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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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2 HUANG AND LEE

1. Introduction

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





vt − ux = 0, x ∈ R, t > 0

ut + p(v, θ)x =
(
µ
ux

v

)

x
,

Et + (p(v, θ)u)x =

(
κ
θx

v

)

x

+
(
µ
uux

v

)

x
,

(1.1)

where v = v(t, x), u = u(t, x), and θ = θ(t, x) stand for the fluid specific volume, velocity, and

absolute temperature respectively, E = e+ u2

2 is the total energy function. For the ideal polytropic
gas, the pressure function p and the internal energy function e are given by

p(v, θ) =
Rθ

v
, e(v, θ) =

R

γ − 1
θ + constant,

with R > 0, γ > 1 being both constants related to the fluid, while the constants µ and κ denote
the viscosity and the heat-conductivity.

Consider initial data of the system (1.1) given by (v0, u0, θ0), which connects prescribed far-field
constant states:

lim
x→±∞

(v0(x), u0(x), θ0(x)) = (v±, u±, θ±). (1.2)

A heuristic argument (see, e.g. [21]) describes that large-time behavior of solutions (v, u, θ) to
the NSF equations (1.1) has a close relationship with the Riemann problem of the associated full
compressible Euler equations:





vt − ux = 0, x ∈ R, t > 0,

ut + p(v, θ)x = 0,

Et + (p(v, θ)u)x = 0,

(1.3)

subject to the Riemann initial data

(v(0, x), u(0, x), θ(0, x)) =

{
(v−, u−, θ−), x < 0,
(v+, u+, θ+), x > 0.

(1.4)

First, we illustate the well-known solution to the Riemann problem for the inviscid model (1.3)-
(1.4), originally proposed and solved by Riemann [28] in the 1860s. After that, Lax generalized
that in [14]. 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,E) ∈ R+ × R× R+:

A(U) =




0 −1 0

− p
v

− (γ−1)u
v

γ−1
v

−pu
v

p− (γ−1)u2

v
(γ−1)u

v


 ,

is diagonalizable with real and distinct eigenvalues. This matrix defines the wave structure generated
by the linearization of the system (1.3) around this fixed state (v, u, θ) ∈ R+×R×R+. Its eigenvalues

are λ1 = λ1(v, θ) = −
√

γp
v
< 0, λ2 = 0, and λ3 = λ3(v, θ) =

√
γp
v
> 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 (v±, u±, θ±) ∈ R+ ×R×R+ of the Rie-
mann problem involve two shocks and a contact discontinuity. Specifically, there exist two (unique)
intermediate states (v∗, u∗, θ∗) and (v∗, u∗, θ∗) ∈ R+ ×R×R+ such that (v∗, u∗, θ∗) is connected to
(v+, u+, θ+) by a 3-shock. Additionally, (v∗, u∗, θ∗) lies on the second contact discontinuity curve
CD2(v

∗, u∗, θ∗) starting from (v∗, u∗, θ∗), and (v−, u−, θ−) is connected to (v∗, u∗, θ∗) 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, θ) such that there exists σ satisfying:

− σ(vR − v)− (uR − u) = 0,

− σ(uR − u)− (p(vR, θR)− p(v, θ)) = 0,

− σ(ER −E) + (p(vR, θR)uR − p(v, θ)u) = 0.

(1.5)

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

(vR, uR, θR). One of these curves corresponds to the shock speed σ = −
√

−p(vR,θR)−p(v,θ)
vR−v ， repre-

senting the admissible 1-shock curve S1(vR, uR, θR) for v > vR. The other corresponds to the shock

speed σ =
√

−p(vR,θR)−p(v,θ)
vR−v , which represents the admissible 3-shock curve for v < vR.

Whenever (vL, uL, θL) ∈ S1(vR, uR, θR) ∪ S3(vR, uR, θR), the shock solution (vs, us, θs) to (1.3)-
(1.4) with (v−, u−, θ−) = (vL, uL, θL), (v+, u+, θ+) = (vR, uR, θR) is given by the discontinuous
traveling wave defined as

(vs, us, θs)(t, x) =

{
(vL, uL, θL), x < σt,

(vR, uR, θR), x > σt.
(1.6)

The second characteristic field, corresponding to the eigenvalue λ2 = 0, is linearly degenerate
and corresponds to the 2-contact discontinuity. For any (vR, uR, θR) ∈ R+ ×R×R+, the 2-contact
discontinuity curve CD2(vR, uR, θR) can be defined by

CD2(vR, uR, θR) := {(v, u, θ)|u = uR, p(v, θ) = p(vR, θR)} . (1.7)

Whenever (vL, uL, θL) ∈ CD2(vR, uR, θR), the contact discontinuity (vc, uc, θc) connecting
(v−, u−, θ−) = (vL, uL, θL) with (v+, u+, θ+) = (vR, uR, θR) is uniquely determined by

(vc, uc, θc) =

{
(vL, uL, θL), x < uRt = uLt,

(vR, uR, θR), x > uRt = uLt,
(1.8)

as a solution of (1.3)-(1.4), i.e.,




vt − ux = 0,

ut + p(v, θ)x = 0, x ∈ R, t > 0,

Et + (p(v, θ)u)x = 0,

(v(0, x), u(0, x), θ(0, x)) =

{
(vL, uL, θL), x < 0,

(vR, uR, θR), x > 0.

Then, the Euler equation (1.3) with initial conditions (1.4) admits a unique self-similar solution, the
so-called Riemann solution (v, u, θ), which is represented as the composition of the three associated
waves.

(v, u, θ) = (vs1, u
s
1, θ

s
1)(t, x) + (vc, uc, θc)(t, x) + (vs3, u

s
3, θ

s
3)(t, x) − (v∗, u∗, θ∗)− (v∗, u∗, θ∗).

The wave (vs1, u
s
1, θ

s
1) is 1-shock solution to (1.6) if (v−, u−, θ−) ∈ S1(v∗, u∗, θ∗) when (vL, uL, θL) =

(v−, u−, θ−) and (vR, uR, θR) = (v∗, u∗, θ∗). The wave (vc, uc, θc) is a 2-contact discontinuity solution
of (1.8) when (vL, uL, θL) = (v∗, u∗, θ∗) and (vR, uR, θR) = (v∗, u∗, θ∗). Finally, the wave (vs3, u

s
3, θ

s
3)

is 3-shock solution to (1.6) if (v∗, u∗, θ∗) ∈ S3(v+, u+, θ+) when (vL, uL, θL) = (v∗, u∗, θ∗) and
(vR, uR, θR) = (v+u+, θ+).
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The viscous counterpart of the Riemann solution (v̄, ū, θ̄) is given by the composite wave:

(v̄, ū, θ̄) =(ṽ1, ũ1, θ̃1)(x− σ1t) + (vC , uC , θC)(t, x)

+ (ṽ3, ũ3, θ̃3)(x− σ3t)− (v∗, u∗, θ∗)− (v∗, u∗, θ∗),
(1.9)

which is composed of a 1-viscous shock (ṽ1, ũ1, θ̃1)(x− σ1t), a 3-viscous shock (ṽ3, ũ3, θ̃3)(x− σ3t),
and the viscous contact wave (vC , uC , θC)(t, x).

The viscous shock wave (ṽi, ũi, θ̃i)(x− σit) is the traveling wave solution to (1.1) satisfying, for
each i = 1, 3,





−σi(ṽi)′ − (ũi)
′ = 0,

−σi(ũi)′ + (p̃i)
′ =

(
µ
(ũi)

′

ṽi

)′
,

−σi(Ẽi)′ + (p̃iũi)
′ =

(
κ
(θ̃i)′

ṽi

)′
+
(
µ
ũi(ũi)′

ṽi

)′
,

(ṽ1, ũ1, θ̃1)(−∞) = (v−, u−, θ−), (ṽ1, ũ1, θ̃1)(+∞) = (v∗, u∗, θ∗),

(ṽ3, ũ3, θ̃3)(−∞) = (v∗, u∗, θ∗), (ṽ3, ũ3, θ̃3)(+∞) = (v+, u+, θ+),

(1.10)

where Ẽi :=
R
γ−1 θ̃i +

(ũi)
2

2 and p̃i := p(ṽi, θ̃i).

The viscous version of the inviscid contact discontinuity connecting (v∗, u∗, θ∗) with (v∗, u∗, θ∗),
called viscous contact wave (vC , uC , θC)(t, x) can be defined by [9]:

vC(
x√
1 + t

) =
RΘsim

p∗
,

uC(t,
x√
1 + t

) = u∗ +
(γ − 1)κΘsim

x

RγΘsim
,

θC(
x√
1 + t

) = Θsim,

(1.11)

where Θsim = Θsim( x√
1+t

) is the unique self-similar solution to the following nonlinear diffusion

equation {
Θt =

(γ−1)κp∗
R2γ

(
Θx

Θ

)
x
,

Θ(t,−∞) = θ∗,Θ(t,+∞) = θ∗.

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 [1]. 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 [8] 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 [11]
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 [8], 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
(v̄, ū, θ̄), 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 (1.1)-(1.2) 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 (v+, u+, θ+) ∈ R+ × R × R+, there exist constants
δ0, ε0 > 0 such that the following statement holds:

For any (v−, u−, θ−) ∈ S1(v∗, u∗, θ∗), (v∗, u∗, θ∗) ∈ CD2(v
∗, u∗, θ∗), and (v∗, u∗, θ∗) ∈ S3(v+, u+, θ+)

such that

|v− − v∗|+ |v∗ − v∗|+ |v∗ − v+| ≤ δ0,

denote (ṽ1, ũ1, θ̃1)(x − σ1t) the 1-viscous shock solution of (1.10) with end states (v−, u−, θ−)
and (v∗, u∗, θ∗), (vC , uC , θC)( x√

1+t
) the 2-viscous contact wave defined in (1.11) with end states

(v∗, u∗, θ∗) and (v∗, u∗, θ∗), and (ṽ3, ũ3, θ̃3)(x− σ3t) the 3-viscous shock solution of (1.10) with end
states (v∗, u∗, θ∗) and (v+, u+, θ+). Let (v0, u0, θ0) be any initial data such that

∑

±

(
‖(v0 − v±, u0 − u±, θ0 − θ±‖L2(R±)

)
+ ‖(v0x, u0x, θ0x)‖L2(R) ≤ ε0,

where R− =: −R+ = (−∞, 0). Then the compressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier system (3.1) (or (1.1))
admits a unique global-in-time solution (v, u, θ)(t, x) for all t ∈ R+. Moreover, there exist absolutely
continuous shift functions X1(t),X3(t) such that

v(t, x)−
(
ṽ1(x− σ1t−X1(t)) + vC(

x√
1 + t

) + ṽ3(x− σ3t−X3(t))− v∗ − v∗
)

∈ C
(
0,+∞;H1(R)

)
,

u(t, x)−
(
ũ1(x− σ1t−X1(t)) + uC(

x√
1 + t

) + ũ3(x− σ3t−X3(t)) − u∗ − u∗
)

∈ C
(
0,+∞;H1(R)

)
,

θ(t, x)−
(
θ̃1(x− σ1t−X1(t)) + θC(

x√
1 + t

) + θ̃3(x− σ3t−X3(t))− θ∗ − θ∗
)

∈ C
(
0,+∞;H1(R)

)
.

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

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣∣(v, u, θ)(t, x) −
(
ṽ1(x− σ1t−X1(t)) + vC(

x√
1 + t

) + ṽ3(x− σ3t−X3(t)) − v∗ − v∗,

ũ1(x− σ1t−X1(t)) + uC(
x√
1 + t

) + ũ3(x− σ3t−X3(t))− u∗ − u∗,

θ̃1(x− σ1t−X1(t)) + θC(
x√
1 + t

) + θ̃3(x− σ3t−X3(t))− θ∗ − θ∗
)∣∣∣∣→ 0.

(1.13)

and

lim
t→+∞

|Ẋi(t)| = 0, for i = 1, 3. (1.14)

Furthermore, the shifts are well-separated in the following sense:

X1(t) + σ1t ≤
σ1

2
t < 0 <

σ3

2
t ≤ X3(t) + σ3t, t > 0. (1.15)

Remark 1.1. Theorem 1.1 states that if the two far-field states (v±, u±, θ±) in (1.2) are connected
by the superposition of two shocks and a contact discontinuity, then the solution to the compressible
Navier-Stokes-Fourier equations (1.1) or (3.1) converges, as time progresses, to a superposed wave
composed of the viscous shocks with shifts Xi(t) for i = 1, 3, and the viscous contact wave.

Remark 1.2. The shift function Xi(t) (defined in (3.8)) is shown to satisfy the time-asymptotic
behavior (1.14), which implies that

lim
t→∞

Xi(t)

t
= 0, for i = 1, 3.

Thus, the shift functions Xi(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 (1.3). Let the entropy of the system, which corresponds to the physical
energy, be defined for any state U = (v, u,E) as s(U). We then consider the relative entropy, as
defined in [3], for any two states U = (v, u,E), Ū = (v̄, ū, Ē):

s(U |Ū) := s(U)− s(Ū)−∇s(Ū) · (U − Ū).

Note that the physical entropy

η(U |Ū ) := −θ̄s(U |Ū)

is nonnegative and equal to zero if and only if U = Ū . Therefore, η(U |Ū ) can be interpreted as a
quasi-distance between U and Ū .

When Ū(x−σt) represents a single viscous shock, the method involves finding a weight function
a : R → R+ and a time-dependent shift function X : R+ → R such that the weighted relative
entropy with shift is non-increasing over time:

d

dt

∫

R

a(t, x−X(t))η(U(t, x)|Ū (t, x−X(t)) dx ≤ 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 (1.9), 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 X1(t) and X3(t), as
defined in (3.8), 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 (3.11). These functions will be constructed to ensure that the two shift functions
are sufficiently well-separated, as indicated in (1.15).

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 3.2. These, along with a continuation argument,
lead to the proof of Theorem 1.1. The final two sections are devoted to proving Proposition 3.2, that
is, establishing the main a priori estimates. In Section 4, the a-contraction argument is introduced,
and the global a priori estimates are established to conclude the proof of Proposition 3.2. Section
5 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 (vR, uR, θR), there exists a constant C > 0 such that the
following holds. For any left-end state (vL, uL, θL) connected with (vR, uR, θR) via i-shock (i = 1, 3)

curve, there exists a unique solution (ṽi(x − σit), ũi(x − σit), θ̃i(x − σit)) to (1.10). Let δi be the
strength of the i-shock defined as δi := |uR − uL| ∼ |vR − vL| ∼ |θR − θL|. Then, we have

ṽ′1(x− σ1t) < 0, ũ′1(x− σ1t) < 0, θ̃′1(x− σ1t) > 0, ∀(x− σ1t) ∈ R,

ṽ′3(x− σ3t) > 0, ũ′3(x− σ3t) < 0, θ̃′3(x− σ3t) < 0, ∀(x− σ3t) ∈ R,

|(ṽi(x− σit)− vL, ũi(x− σit)− uL, θ̃i(x− σit)− θL)| ≤ Cδie
−Cδ|x−σit|, x− σit < 0,

|(ṽi(x− σit)− vR, ũi(x− σit)− uR, θ̃i(x− σit)− θR)| ≤ Cδie
−Cδ|x−σit|, x− σit > 0,

|(ṽ′i(x− σit), ũ
′
i(x− σit), θ̃

′
i(x− σit))| ≤ Cδ2i e

−Cδi|x−σit|, ∀(x− σit) ∈ R,

|(ṽ′′i (x− σit), ũ
′′
i (x− σit), θ̃

′′
i (x− σit))|

≤ Cδi|(ṽ′i(x− σit), ũ
′
i(x− σit), θ̃

′
i(x− σit))|, ∀(x− σit) ∈ R.

(2.1)

In particular, |ṽ′i| ∼ |ũ′i| ∼ |θ̃′i| for all (x− σit) ∈ R, more explicitly,

|ũ′1 − σ−ṽ
′
1| ≤ Cδ1|ṽ′1|, ∀(x− σ1t) ∈ R,

|ũ′3 + σ∗ṽ′3| ≤ Cδ3|ṽ′3|, ∀(x− σ3t) ∈ R,
(2.2)

and

|θ̃′1 +
(γ − 1)p−

R
ṽ′1| ≤ Cδ1|ṽ′1|, ∀(x− σ1t) ∈ R,

|θ̃′3 +
(γ − 1)p∗

R
ṽ′3| ≤ Cδ3|ṽ′3|, ∀(x− σ3t) ∈ R,

(2.3)
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where

p− := p(v−, θ−) =
Rθ−
v−

, p∗ := p(v∗, θ∗) =
Rθ∗

v∗
, and

σ− :=

√
γp−
v−

, σ∗ :=

√
γp∗

v∗
,

which satisfy

|σ1 + σ−| ≤ Cδ1 and |σ3 − σ∗| ≤ Cδ3. (2.4)

Remark 2.1. In this paper, we will use (vL, uL, θL) = (v−, u−, θ−) and (vR, uR, θR) = (v∗, u∗, θ∗)
for the 1-viscous shock, while we will use (vL, uL, θL) = (v∗, u∗, θ∗) and (vR, uR, θR) = (v+, u+, θ+)
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 (1.3). 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 (vC , uC , θC)(t, x) defined in (1.11) satisfies

(
vC − v∗, u

C − u∗, θ
C − θ∗

)
= O(1)δCe

−C1x
2

1+t , ∀x < 0;

(
vC − v∗, uC − u∗, θC − θ∗

)
= O(1)δCe

−C1x
2

1+t , ∀x > 0;

(
∂nxv

C , ∂nx θ
C
)
(t, x) = O(1)δC (1 + t)−

n
2 e−

C1x
2

1+t , ∀x ∈ R, n = 1, 2, . . . ;

∂nxu
C(t, x) = O(1)δC (1 + t)−

1+n
2 e

−C1x
2

1+t , ∀x ∈ R, n = 1, 2, . . . ;

(2.5)

where δC = |v∗−v∗| ∼ |u∗−u∗| ∼ |θ∗−θ∗| is the amplitude of the viscous contact wave, and C1 > 0
is generic constant.

The viscous wave (vC , uC , θC)(t, x) defined in (1.11) satisfies the system




vCt − uCx = 0,

uCt + pCx = µ
(
uCx
vC

)
x
+QC1 ,

R
γ−1θ

C
t + pCuCx = κ

(
θCx
vC

)
x
+ µ

(uCx )2

vC
+QC2 ,

(2.6)

where pC = p(vC , θC) and

QC1 =
κ(γ − 1)

γR

(
(lnΘ)xt − µ

(
p∗

RΘ
(lnΘ)xx

))
= O(1)δC (1 + t)−

3
2 e−

2C1x
2

1+t ,

QC2 = −µ(u
C
x )

2

vC
= O(1)δC(1 + t)−2e

− 2C1x
2

1+t ,

(2.7)

as x→ ±∞ due to Lemma 2.2. Moreover, from (1.11) and Lemma 2.2, it holds that for ∀p ≥ 1,

‖(vC , uC , θC)(t, · − (vc, uc, θc)(t, ·)‖Lp(R) = O(1)κ
1
2p (1 + t)

1
2p ,

which implies that viscous contact wave (vC , uC , θC)(t, x) can converge to the inviscid contact
discontinuity (vc, uc, θc)(t, x) in Lp-norm (∀p ≥ 1) at any finite time interval as the heat conductivity
coefficient κ→ 0+, 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 [13], Lemma 2.9).

Lemma 2.3. For any f : [0, 1] → R satisfying
∫ 1
0 y(1− y)|f ′|dy <∞

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣f −
∫ 1

0
fdy

∣∣∣∣
2

dy ≤ 1

2

∫ 1

0
y(1− y)|f ′|2dy.

3. A priori estimate and proof of the main theorem

In this section, we state a priori estimates for the H1-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 (1.1) can be simplified into the following form, which is in non-divergence form and
is equivalent to the original system (1.1).





vt − ux = 0,

ut + p(v, θ)x =
(
µux
v

)
x
,

R
γ−1θt + p(v, θ)ux =

(
κθx
v

)
x
+ µ

u2x
v
.

(3.1)

We will analyze the stability of solutions to (3.1) around a superposition wave, which consists
of two viscous shock waves shifted by X1(t) and X3(t) (as defined in (3.8)), along with a viscous
contact wave:



v̄(t, x)
ū(t, x)
θ̄(t, x)


 :=



ṽ1(x− σ1t−X1(t)) + vC(t, x) + ṽ3(x− σ3t−X3(t))− v∗ − v∗

ũ1(x− σ1t−X1(t)) + uC(t, x) + ũ3(x− σ3t−X3(t))− u∗ − u∗

θ̃1(x− σ1t−X1(t)) + θC(t, x) + θ̃3(x− σ3t−X3(t))− θ∗ − θ∗


 .

Then the superposition wave (v̄, ū, θ̄)(t, x) satisfies the system




v̄t + Ẋ1(t)(ṽ
X1
1 )x + Ẋ3(t)(ṽ

X3
3 )x − ūx = 0

ūt + Ẋ1(t)(ũ
X1
1 )x + Ẋ3(t)(ũ

X3
3 )x + p̄x =

(
µ ūx
v̄

)
x
+Q1,

R
γ−1 θ̄t +

R
γ−1Ẋ1(t)(θ̃

X1
1 )x +

R
γ−1Ẋ3(t)(θ̃

X3
3 )x + p̄ūx =

(
κ θ̄x
v̄

)
x
+ µ

ū2x
v̄
+Q2,

(3.2)

where p̄ = Rθ̄
v̄

and the error terms

Qi := QIi +QCi , i = 1, 2,

with the wave interaction terms

QI1 :=(p̄ − pX1
1 − pC − pX3

3 )x − µ

(
ūx

v̄
− (ũX1

1 )x

ṽX1
1

− uCx
vC

− (ũX3
3 )x

ṽX3
3

)

x

,

QI2 :=
(
p̄ūx − pX1

1 (ũX1
1 )x − pCuCx − pX3

3 (ũX3
3 )x

)
− κ

(
θ̄x

v̄
− (θ̃X1

1 )x

ṽX1
1

− θCx
vC

− (θ̃X3
3 )x

ṽX3
3

)

x

− µ



ū2x
v̄

−

(
(ũX1

1 )x

)2

ṽX1
1

− (uCx )
2

vC
−

(
(ũX3

3 )x

)2

ṽX3
3


 ,

(3.3)

and the error terms due to the viscous contact wave QC1 , Q
C
2 which are given in (2.7).
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3.1. Local existence of solutions. We first recall the local-in-time solution of (1.1) (and so for
(3.1)). It can be found in [26] in the general setting.

Proposition 3.1. Let v, u and θ be smooth monotone functions such that

(v(x), u(x), θ(x)) = (v+, u+, θ+), for ± x ≥ 1, v(0) > 0 and θ(0) > 0.

For any constants M0, M1, κ0, κ0, κ1, and κ1 with 0 < M0 < M1 and 0 < κ1 < κ0 < κ0 < κ1,
there exists a constant T0 > 0 such that if

‖(v0 − v, u0 − u, θ0 − θ)‖H1(R) ≤M0,

0 < κ0 ≤ ρ0(x), θ0(x) ≤ κ0, x ∈ R,

then (1.1)-(1.2) has a unique solution (v, u, θ) on [0, T0] such that

v − v ∈ C([0, T0];H
1(R)),

(u− u, θ − θ) ∈ C([0, T0];H
1(R)) ∩ L2(0, T0;H

2(R)),

and

‖(v − v, u− u, θ − θ)‖L∞(0,T0;H1(R)) ≤M1.

Moreover,

κ1 ≤ v(t, x), θ(t, x) ≤ κ1, ∀(t, x) ∈ [0, T0]× R.

3.2. Construction of the weight function. To handle the two shock waves, we introduce two
weight functions, a1 and a3, associated with the 1-shock and 3-shock, respectively. For each i = 1, 3,
we define the weight function as

a1(x− σ1t) := 1 +
λ1(ṽ1(x− σ1t)− v−)

δ1
,

a3(x− σ3t) := 1 +
λ3(ṽ3(x− σ3t)− v∗))

δ3
,

(3.4)

where δ1 = |v− − v∗| and δ3 = |v+ − v∗| denote the strengths of 1-shock and 3-shock, respectively.
Here, λi is a small constant chosen as δi ≪ λi < C

√
δi for i = 1, 3 so that it is large enough

compared with the strengths of shocks. In addition, we define λ := λ1 + λ3.
We note that for each i = 1, 3, the weight function ai satisfies

1
2 ≤ 1− λi ≤ ai ≤ 1 + λi ≤ 3

2 and

(a1)x =
λ1

δ1
(ṽ1)x, (a3)x =

λ3

δ3
(ṽ3)x, (3.5)

from which we have

|(ai)x| ∼
λi

δi
|(ṽi)x|, and so ‖(ai)x‖L∞(R) ≤ λiδi, ‖(ai)x‖L1(R) = λi. (3.6)

In addition, we have

σia
′
i(x− σit) > 0, for each i = 1, 3.

To handle the shifted composite wave, we consider the following composition of shifted weight
functions:

aX1,X3(t, x) := aX1
1 (x− σ1t) + aX3

3 (x− σ3t)− 1. (3.7)

Here, for any function f : R → R, we use the abbreviated notation

fXi(·) := f(· −Xi(t)), i = 1, 3.

Note that 1
2 ≤ 1− λ ≤ aX1,X3 ≤ 1 + λ ≤ 3

2 .

Remark 3.1. In (3.4), we can choose λi any positive constant satisfying δi ≪ λi < C
√
δi. For

example, choosing λi =
√
δi.
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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, (X1,X3), as solutions to the following
system of ODEs:





Ẋ1 = −M1
δ1

∫

R

aX1,X3

[
(ũX1

1 )x(u− ū) +
(ṽX1

1 )xp̄

v̄
(v − v̄) +

R

γ − 1

(θ̃X1
1 )x
θ̄

(θ − θ̄)

]
dx,

Ẋ3 = −M3
δ3

∫

R

aX1,X3

[
(ũX3

3 )x(u− ū) +
(ṽX3

3 )xp̄

v̄
(v − v̄) +

R

γ − 1

(θ̃X3
3 )x
θ̄

(θ − θ̄)

]
dx,

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

(3.8)

where aX1,X3 is the shifted weight function defined in (3.7), whileM1 :=
3
2

α1
(σ−)2

(
1 + 2κ(γ−1)2

µRγ

)
and

M3 := 3
2

α3
(σ∗)2

(
1 + 2κ(γ−1)2

µRγ

)
are the specific chosen constant, which will be used in the proof of

Proposition 3.2. As in [12, Lemma 3.2], we ensure the existence of a Lipschitz solution to the
above ODEs (3.8) under the the condition that v, θ have positive upper and lower bounds, and u
is bounded, which is guaranteed by Proposition 3.1 and the a priori assumption (3.9).

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 (v+, u+, θ+) ∈ R+ × R × R+, there exist positive constants C0, δ, ε

such that the following statement holds:
Suppose that (v, u, θ) is the solution to (3.1) on [0, T ] for some T > 0, and (v̄, ū, θ̄) is the composite
wave of two shifted shocks and a contact discontinuity as defined in (4.9), where (X1,X3) solves
(3.8). Suppose that both the shock waves and contact discontinuity satisfy δ1, δC , δ3 < δ0 and that

v − v̄ ∈ C([0, T ];H1(R)),

u− ū, θ − θ̄ ∈ C([0, T ];H1(R)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(R)),

and

‖(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)‖L∞(0,T ;H1(R)) ≤ ε. (3.9)

Then, for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T ,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

[
‖(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)‖H1(R)

]

+

√√√√√
∫ t

0



∑

i∈{1,3}
δi|Ẋi|2 +

∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi +Dv1 +Du1 +Dθ1 +Du2 +Dθ2


 ds

≤ C0‖
(
v0 − v̄(0, ·), u0 − ū(0, ·), θ0 − θ̄(0, ·)

)
‖H1(R) + C0δ

1
2
0 ,

In particular, for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T ,

|Ẋ1(t)|+ |Ẋ3(t)| ≤ C0‖(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)(t, ·)‖L∞(R).

Here, the constant C0 is independent of T and



12 HUANG AND LEE

GSi :=

∫

R

∣∣(ṽi)Xi
x

∣∣ ∣∣φi(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)
∣∣2 dx,

Dv1 :=

∫

R

|(v − v̄)x|2 dx, Du1 :=

∫

R

|(u− ū)x|2 dx, Dθ1 :=

∫

R

|(θ − θ̄)x|2 dx,

Du2 :=

∫

R

|(u− ū)xx|2 dx, Dθ2 :=

∫

R

|(θ − θ̄)xx|2 dx,

(3.10)

where φ1, φ3 are cutoff functions defined by

φ1(t, x) :=





1 if x < X1(t)+σ1t
2 ,

0 if x > X3(t)+σ3t
2 ,

linearly decreasing from 1 to 0 if X1(t)+σ1t
2 ≤ x ≤ X3(t)+σ3t

2 ,

φ3(t, x) := 1−φ1(t, x).

(3.11)

We defer the proof of this key proposition to Sections 4 and 5. In the remainder of this section,
we demonstrate how Proposition 3.2 implies Theorem 1.1.

3.5. Conclusion. Based on Proposition 3.1 and 3.2, we apply the continuation argument to prove
(1.13) 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 1.1.

Therefore, the remainder of this paper is devoted to proving the Proposition 3.2.

4. Relative Entropy Estimates

In this section, we obtain an estimate for the L2-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
t ∈ [0, T ],

∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx+

∫ t

0



∑

i∈{1,3}
δi|Ẋi|2 +

∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi +Du1 +Dθ1


 ds

≤
∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

∣∣∣∣
t=0

+ δ
4
3
1

(
δ

4
3
3 e

−Cδ3t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
+ δ

4
3
3

(
δ

4
3
1 e

−Cδ1t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)

+ Cδ0

∫ t

0
‖(v − v̄)x‖2L2(R) ds+ Cδ0,

(4.1)

where GSi , Du1 and Dθ1 are the terms defined in (3.10).

4.1. Wave interaction estimates. We first provide useful estimates for the wave interaction
terms, denoted as QIi in (3.3).

First, it follows from the a priori assumption (3.9) with the Sobolev embedding that

‖(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)‖L∞((0,T )×R) ≤ ε, and so v, u, θ ∈ L∞ ((0, T )× R) .

Then, the ODE (3.8) together with Lemma 2.1 yields that

|Ẋ1(t)|+ |Ẋ3(t)| ≤
∑

i∈{1,3}

C

δi
‖
(
v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄

)
‖L∞(R)

∫

R

|(ṽi)x|dx

≤ ‖
(
v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄

)
‖L∞(R) < ε.

(4.2)
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Thus, (4.2) and the smallness of ε imply

X1(t) ≤ −σ1
2
t, X3(t) ≥ −σ3

2
t, t > 0,

or equivalently,

X1(t) + σ1t ≤
σ1

2
t, X3(t) + σ3t ≥

σ3

2
t, t > 0,

which proves (1.15).

Lemma 4.2. Let QIi (i = 1, 2) be defined in (3.3). Under the same assumption as in Proposition
3.2, the following holds: ∀t ≤ T , ∃ a constant C > 0 independent of T, δ1, δ3 and δC such that

‖QIi ‖L2(R) ≤ Cδ1(δC + δ3)e
−Cδ1t + CδC(δ1 + δ3)e

−Ct +Cδ3(δ1 + δC)e
−Cδ3t, for i = 1, 2,

‖(ṽX1
1 )x||(vC − v∗, θ

C − θ∗)|‖L2(R) + ‖|(ṽX1
1 )x||(ṽX3

3 − v∗, θ̃X3
3 − θ∗)|‖L2(R)

≤ Cδ
3
2
1

(
δ3e

−Cδ3t + δCe
−Ct
)
,

‖(ṽX3
3 )x||(vC − v∗, θ

C − θ∗)|‖L2(R) + ‖|(ṽX3
3 )x||(ṽX1

1 − v−, θ̃
X1
1 − θ−)|‖L2(R)

≤ Cδ
3
2
3

(
δ1e

−Cδ1t + δCe
−Ct
)
.

Proof. For simplicity, we estimate ‖QI1‖L2(R), as the proof for ‖QI2‖L2(R) follows almost identically.
Recall,

QI1 := (p̄− pX1
1 − pC − pX3

3 )x − µ

(
ūx

v̄
− (ũX1

1 )x

ṽX1
1

− uCx
vC

− (ũX3
3 )x

ṽX3
3

)

x

.

Since p̄ = Rθ̄
v̄
, θ̄x = (θ̃X1

1 )x + θCx + (θ̃X3
3 )x and v̄x = (ṽX1

1 )x + vCx + (ṽX3
3 )x,

the first term of QI1 can be written as

(p̄− pX1
1 − pC − pX3

3 )x

= R(θ̃X1
1 )x

(
1

v̄
− 1

ṽX1
1

)
+R(θC)x

(
1

v̄
− 1

vC

)
+R(θ̃X3

3 )x

(
1

v̄
− 1

ṽX3
3

)

− (ṽX1
1 )x

(
p̄

v̄
− pX1

1

ṽX1
1

)
− (vC)x

(
p̄

v̄
− pC

vC

)
− (ṽX3

3 )x

(
p̄

v̄
− pX3

3

ṽX3
3

)
.

(4.3)

Thus, we can estimate as
∣∣∣(p̄− pX1

1 − pC − pX3
3 )x

∣∣∣ ≤ C(R1 +R2 +R3),

where

R1 :=
∣∣∣(ṽX1

1 , θ̃X1
1 )x

∣∣∣
∣∣∣(vC − v∗, θ

C − θ∗, ṽ
X3
3 − v∗, θ̃X3

3 − θ∗)
∣∣∣ ,

R2 :=
∣∣(vC , θC)x

∣∣
∣∣∣(ṽX1

1 − v∗, θ̃
X1
1 − θ∗, ṽ

X3
3 − v∗, θ̃X3

3 − θ∗)
∣∣∣ ,

R3 :=
∣∣∣(ṽX3

3 , θ̃X3
3 )x

∣∣∣
∣∣∣(ṽX1

1 − v∗, θ̃
X1
1 − θ∗, v

C − v∗, θC − θ∗)
∣∣∣ .

First, to estimate R1, we split it as

‖R1‖L2(R) =

[(∫

x≤σ1
4
t

+

∫

x>
σ1
4
t

)∣∣∣(ṽX1
1 , θ̃X1

1 )x

∣∣∣
2 ∣∣∣(vC − v∗, θ

C − θ∗, ṽ
X3
3 − v∗, θ̃X3

3 − θ∗)
∣∣∣
2
dx

] 1
2

=:
√
R11 +R12.
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Note that

x ≤ σ1

4
t ⇒ x− σ3t−X3(t) ≤ x− σ3

2
t <

σ1

4
t− σ3

2
t ≤ 0,

and so, |x− σ3t−X3(t)| ≥ (
σ3

2
− σ1

4
)t.

So, it follows from Lemma 2.1 that

|(ṽX3
3 − v∗, θ̃X3

3 − θ∗)| ≤ Cδ3e
−Cδ3|x−σ3t−X3(t)| ≤ Cδ3e

−Cδ3t,

and

|(ṽX1
1 , θ̃X1

1 )x| ≤ Cδ21e
−Cδ1|x−σ1t−X1(t)|.

Thus,
∫

x≤σ1
4
t

|(ṽX1
1 , θ̃X1

1 )x|2|(ṽX3
3 − v∗, θ̃X3

3 − θ∗)|2dx

≤Cδ41δ23e−Cδ3t
∫

x≤σ1
4
t

e−Cδ1|x−σ1t−X1(t)|dx ≤ Cδ31δ
2
3e

−Cδ3t.
(4.4)

In addition, when x ≤ σ1
4 t ≤ 0, using Lemma 2.2, we have

|(vC − v∗, θ
C − θ∗)| ≤CδCe−

C1x
2

1+t

≤CδCe−Ct. (∵ x2 ≥
(
σ1t

4

)2

≥ 0)

Hence,
∫

x≤σ1
4
t

|(ṽX1
1 , θ̃X1

1 )x|2|(vC − v∗, θ
C − θ∗)|2dx

≤Cδ41δ2Ce−Ct
∫

x≤σ1
4
t

e−Cδ1|x−σ1t−X1(t)|dx ≤ Cδ31δ
2
Ce

−Ct.
(4.5)

Combining (4.4) and (4.5), we have

R11 ≤ Cδ31δ
2
3e

−Cδ3t + Cδ31δ
2
Ce

−Ct.

On the other hand, note that

x >
σ1

4
t ⇒ x− σ1t−X1(t) ≥ x− σ1t

2
≥ −σ1

4
t > 0,

which implies with Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 that

|(ṽX1
1 , θ̃X1

1 )x| ≤ Cδ21e
−Cδ1|x−σ1t−X1(t)| ≤ Cδ21e

−Cδ1
2

|x−σ1t−X1(t)|e−Cδ1t,

and

|(ṽX3
3 − v∗, θ̃X3

3 − θ∗)| ≤ Cδ3e
−Cδ3|x−σ3t−X3(t)|,

|(vC − v∗, θ
C − θ∗)| ≤ CδCe

− C1x
2

2(1+t) ≤ CδC .

Thus, we have

R12 ≤ Cδ41(δ
2
C + δ23)e

−cδ1t
∫

x>
σ1
4
t

e−Cδ1|x−σ1t−X1(t)|dx ≤ Cδ31(δ
2
C + δ23)e

−Cδ1t.

Therefore,

‖R1‖L2(R) ≤ Cδ
3
2
1 δ3e

−Cδ3t + Cδ
3
2
1 δCe

−Ct + Cδ
3
2
1 (δC + δ3)e

−Cδ1t.
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Secondly, to estimate ‖R2‖L2(R), we split it as

‖R2‖L2(R) ≤
[(∫

x−σ1t≤−σ1
2
t

+

∫

x−σ1t>−σ1
2
t

)
∣∣(vC , θC)x

∣∣2
∣∣∣(ṽX1

1 − v∗, θ̃
X1
1 − θ∗)

∣∣∣
2
dx

+

(∫

x−σ3t≤−σ3
2
t

+

∫

x−σ3t>−σ3
2
t

)
∣∣(vC , θC)x

∣∣2
∣∣∣(ṽX3

3 − v∗, θ̃
X3
3 − θ∗)

∣∣∣
2
dx

] 1
2

=:
√
R21 +R22 +R23 +R24.

Since x− σ1t ≤ −σ1
2 t ⇒ x ≤ σ1

2 t < 0, using Lemma 2.2, we have

|(vC , θC)x| ≤ CδCe
−C1x

2

1+t ≤ CδCe
− C1x

2

2(1+t) e−Ct.

Thus,

R21 ≤ Cδ2Cδ
2
1e

−Ct
∫

x−σ1t<−σ1
2
t

e
− C1x

2

2(1+t) dx ≤ Cδ2Cδ
2
1e

−Ct.

On the other hand, x− σ1t ≥ −σ1
2 t ⇒ x− σ1t−X1(t) ≥ −σ1

2 t−X1(t) > −σ1
4 t > 0.

It follows from Lemma 2.1 that

|(ṽX1
1 − v∗, θ̃

X1
1 − θ∗)| ≤ Cδ21e

−Cδ1|x−σ1t−X1(t)| ≤ Cδ21e
−Cδ1

2
|x−σ1t−X1(t)|e−cδ1t.

Thus,

R22 ≤ Cδ21δ
2
Ce

−Cδ1t
∫

x−σ1t<−σ1
2
t

e
−C1x

2

(1+t)dx ≤ Cδ21δ
2
Ce

−Cδ1t.

For the estimates for R23, R24, note that

x− σ3t ≥ −σ3
2
t ⇒ x− σ3t−X3(t) ≥ −σ3

2
t−X1(t) < −σ3

4
t ≤ 0,

and so, |x− σ3t−X3(t)| ≥
σ3

4
t.

Using Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, we have

|(vC , θC)x| ≤ CδCe
−C1x

2

1+t ,

|(ṽX3
3 − v∗, θ̃X3

3 − θ∗)| ≤ Cδ3e
−Cδ3|x−σ3t−X3(t)| ≤ Cδ3e

−Cδ3
2

|x−σ3t−X3(t)|e−Cδ3t.

Thus,

R23 ≤ Cδ2Cδ
2
3e

−Cδ3t
∫

x−σ3t≤−σ3
2
t

e
−C1x

2

(1+t)dx ≤ Cδ2Cδ
2
3e

−Cδ3t.

On the other hand, since x− σ3t ≥ −σ3
2 t ⇒ x ≥ σ3

2 t ≥ 0, using Lemma 2.2, we have

|(vC , θC)x| ≤ CδCe
−C1x

2

1+t ≤ CδCe
− C1x

2

2(1+t) e−Ct,

which yields

R24 ≤ Cδ2Cδ
2
3e

−Ct
∫

x−σ3t>−σ3
2
t

e
−C1x

2

(1+t)dx ≤ Cδ2Cδ
2
3e

−Ct.

Therefore,

‖R2‖L2(R) ≤ Cδ1δCe
−Cδ1t + Cδ3δCe

−Cδ3t + CδCδ3e
−Ct.
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Finally, to estimate R3, we split it as above

‖R3‖L2(R) ≤
[(∫

x≤σ3
4
t

+

∫

x>
σ3
4
t

)∣∣∣(ṽX3
3 , θ̃X3

3 )x

∣∣∣
2 ∣∣∣(ṽX1

1 − v∗, θ̃
X1
1 − θ∗, v

C − v∗, θC − θ∗)
∣∣∣
2
dx

] 1
2

=:
√
R31 +R32.

Since x ≤ σ3
4 t ⇒ x− σ3t−X3(t) ≤ x− 3σ3

4 t ≤ −σ3
2 t ≤ 0, and so |x− σ3t−X3(t)| ≥ σ3

2 t,
it follows from Lemma 2.1 that

|(ṽX3
3 , θ̃X3

3 )x| ≤ Cδ23e
−Cδ3|x−σ3t−X3(t)| ≤ Cδ23e

−Cδ3
2

|x−σ3t−X3(t)|e−Cδ3t.

Thus,

R31 ≤ Cδ43(δ
2
1 + δ2C)e

−cδ3t
∫

x≤σ3
4
t

e−
Cδ3
2

|x−σ3t−X3(t)|dx ≤ Cδ33(δ
2
1 + δ2C)e

−Cδ3t.

On the other hand, using x > σ3
4 t ⇒ x− σ1t−X1(t) ≥ x− 3σ1

4 t ≥ σ3
4 t− 3

4σ1t ≥ 0 and
Lemma 2.2, we have

|(vC − v∗, θC − θ∗)| ≤ CδCe
−C1x

2

1+t ≤ CδCe
− C1x

2

2(1+t) e−Ct,

|(ṽX1
1 − v∗, θ̃

X1
1 − θ∗)| ≤ Cδ21e

−Cδ1|x−σ1t−X1(t)| ≤ Cδ21e
−Cδ1

2
|x−σ1t−X1(t)|e−Cδ1t,

|(ṽX3
3 , θ̃X3

3 )x| ≤ Cδ23e
−Cδ3|x−σ3t−X3(t)|,

which yield

R32 ≤ Cδ43(δ
2
1e

−Cδ1t + δ2Ce
−Ct)

∫

x>
σ3
4
t

e−cδ3|x−σ3t−X3(t)|2dx ≤ Cδ33(δ
2
1e

−Cδ1t + δ2Ce
−Ct).

Therefore, we have

‖R3‖L2(R) ≤ Cδ
3
2
3 (δ1 + δC)e

−Cδ3t + Cδ
3
2
3 δ3e

−Cδ1t + CδCδ
3
2
3 e

−Ct.

�

Lemma 4.3. Let φ1 and φ3 be the functions defined in (3.11). There exist positive constants δ0, C
such that for any δ1, δC , δ3 ∈ (0, δ0), the following estimates hold.

φ3|(ṽX1
1 )x| ≤ Cδ21 exp(−Cδ1t), φ1|(ṽX3

3 )x| ≤ Cδ23 exp(−Cδ3t), t > 0, x ∈ R,
∫

R

φ3|(ṽX1
1 )x|dx ≤ Cδ1 exp(−Cδ1t),

∫

R

φ1|(ṽX3
3 )x|dx ≤ Cδ3 exp(−Cδ3t), t > 0.

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

|(ṽX1
1 )x| = |ṽ′1(x− σ1t−X1(t))| ≤ Cδ21 exp (−Cδ1|x− σ1t−X1(t)|) , ∀x ∈ R, t > 0.

Thus, we have

φ3|(ṽX1
1 )x|

1
2 ≤ Cφ3δ1 exp (−Cδ1|x− σ1t−X1(t)|) , ∀x ∈ R, t > 0, (4.6)

and

φ3|(ṽX1
1 )x| ≤ Cφ3δ

2
1 exp (−Cδ1|x− σ1t−X1(t)|) , ∀x ∈ R, t > 0. (4.7)

Note that the support of φ3(t, ·) is {x : x ≥ X1(t)+σ1t
2 }, on which the following estimate holds:

x− (σ1t+X1(t)) ≥ −X1(t) + σ1t

2
≥ −σ1t

4
> 0. (4.8)
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By virtue of 0 ≤ φ3 ≤ 1 and (4.7), we have

φ3|(ṽX1
1 )x| ≤ Cδ21 exp (−Cδ1t) ,

which yields the desired first estimate. Similarly, using (4.6) and (4.8) imply

φ3|(ṽX1
1 )x|

1
2 ≤ Cδ1 exp (−Cδ1|x− σ1 −X1(t)|) exp (−Cδ1t) .

On the other hand, using (2.1), we have
∫

R

|(ṽX1
1 )x|dx ≤ Cδ1.

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

∫

R

φ3|(ṽX1
1 )x|dx ≤

√∫

R

φ23|(ṽX1
1 )x|dx

√∫

R

|(ṽX1
1 )x|dx ≤ Cδ1 exp (−Cδ1t) .

Thus, we derived the second estimate. This completes the proof of Lemma 4.3. �

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

a(t, x) := aX1,X3(t, x).

and for each i = 1, 3,

ṽi(t, x) := ṽXi

i (x− σit) = ṽi(x− σit−Xi(t)),

ũi(t, x) := ũXi

i (x− σit) = ũi(x− σit−Xi(t)),

θ̃i(t, x) := θ̃Xi

i (x− σit) = θ̃i(x− σit−Xi(t)).

2. Regarding the evolution of the relative entropy, we will use the notations U = (v, u, θ)t and
Ū = (v̄, ū, θ̄)t, where U = (v, u, θ)t is the solution to the system (3.1), and Ū = (v̄, ū, θ̄)t the
superposition of 1-viscous shock wave shifted by X1, 2-viscous contact wave, and 3-viscous shock
wave shifted by X3 as below

Ū(t, x) :=



v̄(t, x)
ū(t, x)
θ̄(t, x)


 :=



ṽ1(t, x) + vC(t, x) + ṽ3(t, x)− v∗ − v∗

ũ1(t, x) + uC(t, x) + ũ3(t, x)− u∗ − u∗

θ̃1(t, x) + θC(t, x) + θ̃3(t, x)− θ∗ − θ∗


 . (4.9)

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

v[1] := v−, θ
[1] := θ−, p

[1] := p−, and σ
[1] := σ−,

v[3] := v∗, θ[3] := θ∗, p[3] := p∗, and σ[3] := σ∗.

4.2. Relative entropy method. First of all, the relative entropy of U and Ū is given by

η(U |Ū ) = R
(v
v̄
− 1− log

v

v̄

)
+

R

γ − 1

(
θ

θ̄
− 1− log

θ

θ̄

)
+

(u− ū)2

2θ̄
.

Then, using the convex function Φ(z) := z − 1− ln z, we have

η(U |Ū ) = RΦ
(v
v̄

)
+

R

γ − 1
Φ

(
θ

θ̄

)
+

(u− ū)2

2θ̄
.
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So, the relative entropy weighted by θ̄ is given by

θ̄η(U |Ū ) = Rθ̄Φ
(v
v̄

)
+

Rθ̄

γ − 1
Φ

(
θ

θ̄

)
+

(u− ū)2

2
. (4.10)

Next, we compute the evolution of the relative entropy of U and Ū weighted by a(t, x)θ̄(t, x):
∫

R

a(t, x)θ̄(t, x)η
(
U(t, x)|Ū (t, x)

)
dx.

Lemma 4.4. Let a be the weight function defined by (3.4). Let U be a solution to (3.1), and Ū the
composite wave given in (4.9). Then,

d

dt

∫

R

a(t, x)η(U(t, x))|Ū (t, x))dx =
∑

i∈{1,3}
Ẋi(t)Yi(U) + J bad(U)− J good(U),

where

Yi(U) :=−
∫

R

(ai)xθ̄η(U |Ū )dx+

∫

R

a

[
R(θ̃i)xΦ

(v
v̄

)
+

R

γ − 1
(θ̃i)xΦ

(
θ

θ̄

)]
dx

+

∫

R

a

[
(ṽi)xp̄

v̄
(v − v̄) +

R

γ − 1

((̃θi)x

θ̄
(θ − θ̄) + (ũi)x(u− ū)

]
dx,

J bad(U) :=

∫

R

a
[
R
(
−σ1(θ̃1)x + θCt − σ3(θ̃3)x

)
Φ
(v
v̄

)
− p̄ūx

vv̄
(v − v̄)2

]
dx

+

∫

R

a

[
R

γ − 1

(
−σ1(θ̃1)x + θCt − σ3(θ̃3)x

)
Φ

(
θ

θ̄

)
− ūx

θ
(θ − θ̄)(p− p̄) + p̄ūx

(θ − θ̄)2

θθ̄

]
dx

+

∫

R

a

[
µ
(ux
v

− ūx

v̄

)
(u− ū) + κ

θ − θ̄

θ

(
θx

v
− θ̄x

v̄

)
− (p − p̄)(u− ū)

]

x

dx

+

∫

R

a

[
− µ(u− ū)xūx

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
+ κ

θ − θ̄

θ2
θx

(
θx

v
− θ̄x

v̄

)
− κ

(θ − θ̄)x
θ

θ̄x

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)

+ µ
θ − θ̄

θ
θ̄x

(
u2x
v

− ū2x
v̄

)
− (u− ū)Q1 −

(
θ

θ̄
− 1

)
Q2

]
dx

+

∫

R

a

[
− κ

(θ − θ̄)2

θθ̄

(
θ̄x

v̄

)

x

− µ
(θ − θ̄)2

θθ̄

ū2x
v̄

]
dx,

J good(U) :=
∑

i∈{1,3}
σi

∫

R

(ai)xθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx+

∫

R

a
[µ
v
|(u− ū)x|2 +

κ

vθ

∣∣(θ − θ̄)x
∣∣2
]
dx.

Remark 4.1. Since σia
′
i > 0, −J good consists of good terms, while J bad consists of bad terms.

Proof. By virtue of (4.10), we obtain

d

dt

∫

R

a(t, x)θ̄(t, x)η
(
U(t, x)|Ū (t, x)

)
dx

=−
∑

i∈{1,3}
σi

∫

R

(ai)xθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx−

∑

i∈{1,3}
Ẋi(t)

∫

R

(ai)xθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

+

∫

R

a∂t

[
Rθ̄Φ

(v
v̄

)
+

Rθ̄

γ − 1
Φ

(
θ

θ̄

)
+

(u− ū)2

2θ̄

]
dx.

(4.11)

First, we compute the time-derivative terms above.
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From (3.1) and (3.2), we have





(v − v̄)t − Ẋ1(t)(ṽ
X1
1 )x − Ẋ3(t)(ṽ3)x − (u− ū)x = 0,

(u− ū)t − Ẋ1(t)(ũ1)x − Ẋ3(t))(ũ3)x + (p− p̄)x = µ
(
ux
v
− ūx

v̄

)
x
−Q1,

R
γ−1

(
θ − θ̄

)
t
− R

γ−1Ẋ1(t)(θ̃1)x − R
γ−1Ẋ3(t)(θ̃3)x + (pux − p̄ūx)

= κ
(
θx
v
− θ̄x

v̄

)
x
+ µ

(
u2x
v
− ū2x

v̄

)
−Q2.

(4.12)

Using Φ′(z) = 1− 1
z
and (4.12)1 and (3.2)1, we have

∂t

[
Rθ̄Φ

(v
v̄

)]
=Rθ̄tΦ

(v
v̄

)
+Rθ̄Φ′

(v
v̄

)(v
v̄

)

t

=Rθ̄tΦ
(v
v̄

)
+Rθ̄

(
1

v̄
− 1

v

)[
(v − v̄)t + v̄t

(
1− v

v̄

)]

=Rθ̄tΦ
(v
v̄

)
+Rθ̄

(
1

v̄
− 1

v

)[
Ẋ1(t)(ṽ1)x + Ẋ3(t)(ṽ3)x + (u− ū)x

]

+Rθ̄

(
1

v̄
− 1

v

)(
1− v

v̄

) [
−Ẋ1(t)(ṽ1)x − Ẋ3(t)(ṽ3)x + ūx

]

=Rθ̄tΦ
(v
v̄

)
+Rθ̄

(
1

v̄
− 1

v

)
(u− ū)x

+
[
Ẋ1(t)(ṽ1)x + Ẋ3(t)(ṽ3)x

] p̄
v̄
(v − v̄)− p̄ūx

vv̄
(v − v̄)2 .

(4.13)

As above, using (4.12)3 and (3.2)3, we have

∂t

[
Rθ̄

γ − 1
Φ

(
θ

θ̄

)]
=

R

γ − 1
θ̄tΦ

(
θ

θ̄

)
+

R

γ − 1

(
Ẋ1(t)(θ1)x + Ẋ3(t)(θ3)x

) θ − θ̄

θ̄

− R

v
(θ − θ̄)(u− ū)x −

ūx

θ
(θ − θ̄)(p − p̄) + p̄ūx

(θ − θ̄)2

θθ̄

+

[
κ
θ − θ̄

θ

(
θx

v
− θ̄x

v̄

)]

x

− κ

vθ

∣∣(θ − θ̄
)
x

∣∣2 − κ

(
θ − θ̄

)
x

θ
θ̄x

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)

+ κ
θ − θ̄

θ2
θx

(
θx

v
− θ̄x

v̄

)
− κ

(θ − θ̄)2

θθ̄

(
θ̄x

v̄

)

x

+ µ
θ − θ̄

θ

(
u2x
v

− ū2x
v̄

)
− µ

(θ − θ̄)2

θθ̄

ū2x
v̄

−
(
θ

θ̄
− 1

)
Q2.

(4.14)

Using (4.12)2, we have

∂t

[
(u− ū)2

2

]
=
(
Ẋ1(t)(ũ1)x + Ẋ3(t)(ũ3)x

)
(u− ū)− [(p− p̄)(u− ū)]x

+ (p− p̄)(u− ū)x +
[
µ
(ux
v

− ūx

v̄

)
(u− ū)

]

x
− µ

v
|(u− ū)x|2

− µ(u− ū)xūx

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
−Q1(u− ū).

(4.15)
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Therefore, combining (4.13), (4.14), and (4.15), we have

∂t

[
Rθ̄Φ

(v
v̄

)
+

Rθ̄

γ − 1
Φ

(
θ

θ̄

)
+

(u− ū)2

2

]

=θ̄t

[
RΦ

(v
v̄

)
+

R

γ − 1
Φ

(
θ

θ̄

)]
+ Ẋ1(t)

[
(ṽ1)xp̄

v̄
(v − v̄) +

R

γ − 1

(θ̃1)x
θ̄

(θ − θ̄) + (ũ1)x(u− ū)

]

+ Ẋ3(t)

[
(ṽ3)xp̄

v̄
(v − v̄) +

R

γ − 1

(θ̃3)x
θ̄

(θ − θ̄) + (ũ3)x(u− ū)

]
− p̄ūx

vv̄
(v − v̄)2

− ūx

θ
(θ − θ̄)(p − p̄) +

[
µ
(ux
v

− ūx

v̄

)
(u− ū) + κ

θ − θ̄

θ

(
θx

v
− θ̄x

v̄

)
− (p− p̄)(u− ū)

]

x

− µ(u− ū)xūx

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
+ κ

θ − θ̄

θ2
θx

(
θx

v
− θ̄x

v̄

)
− κ

(θ − θ̄)x
θ

θ̄x

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)

+ µ
θ − θ̄

θ

(
u2x
v

− ū2x
v̄

)
− (u− ū)Q1 −

(
θ

θ̄
− 1

)
Q2 −

µ

v
|(u− ū)x|2 −

κ

vθ

∣∣(θ − θ̄)x
∣∣2

− κ
(θ − θ̄)2

θθ̄

(
θ̄x

v̄

)

x

− µ
(θ − θ̄)2

θθ̄

ū2x
v̄

+ p̄ūx
(θ − θ̄)2

θθ̄

+Rθ̄

(
1

v̄
− 1

v

)
(u− ū)x −

R

v
(θ − θ̄)(u− ū)x + (p− p̄)(u− ū)x.

Note that in the last line,

Rθ̄

(
1

v̄
− 1

v

)
(u− ū)x −

R

v
(θ − θ̄)(u− ū)x + (p − p̄)(u− ū)x

= (p̄− p)(u− ū)x + (p− p̄)(u− ū)x = 0.

Finally, since

θ̄t = −σ1(θ̃1)x − Ẋ1(θ̃1)x + θCt − σ3(θ̃3)x − Ẋ3(θ̃3)x,

we substitute this equality into (4.11) to have the desired result. �

4.3. Decompositions. First of all, we will decompose the first and second terms of J bad into the
main term B1 of leading order, and remaining terms.

B1(U) :=
∑

i∈{1,3}

∫

R

a(ṽi)x

[
(γ + 1)p[i]σ[i]

2(v[i])2
|v − v̄|2 + σ[i]R

2v[i]θ[i]
(θ − θ̄)2 − σ[i]p[i]

2v[i]θ[i]
(v − v̄)(p − θ̄)

]
dx.

(4.16)
We first handle the first term of J bad:∫

R

a
[
R(−σ1

(
(θ̃1)x + θCt − σ3(θ̃3)x

)
Φ
(v
v̄

)
− p̄ūx

vv̄
(v − v̄)2

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:J2

dx.

Since ūx = (ũ1)x + uCx + (ũ3)x, we have

J2 =−Rσ1(θ̃1)xΦ
(v
v̄

)
− p̄(ũ1)x

vv̄
(v − v̄)2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:J21

+RθCt Φ
(v
v̄

)
− p̄uCx

vv̄
(v − v̄)2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:J22

−Rσ3(θ̃3)xΦ
(v
v̄

)
− p̄(ũ3)x

vv̄
(v − v̄)2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:J23

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

Φ
(v
v̄

)
=

(v − v̄)2

2v̄2
+O(|v − v̄|3). (4.17)

Using this and (2.6)3, we have

J22 ≤ C
(
|uCx |+ |θCxx|+ |θCx ||vCx |+ |QC2 |

)
|v − v̄|2,

which together with (2.5) and (2.7) yields

J22 ≤ CδC(1 + t)−1e
−C1|x|

2

1+t (v − v̄)2.

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

|p̄− p[1]| ≤ C
(
|v̄ − v[1]|+ |θ̄ − θ[1]|

)

≤ C
(
|ṽ1 − v−|+ |vC − v∗|+ |ṽ3 − v∗|+ |θ̃1 − v−|+ |θC − v∗|+ |θ̃3 − v∗|

)
,

≤ C(δ1 + δC + δ3) ≤ Cδ0,

(4.18)

together with (4.17) we have

J21 ≤ (γ + 1)p[1]σ[1]

2(v[1])2
(ṽ1)x|v − v̄|2 + C(δ0 + ε)(ṽ1)x|v − v̄|2.

Likewise,

J23 ≤ (γ + 1)p[3]σ[3]

2(v[3])2
(ṽ3)x|v − v̄|2 + C(δ0 + ε)(ṽ3)x|v − v̄|2.

As above, we handle the second term of J bad:

∫

R

a

[
R

γ − 1

(
−σ1(θ̃1)x + θCt − σ3(θ̃3)x

)
Φ

(
θ

θ̄

)
− ūx

θ
(θ − θ̄)(p − p̄) + p̄ūx

(θ − θ̄)2

θθ̄

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:J3

dx

Since p− p̄ = R
v
(θ − θ̄)− p̄

v
(v − v̄), we have

J3 =
∑

i∈{1,3}

[
− Rσi

γ − 1
(θ̃i)xΦ

(
θ

θ̄

)
− (ũi)x

θ − θ̄

θ

(
R

v
(θ − θ̄)− p̄

v
(v − v̄)

)
+ p̄(ũi)x

(θ − θ̄)2

θθ̄

]

+
R

γ − 1
(θC)tΦ

(
θ

θ̄

)
− (uC)x

θ − θ̄

θ

(
R

v
(θ − θ̄)− p̄

v
(v − v̄)

)
+ p̄(uC)x

(θ − θ̄)2

θθ̄

≤
∑

i∈{1,3}

σ[i](ṽi)x

2v[i]θ[i]

(
R(θ − θ̄)− 2p[i](v − v̄)

)
(θ − θ̄)

+CδC(1 + t)−1e−
C1|x|

2

1+t |(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2 + C(δ0 + ε)(|(ṽ1)x|+ |(ṽ3)x|)|(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2.
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Thus, combining the above estimates together with p̄ = Rθ̄
v̄
,

∫

R

a(J2 + J3)dx

≤
∑

i∈{1,3}

∫

R

a(ṽi)x

[
(γ + 1)p[i]σ[i]

2(v[i])2
|v − v̄|2 + σ[i]R

2v[i]θ[i]
(θ − θ̄)2 − σ[i]p[i]

2v[i]θ[i]
(v − v̄)(p− θ̄)

]
dx

+ CδC(1 + t)−1

∫

R

ae−
C1|x|

2

1+t |(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2dx

+ C(δ0 + ε)

∫

R

(|(ṽ1)x|+ |(ṽ3)x|)|(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2dx.

Therefore, it follows from Lemma 4.4 using integration by part that

d

dt

∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

≤
∑

i∈{1,3}
Xi(t)Yi(U) +

5∑

i=1

Bi + S1 + S2 −G(U)−D(U),
(4.19)

where B1 is as in (4.16), and

B2 :=

∫

R

ax(u− ū)(p − p̄)dx,

B3 := −
∫

R

ax

[
µ
(ux
v

− ūx

v̄

)
(u− ū) + κ

θ − θ̄

θ

(
θx

v
− θ̄x

v̄

)]
dx,

B4 :=

∫

R

a

[
− µ(u− ū)xūx

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
+ κ

θ − θ̄

θ2
θx

(
θx

v
− θ̄x

v̄

)

− κ
(θ − θ̄)x

θ
θ̄x

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
+ µ

θ − θ̄

θ
θ̄x

(
u2x
v

− ū2x
v̄

)]
dx,

B5 := −
∫

R

a

[
κ
(θ − θ̄)2

θθ̄

(
θ̄x

v̄

)

x

+ µ
(θ − θ̄)2

θθ̄

ū2x
v̄

]
dx,

B6 := CδC(1 + t)−1

∫

R

ae
−C1|x|

2

1+t |(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2dx

+ C(δ0 + ε)

∫

R

(|(ṽ1)x|+ |(ṽ3)x|)|(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2dx,

S1 := −
∫

R

a(u− ū)Q1dx, S2 := −
∫

R

a

(
θ

θ̄
− 1

)
Q2dx,

G(U) :=
∑

i∈{1,3}
σi

∫

R

(ai)xθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx,

D(U) :=

∫

R

a
[µ
v
|(u− ū)x|2 +

κ

vθ

∣∣(θ − θ̄)x
∣∣2
]
dx.

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

Yi :=
6∑

j=1

Yij,
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where

Yi1 :=

∫

R

a(ũi)x(u− ū)dx,

Yi2 :=

∫

R

a
(ṽi)xp̄

v̄
(v − v̄)dx,

Yi3 :=

∫

R

a
R

γ − 1

(θ̃i)x
θ̄

(θ − θ̄)dx,

Yi4 :=

∫

R

aR(θ̃i)xΦ
(v
v̄

)
dx,

Yi5 :=

∫

R

a
R

γ − 1
(θ̃i)xΦ

(
θ

θ̄

)
dx,

Yi6 := −
∫

R

(ai)xθ̄η
(
U(t, x)|Ū (t, x)

)
dx.

Notice from (3.8) that

Ẋi(t) = −Mi

δi
(Yi1 +Yi2 +Yi3), (4.20)

which yields

Ẋi(t)Yi = − δi

Mi
|Ẋi|2 + Ẋi

6∑

j=4

Yij . (4.21)

4.4. Leading order estimates.

Lemma 4.5. There exists C > 0 such that

−
∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

2Mi
|Ẋi|2 +B1 +B2 −G− 3

4
D

≤C
∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi + δ

4
3
1

(
δ

4
3
3 e

−Cδ3t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
+ δ

4
3
3

(
δ

4
3
1 e

−Cδ1t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)

+



∑

i∈{1,3}
Cδ2i exp(−Cδit) +

C

δ∗t2



∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx,

where

GSi =

∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
∣∣φi(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)

∣∣2 dx

Proof. First, for any fixed t ∈ [0, T ], we define new variables y1, y3 and w1, w3 as below:

y1 := − ṽ1(x− σ1t−X1(t))− v[1]

δ1
and y3 :=

ṽ3(x− σ3t−X3(t))− v[3]

δ3
.

In fact, for i = 1, 3, yi : R → (0, 1) is strictly increasing in ξi = x− σit−Xi(t), since

dy1

dξ1
= −(ṽ1)x

δ1
> 0,

dy3

dξ3
=

(ṽ3)x
δ3

> 0, (4.22)

and

lim
ξi→−∞

yi = 0, lim
ξi→+∞

yi = 1.
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In terms of the new variables, we will apply the Poincaŕe-type inequality to each perturbation wi
localized by φi respectively:

w1 := φ1(t, x)

[
u(t, x)−

(
ũ1(x− σ1t−X1(t)) + uC(t, x) + ũ3 (x− σ3t−X3(t)) − u∗ − u∗

)]
,

w3 := φ3(t, x)

[
u(t, x)−

(
ũ1(x− σ1t−X1(t)) + uC(t, x) + ũ3(x− σ3t−X3(t))− u∗ − u∗

)]
.

�

• (Estimate on B2 −G):
First, by (4.10) and the relation p− p̄ = R

v
(θ − θ̄)− p̄

v
(v − v̄), we have

(u− ū)(p − p̄)− σ1θ̄η(U |Ū )

=(u− ū)

(
R

v
(θ − θ̄)− p̄

v
(v − v̄)

)
− σ1

[
Rθ̄Φ

(v
v̄

)
+

Rθ̄

γ − 1
Φ

(
θ

θ̄

)
+

(u− ū)2

2

]
.

Using (2.4), (4.17) and (4.18), we have

(u− ū)(p− p̄)− σ1θ̄η(U |Ū )

≤(u− ū)

[
R

v[1]
(θ − θ̄)− p[1]

v[1]
(v − v̄)

]
+
Rθ[1]σ[1]

2(v[1])2
|v − v̄|2 + Rσ[1]

2(γ − 1)θ[1]
(θ − θ̄)2

+
σ[1]

2
(u− ū)2 + C

(
|v − v̄|+ |v̄ − v[1]|+ |θ̄ − θ[1]|

)
· |(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|2

=
Rθ[1]σ[1]

2(v[1])2

[
(v − v̄)− u− ū

σ[1]

]2
+

Rσ[1]

2(γ − 1)θ[1]

[
(θ − θ̄) +

(γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)

]2

+ C
(
|v − v̄|+ δ1 + |(ṽ3 − v[3], θ̃3 − θ[3])|+ |(vC − v∗, θ

C − θ∗)|
)
· |(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|2,

where the last equality is obtained by using

Rθ[1]σ[1]

2(v[1])2
+

Rσ[1]

2(γ − 1)θ[1]
=

Rγθ[1]

2σ[1](v[1])2
=
σ[1]

2
by σ[1] =

√
γRθ[1]

v[1]
.

Similarly, we have

(u− ū)(p − p̄)− σ3θ̄η(U |Ū )

≤Rθ
[3]σ[3]

2(v[3])2

[
(v − v̄)− u− ū

σ[3]

]2
+

Rσ[3]

2(γ − 1)θ[3]

[
(θ − θ̄) +

(γ − 1)θ[3]

σ[3]v[3]
(u− ū)

]2

+ C
(
|v − v̄|+ δ3 + |(ṽ1 − v[1], θ̃1 − θ[1])|+ |(vC − v∗, θC − θ∗)|

)
· |(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|2.

Therefore, we have

B2(U)−G(U) ≤−
∑

i∈{1,3}
G1i(U)−

∑

i∈{1,3}
G2i(U) +Bnew(U)

+ C
∑

i∈{1,3}
λiδi exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx,

(4.23)
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where

G1i(U) :=
Rθ[i]σ[i]

2(v[i])2

∫

R

|(ai)x|φi
[
(v − v̄)− u− ū

σ[i]

]2
dx,

G2i(U) :=
Rσ[i]

2(γ − 1)θ[i]

∫

R

|(ai)x|φi
[
(θ − θ̄) +

(γ − 1)θ[i]

σ[i]v[i]
(u− ū)

]2
dx,

Bnew =
∑

i∈{1,3}
δi

∫

R

(ai)x|(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|2dx+
∑

i∈{1,3}

∫

R

(ai)x|(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|3dx

+ C

∫

R

(a1)x

(
|(ṽ3 − v[3], θ̃3 − θ[3])|+ |(vC − v∗, θ

C − θ∗)|
)
· |(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|2dx

+ C

∫

R

(a3)x

(
|(ṽ1 − v[1], θ̃1 − θ[1])|+ |(vC − v∗, θC − θ∗)|

)
· |(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|2dx.

For the above estimate (4.23), 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 φ1 +φ3 = 1
and Lemma 4.3, we have

Rθ[i]σ[i]

2(v[i])2

∫

R

|(ai)x|
[
(v − v̄)− u− ū

σ[i]

]2
dx

=
Rθ[i]σ[i]

2(v[i])2

∫

R

|(ai)x|φi
[
(v − v̄)− u− ū

σ[i]

]2
dx+

Rθ[i]σ[i]

2(v[i])2

∫

R

|(ai)x|(1 − φi)

[
(v − v̄)− u− ū

σ[i]

]2
dx,

≤Rθ
[i]σ[i]

2(v[i])2

∫

R

|(ai)x|φi
[
(v − v̄)− u− ū

σ[i]

]2
dx+ Cλiδi exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

The four good terms G11,G12,G21,G22 will be used in the remaining estimates, while the bad
term Bnew can be controlled by the five good terms G11,G12,G21,G22,D and GSi , as follows.

First, using (3.5) and Lemma 4.3, we have

δi

∫

R

(ai)x|(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|2dx

≤λi
∫

R

|(ṽi)x|φi(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|2dx+ λi

∫

R

|(ṽi)x|(1− φi)|(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|2dx

≤λiGSi + Cλiδ
2
i exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx,

where

GSi :=

∫

R

(ṽi)x|φi(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|2dx.
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Using Young’s inequality and the relation φ1 + φ3 = 1, we obtain

∫

R

(a1)x|(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|3dx

≤C
∫

R

|(a1)x|
∣∣∣∣(v − v̄)− u− ū

σ[1]

∣∣∣∣
3

dx+ C

∫

R

|(a1)x||u− ū|3dx

+ C

∫

R

|(a1)x|
∣∣∣∣∣(θ − θ̄) +

(γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)

∣∣∣∣∣

3

dx

≤C
∫

R

|(a1)x|φ1
∣∣∣∣(v − v̄)− u− ū

σ[1]

∣∣∣∣
3

dx+ C

∫

R

|(a1)x|(1− φ1)

∣∣∣∣(v − v̄)− u− ū

σ[1]

∣∣∣∣
3

dx

+ C

∫

R

|(a1)x|φ1

∣∣∣∣∣(θ − θ̄) + C
(γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)

∣∣∣∣∣

3

dx

+ C

∫

R

|(a1)x|(1− φ1)

∣∣∣∣∣(θ − θ̄) +
(γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)

∣∣∣∣∣

3

dx

+ C

∫

R

|(a1)x|φ1|u− ū|3dx+ C

∫

R

|(a1)x|(1− φ1)|u− ū|3dx.

(4.24)

By virtue of (3.9), we have

∫

R

|(a1)x|φ1
∣∣∣∣(v − v̄)− u− ū

σ[1]

∣∣∣∣
3

dx+

∫

R

|(a1)x|φ1

∣∣∣∣∣(θ − θ̄) +
(γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)

∣∣∣∣∣

3

dx

≤Cε(G11 +G21).

Using Young’s inequality, (3.9) and Lemma 4.3, we have

∫

R

|(a1)x|(1− φ1)

∣∣∣∣(v − v̄)− u− ū

σ[1]

∣∣∣∣
3

dx ≤Cελ1
δ1

∫

R

|(ṽ1)x|φ3
(
|v − v̄|2 + |u− ū|2

)
dx

≤Cελ1
δ1

sup
t,x

(|(ṽ1)x|φ3)
∫

R

(
|v − v̄|2 + |u− ū|2

)
dx

≤Cελ1δ1 exp(−Cδ1t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

Similarly, we have

∫

R

|(a1)x|(1− φ1)

∣∣∣∣∣(θ − θ̄) +
(γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)

∣∣∣∣∣

3

dx ≤ Cελ1δ1 exp(−Cδ1t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx,

∫

R

|(a1)x|(1− φ1)|u− ū|3dx ≤ Cελ1δ1 exp(−Cδ1t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.
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Using (3.5), Sobolev inequality, and λ1 ≤ C
√
δ1, we have

∫

R

|(a1)x|φ1|u− ū|3dx

≤Cλ1
δ1

‖u− ū‖2L∞(R)

∫

R

|(ṽ1)x|φ1|u− ū|dx

≤Cλ1
δ1

|‖(u − ū)x‖L2(R)‖u− ū‖L2(R)

√∫

R

|(ṽ1)x||φ1(u− ū)|2dx
√∫

R

|(ṽ1)x|dx

≤Cε‖(u− ū)x‖L2(R)

√∫

R

|(ṽ1)x||φ1(u− ū)|2dx

≤Cε‖(u− ū)x‖2L2(R) + Cε

∫

R

|(ṽ1)x||φ1(u− ū)|2dx ≤ Cε(Du1 + GS1 ).

Substituting the above estimates into (4.24), we have

∫

R

(a1)x|(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|3dx

≤Cε(G11 +G21 +Du1 + GS1 ) + Cελ1δ1 exp(−Cδ1t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

Similarly, we have
∫

R

(a3)x|(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|3dx

≤Cε(G21 +G23 +Du1 + GS3 ) + Cελ3δ3 exp(−Cδ3t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

Likewise, using the interpolation inequality, Lemmas 4.2, and 4.3, we have
∫

R

(a1)x

(
|(ṽ3 − v[3], θ̃3 − θ[3])|+ |(vC − v∗, θ

C − θ∗)|
)
· |(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|2dx

≤ C(δC + δ3)(G11 +G21) + Cελ1δ1 exp(−Cδ1t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

+ C
λ1

δ1

∫

R

(ṽ1)x

(
|(ṽ3 − v[3], θ̃3 − θ[3])|+ |(vC − v∗, θ

C − θ∗)|
)
|u− ū|2dx

≤ C(δC + δ3)(G11 +G21) + Cελ1δ1 exp(−Cδ1t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

+ C
λ1

δ1
‖u− ū‖2L4(R)

[ ∥∥(ṽ1)x(vC − v∗, θ
C − θ∗)

∥∥
L2(R)

+
∥∥∥(ṽ1)x(ṽ3 − v[3], θ̃3 − θ[3])

∥∥∥
L2(R)

]

≤ Cδ0(G11 +G21) + Cελ1δ1 exp(−Cδ1t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

+ C
1√
δ1
‖(u− ū)x‖

1
2

L2(R)
‖u− ū‖

3
2

L2(R)
δ

3
2
1

(
δ3e

−Cδ3t + δCe
−Ct
)

≤ Cδ0(G11 +G21) + Cελ1δ1 exp(−Cδ1t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx+ CD

1
4
u1

ε
3
2√
δ1
δ

3
2
1

(
δ3e

−Cδ3t + δCe
−Ct
)

≤ Cδ0(G11 +G21) + Cελ1δ1 exp(−Cδ1t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx+ CεDu1 + δ

4
3
1

(
δ

4
3
3 e

−Cδ3t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
.
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Similarly, we have
∫

R

(a3)x

(
|(ṽ1 − v[1], θ̃1 − θ[1])|+ |(vC − v∗, θC − θ∗)|

)
· |(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|2dx

≤ Cδ0(G13 +G23) + Cελ3δ3 exp(−Cδ3t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

+ CεDu1 + δ
4
3
3

(
δ

4
3
1 e

−Cδ1t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
.

Therefore, we have

Bnew ≤ C(λ+ ε+ δ0)



∑

i∈{1,3}
G1i +

∑

i∈{1,3}
G2i +Du1 +

∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi




+C
∑

i∈{1,3}
ελiδi exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

+ δ
4
3
1

(
δ

4
3
3 e

−Cδ3t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
+ δ

4
3
3

(
δ

4
3
1 e

−Cδ1t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
.

• (Estimate on − δi
2Mi

|Ẋi|2): To estimate the term − δi
2Mi

|Ẋi|2, we will estimate Yij due to (4.20).
Using the relation φ1 + φ3 = 1 and the change of variables for y1, w1, we have

Y11 =

∫

R

a(ũ1)x(u− ū)dx = −σ1
∫

R

a(ṽ1)xφ1(u− ū)dx− σ1

∫

R

a(ṽ1)xφ3(u− ū)dx

= −σ1δ1
∫ 1

0
aw1dy1 − σ1

∫

R

a(ṽ1)xφ3(u− ū)dx,

Using (2.4) and |a− 1| ≤ λ, we have

∣∣∣∣Y11 − δ1σ
[1]

∫ 1

0
w1dy1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cδ1(λ+ δ0)

∫ 1

0
w1dy1 + C

∫

R

|(ṽ1)x|φ3(u− ū)dx. (4.25)

Since

Y12 =

∫

R

a
(ṽ1)xp̄

v̄
(v − v̄)dx

=

∫

R

a
(ṽ1)xp̄

v̄
φ1(v − v̄)dx+

∫

R

a
(ṽ1)xp̄

v̄
φ3(v − v̄)dx

=

∫

R

a
(ṽ1)xp̄

σ[1]v̄
φ1(u− ū)dx+

∫

R

a
(ṽ1)xp̄

v̄
φ1

(
v − v̄ − u− ū

σ[1]

)
dx+

∫

R

a
(ṽ1)xp̄

v̄
φ3(v − v̄)dx

=

∫ 1

0
a
p̄δ1

σ[1]v̄
w1dy1 +

∫

R

a
(ṽ1)xp̄

v̄
φ1

(
v − v̄ − u− ū

σ[1]

)
dx+

∫

R

a
(ṽ1)xp̄

v̄
φ3(v − v̄)dx,

using (4.18) and (3.5), we have
∣∣∣∣∣Y12 −

p[1]δ1

σ[1]v[1]

∫ 1

0
w1dy1

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ Cδ1(δ0 + λ)

∫

R

w1dy1 + C
δ1

λ1

∫

R

|(a1)x|φ1
∣∣∣∣v − v̄ − u− ū

σ[1]

∣∣∣∣ dx+

∫

R

a
(ṽ1)xp̄

v̄
φ3(v − v̄)dx.

(4.26)
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Likewise, since

Y13 =

∫

R

a
R

γ − 1

(θ̃1)x

θ̄
(θ − θ̄)dx

=

∫

R

a
R

γ − 1

(θ̃1)x
θ̄

φ1(θ − θ̄)dx+

∫

R

a
R

γ − 1
φ3

(θ̃1)x
θ̄

(θ − θ̄)dx

=− Rθ[1]

σ[1]v[1]

∫

R

a
(θ̃1)x
θ̄

φ1(u− ū)dx+

∫

R

a
R

γ − 1

(θ̃1)x
θ̄

φ1

∣∣∣∣∣(θ − θ̄) +
(γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)

∣∣∣∣∣ dx

+

∫

R

a
R

γ − 1
φ3

(θ̃1)x
θ̄

(θ − θ̄)dx,

using |θ − θ[1]| ≤ C(δ0 + ε), (2.3), and (3.6), we have

∣∣∣∣∣Y13 −
(γ − 1)p[1]δ1

σ[1]v[1]

∫ 1

0
w1dy1

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ Cδ1(δ0 + λ+ ε)

∫ 1

0
|w1|dy1 + C

δ1

λ1

∫

R

|(a1)x|φ1
[
(θ − θ̄) +

(γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)

]
dx

+

∫

R

a
R

γ − 1
φ3

(θ̃1)x

θ̄
(θ − θ̄)dx.

(4.27)

Therefore, using (4.20), (4.25), (4.26) and (4.27) together with σ[1] =
√

γp[1]

v[1]
, we have

∣∣∣∣Ẋ1 + 2σ[1]M1

∫ 1

0
|w1|dy1

∣∣∣∣

≤ (δ0 + λ+ ε)

∫ 1

0
|w1|dy1 + C

1

λ1

∫

R

(a1)xφ1

(
v − v̄ − u− ū

σ[1]

)
dx

+ C
1

λ1

∫

R

|(a1)x|
[
(θ − θ̄) +

(γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)

]
dx

+
C

δ1

∫

R

|(ṽ1)xφ1||u− ū|dx+
C

δ1

∫

R

|(ṽ1)xφ1||v − v̄|dx+
C

δ1

∫

R

|φ1(θ̃1)x||θ − θ̄|dx,

which yields

∣∣∣∣2σ
[1]M1

∫ 1

0
|w1|dy1 − (−Ẋ1)

∣∣∣∣
2

≤ (δ0 + λ+ ε)2
∫ 1

0
|w1|2dy1 + C

1

λ21

(∫

R

|(a1)x|φ1
(
v − v̄ − u− ū

σ[1]

)
dx

)2

+C
1

λ21

(∫

R

|(a1)x|φ1
[
(θ − θ̄) +

(γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)

]
dx

)2

+
C

δ21

(∫

R

|(ṽ1)x|φ3|u− ū|dx
)2

+
C

δ21

(∫

R

|(ṽ1)x|φ3|v − v̄|dx
)2

+
C

δ21

(∫

R

|(θ̃1)x|φ3|θ − θ̄|dx
)2

.
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This result and the algebraic inequality p2

2 − q2 ≤ (p− q)2 for all p, q ∈ R imply

2(σ[1])2M2
1

(∫ 1

0
|w1|dy1

)2

− |Ẋ1|2 ≤ (δ0 + λ+ ε)2
∫

R

|w1|2dy1

+
C

λ1
(G11 +G21) + Cδ1 exp(−Cδ1t)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

Thus,

− δ1

2M1
|Ẋ1|2 ≤ − (σ[1])2M1δ1

(∫ 1

0
w1dy1

)2

+ Cδ1(δ0 + λ+ ε)2
∫ 1

0
|w1|2dy1

+
Cδ1

λ1
(G11 +G21) + Cδ21 exp(−Cδ1t)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

(4.28)

Similarly, we have

− δ3

2M3
|Ẋ3|2 ≤ − (σ[3])2M3δ3

(∫ 1

0
w3dy3

)2

+ Cδ3(δ0 + λ+ ε)2
∫ 1

0
|w3|2dy3

+
Cδ3

λ3
(G13 +G23) + Cδ23 exp(−Cδ3t)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

(4.29)

• (Estimate on B1): Set

B1(U) =
∑

i∈{1,3}

∫

R

a(ṽi)x

[
(γ + 1)p[i]σ[i]

2(v[i])2
|v − v̄|2 + σ[i]R

2v[i]θ[i]
(θ − θ̄)2 − σ[i]p[i]

2v[i]θ[i]
(v − v̄)(p − θ̄)

]
dx

:=
∑

i∈{1,3}

(
Bi

11 +Bi
12 +Bi

13

)
.

(4.30)

First, note that

B1
11 =

(γ + 1)p[1]σ[1]

2(v[1])2

∫

R

a(ṽ1)xφ
2
1|v − v̄|2dx+

(γ + 1)p[1]σ[1]

2(v[1])2

∫

R

a(ṽ1)x(1− φ21)|v − v̄|2dx

For the first term, using Young’s inequality and (3.5), we have

(γ + 1)p[1]σ[1]

2(v[1])2

∫

R

a(ṽ1)xφ
2
1|v − v̄|2dx

=
(γ + 1)p[1]σ[1]

2(v[1])2

∫

R

a(ṽ1)xφ
2
1

∣∣∣∣
(
v − v̄ − u− ū

σ[1]

)
+
u− ū

σ[1]

∣∣∣∣
2

dx

≤(γ + 1)p[1]σ[1]

2(v[1])2

[
1 + λ+

(
δ1

λ1

) 1
2

]∫

R

|(ṽ1)x|
∣∣∣∣
φ1(u− ū)

σ[1]

∣∣∣∣
2

+ C

(
δ1

λ1

)− 1
2
∫

R

|(ṽ1)x|
∣∣∣∣φ1
(
v − v̄ − u− ū

σ[1]

)∣∣∣∣
2

dx

≤ (γ + 1)p[1]

2(v[1])2σ[1]

[
1 + λ+

(
δ1

λ1

) 1
2

]
δ1

∫ 1

0
|w1|2dy1 + C

(
δ1

λ1

) 1
2

G11.
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Again, the second term of B1
11 can be estimated as

(γ + 1)p[1]σ[1]

2(v[1])2

∫

R

a|(ṽ1)x|(1 + φ1)φ3|v − v̄|2dx ≤C
∫

R

|(ṽ1)x|φ3|v − v̄|2dx

≤Cδ21 exp(−Cδ1t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

Therefore, we have

B1
11 ≤ (γ + 1)p[1]

2(v[1])2σ[1]

[
1 + λ+

(
δ1

λ1

) 1
2

]
δ1

∫ 1

0
|w1|2dy1 + C

(
δ1

λ1

) 1
2

G11

+ Cδ21 exp(−Cδ1t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

(4.31)

Similarly, we estimate

B1
12 =

σ[1]R

2v[1]θ[1]

∫

R

a(ṽ1)x

∣∣∣∣∣θ − θ̄ +
(γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)− (γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dx

≤ (γ − 1)2p[1]

2σ[1](v[1])2

[
1 + λ+

(
δ1

λ1

) 1
2

]
δ1

∫ 1

0
|w1|2dy1 + C

(
δ1

λ1

) 1
2

G21

+ Cδ21 exp(−Cδ1t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx,

(4.32)

and

B1
13 =− σ[1]p[1]

2v[1]θ[1]

∫

R

a(ṽ1)x(v − v̄)(θ − θ̄)dx

≤ σ[1]p[1]

2v[1]θ[1]

∫

R

a|(ṽ1)x|φ21
∣∣∣∣
(
v − v̄ − u− ū

σ[1]

)
+
u− ū

σ[1]

∣∣∣∣

·
∣∣∣∣∣

(
θ − θ̄ +

(γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū

)
− (γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)

∣∣∣∣∣ dx

+
σ[1]p[1]

2v[1]θ[1]

∫

R

a|(ṽ1)x|
(
1− φ21

)
|v − v̄|

∣∣θ − θ̄
∣∣ dx,

the first term can be estimated as

σ[1]p[1]

2v[1]θ[1]

∫

R

a|(ṽ1)x|(φ1)2
∣∣∣∣
(
v − v̄ − u− ū

σ[1]

)
+
u− ū

σ[1]

∣∣∣∣

·
∣∣∣∣∣

(
θ − θ̄ +

(γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)

)
− (γ − 1)θ[1]

σ[1]v[1]
(u− ū)

∣∣∣∣∣ dx

≤ σ[1]p[1]

2v[1]θ[1]

[
1 + λ+

(
δ1

λ1

) 1
2

]
δ1

∫ 1

0
|w1|2dy1 + C

(
δ1

λ1

) 1
2

G11 + C

(
δ1

λ1

)1
2

G21,

the second term can be estimated as

σ[1]p[1]

2v[1]θ[1]

∫

R

a|(ṽ1)x|
(
1− φ21

)
|v − v̄|

∣∣θ − θ̄
∣∣ dx ≤ Cδ21 exp(−Cδ1t)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.
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Therefore, we have

B1
13 ≤

σ[1]p[1]

2v[1]θ[1]

[
1 + λ+

(
δ1

λ1

)1
2

]
δ1

∫ 1

0
|w1|2dy1 + C

(
δ1

λ1

) 1
2

G11 + C

(
δ1

λ1

) 1
2

G21

+ Cδ21 exp(−Cδ1t)
∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

(4.33)

Let α1, α3 be the O(1)-constant defined by

α1 :=
γ(γ + 1)p[1]

2σ[1](v[1])2
and α3 :=

γ(γ + 1)p[3]

2σ[3](v[3])2

Substituting (4.31), (4.32) and (4.33) into (4.30), and applying same method to remaining case, we
have

B1 ≤
∑

i∈{1,3}

σ[i]p[i]

2v[i]θ[i]

[
1 + λ+

(
δi

λi

) 1
2

]
δi

∫ 1

0
|wi|2dyi

+ C
∑

i∈{1,3}

(
δi

λi

) 1
2

(G1i +G2i) + C
∑

i∈{1,3}
δ2i exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

(4.34)

• (Estimate on D): Set

D(U) =

∫

R

a
[µ
v
|(u− ū)x|2 +

κ

vθ

∣∣(θ − θ̄)x
∣∣2
]
dx := D̃u1(U) + D̃θ1(U). (4.35)

Note that D̃u1(U) ∼ Du1(U) and D̃θ1(U) ∼ Dθ1(U) which are defined in (3.10).
First, using the fact that 1 ≥ φi ≥ φ2i for any i, we have

D̃u1(U) =

∫

R

a(φ1 + φ3)
µ

v
|(u− ū)x|2dx

≥
∑

i∈{1,3}

∫

R

aφ2i
µ

v
|(u− ū)x|2dx.

By virtue of Young’s inequality, for any δ∗ > 0 small enough,
∫

R

a
µ

v
|∂x (φi(u− ū))|2 dx

≤ (1 + δ∗)
∫

R

a
µ

v
φ2i
∣∣(u− ū)2x

∣∣ dx+
C

δ∗

∫

R

a
µ

v
(∂xφi)

2
∣∣(u− ū)2

∣∣ dx,

we have

−D̃u1(U) ≤ − 1

1 + δ∗

∑

i∈{1,3}

∫

R

a
µ

v
|∂x (φi(u− ū)) |2dx+

C

δ∗

∫

R

a
µ

v
(∂xφi)

2
∣∣(u− ū)2

∣∣ dx

:= J1 + J2.

To write J1 in terms of the variables yi, wi, we use the following estimate: there exists C > 0
such that

∣∣∣∣
1

yi(1− yi)

µ

ṽi

dyi

dx
− δiαi

µRγ

µRγ + κ(γ − 1)2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cδ2i . (4.36)
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We refer to [12, Appendix B] for the proof of (4.36). With
∥∥∥a ṽiv − 1

∥∥∥
L∞(R)

≤ C(δ0 + ε + λ), this

yields

J1 = − 1

1 + δ∗

∑

i∈{1,3}

∫ 1

0
a
ṽi

v

µ

ṽi

(
dyi

dx

)
|∂yiwi|2 dyi

≤ −
∑

i∈{1,3}
(1− C(δ0 + ε+ λ+ δ∗))

(
δiαi

µRγ

µRγ + κ(γ − 1)2
− Cδ2i

)∫ 1

0
yi(1− yi) |∂yiwi|2 dyi

≤ −
∑

i∈{1,3}
αi

µRγ

µRγ + κ(γ − 1)2
(1− C(δ0 + ε+ λ+ δ∗)) δi

∫ 1

0
yi(1− yi) |∂yiwi|2 dyi.

To estimate J2, we use the following estimate: for each i = 1, 3,

|∂x(φi(t, x))| ≤
4

σ3 − σ1

1

t
, ∀x ∈ R, t ∈ (0, T ].

Thus,

J2 ≤
C

δ∗t2

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx,

which implies that for any 0 < δ∗ < 1 small enough,

−D̃u1 ≤−
∑

i∈{1,3}
αi

µRγ

µRγ + κ(γ − 1)2
(1− C(δ0 + ε+ λ+ δ∗)) δi

∫ 1

0
yi(1− yi) |∂yiwi|2 dyi

+
C

δ∗t2

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

(4.37)

Likewise, using the change of variable, we have

−D̃θ1 ≤−
∑

i∈{1,3}
αi

µRγ

µRγ + κ(γ − 1)2
κ

µθ[i]
(1− C(δ0 + ε+ λ+ δ∗)) δi

∫ 1

0
yi(1− yi)

∣∣∂yi
(
φi(θ − θ̄)

)∣∣2 dyi

+
C

δ∗t2

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

(4.38)

Our intention is to use the Poincaré-type inequality of Lemma 2.3 to absorb the main bad term B1

by the diffusion term D with (4.28). However, since

1 >
µRγ

µRγ + κ(γ − 1)2
→ 0 as γ → ∞,

if follows from (4.34) and (4.37) that D̃u1 is not enough to control B1. Thus, we need to extract

an additional good term on wi from D̃θ1 , as follows. First, using Lemma 2.3 and

∫ 1

0
|wi − w̄i|2 dyi =

∫ 1

0
w2
i dyi − w̄2

i , w̄i :=

∫ 1

0
widyi,



34 HUANG AND LEE

we have

−D ≤−
∑

i∈{1,3}
2αi

µRγ

µRγ + κ(γ − 1)2
(1− C(δ0 + ε+ λ+ δ∗)) δi

[∫ 1

0
w2
i dyi − w̄2

i

]

−
∑

i∈{1,3}
2αi

µRγ

µRγ + κ(γ − 1)2
κ

µθ[i]
(1− C(δ0 + ε+ λ+ δ∗)) δi

·
[∫ 1

0

(
φi(θ − θ̄)

)2
dyi −

(∫ 1

0
φi(θ − θ̄)dyi

)2
]

+
C

δ∗t2

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

Observe that Young’s inequality yields

∫ 1

0

∣∣φi(θ − θ̄)
∣∣2 dyi =

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣∣φi

(
θ − θ̄ +

(γ − 1)θ[i]

σ[i]v[i]
(u− ū)

)
− (γ − 1)θ[i]

σ[i]v[i]
(u− ū)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dyi

≥
(
(γ − 1)θ[i]

σ[i]v[i]

)2(
1−

(
δi

λi

) 1
2

)∫ 1

0
|wi|2dyi

−C

(
δi

λi

)− 1
2
∫ 1

0

[
φi

(
θ − θ̄ +

(γ − 1)θ[i]

σ[i]v[i]
(u− ū)

)]2
dyi,

and
(∫ 1

0
φi(θ − θ̄)dyi

)2

≤ 2

[∫ 1

0

(γ − 1)θ[i]

σ[i]v[i]
φi(u− ū)dyi

]2

+ 2

[∫ 1

0
φi

(
(θ − θ̄) +

(γ − 1)θ[i]

σ[i]v[i]
φi(u− ū)

)
dyi

]2
,

which together with σ[i] =

√
γRθ[i]

v[i]
, (3.5) and (4.22) implies

−D ≤−
∑

i∈{1,3}
2αi (1− C(δ0 + ε+ λ+ δ∗)) δi

µRγ

µRγ + κ(γ − 1)2

(
1 +

κ(γ − 1)2

µRγ

)
·
(
1−

(
δi

λi

) 1
2

)∫ 1

0
w2
i dyi

+
∑

i∈{1,3}
2αi (1− C(δ0 + ε+ λ+ δ∗)) δi


1 + 2

κ

µθ[i]

(
(γ − 1)θ[i]

σ[i]v[i]

)2

 w̄2

i

+
∑

i∈{1,3}
4αi (1− C(δ0 + ε+ λ+ δ∗)) δi

κ

µθ[i]

∫ 1

0

[
φi

(
θ − θ̄ +

(γ − 1)θ[i]

σ[i]v[i]
(u− ū)

)]2
dyi

+
C

δ∗t2

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

≤−
∑

i∈{1,3}
2αi

(
1− C(δ0 + ε+ λ+ δ∗)−

(
δi

λi

) 1
2

)
δi

∫ 1

0
|wi|2 dyi

+
∑

i∈{1,3}
2αiδi

(
1 +

2κ(γ − 1)2

µRγ

)
w̄2
i + C

∑

i∈{1,3}

(
δi

λi

) 1
2

G2i +
C

δ∗t2

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.
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• (Conclusion): Using the smallness of δi
λi
, λ, δ0, and ε, we have

−
∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

2Mi
|Ẋi|2 +B1 +B2 −G− 3

4
D

≤ C(δ0 + ε+ λ)
∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi + δ

4
3
1

(
δ

4
3
3 e

−Cδ3t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
+ δ

4
3
3

(
δ

4
3
1 e

−Cδ1t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)

−
∑

i∈{1,3}

1

4
αiδi

∫ 1

0
|wi|2 dyi −

∑

i∈{1,3}

1

2
(G1i +G2i)

−
∑

i∈{1,3}
(σ[i])2Miδiw̄

2
i +

∑

i∈{1,3}

3

2
αiδi

(
1 +

2κ(γ − 1)2

µRγ

)
w̄2
i

+
∑

i∈{1,3}
Cδ2i exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx+

C

δ∗t2

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

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

Mi =
3

2

αi

(σ[i])2

(
1 +

2κ(γ − 1)2

µRγ

)
,

we have

−
∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

2Mi
|Ẋi|2 +B1 +B2 −G− 3

4
D

≤ C(δ0 + ε+ λ)
∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi + δ

4
3
1

(
δ

4
3
3 e

−Cδ3t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
+ δ

4
3
3

(
δ

4
3
1 e

−Cδ1t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)

−
∑

i∈{1,3}

1

4
αiδi

∫ 1

0
|wi|2 dyi −

∑

i∈{1,3}

1

2
(G1i +G2i)

+



∑

i∈{1,3}
Cδ2i exp(−Cδit) +

C

δ∗t2



∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

Finally, using

δi

∫ 1

0
w2
i dyi =

∫

R

|(ṽi)x| |φi(u− ū)|2 dx

and

∫

R

|(ṽi)x| |φi(v − v̄)|2 dx

≤ 2

∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
∣∣∣∣φi
(
u− ū− u− ū

σ[i]

)∣∣∣∣
2

dx+ 2

∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
∣∣∣∣φi

u− ū

σ[i]

∣∣∣∣
2

dx

≤ C
δi

λi
G1i + C

∫

R

|(ṽi)x| |φi(u− ū)|2 dx,
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∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
∣∣φi(θ − θ̄)

∣∣2 dx

≤ 2

∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
∣∣∣∣∣φi

(
θ − θ̄ − (γ − 1)σ[i]

σ[i]v[i]
(u− ū)

)∣∣∣∣∣

2

dx+ C

∫

R

|(ṽi)x| |φi(u− ū)|2 dx

≤ C
δi

λi
G2i + C

∫

R

|(ṽi)x| |φi(u− ū)|2 dx,

we have

−
∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

2Mi
|Ẋi|2 +B1 +B2 −G− 3

4
D

≤ C
∑

i∈{1,3}

∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
∣∣φi(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)

∣∣2 dx+ δ
4
3
1

(
δ

4
3
3 e

−Cδ3t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)

+ δ
4
3
3

(
δ

4
3
1 e

−Cδ1t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
+



∑

i∈{1,3}
Cδ2i exp(−Cδit) +

C

δ∗t2



∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx.

4.5. Proof of Lemma 4.1. First of all, it follows from (4.19) and (4.21) that

d

dt

∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx ≤−

∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

2Mi
|Ẋi|2 +B1 +B2 −G− 3

4
D

−
∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

2Mi
|Ẋi|2 +

∑

i∈{1,3}
Ẋi

6∑

j=4

Yij +
6∑

i=3

Bi + S1 + S2 −
1

4
D(U),

Then, using Lemma 4.5 and Young’s inequality

d

dt

∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx ≤C

∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi + δ

4
3
1

(
δ

4
3
3 e

−Cδ3t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
+ δ

4
3
3

(
δ

4
3
1 e

−Cδ1t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)

+



∑

i∈{1,3}
Cδ2i exp(−Cδit) +

C

δ∗t2



∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx−

∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

4Mi
|Ẋi|2

+
∑

i∈{1,3}

C

δi

6∑

j=4

Y2
ij +

6∑

i=3

Bi + S1 + S2 −
1

4
D(U),

(4.39)

• (Estimates on the terms Yij(j = 4, 5, 6): Using (4.17) and (2.3), we have

|(Yi4,Yi5)| ≤ C

∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
∣∣(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)

∣∣2 dx

≤ C

∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
∣∣φi(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)

∣∣2 dx+ C

∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
∣∣(1− φ2i )(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)

∣∣2 dx

≤ C

(
GSi + δ2i exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

)
.

In addition, since Lemma 2.1 and (3.9) yields

|(Yi4,Yi5)| ≤ Cδ2i ε
2,
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we have

C

δi
|(Yi4,Yi5)|2 ≤ Cδiε

2

(
GSi + δ2i exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

)
.

Similarly, we have

C

δi
|Yi6|2 ≤

C

δi

(∫

R

|(ai)x|
∣∣(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)

∣∣2 dx
)2

≤ Cλ2i
δ3i

(∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
∣∣(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)

∣∣2 dx
)2

≤ Cλ2i
δ3i

∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
∣∣(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)

∣∣2 dx
∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
∣∣(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)

∣∣2 dx

≤ Cλ2i
δi

∥∥(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)
∥∥2
L2(R)

∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
∣∣(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)

∣∣2 dx

≤ Cε2
∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
∣∣φi(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)

∣∣2 dx

+

∫

R

|(ṽi)x|(1 + φi)φj
∣∣(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)

∣∣2 dx

≤ Cε2
(
GSi + δ2i exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

)
.

Thus,

C

δi

6∑

j=4

|Yij |2 ≤ Cε

(
GSi + δ2i exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

)
. (4.40)

• (Estimates on the terms Bi (i = 3, 4, 5, 6)):
First, we split B3 as

B3 =−
∫

R

ax

[
µ

(
ux

v
− ūx

v̄x

)
(u− ū) + κ

θ − θ̄

θ

(
θx

v
− θ̄x

v̄

)]
dx

=−
∑

i∈{1,3}

∫

R

(ai)x

[
µ

(
ux

v
− ūx

v̄x

)
(u− ū) + κ

θ − θ̄

θ

(
θx

v
− θ̄x

v̄

)]
dx :=

∑

i∈{1,3}
B3i.

B3i ≤ C

∫

R

|(ai)x||u− ū| (|(u− ū)x|+ |ūx||v − v̄|) dx

+

∫

R

|(ai)x||θ − θ̄|
(
|(θ − θ̄)x|+ |θ̄x||v − v̄|

)
dx

≤ 1

80
Du1 +

∫

R

|(ai)x|2
(
|u− ū|2 + |θ − θ̄|2

)
dx+ C

∫

R

(
|ūx|2 + |θ̄x|2

)
|v − v̄|2dx

≤ 1

80
Du1 + Cλ2i

∫

R

|(ṽi)x|
(
|u− ū|2 + |θ − θ̄|2

)
dx+ C

∫

R

(
|ūx|2 + |θ̄x|2

)
|v − v̄|2dx

≤ 1

80
Du1 + Cλ2i

(
GSi + δ2i exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

)
+ C

∫

R

(
|ūx|2 + |θ̄x|2

)
|v − v̄|2dx.
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Using (2.5) and (2.1) yields
∫

R

(
|ūx|2 + |θ̄x|2

)
|v − v̄|2dx

≤
∫

R

(
|(ũ1)x|2 + |uCx |2 + |(ũ3)x|2 + |(θ̃1)x|2 + |θCx |2 + |(θ̃3)x|2

)
|v − v̄|2dx

≤ C
∑

i∈{1,3}

(
δ2i GSi + δ2i exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

)
+ CδC(1 + t)−1

∫

R

e
− 2C1|x|

2

1+t |v − v̄|2dx.

Thus, we have

B3 ≤
1

40
Du1 + C

∑

i∈{1,3}
(λ2i + δ2i )GSi + C

∑

i∈{1,3}
δ2i exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

+ CδC(1 + t)−1

∫

R

e
− 2C1|x|

2

1+t |v − v̄|2dx.

Likewise, we have

B4 ≤
∫

R

[
|ūx||v − v̄||(u− ū)x|+ |θ − θ̄|

(
|(θ − θ̄)x|+ |θ̄x|

) (
|(θ − θ̄)x + |θ̄x|||v − v̄|

)]
dx

+

∫

R

[
|(θ − θ̄)x||θ̄x||v − v̄|+ |θ − θ̄|

(
|(u− ū)x|2 + |ūx||(u− ū)x|+ |ūx|2||v − v̄|

)]
dx,

≤ 1

80
Du1 + C

∑

i∈{1,3}
δ2i GSi +

∑

i∈{1,3}
δ2i exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

+ CδC(1 + t)−1

∫

R

e
− 2C1|x|

2

1+t |(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2dx.

Lastly, to estimate B5 and B6, we first show B5 ≤ CB6.
Note that from Lemma 2.2 and 2.1,

∣∣∣∣
(
θ̄x

v̄

)

x

∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣ū2x
∣∣ ≤ Cδ0(|(ṽ1)x|+ |(ṽ3)x|) + CδC(1 + t)−1e

−C1x
2

1+t .

Then

B5 ≤Cδ0
∫

R

|θ − θ̄|2 dx+ CδC(1 + t)−1

∫

R

ae
−C1|x|

2

1+t |θ − θ̄|2dx ≤ CB6.

So we enough to estimate B6.
Using (2.1), we have

B6 =CδC(1 + t)−1

∫

R

ae
−C1|x|

2

1+t |(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2dx

+C(δ0 + ε)

∫

R

(|(ṽ1)x|+ |(ṽ3)x|) |(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2dx

≤C(δ0 + ε)
∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi +

∑

i∈{1,3}
δ2i exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

+CδC(1 + t)−1

∫

R

e
− 2C1|x|

2

1+t |(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2dx.
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Therefore, we have

6∑

i=3

Bi ≤
1

20
Du1 + C(δ0 + λ+ ε)

∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi +

∑

i∈{1,3}
δ2i exp(−Cδit)

∫

R

η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

+ CδC(1 + t)−1

∫

R

e
− 2C1|x|

2

1+t |(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2dx.

(4.41)

• (Estimates on the terms Si(i = 1, 2):
By (??), it holds that

‖QC1 ‖L2(R) ≤ CδC(1 + t)−
5
4 , ‖QC2 ‖L2(R) ≤ CδC(1 + t)−

7
4 . (4.42)

Therefore,

S1 + S2 =−
∫

R

aQ1(u− ū)dx−
∫

R

a

(
θ

θ̄
− 1

)
Q2dx

≤C
∫

R

(|QI1|+ |QC1 |)|u− ū|dx+ C

∫

R

(|QI2|+ |QC2 |)|θ − θ̄|dx

≤C(‖QI1‖L2(R) + ‖QC1 ‖L2(R))‖u− ū‖L2(R) + C(‖QI2‖L2(R) + ‖QC2 ‖L2(R))‖θ − θ̄‖L2(R).

which together with Lemma 4.2 and (4.42) imply

S1 + S2

≤ C
[
δ1(δC + δ3)e

−Cδ1t + δ3(δ1 + δC)e
−Cδ3t

]
‖(u− ū, θ − θ̄)‖L2(R)

+ CδC

[
(δ1 + δ3)e

−Ct + (1 + t)−
5
4

]
‖(u− ū, θ − θ̄)‖L2(R).

(4.43)

• (Conclusion): From (4.39), (4.40), (4.41), and (4.43), with the smallness of δ0, λ, δi, ε, we have

d

dt

∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

≤−
∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

4Mi
|Ẋi|2 −

C

2

∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi − 1

8
D(U) + CδC(1 + t)−1

∫

R

e−
2C1|x|

2

1+t |(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2dx

+ δ
4
3
1

(
δ

4
3
3 e

−Cδ3t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
+ δ

4
3
3

(
δ

4
3
1 e

−Cδ1t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)

+



∑

i∈{1,3}
Cδ2i exp(−Cδit) +

C

t2



∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

+ C
[
δ1(δC + δ3)e

−Cδ1t + δ3(δ1 + δC)e
−Cδ3t

]
‖(u− ū, θ − θ̄)‖L2(R)

+ CδC

[
(δ1 + δ3)e

−Ct + (1 + t)−
5
4

]
‖(u− ū, θ − θ̄)‖L2(R).
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Hence, we use Grönwall inequality to conclude that for all t ≥ 1,

∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx+

∫ t

1



∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

4Mi
|Ẋi|2 +

C

2

∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi +

1

8
D




≤
[ ∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx
∣∣
t=1

+ CδC

∫ t

1
(1 + s)−1

∫

R

e
− 2C1|x|

2

1+s |(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2dxds

+ C(δ1 + δC + δ3)‖(u− ū, θ − θ̄)‖L∞(0,T ;L2(R))

+ δ
4
3
1

(
δ

4
3
3 e

−Cδ3t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
+ δ

4
3
3

(
δ

4
3
1 e

−Cδ1t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)]

· exp



∫ t

1

( ∑

i∈{1,3}
Cδ2i exp(−Cδis) +

C

s2

)
ds




≤
∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx
∣∣
t=1

+ CδC

∫ t

1
(1 + s)−1

∫

R

e−
2C1|x|

2

1+s |(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2dxds

+ C(δ1 + δC + δ3)‖(u − ū, θ − θ̄)‖L∞(0,T ;L2(R))

+ δ
4
3
1

(
δ

4
3
3 e

−Cδ3t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
+ δ

4
3
3

(
δ

4
3
1 e

−Cδ1t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
.

Then, using the fact that

‖U − Ū‖2L2(R) ∼
∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx, ∀t ∈ [0, T ],

we have

∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx+

∫ t

1



∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

4Mi
|Ẋi|2 +

C

2

∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi +

1

8
D




≤
∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx
∣∣
t=1

+ CδC

∫ t

1
(1 + s)−1

∫

R

e
− 2C1|x|

2

1+s |(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2dxds

+ δ
4
3
1

(
δ

4
3
3 e

−Cδ3t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
+ δ

4
3
3

(
δ

4
3
1 e

−Cδ1t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
.

(4.44)

4.6. Estimate in small time. By virtue of (4.19) and (4.21), we have

d

dt

∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx ≤ R (4.45)

where

R = −
∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

Mi
|Ẋi|2 +

∑

i∈{1,3}


Ẋi

6∑

j=4

Yij


+

6∑

i=1

Bi + S1 + S2 −G−D,

By Young’s inequality, we first have

R+
∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

4Mi
|Ẋi|2 +D+ GS ≤

∑

i∈{1,3}


C
δi

6∑

j=4

|Yij |2

+

6∑

i=1

Bi + S1 + S2,
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Using (3.9), Lemma 2.1, and (3.6) we have

6∑

j=4

|Yij | ≤C‖(θ̃i)x‖L∞(R)(‖v − v̄‖2L2(R) + (‖θ − θ̄‖2L2(R))

+ C‖(ai)x‖L∞(R)(‖v − v̄‖2L2(R) + ‖u− ū‖2L2(R) + (‖θ − θ̄‖2L2(R))

≤Cε2δ2i ,
which yields

∑

i∈{1,3}


C
δi

6∑

j=4

|Yij|2

 ≤ Cε4

∑

i∈{1,3}
δ3i .

Similarly, we have

6∑

i=1

Bi ≤C



∑

i∈{1,3}
‖(ai)x‖L∞(R) + ‖(ṽ)x‖L∞(R) + ‖(ū)x‖L∞(R) + ‖(θ̄)x‖L∞(R)




·
(
‖v − v̄‖2L2(R) + ‖u− ū‖2H1(R) + ‖θ − θ̄‖2H1(R)

)
+

1

80
D

≤Cε2


∑

i∈{1,3}
δ2i + δC


+

1

80
D,

and

S1 + S2 ≤C(‖QI1‖L2(R) + ‖QC1 ‖L2(R))‖u− ū‖L2(R) +C(‖QI2‖L2(R) + ‖QC2 ‖L2(R))‖θ − θ̄‖L2(R)

≤C(δ1 + δ3 + δC)ε,

and

GSi ≤ C
∑

i∈{1,3}
‖(ṽi)x‖L∞(R)(‖v − v̄‖2L2(R) + ‖u− ū‖2L2(R) + (‖θ − θ̄‖2L2(R)) ≤ Cε2δ2i .

Hence, the above estimates provide a rough bound: for any δ1, δC , δ3 ∈ (0, δ0),

R+
∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

4M
|Ẋi|2 +D+

∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi ≤ Cδ0, t > 0. (4.46)

4.7. Proof of Lemma 4.1. First of all, from (4.45) and (4.46), we have a rough estimate for a
short time t ≤ 1 as follows:

d

dt

∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx+

∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

4Mi
|Ẋi|2 +D+

∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi ≤ Cδ0,

which implies

∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

∣∣∣∣
t=1

+

∫ 1

0



∑

i∈{1,3}

δi

4Mi
|Ẋi|2 +D+

∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi




≤
∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx

∣∣∣∣
t=0

+ Cδ0.

(4.47)

Combining the estimates (4.44) and (4.47) to conclude that
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∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx+

∫ t

0



∑

i∈{1,3}
δi|Ẋi|2 +

∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi +D




≤
∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx
∣∣
t=0

+ Cδ0

∫ t

1
(1 + s)−1

∫

R

e
− 2C1|x|

2

1+s |(v − v̄, θ − θ̄)|2dxds

+ δ
4
3
1

(
δ

4
3
3 e

−Cδ3t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
+ δ

4
3
3

(
δ

4
3
1 e

−Cδ1t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
+ Cδ0.

(4.48)

Finally, using the following Lemma 4.6 with δ0 ≪ 1, we have

∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx+

∫ t

0



∑

i∈{1,3}
δi|Ẋi|2 +

∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi +D


 ds

≤
∫

R

aθ̄η
(
U |Ū

)
dx
∣∣
t=0

+ δ
4
3
1

(
δ

4
3
3 e

−Cδ3t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)
+ δ

4
3
3

(
δ

4
3
1 e

−Cδ1t + δ
4
3
Ce

−Ct
)

+ Cδ0

∫ t

0
‖(v − v̄)x‖2 ds+ Cδ0.

The following Lemma is used to control the second term on the right hand side of (4.48), and
its proof can be found in [12].

Lemma 4.6. It holds that
∫ t

0
(1 + s)−1

∫

R

e
− 2C1|x|

2

1+t |(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)|2dxds

≤ C sup
[0,T ]

∥∥U − Ū
∥∥2 + C

∑

i∈{1,3}
δi

∫ t

0

∣∣∣Ẋi(s)
∣∣∣
2
ds+ C

∫ t

0

(
GS1 + GS3 +D(U)

)
ds

+ C

∫ t

0
‖(v − v̄)x‖2 ds +Cδ0.

(4.49)

5. Higher Order Estimates

Lemma 5.1. Under the hypothesis of Proposition 3.2, there exists C > 0 (independent of δ0, ε, T )
such that for all t ∈ (0, T ],

‖(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)(t, ·)‖2H1(R) +

∫ t

0



∑

i∈{1,3}
δi|Ẋi|2 +

∑

i∈{1,3}
GSi




+

∫ t

0
‖(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)x‖2L2(R)ds+

∫ t

0
‖(u− ū, θ − θ̄)xx‖2L2(R)ds

≤ ‖(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)(0, ·)‖H1(R) + Cδ0.

Proof. We define the following notations

φ(t, x) := v(t, x)− v̄(t, x), ψ(t, x) := u(t, x)− ū(t, x), ϑ(t, x) := θ(t, x)− θ̄(t, x),

and

W (t, x) := (1 + t)−
1
2 e

−βx2

1+t , β =
C1

2
.

First, it follows from (1.1) and (3.2) that

φt − ψx − Ẋ1(t)(ṽ1)x − Ẋ3(t)(ṽ3)x = 0, (5.1)



NAVIER-STOKES-FOURIER EQUATIONS 43

and

ψt − Ẋ1(t)(ũ1)x − Ẋ3(t)(ũ3)x + (p − p̄)x = µ
(ux
v

− ūx

v̄

)

x
−QI1 −QC1 . (5.2)

Differentiating (5.1) w.r.t. x and multiplying by µφx, we have

µ

(
φ2x
2

)

t

− Ẋ1(t)(ṽ1)xxµφx − Ẋ3(t)(ṽ3)xxµφx = µφxψxx. (5.3)

Multiplying (5.2) by −vφx yields that

− vφxψt + vφxẊ1(t)(ũ1)x + vφxẊ3(t)(ũ3)x

= vφx(p − p̄)x − vφxµ
(ux
v

+ vφx
ūx

v̄

)

x
+ vφx

(
QI1 +QC1

)
.

Then, using the above equation and (5.3) together with

(p− p̄)x =
Rϑx

v
− Rθφx

v2
+Rθ̄x

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
+Rv̄x

(
θ̄

v̄2
− θ

v2

)
, (5.4)

and
(ux
v

− ūx

v̄

)
=
ψxx

v
− ψxvx

v2
+ ūxx

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
+ ūx

( v̄x
v̄2

− vx

v2

)
, (5.5)

we have
(
µφ2x
2

− vψφx

)

t

+ vtφxψ +
Rθφ2x
v

+ vtψxφ+ (vφtψ)x − (vxψ + vψx)φt

+ Ẋ1(t)φx ((ũ1)x − µ(ṽ1)xx) + Ẋ3(t)φx ((ũ3)x − µ(ṽ3)xx)

=Rφxϑx +Rvφxθ̄x

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
+Rφxv̄x

(
θ̄

v̄2
− θ

v2

)

+
µφxψxvx

v
− µvφxūxx

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
− µvφxūx

( v̄x
v2

− vx

v2

)
+ vφx

(
QI1 +QC1

)
.

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

µ

2

∫

R

φ2xdx+

∫ t

0

∫

R

Rθφ2x
v

dxds

≤C‖φ0x‖L2(R) +

∫

R

vψφxdx−
∫

R

v0ψ0φ0xdx

+

∫ t

0

∫

R

|vtφxψ| dxds +
∫ t

0

∫

R

|(vxψ + vψx)φt| dxds +
∫ t

0

∣∣∣Ẋ1(s)
∣∣∣
∫

R

φx ((ũ1)x − µ(ṽ1)xx) dxds

+

∫ t

0

∣∣∣Ẋ3(s)
∣∣∣
∫

R

|φx ((ũ3)x − µ(ṽ3)xx)| dxds +
∫ t

0

∫

R

|Rφxϑx| dxds

+

∫ t

0

∫

R

∣∣∣∣Rvφxθ̄x
(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
+Rvφxv̄x

(
θ̄

v̄2
− θ

v2

)
− µvφxūxx

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
− µvφxūx

( v̄x
v2

− vx

v2

)∣∣∣∣ dxds

+

∫ t

0

∫

R

∣∣∣∣
µφxψxvx

v

∣∣∣∣ dxds+
∫ t

0

∫

R

∣∣vφx
(
QI1 +QC1

)∣∣ dxds.
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In addition, using

∫

R

vψφxdx−
∫

R

v0ψ0φ0xdx ≤ C
(
‖ψ‖L2(R)‖φx‖L2(R) + ‖ψ0‖L2(R)‖φ0x‖L2(R)

)

≤ µ

4
‖φx‖2L2(R) +C‖ψ‖2L2(R) + ‖(ψ0, φ0x)‖2L2(R),

we have

‖φx(t, ·)‖L2(R) +

∫ t

0
‖φx(s, ·)‖2L2(R)ds ≤ C

(
‖(ψ0, φ0x)‖2L2(R) + ‖ψ(t, ·)‖2L2(R)

)
+

8∑

j=1

Lj,

where

L1 :=

∫ t

0

∫

R

|vtφxψ| dxds,

L2 :=

∫ t

0

∫

R

|(vxψ + vψx)φt| dxds,

L3 :=

∫ t

0

∣∣∣Ẋ1(s)
∣∣∣
∫

R

φx ((ũ1)x − µ(ṽ1)xx) dxds,

L4 :=

∫ t

0

∣∣∣Ẋ3(s)
∣∣∣
∫

R

|φx ((ũ3)x − µ(ṽ3)xx)| dxds,

L5 :=

∫ t

0

∫

R

|Rφxϑx| dxds,

L6 :=

∫ t

0

∫

R

∣∣∣∣Rvφxθ̄x
(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
+Rvφxv̄x

(
θ̄

v̄2
− θ

v2

)
− µvφxūxx

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
− µvφxūx

( v̄x
v2

− vx

v2

)∣∣∣∣ dxds,

L7 :=

∫ t

0

∫

R

∣∣∣∣
µφxψxvx

v

∣∣∣∣ dxds,

L8 :=

∫ t

0

∫

R

∣∣vφx
(
QI1 +QC1

)∣∣ dxds.

Now, we estimate Lj, for each j = 1, 2, · · · , 8.
First, using (1.1)

|L1| ≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

R

|vtφxψ| dxds ≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

R

(|ψx|+ |ūx|) |φx||ψ|dxds

≤ C

∫ t

0
‖ψ‖L∞(R)‖ψx‖L2(R)‖φx‖L2(R)ds+

1

8

∫ t

0
‖φx‖L2(R)ds+ C

∫ t

0
|ūx|2|ψ|2ds

≤ Cε

∫ t

0

(
‖φx‖2L2(R) + ‖ψx‖2L2(R)

)
ds+

1

8

∫ t

0
‖φx‖2L2(R)ds+ Cδ0

∫ t

0

(
GS1 + GS3

)
ds

+ Cδ2C

∫ t

0

∫

R

W 2ψ2dxds,

where the last term is obtained by (1 + t)−1e
− 2C1x

2

1+t ≤W 2.
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Likewise, we use (5.1) and vx = φx + v̄x to have

L2 ≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

R

|(vxψ + vψx)φt| dxds

≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

R

((|φx|+ |v̄x|)|ψ| + |ψx|)
∣∣∣ψx + Ẋ1(t)(ṽ1)x + Ẋ3(t)(ṽ3)x

∣∣∣ dxds

≤ Cε

∫ t

0
‖φx‖2L2(R)ds+ C

∫ t

0
‖ψx‖2L2(R)ds+ Cδ0

∫ t

0

(
|Ẋ1(s)|2 + |Ẋ3(s)|2

)
ds

+ Cδ0

∫ t

0

(
GS1 + GS3

)
ds + Cδ0

∫ t

0

∫

R

W 2ψ2dxds,

and

|L6| ≤ C

∫ t

0
|φx|

∣∣(θ̄x, v̄x, ūxx, ūxv̄x)
∣∣ |(φ, ϑ)|dxds

+

∫ t

0

∫

R

|ūx||φx| (φx + |v̄x||φ|) dxds

≤ 1

8

∫ t

0
‖φx‖2L2(R)ds +Cδ0

∫ t

0

(
GS1 + GS3

)
ds+ Cδ0

∫ t

0

∫

R

W 2 |(φ, ϑ)|2 dxds.

We easily have

|L3| ≤ C

∫ t

0

∣∣∣Ẋ1(s)
∣∣∣
∫

R

|φx ((ũ1)x − µ(ṽ1)xx)| dxds

≤ Cδ0

∫ t

0

∣∣∣Ẋ1(s)
∣∣∣
2
ds+ Cδ0

∫ t

0
‖φx‖2L2(R)ds,

|L4| ≤ Cδ0

∫ t

0

∣∣∣Ẋ3(s)
∣∣∣
2
ds+ Cδ0

∫ t

0
‖φx‖2L2(R)ds,

and

|L5| ≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

R

|Rφxϑx| dxds ≤
1

8

∫ t

0
‖φx‖2L2(R)ds +C

∫ t

0
‖ϑx‖2L2(R)ds.

For L7, we use the interpolation inequality to have

|L7| ≤
∫ t

0

∫

R

∣∣∣∣
µφxψxvx

v

∣∣∣∣ dxds

≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

R

|φx||ψx||φx + v̄x|dxds

≤ C

∫ t

0
‖ψx‖

1
2

L2(R)
‖ψxx‖

1
2

L2(R)
‖φx‖2L2(R)ds+ C

∫ t

0

∫

R

|φx||ψx||v̄x|dxds

≤ Cε2
∫ t

0
‖ψxx‖2L2(R)ds+ C(δ0 + ε

2
3 )

∫ t

0
‖(φx, ψx)‖2L2(R)ds,

we use Lemma 4.2 to obtain
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|L8| ≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

R

|φx||QI1 +QC1 |dxds

≤ 1

8

∫ t

0
‖φx‖2L2(R)ds+ C

∫ t

0
‖QI1‖2L2(R)ds+

∫ t

0
‖QC1 ‖2L2(R)ds

≤ 1

8

∫ t

0
‖φx‖2L2(R)ds+ Cδ0.

Therefore, combining all the above estimates, we have

‖φx‖2L2(R) +

∫ t

0
‖φx‖2L2(R)ds

≤ C‖(ψ0, φ0x)‖2L2(R) + C‖ψ(t, ·)‖2L2(R) +C

∫ t

0
‖(ψx, ϑx)‖2L2(R)ds+ Cε2

∫ t

0
‖ψxx‖2L2(R)ds

+ Cδ0

∫ t

0

(∣∣∣Ẋ1(s)
∣∣∣
2
+
∣∣∣Ẋ3(s)

∣∣∣
2
)
ds+ Cδ0

∫ t

0

∫

R

W 2 |(φ,ψ, ϑ)|2 dxds
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:W

+cδ0.

Applying Lemma 4.6 to the above term W that is the same as the left-hand side of (4.49), and
using D ≤ C‖(ψx, ϑx)‖2L2(R), we have

‖φx‖2L2(R) +

∫ t

0
‖φx‖2L2(R)ds

≤ C‖(ψ0, φ0x)‖2L2(R) + C‖(φ,ψ, ϑ)‖2L2(R) + C

∫ t

0
‖(ψx, ϑx)‖2L2(R)ds+ Cε2

∫ t

0
‖ψxx‖2L2(R)ds

+ Cδ0

∫ t

0

(∣∣∣Ẋ1(s)
∣∣∣
2
+
∣∣∣Ẋ3(s)

∣∣∣
2
)
ds+ cδ0.

(5.6)

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

d

dt

∫

R

|ψx|2
2

dx = −Ẋ1(t)

∫

R

(ũ1)xψxxdx− Ẋ3(t)

∫

R

(ũ3)xψxxdx+

∫

R

(p − p̄)xψxxdx

− µ

∫

R

(ux
v

− ūx

v̄

)

x
ψxxdx+

∫

R

(QI1 +QC1 )ψxxdx

:= K1 +K2 +K3 +K4 +K5.

First, we have a good a term

Dψ :=

∫

R

µ

v
|ψxx|2dx

from K4 as follows: (using (5.5))

K4 =−
∫

R

µ

v
|ψxx|2dx− µ

∫

R

(
1

v

)

x

ψxψxxdx− µ

∫

R

ūxx

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
ψxxdx

− µ

∫

R

ūx

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)

x

ψxxdx := Dψ +K41 +K42 +K43.
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Using vx = ψx + v̄x and the interpolation inequality, we have

K41 ≤ C

∫

R

|φxψxψxx|dx+ C

∫

R

|v̄xψxψxx|dx

≤ C‖φx‖L2(R)‖ψx‖L∞(R)‖ψxx‖L2(R) + C‖v̄x‖L∞(R)‖ψx‖L2(R)‖ψxx‖L2(R)

≤ Cε‖ψx‖
1
2‖ψxx‖

3
2 +Cδ0‖ψx‖L2(R)‖ψxx‖L2(R)

≤ Cε(‖ψx‖2 + ‖ψxx‖2) + Cδ0(‖ψx‖2L2(R) + ‖ψxx‖2L2(R))

≤ 1

8
Dψ + C(ε+ δ0)D.

Using |ūxx| ≤ C|ūx|, we have

K42 ≤ C

∫

R

∣∣(ũ1)xx + (uC)xx + (ũ3)xx
∣∣ |φ||ψxx|dx

≤ 1

8

∫

R

|ψxx|2dx+ C

∫

R

∣∣(ũ1)xx + (uC)xx + (ũ3)xx
∣∣2 |φ|2dx

≤ 1

8
Dψ + Cδ0

(
GS1 + GS3 +

∫

R

W 2φ2dx

)
,

and

K43 ≤ C

∫

R

|ūx|(|φx|+ |v̄x||φ|)|ψxx|dx

≤ 1

8

∫

R

|ψxx|2dx+ |ūx|2(|φx|+ |v̄x||φ|)2

≤ 1

8
Dψ + Cδ0‖φx‖2 + Cδ0

(
GS1 + GS3 +

∫

R

W 2φ2dx

)
.

We easily have

K1 ≤ |Ẋ1(t)|‖(ũ1)x‖L2(R)‖ψxx‖L2(R)

≤ C‖(ũ1)x‖L2(R)|Ẋ1(t)|2 + C‖(ũ1)x‖L2(R)‖ψxx‖2L2(R)

≤ δ1|Ẋ1(t)|2 + Cδ1‖ψxx‖2L2(R) ≤ δ1|Ẋ1(t)|2 +
1

8
Dψ,

K2 ≤ δ3|Ẋ3(t)|2 +
1

8
Dψ,

and

K5 ≤
∫

R

|QI1 +QC1 ||ψxx|dx

≤ ‖QI1 +QC1 ‖L2(R)‖ψxx‖L2(R) ≤
1

8
Dψ +C‖QI1 +QC1 ‖2L2(R).

Using (5.4),

K3 ≤
1

8
Dψ +

∫

R

|(p − p̄)x|2dx

≤ 1

8
Dψ +C(‖ψx‖2L2(R) +D) + Cδ0

(
GS1 + GS3 +

∫

R

W 2φ2dx

)
.
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Therefore, we have

d

dt

∫

R

|ψx|2
2

dx+
1

8
Dψ ≤δ1|Ẋ1(t)|2 + δ3|Ẋ3(t)|2 + C(‖φx‖2L2(R) +D)

+C(‖QI1‖2L2(R) + ‖QC1 ‖2L2(R)) + Cδ0

(
GS1 + GS3 +

∫

R

W 2φ2dx

) (5.7)

Similarly, we estimate ϑx. From(1.1)3 and (3.2), we have

R

γ − 1
ϑt + pux − p̄ūx +

R

γ − 1
Ẋ1(t)(θ̃1)x +

R

γ − 1
Ẋ3(t)(θ̃3)x

= κ

(
θx

v
− θ̄x

v̄

)
+ µ

(
u2x
v

− ū2x
v̄

)
−QI2 −QC2 ,

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

R

γ − 1

d

dt

∫

R

|ϑx|2
2

dx =
R

γ − 1
Ẋ1(t)

∫

R

(θ̃1)x(ϑ)xxdx+
R

γ − 1
Ẋ3(t)

∫

R

(θ̃3)x(ϑ)xxdx

+

∫

R

(pux − p̄ūx)ϑxxdx−κ
∫

R

(
θx

v
− θ̄x

v̄

)
ϑxxdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:K6

+ µ

∫

R

(
u2x
v

− ū2x
v̄

)
ϑxxdx−

∫

R

(QI2 +QC2 )ϑxxdx.

As above, we find a good term,

Dϑ :=

∫

R

κ

v
|ϑxx|2dx

from K6 as follows:

K6 =−
∫

R

κ

v
|ϑxx|2dx− κ

∫

R

(
1

v

)

x

ϑxϑxxdx

− κ

∫

R

θ̄xx

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)
ϑxxdx− κ

∫

R

θ̄x

(
1

v
− 1

v̄

)

x

ϑxxdx.

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

d

dt

∫

R

|ϑx|2
2

dx+
1

8
Dϑ ≤ δ1|Ẋ1(t)|2 + δ3|Ẋ3(t)|2 + C(‖φx‖2L2(R) +D)

+ C(‖QI2‖2L2(R) + ‖QC2 ‖2L2(R)) + Cδ0

(
GS1 + GS3 +

∫

R

W 2φ2dx

)
.

(5.8)

Adding (5.7) and (5.8) and then integrating the result over [0, t], together with using (4.49) as
in (5.6), we find that for some constants C∗, C > 0,

‖(ψx, ϑx)‖L2(R) +

∫ t

0
‖(ψxx, ϑxx)‖2L2(R)ds

≤ C‖(ψ0x, ϑ0x)‖L2(R) + δ1|Ẋ1(t)|2 + δ3|Ẋ3(t)|2

+ C∗

∫ t

0
‖φx‖2L2(R)ds+

∫ t

0
‖(ψx, ϑx)‖2L2(R) + C

∫ t

0
(‖QI1‖2L2(R) + ‖QC1 ‖2L2(R))ds

+ C

∫ t

0
(‖QI2‖2L2(R) + ‖QC2 ‖2L2(R))ds + Cδ0

∫ t

0

(
GS1 + GS3

)
+ Cδ0‖(φ,ψ, ϑ)‖L2(R) + Cδ0.

(5.9)
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Notice that by Lemma 4.2 and (4.42), we have
∫ t

0
(‖QI1‖2L2(R) + ‖QC1 ‖2L2(R))ds+ C

∫ t

0
(‖QI2‖2L2(R) + ‖QC2 ‖2L2(R))ds ≤ Cδ0.

Multiplying (5.9) by 1
2C∗

and then adding the result and (5.6), we have

‖(φx, ψx, ϑx)‖L2(R) +

∫ t

0
‖φx‖L2(R)ds+

∫ t

0
‖(ψxx, ϑxx)‖2L2(R)ds

≤ C‖(φ0x, ψ0x, ϑ0x)‖L2(R) + C∗∗‖(φ,ψ, ϑ)‖L2(R) + C∗∗

∫ t

0
‖(ψx, ϑx)‖2L2(R)

+ C∗∗δ1|Ẋ1(t)|2 + C∗∗δ3|Ẋ3(t)|2 + Cδ0

∫ t

0

(
GS1 + GS3

)
ds+ Cδ0.

(5.10)

Finally, multiplying (5.10) by 1
2C∗∗

and then adding the result with (4.1), we have the desired
estimates. �
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