éDw + O <gf +G5 + /RW2¢2da:> ,
and
Ki<C /R 12l (6] + 1T 10]) [l
< g [ 1melde + P16 + asl1é)?
< 1Dy + Oaloul? + Oy (gf wof+ [ W2<z>2dx) |

We easily have

K1 < [Xa @0zl 2@ ool 2 )

< Cll(@0)all L2y X1 (6)1* + Cll(@1 ) | 2y 902l 2 gy
1

< 01Xa () + O l[Yaallzz(m) < 01Xa () + gDy,
Ko < 85Xs(0) + 3Dy,
and
K5 < [ 10+ 0f uslds
< 19! + @F 2 el 2y < 5Dw +ClIQL + QF I e
Using (5.4)),

1 N
Ko< gDyt [ [0 plaPds
R

1
< §D0 + Ol + D)+ Coo (6 + 65 + [ Weeta).



48 HUANG AND LEE

Therefore, we have

|¢x|2

@[ a4 2Dy <61 X (1) + 5K () + Ol ey + D)
(5.7)

+CIQ1 117 2@ + QT 172gy) + Céo (Qig +G5 + /]R W2¢2dl‘>

Similarly, we estimate ¥,. From(I.1l); and (B.2]), we have

R . ~ R . ~
— 1?9t + pugy — puy + ﬁxl(’f)wl)x + ﬁx?»(t)(ei’»)x

y
9(2 H_x U?E ”(_Lz

() (B qpor
v v v

multiplying the above equation by 9., and integrating the result w.r.t. x, we have

|9, |2 R ~ R . -
—1dt/ 1X1(t)/R(91)x(19)xxd$+ ng(t) /R(Hg)x(ﬁ)xxdx

+ / (puy — Py )Vppdx —/i/ <9—x — 9—x> Y prdr
R R\Y v

=:Kg

2 2
—w/(ﬂ—i)MM—/@%Q%mm.
R\ V v R

As above, we find a good term,

from K¢ as follows:

K :—/5|z9m|2d;n—m/ <1> 0y ppda
RV R \V/,
— /{/ O (l — 1) Yppdx — /1/ 0., (l — i) Vpzdr.
R v v R v v z

The all terms above can be estimated as before.
Therefore, we get

d [ 9P
at Jp 2

1 . .
dz + 2Dy < 011X1()]* + 03| X3(t)* + C(ll 6zl 72(gy + D)
(5.8)
+cww@®+mﬂaw+m¢ﬁ+@+éwwm)

Adding (57) and (5.8]) and then integrating the result over [0,¢], together with using (£49) as
in (5.6]), we find that for some constants C,,C > 0,

t
[ e N[O ] e
< Cl(or. Do) 2y + 11K (812 + 33 K (1)

t t t
+@Aumﬁmww+énwmmmam+04uwm;®+wfﬁmww

t t
+ C/o (151172 ) + 1Q5 172 () s + 050/0 (GF +G5) + Cooll(, %, D)l 2w + Co.
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Notice that by Lemma (2] and ([£.42]), we have

t t
/0 (IQUIZa g + QS 2z )ds + C / (IQ8I2 ) + QS 12aq)ds < Coo.

Multiplying (5.9) by ﬁ and then adding the result and (5.6]), we have

t t
“(¢x7¢x70I)|’L2(R) +/0 |’¢x”L2(R)dS+/O H(wx:cyﬁxx)”%%]g)ds
t
< Cll(¢ozs Yoz, Yoz) I L2 () + Cos (@5, D L2 ry + C**/o ”(%aﬁx)H%Z(R) (5.10)

t
bt | K ()] + Conds Xs(1)]2 + 050/ (G5 +GF) ds + O,
0

Finally, multiplying (5.10) by ﬁ and then adding the result with (41]), we have the desired
estimates. O
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