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Abstract

A fluid-particle model is investigated in the present paper, which consists of the compressible

Navier-Stokes equations coupled with the Vlasov equation though a nonlinear drag force. We con-

sider the initial value problem for the one-dimensional compressible Navier-Stokes-Vlasov system and

establish the global existence and uniqueness of the weak solution for general initial data in either spa-

tial periodic domain or spatial real line, which is shown to be a strong solution for regular initial data.

Moreover, it is showed that for spatial periodic domain, both the fluid velocity and the macroscopic

velocity of the particles converge to the same speed exponentially in time, and the compact support

of distribution function associated with velocity variable converges to a point set exponentially in

time.
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1 Introduction

The fluid-particle interaction models are introduced to simulate the motion of particles dispersed

in a fluid [6, 7, 15, 20, 21, 32, 35, 40, 47], and are used widely in many applied scientific areas such as

diesel engines, rocket propulsors, aerosols and sprays, pollution settling processes, chemical engineering,

wastewater treatment or biomedical flows [1, 4, 8, 9, 11, 40, 46, 47], etc.

In this paper, we consider the initial value problem (IVP) of the following one-dimensional compress-

∗E-mail: hailiang.li.math@gmail.com (H.-L. Li).
†Corresponding author. E-mail: shoulingyun11@gmail.com(L.-Y Shou).
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ible Navier-Stokes-Vlasov system for fluid-particle motion:





ρt + (ρu)x = 0,

(ρu)t + (ρu2)x + (P (ρ))x = (µ(ρ)ux)x −
∫

R

Fdfdv,

ft + vfx + (Fdf)v = 0, (x, v) ∈ Ω× R, t > 0,

(1.1)

with the initial data

(ρ(x, 0), u(x, 0), f(x, v, 0)) = (ρ0(x), u0(x), f0(x, v)), (x, v) ∈ Ω× R, (1.2)

where ρ = ρ(x, t) and u = u(x, t) denote the density and velocity associated with the dense phase (fluid)

respectively, governed by the compressible Navier-Stokes equations (1.1)1-(1.1)2, and f = f(x, v, t) is the

distribution function associated with the dispersed phase (particles), governed by the Vlasov equation

(1.1)3. The spatial domain Ω is either the periodic domain T = R/Z or the real line R. The pressure

P (ρ) and the viscosity coefficient µ(ρ) satisfy

P (ρ) = Aργ , µ(ρ) = µ0 + µ1ρ
β , (1.3)

and the drag force Fd takes the form

Fd = κρ(u− v), (1.4)

where A, µ0, µ1, κ, γ and β are constants satisfying

A > 0, µ0 > 0, µ1 > 0, κ > 0, γ > 1, β ≥ 0.

Without loss of generality, we take A = µ0 = µ1 = κ = 1 in the present paper.

There are many important progress made recently on the analysis of existence and dynamical behav-

iors of solutions for fluid-particle models [3,5,10,17–19,23–26,28,29,33,45]. Among them, concerning with

multi-dimensional incompressible Navier-Stokes-Vlasov equations, the global existence of weak solutions

in spatial periodic domain was established in [10], and the asymptotic stability of stationary states in a

pipe with partially absorbing boundary conditions was investigated in [24]. The global well-posedness and

large time behavior of weak solutions for three-dimensional incompressible Navier-Stokes-Vlasov system

were showed for small initial data in both spatial periodic domain [28] and spatial whole space [29] respec-

tively. And the global existence of weak solutions for three-dimensional inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes-

Vlasov equations was studied in [45]. For compressible Navier-Stokes-Vlasov system, the exponential

time stability of global solutions in spatial periodic domain was obtained in [3, 18, 34] provided that the

global solutions existed and satisfied some uniform estimates, and the finite time blow-up phenomena of

classical solutions in the presence of vacuum was proved in [19] for any space dimension.
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However, there are no any results about the global well-posedness problem for compressible Navier-

Stokes-Vlasov equations as we know so far. The purpose of this paper is to deal with the existence,

uniqueness and regularity of global weak solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) for general initial data.

Before stating the main results, we present some notations below.

Notations. Throughout this paper, C > 0 and c > 0 denote some constants independent of time, and

CT > 0 is a constant which may depend on time T . For p ∈ [1,∞] and integer k ≥ 0, the simplified

Lebesgue, Sobolev and Hölder norms are given as follows:





‖ · ‖Lp =: ‖ · ‖Lp(Ω), ‖ · ‖Hk =: ‖ · ‖Hk(Ω), ‖ · ‖Ck =: ‖ · ‖Ck(Ω),

‖ · ‖Lp =: ‖ · ‖Lp(Ω×R), ‖ · ‖Hk =: ‖ · ‖Hk(Ω×R), ‖ · ‖Ck =: ‖ · ‖Ck(Ω×R).

Let n and w denote the average local density and velocity of distribution function f to the Vlasov equation

(1.1)3 respectively as

n(x, t) =:

∫

R

f(x, v, t)dv, nw(x, t) =:

∫

R

vf(x, v, t)dv. (1.5)

First, we have the following result for the spatial periodic domain:

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω = T. Assume that the initial data (ρ0, u0, f0) satisfies






inf
x∈T

ρ0(x) > 0, ρ0 ∈W 1,∞(T), u0 ∈ H1(T),

0 ≤ f0 ∈ L∞(T× R), Suppvf0(x, ·) ⊂ {v ∈ R
∣∣ |v| ≤ R0}, x ∈ T,

(1.6)

where R0 > 0 is a constant. Then the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) admits a unique global weak solution (ρ, u, f)

satisfying for any T > 0 that





ρ ∈ C([0, T ];H1(T)) ∩ L∞(0, T ;W 1,∞(T)),

u ∈ C([0, T ];H1(T)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(T)), ut ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(T)),

f ∈ C([0, T ];L1(T× R)) ∩ L∞(0, T ;L∞(T× R)),

(1.7)

and 



0 < ρ− ≤ ρ ≤ ρ+, sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρ(t)‖H1 ≤ C0,

0 ≤ f ≤ eρ+T ‖f0‖L∞ ,

Suppvf(x, ·, t) ⊂ {v ∈ R | |v| ≤ R1}, (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T ],

(1.8)

where ρ− > 0, ρ+ > 0, C0 > 0 and R1 > 0 are constants independent of time T > 0.

In addition to (1.6), if it further holds

ρ0 ∈ H2(T), u0 ∈ H2(T), f0 ∈ C1(T× R), (1.9)
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then (ρ, u, f) is indeed a global strong solution satisfying for any T > 0 that




ρ ∈ C([0, T ];H2(T)), ρt ∈ C([0, T ];H1(T)),

u ∈ C([0, T ];H2(T)), t
1
2u ∈ L∞(0, T ;H3(T)), t

1
2ut ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1(T)),

f ∈ C([0, T ];C1(T× R)), ft ∈ C([0, T ];C0(T× R)).

(1.10)

Next, it is shown that as time evolves, the global solution (ρ, u, f) given by Theorem 1.1 converges to

its equilibrium state exponentially.

Theorem 1.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 hold, and (ρ, u, f) be the global solution to the IVP

(1.1)-(1.4) given by Theorem 1.1. Then it holds




‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖C0 + ‖(u− us)(t)‖L2 ≤ C1e
−λt,

‖
(√

f(v − us)
)
(t)‖L2 +W1

(
f(t), (nδ(v − us))(t)

)
≤ C1e

−λt,

Suppvf(x, ·, t) ⊂ {v ∈ R | |v − us| ≤ C1e
−λt}, (x, t) ∈ T× R+,

(1.11)

where W1(f, g) is the Wasserstein distance given by Definition 1.1, C1 > 0 and λ > 0 are two constants

independent of time, and ρ0 and us are given by




ρ0 =:

∫

T

ρ0(x)dx,

us =:

∫
T
ρ0u0(x)dx +

∫
T×R

vf0(x, v)dvdx∫
T
ρ0(x)dx +

∫
T×R

f0(x, v)dvdx
.

(1.12)

-

Then, we have the following result for the spatial real line:

Theorem 1.3. Let Ω = R. Assume that the initial data (ρ0, u0, f0) satisfies




inf
x∈R

ρ0(x) > 0, ρ0 − ρ̃ ∈ H1 ∩W 1,∞(R), u0 ∈ H1(R),

0 ≤ f0 ∈ L1 ∩ L∞(R× R), Suppvf0(x, ·) ⊂ {v ∈ R
∣∣ |v| ≤ R̃0}, x ∈ R,

(1.13)

where ρ̃ > 0 and R̃0 > 0 are two constants. Then the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) admits a unique global weak solution

(ρ, u, f) satisfying for any T > 0 that





ρ− ρ̃ ∈ C([0, T ];H1(R)) ∩ L∞(0, T ;W 1,∞(R)),

u ∈ C([0, T ];H1(R)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(R)), ut ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(R)),

f ∈ C([0, T ];L1(R× R)) ∩ L∞(0, T ;L∞(R× R)),

(1.14)

and 



0 < ρ−1
T ≤ ρ ≤ ρT ,

0 ≤ f ≤ eρTT ‖f0‖L∞ ,

Suppvf(x, ·, t) ⊂ {v ∈ R
∣∣ |v| ≤ R̃T }, (x, t) ∈ R× [0, T ],

(1.15)
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where ρT > 0 and R̃T > 0 are constants dependent of time T > 0.

In addition to (1.13), if it further holds

ρ0 − ρ̃ ∈ H2(R), u0 ∈ H2(R), f0 ∈ H1 ∩ C1(R× R), (1.16)

then the global weak solution (ρ, u, f) is indeed a strong solution satisfying for any T > 0 that





ρ− ρ̃ ∈ C([0, T ];H2(R)), ρt ∈ C([0, T ];H1(R)),

u ∈ C([0, T ];H2(R)), t
1
2u ∈ L∞(0, T ;H3(R)), t

1
2ut ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1(R)),

f ∈ C([0, T ];H1 ∩ C1(R× R)), ft ∈ C([0, T ];L2 ∩C0(R× R)).

(1.17)

We explain the main ideas to prove Theorem 1.1, which can be applied to the proof of Theorem 1.3

with some modifications. Indeed, for any initial data satisfying (1.6) and (1.9), we can show the local

well-posedness of strong solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4). Thus, to extend the solution globally in time, we

need to overcome the difficulties caused by the drag force term ρn(w − u) on the right-hand side of the

equation (1.1)2 and establish the uniformly a-priori estimates of the solution. To this end, we introduce

a new effective velocity

u+ I(n),

where the operator I : L1(T) → L∞(T) is defined by

I(g)(x) =:

∫ x

0

g(y)dy −
∫ 1

0

∫ y

0

g(z)dzdy, ∀g ∈ L1(T),

so that the momentum equation (1.1)2 can be re-written as

(
ρ(u + I(n))

)
t
+
(
ρu(u+ I(n))

)
x
+ (ργ)x = (µ(ρ)ux)x + ρ

∫ 1

0

nw(y, t)dy. (1.18)

Making use of basic energy estimates and the equation (1.18) instead of (1.1)2, we are able to obtain

the upper bound of the fluid density ρ uniformly in time. In addition, we show that the L1-norm of

the pressure P (ρ) is strictly positive for large time, which is crucial to establish the lower bound of ρ

uniformly with respect to time.

Then, we define the second effective velocity

U =: u+ I(n) + ρ−2µ(ρ)ρx.

By (1.1)1 and (1.18), we can verify that U satisfies the following equation:

ρ(Ut + uUx) + γργ+1µ(ρ)−1U = γργ+1µ(ρ)−1(u+ I(n)) + ρ

∫ 1

0

nw(y, t)dy. (1.19)

After having proved that the density ρ has strictly positive upper and lower bounds, which implies that

the term γργ+1µ(ρ)−1U acts a damping in (1.19), we are able to establish the L2-estimate of ρx uniformly
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in time. The higher order regularities of the solution can be showed by standard arguments after some

modifications.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to the a-priori estimates and global

existence of solutions to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) in both spatial periodic domain and spatial real line. The

uniqueness of the weak solution satisfying either (1.7)-(1.8) or (1.14)-(1.15) is proved in Section 3. The

local well-posedness of the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) is shown in Appendix A, and the exponential time-decay rate

of the global weak solution is obtained in Appendix B.

2 The a-priori estimates and global existence

2.1 Spatial periodic domain

In this subsection, we establish the a-priori estimates for any regular solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4)

in spatial periodic domain. Indeed, we can construct a approximate sequence of global regular solutions,

show their convergence to a global weak solution of the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) based on the corresponding

uniform estimates, and then justify the expected properties in Theorem 1.1 for the solution.

We start with

Lemma 2.1. Let T > 0, and (ρ, u, f) be any regular solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) for t ∈ (0, T ]. Then,

under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, it holds






ρ(x, t) ≥ 0, f(x, v, t) ≥ 0, (x, v, t) ∈ T× R× [0, T ],
∫

T

ρ(x, t)dx =

∫

T

ρ0(x)dx, t ∈ [0, T ],

∫

T×R

f(x, v, t)dvdx =

∫

T

n(x, t)dx =

∫

T×R

f0(x, v)dx, t ∈ [0, T ],

sup
0≤t≤T

(∫

T

(1
2
ρ|u|2 + ργ

γ − 1

)
(x, t)dx +

∫

T×R

1

2
|v|2f(x, v, t)dvdx

)

+

∫ T

0

∫

T

(µ(ρ)|ux|2)(x, t)dxdt +
∫ T

0

∫

T×R

(ρ|u− v|2f)(x, v, t)dvdxdt ≤ E0,

(2.1)

where the initial energy E0 is given by

E0 =:

∫

T

(1
2
ρ0|u0|2 +

ργ0
γ − 1

)
(x)dx +

∫

T×R

1

2
|v|2f0(x, v)dvdx. (2.2)

Proof. Due to the maximum principle for transport equations, (2.1)1 holds. In addition, (2.1)2-(2.1)3

can be derived after a direct computation. To show (2.1)4, multiplying (1.1)1 and (1.1)2 by γ
γ−1ρ

γ−1

and u respectively, and integrating the resulted equations by parts over T, one gets after adding them
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together that

d

dt

∫

T

(1
2
ρ|u|2 + ργ

γ − 1

)
(x, t)dx +

∫

T

(µ(ρ)|ux|2)(x, t)dx

= −
∫

T×R

ρ(x, t)(u(x, t) − v)u(x, t)f(x, v, t)dvdx.

(2.3)

Multiplying (1.1)3 by 1
2 |v|2, and integrating the resulted equation by parts over T× R, we obtain

d

dt

∫

T×R

1

2
|v|2f(x, v, t)dvdx =

∫

T×R

ρ(x, t)(u(x, t) − v)vf(x, v, t)dvdx. (2.4)

The combination of (2.3)-(2.4) gives rise to (2.1)4. The proof of Lemma 2.1 is completed.

By Lemma 2.1, we can establish the lower and upper bounds of the density ρ below:

Lemma 2.2. Let T > 0, and (ρ, u, f) be any regular solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) for t ∈ (0, T ]. Then,

under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, it holds

0 <
1

CT
≤ ρ(x, t) ≤ ρ+, (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T ], (2.5)

where ρ+ > 0 is a constant independent of time T > 0, and CT > 0 is a constant dependent of time

T > 0.

Proof. We introduce a new effective velocity

u+ I(n),

where the operator I : L1(T) → L∞(T) is defined by

I(g)(x) =:

∫ x

0

g(y)dy −
∫ 1

0

∫ y

0

g(z)dzdy, ∀g ∈ L1(T). (2.6)

It can be verified verify for g ∈ L1(T) that

sup
x∈T

I(g)(x) ≤ ‖g‖L1,
(
I(g)(x)

)
x
= g, I

(
g −

∫ 1

0

g(y)dy
)
(x) ∈W 1,1(T), (2.7)

and for g ∈W 1,1(T) that

I(gx)(x) = g(x)−
∫ 1

0

g(y)dy. (2.8)

Integrating the equation (1.1)3 over R with respect to velocity variable v, we have

nt + (nw)x = 0, (2.9)

where n and w are defined by (1.5). Applying the operator I to the equation (2.9), we deduce by (2.8)

that

(I(n))t + nw −
∫ 1

0

nw(y, t)dy = 0,
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which together with (1.1)1, (1.5) and (2.7) leads to

(ρI(n))t + (ρuI(n))x = ρ(I(n))t + ρu(I(n))x

= −ρnw + ρun+ ρ

∫ 1

0

nw(y, t)dy

=

∫

R

ρ(u − v)fdv + ρ

∫ 1

0

nw(y, t)dy.

(2.10)

Thus, by virtue of (2.10), we can re-write the momentum equation (1.1)2 as

[
ρ(u+ I(n))

]
t
+
[
ρu(u+ I(n))

]
x
+ (ργ)x = (µ(ρ)ux)x + ρ

∫ 1

0

nw(y, t)dy. (2.11)

It follows from (2.6)-(2.8) and (2.11) that

[
I
(
ρ(u+ I(n))

)]
t

=

∫ x

0

[
ρ(u+ I(n))

]
t
(y, t)dy −

∫ 1

0

∫ y

0

[
ρu(u+ I(n))

]
t
(z, t)dzdy

= −
[
ρu(u+ I(n)) + ργ − µ(ρ)uy

]
|y=xy=0 +

∫ 1

0

nw(y, t)dy

∫ x

0

ρ(y, t)dy

+

∫ 1

0

[
ρu(u+ I(n)) + ργ − µ(ρ)uz

]
|z=yz=0dy −

∫ 1

0

nw(y, t)dy

∫ 1

0

∫ y

0

ρ(z, t)dzdy

= −ρu(u+ I(n))− ργ + µ(ρ)ux

+

∫ 1

0

[
ρu(u+ I(n)) + ργ − µ(ρ)uy

]
(y, t)dy + I(ρ)

∫ 1

0

nw(y, t)dy,

which gives rise to

[
I
(
ρ(u+ I(n))

)]
t
+ u

[
I
(
ρ(u+ I(n))

)]
x
+ ργ

= µ(ρ)ux + I(ρ)
∫ 1

0

nw(y, t)dy +

∫ 1

0

[
ρ|u|2 + ρuI(n) + ργ − µ(ρ)uy

]
(y, t)dy.

(2.12)

Furthermore, due to the equation (1.1)1, it holds

d

dt
θ(ρ) + uθ(ρ)x = µ(ρ)

ρt + uρx
ρ

= −µ(ρ)ux, (2.13)

where the function θ(ρ) is given by

θ(ρ) =:

∫ ρ

1

µ(s)

s
ds =






2 log ρ, if β = 0,

log ρ+ ρβ−1
β

, if β > 0.

(2.14)

Substituting (2.13) into (2.12), and re-writing the resulted equation along the particle path X x,t(s) for

any (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T ] defined as




d

ds
X x,t(s) = u(X x,t(s), x), s ∈ [0, t],

X x,t(t) = x,

(2.15)
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we have

d

ds

(
θ(ρ) + I

(
ρu+ ρI(n)

))
(X x,t(s), s) + ργ(X x,t(s), s)

= F (X x,t(s), s)−
∫ 1

0

(µ(ρ)uy)(y, s)dy,

(2.16)

where F (x, t) is given by

F (x, t) =: I(ρ)(x, t)
∫ 1

0

nw(y, t)dy +

∫ 1

0

[
ρ|u|2 + ρuI(n) + ργ

]
(y, t)dy.

It follows from (1.5), (2.1) and (2.7) for any (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T ] that






|I
(
ρu+ ρI(n)

)
(x, t)| ≤ ‖ρ(t)‖

1
2

L1‖(
√
ρu)(t)‖L2 + ‖ρ(t)‖L1‖n(t)‖L1 ≤ C2,

|F (x, t)| ≤ ‖ρ(t)‖L1‖f(t)‖
1
2

L1‖|v|2f(t)‖
1
2

L1 + ‖(√ρu)(t)‖2L2

+ ‖n(t)‖L1‖ρ(t)‖
1
2

L1‖(
√
ρu)(t)‖L2 + ‖ργ(t)‖L1 ≤ C3,

(2.17)

where C2 > 0 and C3 > 0 are two constants given by





C2 =: ‖ρ0‖

1
2

L1(2E0)
1
2 + ‖ρ0‖L1‖f0‖L1 ,

C3 =:
(
‖ρ0‖L1‖f0‖

1
2

L1 + ‖ρ0‖
1
2

L1‖f0‖L1

)
(2E0)

1
2 + (γ + 1)E0.

Since it follows 



µ(ρ) ≤ 2, if 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1,

µ(ρ) ≤ βθ(ρ) + 2, if ρ ≥ 1,
(2.18)

we get

∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

(µ(ρ)uy)(y, t)dy
∣∣∣

≤
( ∫ 1

0

µ(ρ)(y, t)dy
) 1

2
( ∫ 1

0

(µ(ρ)|uy|2)(y, t)dy
) 1

2

= 1 +
1

4

(∫

{y∈(0,1)|ρ(y,t)≤1}

+

∫

{y∈(0,1)|ρ(y,t)≥1}

)
µ(ρ)(y, t)dy

∫ 1

0

(µ(ρ)|uy|2)(y, t)dy

≤ 1 +

∫ 1

0

(µ(ρ)|uy |2)(y, t)dy +
β

4
sup

x∈{y∈(0,1)|ρ(y,t)≥1}

θ(ρ)(x, t)

∫ 1

0

(µ(ρ)|uy|2)(y, t)dy. (2.19)

Then, the upper bound of ρ uniformly in time can be derived by the arguments due to Zlotnik [48].

For any (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T ], if there is a time s ∈ [0, t] such that it holds

ρ(X x,t(s), s) > C4 =: max
{
(C3 + 1)

1
γ , sup

x∈T

ρ0(x)
}
> 1,

then by the continuity of ρ(X x,t(s), s) with respect to s and the fact ρ0(X x,t(0)) ≤ C4, we can find a

time s∗ ∈ [0, s) to have 


ρ(X x,t(s∗), s∗) = C4,

ρ(X x,t(τ), τ) > C4 ≥ (C3 + 1)
1
γ , ∀τ ∈ (s∗, s].

(2.20)
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Integrating (2.16) over [s∗, s], we obtain by (2.17) and (2.19)-(2.20) that

θ(ρ)(X x,t(s), s) = θ(ρ)(X x,t(s∗), s∗)− I
(
ρu+ ρI(n)

)
(X x,t(τ), τ)|τ=sτ=s∗

−
∫ s

s∗

ργ(X x,t(τ), τ)dτ +

∫ s

s∗

F (X x,t(τ), τ)dτ −
∫ s

s∗

∫ 1

0

(µ(ρ)uy)(y, τ)dydτ

≤ θ(C4) + 2C2 +

∫ s

s∗

∫ 1

0

(µ(ρ)|uy |2)(y, τ)dydτ

+
β

4

∫ s

s∗

sup
x∈{y∈(0,1)|ρ(y,t)≥1}

θ(ρ)(x, τ)

∫ 1

0

(µ(ρ)|uy|2)(y, τ)dydτ,

which together with (2.1)4 and the case 1 ≤ ρ(X x,t(s), s) ≤ C4 leads to

sup
x∈{y∈(0,1)|ρ(y,t)≥1}

θ(ρ)(x, t)

≤ θ(C4) + 2C2 + E0

+
β

4

∫ T

0

sup
x∈{y∈(0,1)|ρ(y,t)≥1}

θ(ρ)(x, τ)

∫ 1

0

(µ(ρ)|uy|2)(y, τ)dydτ, t ∈ [0, T ].

(2.21)

By virtue of (2.1)4, (2.21) and the Grönwall’s inequality, we have

sup
x∈{y∈(0,1)|ρ(y,t)≥1}

θ(ρ)(x, t) ≤ e
βE0
4

(
θ(C4) + 2C2 + E0

)
. (2.22)

Thus, we show the upper bound of ρ uniformly in time.

Finally, integrating (2.16) over [0, t], one deduces by (2.1)4, the upper bound in (2.5), (2.15) and (2.17)

for any (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T ] that

θ(ρ)(x, t) ≥ inf
x∈T

θ(ρ0)(x) −
∣∣I
(
ρu+ ρI(n)

)
(X x,t(τ), τ)|τ=tτ=0

∣∣− Tργ+

− T sup
(x,t)∈T×[0,T ]

|F (x, t)| −
∫ T

0

∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

(µ(ρ)uy)(y, τ)dy
∣∣∣dτ

≥ inf
x∈T

θ(ρ0)(x)− 2C2 − (ργ+ + C3)T − (µ(ρ+)T )
1
2 ‖

√
µ(ρ)ux‖L2(0,T ;L2)

≥ inf
x∈T

θ(ρ0)(x)− 2C2 −
µ(ρ+)E0

4
− (ργ+ + C3 + 1)T,

(2.23)

which together with the fact 




θ(ρ) = 2 log ρ, if β = 0,

θ(ρ) ≤ log ρ+
ρβ+
β
, if β > 0,

(2.24)

yields the time-dependent lower bound of ρ. The proof of Lemma 2.2 is completed.

Lemma 2.3. Let T > 0, and (ρ, u, f) be any regular solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) for t ∈ (0, T ]. Then,
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under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, it holds





sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖f(t)‖L∞ ≤ eρ+T ‖f0‖L∞ ,

Suppvf(x, ·, t) ⊂ {v ∈ R
∣∣ |v| ≤ RT }, (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T ],

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖n(t)‖L∞ + ‖ρx(t)‖L∞ + ‖ux(t)‖L2

)
+ ‖(ut, uxx)‖L2(0,T ;L2) ≤ CT ,

(2.25)

where the constant ρ+ > 0 is given by (2.5), and RT > 0 and CT > 0 are two constants.

Proof. For any (x, v, t) ∈ T× R× [0, T ], define the bi-characteristic curves (Xx,v,t(s), V x,v,t(s)) by




d

ds
Xx,v,t(s) = V x,v,t(s), s ∈ [0, t],

Xx,v,t(t) = x,

d

ds
V x,v,t(s) = ρ(Xx,v,t(s), s)

(
u(Xx,v,t(s), s)− V x,v,t(s)

)
, s ∈ [0, t],

V x,v,t(t) = v.

(2.26)

It holds by (1.1)3 that

ft + vfx + ρ(u − v)fv − ρf = 0, (2.27)

which can be re-written along the bi-characteristic curves (Xx,v,t(s), V x,v,t(s)) as

d

ds
f(Xx,v,t(s), V x,v,t(s), s)− ρ(Xx,v,t(s), s)f(Xx,v,t(s), V x,v,t(s), s) = 0.

Thus, we have

f(x, v, t) = e
∫

t

0
ρ(Xx,v,t(s),s)dsf0(X

x,v,t(0), V x,v,t(0)). (2.28)

By (2.5) and (2.28), we have (2.25)1. Then we solve the equation (2.26)3 over [0, s] to get

V x,v,t(s) = e−
∫

s

0
ρ(Xx,v,t(τ),τ)dτV x,v,t(0) +

∫ s

0

e−
∫

s

τ
ρ(Xx,v,t(ω),ω)dωρu(Xx,v,t(τ), τ)dτ,

which shows for s = t that

v = e−
∫

t

0
ρ(Xx,v,t(τ),τ)dτV x,v,t(0) +

∫ t

0

e−
∫

t

τ
ρ(Xx,v,t(ω),ω)dωρu(Xx,v,t(τ), τ)dτ. (2.29)

For any (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T ], defining

Σ(x, t) =: {v ∈ R
∣∣ f(x, v, t) 6= 0}, (2.30)

we have

Suppvf(x, ·, t) ⊂ {v ∈ R | |v| ≤ sup
v∈Σ(x,t)

|v|}. (2.31)
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Due to (2.28), it holds

V x,v,t(0) /∈ Suppvf0(X
x,v,t(0), ·) ⊂ {v ∈ R

∣∣ |v| ≤ R0} ⇒ f(x, v, t) = 0. (2.32)

Therefore, one deduces by (1.6)2, (2.1), (2.5) and (2.32) for any (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T ] that

sup
v∈Σ(x,t)

|v| ≤ R0 + ρ+

∫ t

0

|u(x, s)|ds

≤ RT =: R0 + ρ+E
1
2
0

(
T

1
2 +

2
1
2T

‖ρ0‖
1
2

L1

)
,

(2.33)

where we have used the fact

u(x, t) =

∫
T
ρ(y, t)

∫ x
y
uz(z, t)dzdy +

∫
T
ρu(y, t)dy

∫
T
ρ(y, t)dy

≤ ‖ux(t)‖L2 +
‖(√ρu)(t)‖L2

‖ρ0‖
1
2

L1

.

(2.34)

The combination of (2.31)-(2.33) gives rise to (2.25)2.

Next, we are going to show (2.25)3. Denote the second effective velocity as

U =: u+ I(n) + ρ−2µ(ρ)ρx. (2.35)

It is easy to verify

− (µ(ρ)ux)x = (ρ−1µ(ρ)ρt)x + (ρ−1µ(ρ)uρx)x

= ρ(ρ−2µ(ρ)ρx)t + ρu(ρ−2µ(ρ)ρx)x,
(2.36)

derived from (1.1)1, and

(ργ)x = γργ+1µ(ρ)−1U − γργ+1µ(ρ)−1(u + I(n)),

so that the equation (2.11) can be re-written as

ρ(Ut + uUx) + γργ+1µ(ρ)−1U = γργ+1µ(ρ)−1(u+ I(n)) + ρ

∫ 1

0

nw(y, t)dy. (2.37)

Multiplying (2.37) by p|U |p−2U for any p ∈ [2,∞), and integrating the resulted equation by parts over

T, we obtain by (2.1), (2.5) and (2.7) that

d

dt
‖(ρ 1

pU)(t)‖pLp + pγ

∫

T

(ργ+1µ(ρ)−1|U |p)(x, t)dx

= pγ

∫

T

[(
γργ+1µ(ρ)−1(u+ I(n)) + ρ

∫

T

nw(y, t)dy
)
|U |p−2U

]
(x, t)dx

≤ p
(
γργ+‖u(t)‖L∞ + γργ+‖n(t)‖L1 + ‖f(t)‖

1
2

L1‖|v|2f‖L1

)
‖ρ(t)‖

1
p

L1‖(ρ
1
pU)(t)‖p−1

Lp

≤ p
(
γργ+‖u(t)‖L∞ + γργ+‖f0‖L1 + (2‖f0‖L1E0)

1
2

)(
‖ρ0‖L1 + 1

) 1
2 ‖(ρ 1

pU)(t)‖p−1
Lp

≤ pC
(
1 + ‖u(t)‖L∞

)
‖(ρ 1

pU)(t)‖p−1
Lp . (2.38)
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We deduce after dividing (2.38) by
(
‖(ρ 1

pU)(t)‖pLp + εp
) p−1

p that

d

dt

(
‖(ρ 1

pU)(t)‖pLp + εp
) 1

p ≤ C
(
1 + ‖u(t)‖L∞

)
. (2.39)

Integrating (2.39) over [0, t], making use of (2.1), (2.5), (2.7) and (2.34), and then taking the limit ε→ 0,

we get

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(ρ 1
pU)(t)‖Lp

≤ ‖ρ
1
p

0

(
u0 + I(

∫

R

f0(·, v)dv) + ρ−2
0 µ(ρ0)(ρ0)x

)
‖Lp + C

(
1 + ‖u‖L1(0,T ;L∞)

)

≤
(
1 + ‖ρ0‖L1

) 1
2
(
‖u0‖L∞ + ‖f0‖L1 + ‖ρ−2

0 µ(ρ0)(ρ0)x‖L∞

)

+ C
(
1 + T

1
2 ‖ux‖L2(0,T ;L2) + T ‖√ρu‖L∞(0,T ;L2)

)

≤ C5(1 + T ),

(2.40)

where C5 > 0 is a sufficiently large constant independent of time T > 0 and p ∈ [2,∞). By (2.5) and

(2.40), we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖U(t)‖Lp ≤ C
1
p

T sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(ρ 1
pU)(t)‖Lp ≤ (CT + 1)

1
2C5(1 + T ). (2.41)

Since the constant on the right-hand side of (2.41) is independent of p ∈ [2,∞), one can take the limit

p→ ∞ in (2.41) to obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖U(t)‖L∞ ≤ (CT + 1)
1
2C5(1 + T ). (2.42)

Choosing p = 2 in (2.41), we deduce by (2.1), (2.5) and (2.35) that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρx(t)‖L2 ≤ ρ2+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖
(
U − u− I(n)

)
(t)‖L2

≤ ρ2+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖U(t)‖L2 + ‖u(t)‖L2 + ‖n(t)‖L1

)
≤ CT .

(2.43)

Then, we divide the equation (1.1)2 by ρ to get

ut − µ(ρ)ρ−1uxx = G =: nw − nu− γργ−2ρx − uux + βρβ−2ρxux. (2.44)

By (1.5) and (2.25)1-(2.25)2, one has

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖n(t)‖L∞ ≤ 2RT sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖f(t)‖L∞ ≤ 2RT e
ρ+T ‖f0‖L∞ . (2.45)

It follows from (2.1), (2.5), (2.43), (2.45) and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality that

‖G‖L2(0,T ;L2) ≤ ‖n‖
1
2

L∞(0,T ;L∞)‖
√
f(u− v)‖L2(0,T ;L2) + γ‖ργ−2ρx‖L∞(0,T ;L2)

+
(
‖u‖L∞(0,T ;L2) + β‖ρβ−2ρx‖L∞(0,T ;L2)

)
‖ux‖L2(0,T ;L∞)

≤ CT
(
1 + ‖ux‖

1
2

L2(0,T ;L2)‖uxx‖
1
2

L2(0,T ;L2)

)

≤ CT (1 + ‖uxx‖
1
2

L2(0,T ;L2)).

(2.46)
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Multiplying (2.44) by −uxx, and integrating the resulted equation by parts over T× [0, t], one concludes

from (2.46) and the Young’s inequality that

‖ux(t)‖2L2 + ‖uxx‖2L2(0,t;L2)

≤ C
(
‖(u0)x‖2L2 + ‖uxx‖L2(0,t;L2)‖G‖L2(0,t;L2)

)

≤ C + CT
(
‖uxx‖L2(0,t;L2) + ‖uxx‖

3
2

L2(0,t;L2)

)

≤ CT +
1

2
‖uxx‖2L2(0,t;L2),

from which we infer

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ux(t)‖L2 + ‖uxx‖L2(0,T ;L2) ≤ CT . (2.47)

By (2.5) and (2.44)-(2.47), it also holds

‖ut‖L2(0,T ;L2) = ‖µ(ρ)ρ−1uxx +G‖L2(0,T ;L2) ≤ CT . (2.48)

One may get from (2.1)3, (2.7), (2.35), (2.42), (2.47) and the Sobolev embedding H1(T) →֒ L∞(T) that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρx(t)‖L∞ ≤ ρ2+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖
(
U − u− I(n)

)
(t)‖L∞

≤ ρ2+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖U(t)‖L∞ + ‖u(t)‖L∞ + ‖n(t)‖L1

)
≤ CT .

(2.49)

The combination of (2.45) and (2.47)-(2.49) leads to (2.25)3. The proof of Lemma 2.3 is completed.

We are ready to establish the higher order estimates of (ρ, u, f).

Lemma 2.4. Let T > 0, and (ρ, u, f) be any regular solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) for t ∈ (0, T ]. Then,

under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, it holds

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖(ρxx, uxx)(t)‖L2 + ‖ρt(t)‖H1 + t

1
2 ‖(uxxx, utx)(t)‖L2

+ ‖f(t)‖C1 + ‖ft(t)‖C0

)
+ ‖(uxxx, uxt)‖L2(0,T ;L2) ≤ CT ,

(2.50)

where CT > 0 is a constant.

Proof. Differentiating (1.1)3 with respect to x and v respectively, we have




(fv)t + v(fv)x + ρ(u − v)(fv)v − 2ρfv = −fx,

(fx)t + v(fx)x + ρ(u− v)(fx)v − ρfx = ρxvfv − (ρu)xfv + ρxf.
(2.51)

Thus, fx and fv can be re-written along the bi-characteristic curves (Xx,v,t(s), V x,v,t(s)) defined by (2.26)
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for any (x, v, t) ∈ T× R× [0, T ] as




fv(x, v, t) = e2
∫

t

0
ρ(Xx,v,t(s),s)ds(f0)v(X

x,v,t(0), V x,v,t(0))

−
∫ t

0

e2
∫

t

s
ρ(Xx,v,t(τ),τ)dτfx(X

x,v,t(s), V x,v,t(s), s)ds,

fx(x, v, t) = e
∫

t

0
ρ(Xx,v,t(s),s)ds(f0)x(X

x,v,t(0), V x,v,t(0))

+

∫ t

0

e
∫

t

s
ρ(Xx,v,t(τ),τ)dτ

[
ρxvfv − (ρu)xfv + ρxf

]
(Xx,v,t(s), V x,v,t(s), s)ds,

(2.52)

which together with (2.5) and (2.25) leads to

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖fv(t)‖L∞ ≤ e2ρ+T
(
‖(f0)v‖L∞ +

∫ T

0

‖fx(t)‖L∞dt
)
, (2.53)

and

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖fx(t)‖L∞ ≤ eρ+T
(
‖(f0)x‖L∞ +

∫ T

0

‖
[
ρxvfv − (ρu)xfv + ρxf

]
(t)‖L∞dt

)

≤ eρ+T
(
‖(f0)x‖L∞ +

∫ T

0

(
‖ρx(t)‖L∞RT ‖fv(t)‖L∞

+ ‖(ρu)x(t)‖L∞‖fv(t)‖L∞ + ‖ρx(t)‖L∞‖f(t)‖L∞

)
dt
)

≤ CT

(
‖(f0)x‖L∞ + 1 +

∫ T

0

(
1 + ‖u(t)‖H2

)
‖fv(t)‖L∞dt

)
,

(2.54)

where the constants ρ+ > 0 and RT > 0 are given by (2.5) and (2.25)2 respectively. Substituting (2.54)

into (2.53), and employing a Grönwall type argument, we obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(fx, fv)(t)‖L∞ ≤ CT e
‖u‖L1(0,T ;H2)

(
‖[(f0)x, (f0)v]‖L∞ + 1

)
≤ CT . (2.55)

By (2.5), (2.25), (2.27) and (2.55), it holds

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ft(t)‖L∞

= sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖
[
vfx + ρ(u− v)fv − ρf

]
(t)‖L∞

≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
RT ‖fx(t)‖L∞ + ρ+

(
‖u(t)‖L∞ +RT

)
‖fv(t)‖L∞ + ρ+‖f(t)‖L∞

)
≤ CT .

(2.56)

Then one deduces by (2.25) and (2.55)-(2.56) that






sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(nx, nt)(t)‖L∞ ≤ 2RT sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(fx, ft)(t)‖L∞ ≤ CT ,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖[(nw)x, (nw)t](t)‖L∞ ≤ 2R2
T sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(fx, ft)(t)‖L∞ ≤ CT .
(2.57)

We turn to establish the H2-norm estimate of ρ. Dividing (2.37) by ρ, and differentiating the resulted

equation with respect to x, we have

d

dt
Ux + γργµ(ρ)−1Ux = −(uUx)x − γ(ργµ(ρ)−1)xρ

−2µ(ρ)ρx + γργµ(ρ)−1(ux + n). (2.58)
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Multiplying (2.58) by Ux, and integrating the resulted equation by parts over T, one deduces by (2.5)

and (2.25) that

1

2

d

dt
‖Ux(t)‖2L2 + γ

∫

T

(ργµ(ρ)−1|Ux|2)(x, t)dx

≤ 1

2
‖ux(t)‖L∞‖Ux(t)‖2L2 + CT

(
‖ρx(t)‖L2‖ρx(t)‖L∞ + ‖ux(t)‖L∞ + ‖n(t)‖L2

)
‖Ux(t)‖L2

≤ CT
(
‖ux(t)‖H1 + 1

)
‖Ux(t)‖2L2 + CT ‖ux(t)‖2H1 + CT ,

which implies

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Ux(t)‖2L2 ≤ eCT (‖ux‖L1(0,T ;H1)+1)(‖Ux(0)‖2L2 + CT ‖ux‖2L2(0,T ;H1) + CT
)
. (2.59)

Thereby, it follows from (2.5), (2.25), (2.35) and (2.59) that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρxx(t)‖L2 ≤ ρ2+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖
(
Ux − ux − n

)
(t)‖L2

≤ ρ2+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖Ux(t)‖L2 + ‖ux(t)‖L2 + ‖n(t)‖L2

)
≤ CT .

(2.60)

To establish the H2-estimate of u, we differentiate the equation (2.44) with respect to variable x to

have

uxt − µ(ρ)ρ−1uxxx = Gx + (µ(ρ)ρ−1)xuxx. (2.61)

Multiplying (2.61) by −uxxx, integrating the resulted equation by parts over T × [0, t], and making use

of (2.1), (2.5), (2.25), (2.57) and (2.60), one may get after a complicated computation that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uxx(t)‖2L2 + ‖uxxx‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

≤ C
(
‖(u0)x‖2H1 + ‖Gx + (µ(ρ)ρ−1)xuxx‖2L2(0,T ;L2)

)

≤ CT
(
1 + ‖(n, nw)‖2L∞(0,T ;H1) + ‖ρ‖2L∞(0,T ;H2) + ‖ρx‖L∞(0,T ;L∞)‖uxx‖L2(0,T ;L2)

+ ‖ρxx‖L∞(0,T ;L2)‖ux‖L2(0,T ;L∞)

)
≤ CT .

(2.62)

By (1.1)1, (2.44) and (2.60)-(2.62), it also holds





sup
t∈0,T

‖ρt(t)‖H1 = sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(ρu)x(t)‖H1 ≤ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρ(t)‖H2‖u(t)‖H2 ≤ CT ,

‖uxt‖L2(0,T ;L2) = ‖ρ−1µ(ρ)uxxx +Gx + (µ(ρ)ρ−1)xuxx‖L2(0,T ;L2) ≤ CT .

(2.63)

We are ready to establish the time-weighted estimates of u. We differentiate (2.44) with respect to t

to get

utt − µ(ρ)ρ−1utxx = Gt + (µ(ρ)ρ−1)tuxx. (2.64)
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Multiplying (2.64) by −tutxx, integrating the resulted equation by parts over T, and making use of the

estimates (2.5), (2.57), (2.60) and (2.62)-(2.63), we have

1

2

d

dt

(
t‖uxt(t)‖2L2

)
+

t

ρ+
‖uxxt(t)‖2L2

≤ 1

2
‖uxt(t)‖2L2 + t‖uxxt(t)‖L2‖[Gt + (µ(ρ)ρ−1)tuxx](t)‖L2

≤ 1

2
‖uxt(t)‖2L2 + CT t‖uxxt(t)‖L2

(
1 + ‖uxt(t)‖L2

)

≤ t

2ρ+
‖uxxt(t)‖2L2 + CT t‖uxt(t)‖2L2 +

1

2
‖uxt(t)‖2L2 + CT .

(2.65)

Thus, one deduces by (2.63), (2.65), the Grönwall’s inequality and the fact tuxt|t=0 = 0 that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

t
1
2 ‖uxt(t)‖L2 ≤ CT . (2.66)

By (2.5), (2.60)-(2.63) and (2.66), it also holds

sup
t∈[0,T ]

t
1
2 ‖uxxx(t)‖L2

≤ ρ+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

t
1
2 ‖ρ−1µ(ρ)uxxx(t)‖L2

= ρ+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

t
1
2 ‖

[
uxt −Gx − (µ(ρ)ρ−1)xuxx

]
(t)‖L2 ≤ CT .

(2.67)

Since it follows by (2.60) and (2.62) that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(ρ, u)(t)‖C1 ≤ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(ρ, u)(t)‖H2 ≤ CT ,

similarly to (2.51)-(2.56), one can show

sup
0≤t≤T

(
‖f(t)‖C1 + ‖ft(t)‖C0

)
≤ CT . (2.68)

The combination of (2.55)-(2.56), (2.60), (2.62)-(2.63) and (2.66)-(2.68) gives rise to (2.50). The proof of

Lemma 2.4 is completed.

Inspired by the arguments as in [42], we turn to show that the L1-norm of the pressure P (ρ) is strictly

positive for large time, which is essential to establish the lower bound of ρ uniformly in time.

Lemma 2.5. Let (ρ, u, f) be any regular solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4). Then, under the assumptions

of Theorem 1.1, there is a sufficiently large time T0 > 0 such that it holds

∫

T

ργ(x, t)dx ≥ P0 > 0, t ≥ T0, (2.69)

where P0 > 0 is a constant independent of time t.
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Proof. We claim that it holds

lim
t→+∞

‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖L2 = 0, (2.70)

where the constant ρ0 > 0 is given by (1.12)1. By virtue of (2.70), one can prove

lim
t→∞

∣∣∣
∫

T

ργ(x, t)dx − ρ0
γ
∣∣∣

≤ lim
t→∞

∫

T

|ργ(x, t)− ρ0
γ |dx

≤ γ(ρ+ + ρ0)
γ−1 lim

t→∞
‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖L2 = 0,

which gives rise to (2.69).

Indeed, the long time behavior (2.70) can be shown by Lemmas 2.1-2.2 and relative entropy estimates

for the compressible Navier-Stokes equations (1.1)1-(1.1)2. Define






EηNS(t) =:

∫

T

(1
2
ρ|u−m1|2 +Πγ(ρ|ρ0)

)
(x, t)dx − η

∫

T

[ρ(u−m1)I(ρ− ρ0)](x, t)dx,

Dη
NS(t) =:

∫

T

(µ(ρ)|ux|2)(x, t)dx + η

∫

T

[(ργ − ρ0
γ)(ρ− ρ0)](x, t)dx

− η

∫

T

[
ρ0ρ|u−m1|2 + µ(ρ)ux(ρ− ρ0)

]
(x, t)dx

+ η

∫

T

[
I(ρ− ρ0)

(
− ρn(u− w) +

ρ

ρ0

∫

T

[ρn(u− w)](y, t)dy
)]
(x, t)dx,

where the operator I is denoted as (2.6), and m1(t) and Πγ(ρ|ρ0) are given by






m1(t) =:

∫
T
ρu(x, t)dx∫
T
ρ0(x)dx

,

Πγ(ρ|ρ0) =:
ργ

γ − 1
− ρ0

γ

γ − 1
− γρ0

γ−1

γ − 1
(ρ− ρ0).

(2.71)

It is easy to verify

d

dt
EηNS(t) +Dη

NS(t) = −
∫

T

[ρn(u− w)(u −m1)](x, t)dx. (2.72)

One can choose a suitably small constant η > 0 to have





EηNS(t) ≤ C6(‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖2L2 + ‖
(√
ρ(u−m1)

)
(t)‖2L2),

EηNS(t) ≥
1

C6
(‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖2L2 + ‖

(√
ρ(u −m1)

)
(t)‖2L2),

Dη
NS(t) ≥

1

2
‖ux(t)‖2L2 + C7EηNS(t)− C8‖

(√
ρf(u− v)

)
(t)‖2L2 ,

(2.73)

where C6 > 1, Ci > 0, i = 7, 8, are constants independent of time t, the interested reader can refer to [34]

for the details.
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In addition, one can show
∣∣∣
∫

T

[ρn(u − w)(u −m1)](x, t)dx
∣∣∣

≤ ρ
1
2
+‖(u−m1)(t)‖L∞‖f(t)‖

1
2

L1‖
(√

ρf(u− v)
)
(t)‖L2

≤ 1

2
‖ux(t)‖2L2 +

ρ+‖f0‖L1

2
‖
(√

ρf(u− v)
)
(t)‖2L2 ,

(2.74)

where we have used (2.1)2, (2.5) and the fact

(u −m1)(x, t) =

∫
T
ρ(y, t)

∫ x
y
uz(z, t)dzdy∫

T
ρ(y, t)dy

≤ ‖ux(t)‖L2 , x ∈ T, t > 0. (2.75)

Thus, it follows from (2.72)-(2.74) that

d

dt
EηNS(t) + C7EηNS(t) ≤ C9‖

(√
ρf(u− v)

)
(t)‖2L2 , C9 =:

ρ+‖f0‖L1 + 2C8

2
. (2.76)

Applying the the Grönwall’s inequality to (2.76), we get

EηNS(t) ≤ e−C7tEηNS(0) + C9e
−

C7t

2

∫ t
2

0

‖
(√

ρf(u− v)
)
(s)‖2L2ds

+ C9

∫ t

t
2

‖
(√

ρf(u − v)
)
(s)‖2L2ds.

(2.77)

Since it follows ‖
(√
ρf(u − v)

)
(s)‖2L2 ∈ L1(R+) by (2.1)4, the each term on the right-hand side of (2.77)

tends to 0 as t→ ∞, and therefore it holds

lim
t→∞

EηNS(t) = 0,

which together with (2.73)2 leads to (2.70).

Lemma 2.6. Let T > 0, and (ρ, u, f) be any regular solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) for t ∈ (0, T ]. Then,

under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, it holds

ρ(x, t) ≥ ρ− > 0, (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T ], (2.78)

where ρ− > 0 is a constant independent of time T > 0.

Proof. By (2.5), we have

ρ(x, t) ≥ 1

CT0

> 0, (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T0], (2.79)

where the time T0 > 0 is given by Lemma 2.5.

We prove that the fluid density ρ is uniformly bounded from below for t ∈ (T0, T ] in the case β = 0,

since the case β > 0 can be dealt with in a similar way. It is easy to show

d

dt
m1(t) =

1

‖ρ0‖L1

d

dt

∫

T

ρu(x, t)dx

= − 1

‖ρ0‖L1

∫

T

[ρn(u− w)](x, t)dx,

(2.80)
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where m1(t) is given by (2.71)1. By (1.5) and (2.80), the equation (1.1)2 for β = 0 can be re-written as

(ρ(u−m1))t + (ρu(u−m1))x + (ργ)x

= 2uxx − ρn(u− w) +
ρ

‖ρ0‖L1

∫

T

[ρn(u− w)](y, t)dy.
(2.81)

Applying the operator I defined by (2.6) to (2.81), and re-writing the resulted equation along the particle

path X x,t(s) given by (2.15) for any (x, t) ∈ T× [T0, T ] and s ∈ [T0, t], we obtain by (2.7)-(2.8) and (2.13)

that

d

ds

([
2 log ρ+ I(ρ(u −m1))

]
(X x,t(s), s) +

∫ s

T0

A(X x,t(τ), τ)dτ
)

= −ργ(X x,t(s), s),

(2.82)

where A(x, t) is given by

A(x, t) =: −
∫ 1

0

[
ργ + ρu(u−m1)− µ(ρ)uy

]
(y, t)dy

+ I
(
ρn(u− w)

)
(x, t)− I(ρ)(x, t)

‖ρ0‖L1

∫

T

[ρn(u− w)](y, t)dy.

(2.83)

Due to (2.1), (2.5), (2.7) and (2.71), for any (x, t) ∈ T× [T0, T ], it holds

|I(ρ(u −m1))(x, t)|

≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖
(
ρ(u −m1)

)
(t)‖L1

≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖ρ(t)‖

1
2

L1‖(
√
ρu)(t)‖L2 +

1

‖ρ0‖L1

‖ρ(t)‖
3
2

L1‖(
√
ρu)(t)‖L2

)

≤ C10 =: 2(2‖ρ0‖L1E0)
1
2 .

(2.84)

By (2.1), (2.5), (2.7), (2.69), (2.75) and (2.83), for any t ∈ [T0, T ] and s ∈ [T0, t], we have
∫ t

s

A(X x,t(τ), τ)dτ

≤ −
∫ t

s

∫

T

ργ(y, τ)dydτ +

∫ t

s

∫

T

(ρ|u||u−m1|+ µ(ρ)|uy|)(y, τ)dydτ

+ 2

∫ t

s

∫

T×R

(ρ|u− v|f)(y, v, τ)dvdydτ

≤ −P0(t− s) + (t− s)
1
2

(
sup

τ∈[T0,T ]

(
‖ρ(τ)‖

1
2

L1‖(
√
ρu)(τ)‖L2

)
‖u−m1‖L2(T0,T ;L∞)

+ (µ(ρ+))
1
2 ‖

√
µ(ρ)ux‖L2(T0,T ;L2) + 2ρ

1
2
+ sup
τ∈[T0,T ]

‖f(τ)‖
1
2

L1‖
√
ρf(u− v)‖L2(T0,T ;L2)

)

≤ −P0(t− s) + (t− s)
1
2E

1
2
0

(
(2‖ρ0‖L1E0)

1
2 + (µ(ρ+))

1
2 + 2(ρ+‖f0‖L1)

1
2

)

≤ −P0

2
(t− s) + C11, (2.85)

where the constant C11 > 0 is given by

C11 =:
E0

2P0

(
(2‖ρ0‖L1E0)

1
2 + (µ(ρ+))

1
2 + 2(ρ+‖f0‖L1)

1
2

)2

.
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Multiplying (2.82) by

−1

2
e
− 1

2 [2 log ρ+I(ρ(u−m1))](X
x,t(s),s)− 1

2

∫
s

T0
A(Xx,t(τ),τ)dτ

,

we obtain

d

ds

(
ρ−1(X x,t(s), s)e

− 1
2I(ρ(u−m1))(X

x,t(s),s)− 1
2

∫
s

T0
A(Xx,t(τ),τ)dτ

)

=
1

2
ργ−1(X x,t(s), s)e

− 1
2I(ρ(u−m1))(X

x,t(s),s)− 1
2

∫
s

T0
A(Xx,t(τ),τ)dτ

,

which together with (2.15) and (2.84)-(2.85) implies for any (x, t) ∈ T× [T0, T ] that

ρ−1(x, t)

= ρ−1(X x,t(T0), T0)e
1
2I(ρ(u−m1))(x,t)−

1
2I(ρ(u−m1))(X

x,t(T0),T0)+
1
2

∫
t

T0
A(Xx,t(τ),τ)dτ

+
1

2

∫ t

T0

ργ−1(X x,t(s), s)e
1
2I(ρ(u−m1))(x,t)−

1
2I(ρ(u−m1))(X

x,t(s),s)+ 1
2

∫
t

s
A(Xx,t(τ),τ)dτds

≤ 1

CT0

eC12−
P0
4 (t−T0) +

1

2
ργ−1
+ eC12

∫ t

T0

e−
P0
4 (t−s)ds, C12 =: C10 +

C11

2
.

(2.86)

The combination of (2.79) and (2.86) leads to (2.78). The proof of Lemma 2.6 is completed.

Lemma 2.7. Let T > 0, and (ρ, u, f) be any regular solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) for t ∈ (0, T ]. Then,

under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, it holds





sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρx(t)‖L2 ≤ C13,

Suppvf(x, ·, t) ⊂ {v ∈ R
∣∣ |v| ≤ R1}, (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T ],

(2.87)

where C13 > 0 is a constant independent of time T > 0, and the constant R1 > 0 is denoted by

R1 =: R0 + ρ+E
1
2
0

( 1

(2ρ−)
1
2

+
2

1
2

ρ−‖ρ0‖
1
2

L1

)
. (2.88)

Proof. Multiplying (2.37) by U given by (2.35), integrating the resulted equation by parts over T, and

using (2.1), (2.5) and (2.78), we have

1

2

d

dt
‖(√ρU)(t)‖2L2 + γργ−µ

−1(ρ+)‖(
√
ρU)(t)‖2L2

≤
(
γ‖ρ(t)‖γL∞‖(√ρu)(t)‖L2 + γ‖ρ(t)‖γL∞‖ρ(t)‖

1
2

L1‖n(t)‖L1

+ ‖ρ(t)‖
1
2

L1‖f(t)‖
1
2

L1‖|v|2f(t)‖
1
2

L1

)
‖(√ρU)(t)‖L2

≤ C14‖(
√
ρU)(t)‖L2 ,

(2.89)

where the constant C14 > 0 is given by

C14 =: γργ+(2E0)
1
2 + γργ+‖ρ0‖

1
2

L1‖f0‖L1 + (2‖ρ0‖L1‖f0‖L1E0)
1
2 .
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We divide (2.89) by (‖(√ρU)(t)‖2
L2 + ε2)

1
2 for ε > 0, employ the Grönwall’s inequality and then take the

limit ε→ 0 to obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(√ρU)(t)‖L2 ≤ e−γρ
γ
−
µ−1(ρ+)t‖(√ρU)(0)‖L2 + C14

∫ T

0

e−γρ
γ
−
µ−1(ρ+)sds. (2.90)

Due to (2.1), (2.5) and (2.35), it holds

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρx(t)‖L2 ≤ ρ
3
2
+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖
(√
ρ(U − u− I(n))

)
(t)‖L2

≤ ρ
3
2
+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖(√ρU)(t)‖L2 + ‖(√ρu)(t)‖L2 + ‖ρ(t)‖

1
2

L1‖n(t)‖L1

)
.

(2.91)

By (2.1) and (2.90)-(2.91), we prove (2.87)1.

Moreover, one deduces by (1.6)2, (2.1), (2.5), (2.32), (2.34) and (2.78) that

sup
v∈Σ(x,t)

|v| ≤ e−ρ−tR0 + ρ+

∫ t

0

e−ρ−s|u(x, s)|ds

≤ R0 + ρ+‖ux‖L2(0,t;L2)

( ∫ t

0

e−2ρ−sds
) 1

2

+
ρ+

‖ρ0‖
1
2

L1

sup
s∈[0,t]

‖(√ρu)(s)‖L2

∫ t

0

e−ρ−sds

≤ R1 =: R0 + ρ+E
1
2
0

( 1

(2ρ−)
1
2

+
2

1
2

ρ−‖ρ0‖
1
2

L1

)
, (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T ],

(2.92)

where the initial energy E0 is given by (2.2). By (2.31) and (2.92), (2.87)2 holds. The proof of Lemma

2.7 is completed.

Proof of global existence in spatial periodic domain: Step 1: Construction of global strong so-

lution. Let the initial data (ρ0, u0, f0) satisfy (1.6) and (1.9). By Lemma 4.1 in Appendix, we can obtain

the local existence of a unique strong solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4).

In the terms of Lemmas 2.1-2.4 about the uniformly a-priori estimates, we can extend the local solution

globally in time and prove that this solution satisfies (1.7)-(1.8) and (1.10).

Step 2: Global existence of weak solution. Assume that the initial data (ρ0, u0, f0) satisfies (1.6). One

can regularize the initial data as follows:

(ρε0(x), u
ε
0(x), f

ε
0 (x, v)) = (Jε1 ∗ ρ0(x), Jε1 ∗ u0(x), Jε1 ∗ Jε2 ∗ f0(x, v)), ε ∈ (0, 1), (2.93)

where Jε1 (x) and Jε2 (v) are the Friedrich’s mollifiers with respect to variables x and v respectively. Then

it is easy to verify




inf
x∈T

ρε0(x) ≥ inf
x∈T

ρ(x) > 0, ‖ρε0‖W 1,∞ ≤ ‖ρ0‖W 1,∞ , ‖uε0‖H1 ≤ ‖u0‖H1 ,

f ε0 ≥ 0, ‖f ε0‖L∞ ≤ ‖f0‖L∞ , Suppvf
ε
0 (x, ·) ⊂ {v ∈ R

∣∣ |v| ≤ R0 + 1}, x ∈ T.

(2.94)
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In addition, as ε→ 0, it holds up to a subsequence (still denoted by (ρε0, u
ε
0, f

ε
0 )) that





(ρε0, u

ε
0, f

ε
0 ) → (ρ0, u0, f0) in W 1,p(T)×H1(T)× Lp(T× R), p ∈ [1,∞),

(ρε0, f
ε
0 )

∗
⇀ (ρ0, f0) in W 1,∞(T) × L∞(T × R).

(2.95)

Let T > 0 be any given time. It follows from Step 1 that for the initial data (ρε0, u
ε
0, f

ε
0 ), the IVP

(1.1)-(1.4) admits a unique strong solution (ρε, uε, f ε) on T× R× [0, T ].

Then, by the a-priori estimates established in Lemmas 2.1-2.3 uniformly with respect to ε ∈ (0, 1)

and the Aubin-Lions’s lemma, there is a limit (ρ, u, f) so that as ε → 0, it holds up to a subsequence

(still denoted by (ρε, uε, f ε)) that





(ρε, f ε)
∗
⇀ (ρ, f) in L∞(0, T ;W 1,∞(T)) × L∞(0, T ;L∞(T× R)),

uε ⇀ u in L2(0, T ;H2(T)) ∩H1(0, T ;L2(T)),

(ρε, uε) → (ρ, u) in C([0, T ];C0(T))× C([0, T ];C0(T)).

(2.96)

By (2.25)2, we have Suppvf
ε(x, ·, t) ⊂ {v ∈ R

∣∣ |v| ≤ RT + 1} for (x, t) ∈ T × [0, T ], and similarly to

(2.28)-(2.33), one can show Suppvf(x, ·, t) ⊂ {v ∈ R
∣∣ |v| ≤ RT } for (x, t) ∈ T × [0, T ]. Therefore, it

follows by (2.96)1 that

lim
ε→0

∫ T

0

∫

T

ϕ(x, t)
( ∫

R

φ(v)f ε(x, v, t)dv −
∫

R

φ(v)f(x, v, t)dv
)
dxdt

= lim
ε→0

∫ T

0

∫

T×R

ϕ(x, t)φ(v)χ(v)(f ε − f)(x, v, t)dvdxdt

= 0, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (T× (0, T )), φ(v) = 1, v,

(2.97)

where χ(v) ∈ C∞
0 (R) satisfies χ(v) = 1 for |v| ≤ RT + 1 and χ(v) = 0 for |v| > RT + 2.

Since both
∫
R
f εdv and

∫
R
vf εdv are uniformly bounded in L∞(0, T ;L∞(T)), as ε → 0, it holds by

(2.97) that 



∫

R

f εdv
∗
⇀ n =:

∫

R

fdv in L∞(0, T ;L∞(T)),

∫

R

vf εdv
∗
⇀ nw =:

∫

R

vfdv in L∞(0, T ;L∞(T)).

(2.98)

In addition, it can be verified by (2.96) and (2.98) that (ρ, u, f) solves the equations (1.1) in the sense of

distributions. Due to the Sobolev embedding L2(0, T ;H2(T)) ∩ H1(0, T ;L2(T)) →֒ C([0, T ];H1(T)), it

holds

u ∈ C([0, T ];H1(T)). (2.99)

Employing the theory of renormalized solutions in [22], we get

ρ ∈ C([0, T ];H1(T)), f ∈ C([0, T ];L1(T× R)). (2.100)

23



Finally, it follows from Lemmas 2.1-2.3 and (2.95)-(2.100) that the weak solution (ρ, u, f) satisfies (2.1)

and (2.5). Then repeating the same arguments as in Lemmas 2.5-2.7, we can prove that the expected

properties (1.8) hold for (ρ, u, f).

2.2 Spatial real line

In this subsection, we establish the global existence for compressible Navier-Stokes-Vlasov equations

(1.1) in spatial real line. Πγ(ρ|ρ̃) is the relative entropy associated to ργ

γ−1 defined by

Πγ(ρ|ρ̃) =:
ργ

γ − 1
− ρ̃γ

γ − 1
− γρ̃γ−1

γ − 1
(ρ− ρ̃). (2.101)

If it holds 0 ≤ ρ ≤ c+ for some constant c+ > 0, then as in [34], one can show

1

Cρ̃,c+
|ρ− ρ̃|2 ≤ Πγ(ρ|ρ̃) ≤ Cρ̃,c+ |ρ− ρ̃|2, (2.102)

where the constant Cρ̃,c+ > 1 depends only on γ, ρ̃ and c+.

First, we have

Lemma 2.8. Let T > 0, and (ρ, u, f) be any regular solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) for t ∈ (0, T ]. Then,

under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3, it holds





ρ(x, t) ≥ 0, f(x, v, t) ≥ 0, (x, v, t) ∈ R× R× [0, T ],
∫

R×R

f(x, v, t)dvdx =

∫

R

n(x, t)dx =

∫

R×R

f0(x, v)dvdx, t ∈ [0, T ],

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(∫

R

(1
2
ρ|u|2 +Πγ(ρ|ρ̃)

)
(x, t)dx +

∫

R×R

1

2
|v|2f(x, v, t)dvdx

)

+

∫ T

0

∫

R

(µ(ρ)|ux|2)(x, t)dxdt +
∫ T

0

∫

R×R

(ρ|u− v|2f)(x, v, t)dvdxdt ≤ Ẽ0,

‖u‖L1(0,T ;Lp) ≤ C15(T + T
1
2 ), p ∈ [2,∞],

(2.103)

where Πγ(ρ|ρ̃) is defined by (2.101), the initial energy Ẽ0 is given by

Ẽ0 =:

∫

R

(1
2
ρ0|u0|2 +Πγ(ρ0|ρ̃)

)
(x)dx +

∫

R×R

1

2
|v|2f0(x, v)dvdx,

and C15 > 0 is a constant independent of p and T .

Proof. (2.103)1-(2.103)2 can be derived directly by (1.1)1 and (1.1)3. Similarly to (2.3)-(2.4), we can

obtain (2.103)3. Then it is easy to verify

ρ̃

∫

R

|u(x, t)|2dx

=

∫

{ρ≤ρ̃}

[(ρ̃− ρ)|u|2](x, t)dx +

∫

{ρ≥ρ̃}

[(ρ̃− ρ)|u|2](x, t)dx +

∫

R

(ρ|u|2)(x, t)dx.
(2.104)
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One deduces by (2.102), the Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s and Young’s inequalities that

∫

{ρ≤ρ̃}

[
(ρ̃− ρ)|u|2

]
(x, t)dx

≤
(∫

{ρ≤ρ̃}

|(ρ̃− ρ)(x, t)|2dx
) 1

2 ‖u(t)‖2L4

≤ C
( ∫

R

Πγ(ρ|ρ̃)(x, t)dx
) 1

2 ‖u(t)‖
3
2

L2‖ux(t)‖
1
2

L2

≤ ρ̃

2

∫

R

|u(x, t)|2dx + C
(∫

R

Πγ(ρ|ρ̃)(x, t)dx
)2

∫

R

|ux(x, t)|2dx.

(2.105)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (2.104), it holds

∫

{ρ≥ρ̃}

[(ρ̃− ρ)|u|2](x, t)dx ≤
∫

{ρ≥ρ̃}

(ρ̃|u|2)(x, t)dx ≤
∫

R

(ρ|u|2)(x, t)dx. (2.106)

Substituting (2.105)-(2.106) into (2.104), we obtain

‖u(t)‖L2 ≤ C
(
‖Πγ(ρ|ρ̃)(t)‖L1‖ux(t)‖L2 + ‖(√ρu)(t)‖L2

)
,

which together with (2.103)3 and the fact

‖u(t)‖Lp ≤ C
(
‖u(t)‖L2 + ‖ux(t)‖L2

)
, p ∈ [2,∞],

gives rise to (2.103)4. The proof of Lemma 2.8 is completed.

Lemma 2.9. Let T > 0, and (ρ, u, f) be any regular solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) for t ∈ (0, T ]. Then,

under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3, it holds






0 < ρ−1
T ≤ ρ(x, t) ≤ ρT , (x, t) ∈ R× [0, T ],

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(ρ− ρ)(t)‖L2 ≤ CT ,
(2.107)

where ρT > 0 and CT > 0 are two constants dependent of time T > 0.

Proof. For any x0 ∈ R, we claim that it holds

ρ(x, t) ≤ ρT , (x, t) ∈ (x0, x0 + 1)× [0, T ], (2.108)

where ρT > 0 is a constant independent of the choice of x0, so the upper bound in (2.107)1 for any

(x, t) ∈ R× [0, T ] can be obtained immediately. Indeed, integrating the equation (1.1)3 over (−∞, x]×R

for any x ∈ R, we have

(

∫ x

−∞

n(y, t)dy)t + nw = 0,
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which together with (1.1)1 leads to

(ρ

∫ x

−∞

n(y, t)dy)t + (ρu

∫ x

−∞

n(y, t)dy)x

= ρ(

∫ x

−∞

n(y, t)dy)t + ρu(

∫ x

−∞

n(y, t)dy)x

= −ρnw + ρun.

(2.109)

Substituting (2.109) into momentum equation (1.1)2, we get

(
ρ(u+

∫ x

−∞

n(y, t)dy)
)
t
+
(
ρu(u+

∫ x

−∞

n(y, t)dy)
)
x
+ (ργ)x = (µ(ρ)ux)x. (2.110)

Similarly to (2.6)-(2.16), introduce the operator Ix0 : L1(x0, x0 + 1) →W 1,1(x0, x0 + 1) as

Ix0 : Ix0(g)(x) =

∫ x

x0

g(y)dy −
∫ x0+1

x0

∫ y

x0

g(z)dzdy, ∀g ∈ L1(x0, x0 + 1),

which satisfies for g ∈ L1(x0, x0 + 1) that

sup
x∈(x0,x0+1)

Ix0(g)(x) ≤ ‖g‖L1(x0,x0+1), (Ix0(g)(x))x = g(x), (2.111)

and for g ∈W 1,1(x0, x0 + 1) that

Ix0(gx)(x) = g(x)−
∫ x0+1

x0

g(y)dy. (2.112)

Applying Ix0 to the equation (2.110), one can show by (2.111)-(2.112) that

d

ds
θ(ρ)(X x,t(s), s) + ργ(X x,t(s), s)

= − d

ds
Ix0

(
ρu+ ρ

∫ x

−∞

n(y, t)dy
)
(X x,t(s), s) +H(s)−

∫ x0+1

x0

(µ(ρ)uy)(y, s)dx,

(2.113)

where θ(ρ) and X x,t(s) for any (x, t) ∈ (x0, x0 + 1)× [0, T ] are defined by (2.14) and (2.15) respectively,

and H(s) is given by

H(s) =:

∫ x0+1

x0

(
(ρ|u|2)(y, s) + ρ(y, s)

∫ y

−∞

n(z, s)dz + ργ(y, s)
)
dy.

For (x, t) ∈ (x0, x0 + 1)× [0, T ] and s ∈ [0, t], by virtue of (2.15) and (2.103)4, we have

|X x,t(s)− x| ≤
∫ t

s

‖u(τ)‖L∞dτ ≤ C15(T + T
1
2 ),

which leads to

|X x,t(s)− x0| ≤ |X x,t(s)− x|+ |x− x0| ≤ C15(T + T
1
2 ) + 1. (2.114)

In addition, it is easy to verify

ργ + ρ ≤ C16

(
Πγ(ρ|ρ̃) + 1

)
, (2.115)
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where C16 > 0 is a constant depending only on γ and ρ̃. With the help of (2.103), (2.111) and (2.114)-

(2.115), we derive for any s ∈ [0, t] that

∣∣Ix0

(
ρu+ ρ

∫ x

−∞

n(y, t)dy
)
(X x,t(s), s)

∣∣

≤
(∫ Xx,t(s)

x0

ρ(y, s)dy
) 1

2
(∫

R

(ρ|u|2)(y, s)dy
) 1

2

+

∫ Xx,t(s)

x0

ρ(y, s)dy

∫

R

n(y, s)dy

≤ (2C16E0)
1
2

( ∫

R

Π(ρ|ρ̃)(y, s)dy + |X x,t(s)−X0|
) 1

2

+ C16‖f0‖L1

(∫

R

Π(ρ|ρ̃)(y, s)dy + |X x,t(s)−X0|
)

≤ C17(1 + T ), (2.116)

and

|H(s)| ≤
∫

R

(ρ|u|2)(y, s)dy + C16

(
‖n(s)‖L1 + 1

)( ∫

R

Πγ(ρ|ρ̃)(y, s)ds+ 1
)
≤ C18, (2.117)

where C17 > 0 and C18 > 0 are two constants independent of time T > 0. By (2.18), one has

∣∣∣
∫ x0+1

x0

(µ(ρ)uy)(y, t)dy
∣∣∣

≤ 1 +
1

4

(∫

{y∈(x0,x0+1)|ρ≤1}

+

∫

{y∈(x0,x0+1)|ρ≥1}

)
µ(ρ)(y, s)dy

∫

R

(µ(ρ)|uy |2)(y, t)dy

≤ 1 +

∫

R

(µ(ρ)|uy|2)(y, t)dy +
β

4
sup

x∈{y∈(x0,x0+1)|ρ≥1}

θ(ρ)(x, t)

∫

R

(µ(ρ)|uy|2)(y, t)dy. (2.118)

Then, integrating the equality (2.113) over [0, t], we obtain by (2.103) and (2.116)-(2.118) for any

(x, t) ∈ (x0, x0 + 1)× [0, T ] that

θ(ρ)(x, t) ≤ θ(ρ0)(X x,t(0)) +
∣∣Ix0

(
ρu+ ρ

∫ x

−∞

n(y, t)dy
)
(X x,t(s), s)|s=ts=0

∣∣

+

∫ t

0

|H(s)|ds+
∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∫ x0+1

x0

(µ(ρ)uy)(y, s)dyds
∣∣∣

≤ sup
x∈R

θ(ρ0)(x) + 2C17(1 + T ) + C18T + T + Ẽ0

+
β

4

∫ T

0

sup
x∈{y∈(x0,x0+1)|ρ≥1}

θ(ρ)(x, s)

∫

R

(µ(ρ)|uy|2)(y, s)dyds,

which together with (2.103)3 and the Grönwall’s inequality yields (2.108). By (2.102), (2.103)3 and

(2.108), we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫

R

|ρ− ρ̃|2(x, t)dx ≤ CT sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫

R

Πγ(ρ|ρ̃)(x, t)dx ≤ CT .

Similarly, integrating (2.113) over [0, t], one deduce by (2.103), (2.108) and (2.116)-(2.118) for any
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(x, t) ∈ (x0, x0 + 1)× [0, T ] that

θ(ρ)(x, t) ≥ inf
x∈R

θ(ρ0)(x) − TργT −
∣∣(Ix0

(
ρu+ ρ

∫ x

−∞

n(y, t)dy
))
(X x,t(s), s)|s=ts=0

∣∣

−
∫ T

0

|H(s)|ds− (µ(ρT )T )
1
2 ‖

√
µ(ρ)ux‖L2(0,T ;L2)

≥ inf
x∈R

θ(ρ0)(x) − TργT − 2C17(1 + T )− C18T − (µ(ρT )T Ẽ0)
1
2 .

(2.119)

The combination of (2.24) and (2.119) shows the lower bound of ρ. The proof of Lemma 2.9 is completed.

Lemma 2.10. Let T > 0, and (ρ, u, f) be any regular solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) for t ∈ (0, T ]. Then,

under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3, it holds




sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖f(t)‖L∞ ≤ eρTT ‖f0‖L∞ ,

Suppvf(x, ·, t) ⊂ {v ∈ R
∣∣ |v| ≤ R̃T },

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖n(t)‖L∞∩L2 + ‖ρx(t)‖L2∩L∞ + ‖ux(t)‖L2

)
+ ‖(uxx, ut)‖L2(0,T ;L2) ≤ CT ,

(2.120)

where the constant ρT > 0 is given by (2.107)1, and R̃T > 0 and CT > 0 are two constants.

Proof. In accordance to (2.28) and (2.107)1, (2.120)1 holds. Let Σ(x, t) be given by (2.30) for (x, t) ∈
R × [0, T ]. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.3, one deduces by (1.13)2, (2.28), (2.103)4 and (2.107)1

that

sup
v∈Σ(x,t)

|v| ≤ R̃0 + ρT

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖L∞ds

≤ R̃T =: R̃0 + C15ρT (T + T
1
2 ),

which implies (2.120)2. By (1.5) and (2.120)1-(2.120)2, we have






sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖n(t)‖L∞ ≤ 2R̃T ‖f(t)‖L∞ ≤ 2R̃T e
ρTT ‖f0‖L∞ ,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖nw(t)‖L∞ ≤ 2R̃2
T ‖f(t)‖L∞ ≤ 2R̃2

T e
ρTT ‖f0‖L∞ .

(2.121)

In addition, it follows from (2.103), (2.121) and the Young’s inequality for any p ∈ (1,∞) that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖n(t)‖Lp ≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖n(t)‖L1 + ‖n(t)‖L∞

)

≤ ‖f0‖L1 + 2R̃T e
ρTT ‖f0‖L∞ ,

(2.122)

and similarly,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖nw(t)‖Lp ≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖f(t)‖

1
2

L1‖|v|2f(t)‖L1 + ‖nw(t)‖L∞

)

≤ ‖f0‖
1
2

L1(2Ẽ0)
1
2 + 2R̃T e

ρTT ‖f0‖L∞ .

(2.123)
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Then, we turn to show (2.120)3. Define the following effective velocity of Bresch-Desjardins type

[13, 14, 30]:

W =: u+ ρ−2µ(ρ)ρx. (2.124)

Making use of (2.36) and (2.124), we can re-write the equation (1.1)2 as

ρ(Wt + uWx) + γργ+1µ(ρ)−1W = γργ+1µ(ρ)−1u+ ρ(nw − nu). (2.125)

Multiplying (2.125) by p|W |p−2W for any p ∈ [2,∞), and integrating the resulted equation by parts over

R, we derive by (2.107)1 and (2.122)-(2.123) that

d

dt
‖(ρ 1

pW )(t)‖pLp + pγ

∫

R

(
ργ+1µ(ρ)−1|W |p

)
(x, t)dx

= p

∫

R

[(
γργ+1µ(ρ)−1u+ ρ(nw − nu)

)
|W |p−2W

]
(x, t)dx

≤ pρ
1
p

T

(
γργT ‖u(t)‖Lp + ‖nw(t)‖Lp + ‖n(t)‖Lp‖u(t)‖L∞

)
‖(ρ 1

pW )(t)‖p−1
Lp

≤ pCT (1 + ‖u(t)‖L∞∩Lp)‖(ρ 1
pW )(t)‖p−1

Lp , (2.126)

where CT > 0 is a constant independent of p ∈ [2,∞). Dividing (2.126) by (‖(ρ 1
pW )(t)‖pLp + εp)

p−1
p ,

integrating the resulted inequality over [0, t], and then taking the limit ε→ 0, we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(ρ 1
pW )(t)‖Lp

≤ ‖ρ
1
p

0 (u0 + ρ−2
0 µ(ρ0)(ρ0)x)‖Lp + CT + CT

∫ T

0

‖u(t)‖L∞∩Lpdt.

(2.127)

Due to (2.103)4, (2.107)1, (2.127) and the fact

‖ρ
1
p

0 (u0 + ρ−2
0 µ(ρ0)(ρ0)x)‖Lp

≤ ‖ρ0‖
1
p

L∞

(
‖u0‖

2
p

L2‖u0‖
1− 2

p

L∞ + ‖ρ−2
0 µ(ρ0)(ρ0)x‖

2
p

L2‖ρ−2
0 µ(ρ0)(ρ0)x‖

1− 2
p

L∞

)

≤
(
‖ρ0‖L∞ + 1

) 1
2
(
‖u0‖L2 + ‖u0‖L∞ + ‖ρ−2

0 µ(ρ0)(ρ0)x‖L2 + ‖ρ−2
0 µ(ρ0)(ρ0)x‖L∞

)
,

it follows

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖W (t)‖Lp ≤ C̃T , (2.128)

where C̃T > 0 is a sufficiently large constant independent of p ∈ [2,∞). One gets after taking the limit

p→ ∞ in (2.128) that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖W (t)‖L∞ ≤ C̃T . (2.129)

Choosing p = 2 in (2.128), we have by (2.107)1 and (2.124) that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρx(t)‖L2 ≤ ρ2T sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(W − u)(t)‖L2

≤ ρ2T sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖W (t)‖L2 + ‖u(t)‖L2

)
≤ CT .
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Similarly to (2.47)-(2.48), one can obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ux(t)‖L2 + ‖(uxx, ut)‖L2(0,T ;L2) ≤ CT ,

which together with (2.107)1, (2.124) and (2.129) leads to

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ρx(t)‖L∞ ≤ ρ2T sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(W − u)(t)‖L∞

≤ ρ2T sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖W (t)‖L∞ + ‖u(t)‖L∞

)
≤ CT .

The proof of Lemma 2.10 is completed.

Lemma 2.11. Let T > 0, and (ρ, u, f) be any regular solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) for t ∈ (0, T ]. Then,

under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3, it holds

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖(ρxx, uxx)(t)‖L2 + ‖ρt(t)‖H1 + t

1
2 ‖(uxxx, utx)(t)‖L2

+ ‖f(t)‖C1∩H1 + ‖ft(t)‖C0∩L2

)
+ ‖(uxxx, uxt)‖L2(0,T ;L2) ≤ CT ,

(2.130)

where CT > 0 is a constant.

Proof. We establish the H1-estimate of f so as to obtain the H1-estimate of the term nw − un on the

right-hand side of the equation (2.44). Since the rest of the proof follows similarly to (2.51)-(2.68) in

Lemma 2.4, we omit the details here. Multiplying (2.51)1 by fx, and integrating the resulted equation

by parts over R× R, one deduces by (2.107)1 and (2.120) that

1

2

d

dt
‖fx(t)‖2L2 ≤ 1

2
ρT ‖fx(t)‖2L2 + ‖ρx(t)‖L∞

∫

R×R

(f |fx|)(x, v, t)dvdx

+
(
‖ρx(t)‖L∞R̃T + ‖(ρu)x(t)‖L∞

) ∫

R×R

(|fv||fx|)(x, v, t)dvdx

≤ CT
(
1 + ‖u(t)‖H2

)
‖(fx, fv)(t)‖2L2 + CT .

(2.131)

Similarly, one has

1

2

d

dt
‖fv(t)‖2L2 ≤ CT ‖(fx, fv)(t)‖2L2 + CT ,

which together with (2.120), (2.131) and the Grönwall’s inequality leads to

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(fx, fv)(t)‖L2 ≤ CT e
CT ‖u‖L1(0,T ;H2)

(
‖[(f0)x, (f0)v]‖L2 + 1

)
≤ CT . (2.132)

By (2.27), (2.107)1, (2.120) and (2.132), it also holds

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ft(t)‖L2 = sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖
[
vfx + ρ(u− v)fv − ρf

]
(t)‖L2 ≤ CT . (2.133)
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Thus, we obtain by (1.5), (2.120) and (2.132)-(2.133) that






sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(nx, nt)(t)‖L2 ≤ 2R̃T sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(fx, ft)(t)‖L2 ≤ CT ,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖[(nw)x, (nw)t](t)‖L2 ≤ 2R̃2
T sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(fx, ft)(t)‖L2 ≤ CT .
(2.134)

Proof of global existence in spatial real line: Let T > 0 be any given time. With the help of

Lemmas 2.8-2.11 and Lemma 4.2 below, we can obtain a sequence of strong solutions (ρε, uε, f ε) for

ε ∈ (0, 1) on R× R× [0, T ].

Then, one can show under the assumptions (1.13) of Theorem 1.3 that (ρε, uε, f ε) satisfies the esti-

mates established in Lemmas 2.8-2.10 uniformly with respect to ε ∈ (0, 1). Since the locally compact

embedding H2(R) →֒→֒ L2
loc(R) holds, by virtue of the Aubin-Lions’s lemma and cantor’s diagonal

argument, up to a subsequence (still denoted by (ρε, uε, f ε)), we have the strong convergence

(ρε, uε) → (ρ, u) strongly in C([0, T ];C0(K))× C([0, T ];C0(K)), as ε→ 0,

for any compact subset K of R. Similarly to the proof of global existence to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) in spatial

periodic domain (i.e., Theorem 1.1), one can prove that the approximate sequence (ρε, uε, f ε) converges

to the corresponding weak solution (ρ, u, f) in the sense of distributions.

3 Uniqueness

In this section, we prove the uniqueness of the weak solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) satisfying (1.7)-(1.8)

in spatial periodic domain, and similar arguments can be applied to the case of spatial real line.

Proposition 3.1. Let Ω = T and T > 0. Assume that the initial data (ρ0, u0, f0) satisfies (1.6). If

(ρ1, u1, f1) and (ρ2, u2, f2) are two solutions to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) satisfying (1.7)-(1.8) on T×R× [0, T ]

with the same initial data (ρ0, u0, f0), then it holds (ρ1, u1, f1) = (ρ2, u2, f2) a.e. in T× R× (0, T ).

Proof. Define the bi-characteristic curves (Xi(t), Vi(t)), i = 1, 2, for any (x, v, t) ∈ T× R× [0, T ] as




d

dt
Xi(t) = Vi(t),

Xi(0) = x,

d

dt
Vi(t) = ρi(Xi(t), t)

(
ui(Xi(t), t)− Vi(t)

)
,

Vi(0) = v.

(3.1)

Since it holds for i = 1, 2 that

(fi)t + divx,v

(
fi

(
v

ρi(ui − v)

))
= (fi)t + v(fi)x + ρi(ui − v)(fi)v − ρifi = 0, (3.2)
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we can express fi along (Xi(t), Vi(t)) for any (x, v, t) ∈ T× R× [0, T ] as

fi
(
Xi(t), Vi(t), t

)
= e

∫
t

0
ρi(Xi(s),s)dsf0(x, v), i = 1, 2. (3.3)

Due to (3.2), Proposition 1.2 in [38] and the fact

divx,v

(
v

ρi
(
ui − v

)

)
= −ρi,

we have

∂tJi = −Jiρi(Xi(t), t), Ji =:

∣∣∣∣det
(
∂xX(t) ∂xV (t)

∂vX(t) ∂vV (t)

)∣∣∣∣,

which implies

Ji = e−
∫

t

0
ρi(s,Xi(s))ds, i = 1, 2. (3.4)

We combine (3.3)-(3.4) together to show the following property about the coordinates transform (x, v) 7→
(Xi(t), Vi(t)):

∫

T×R

φ(Xi(t), Vi(t))f0(x, v)dvdx

=

∫

T×R

φ(Xi(t), Vi(t))fi(Xi(t), Vi(t), t)dXi(t)dVi(t)

=

∫

T×R

φ(x, v)fi(x, v, t)dvdx, ∀φ ∈ C0(T× R), i = 1, 2.

(3.5)

Inspired by [27, 37], we estimate the quantity

Q(t) =:
1

2

∫

Ω×R

f0(x, v)
(
|X1(t)−X2(t)|2 + |V1(t)− V2(t)|2

)
dvdx. (3.6)

For Ω = T, making use of (3.1), we can obtain after a complicated computation that

d

dt
Q(t) +

∫

T×R

ρ1(X1(t), t)f0(x, v)|V1(t)− V2(t)|2dvdx

=

∫

T×R

f0(x, v)
(
X1(t)−X2(t)

)(
V1(t)− V2(t)

)
dvdx

+

∫

T×R

f0(x, v)
(
V1(t)− V2(t)

)
(ρ1u1 − ρ2u2)(X1(t), t)dvdx

+

∫

T×R

f0(x, v)
(
V1(t)− V2(t)

)[
(ρ2u2)(X1(t), t) − (ρ2u2)(X2(t), t)

]
dvdx

+

∫

T×R

f0(x, v)
(
V1(t)− V2(t)

)(
ρ2(X2(t), t)− ρ2(X1(t), t)

)
V2(t)dvdx

+

∫

T×R

f0(x, v)
(
V1(t)− V2(t)

)
(ρ2 − ρ1)(X1(t), t)V2(t)dvdx

=:
5∑

i=1

I1i .

(3.7)
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The right-hand side terms of (3.7) can be estimated as follows. First, one has

I11 ≤ Q(t).

By (3.5), it holds

I12 =

∫

T×R

f0(x, v)
(
V1(t)− V2(t)

)[
ρ1(u1 − u2) + (ρ1 − ρ2)u2

]
(X1(t), t)dvdx

≤ 1

2

∫

T×R

f0(x, v)|V1(t)− V2(t)|2dvdx

+
1

2

∫

T×R

(
ρ21|u1 − u2|2 + |ρ1 − ρ2|2|u2|2

)
(X1(t), t)f0(x, v)dvdx

≤ Q(t) +
1

2

∫

T

(
ρ21|u1 − u2|2 + |ρ1 − ρ2|2|u2|2

)
(x, t)

( ∫

R

f1(x, v, t)dv
)
dx

≤ Q(t) +
1

2
‖
∫

R

f1(·, v, t)dv‖L∞

(

‖ρ1(t)‖L∞‖(√ρ1(u1 − u2)
)

(t)‖2L2

+‖u2(t)‖2L∞‖(ρ1 − ρ2)(t)‖2L2

)

.

For the term I13 , we have

I13 ≤ ‖(ρ2u2)x(t)‖L∞

∫

T×R

f0(x, v)|V1(t)− V2(t)||X1(t)−X2(t)|dvdx

≤
(

‖ρ2(t)‖L∞‖(u2)x(t)‖L∞ + ‖(ρ2)x(t)‖L∞‖u2(t)‖L∞

)

Q(t).

We estimate the term I14 as

I14 ≤ ‖(ρ2)x(t)‖L∞

∫

T×R

f0(x, v)|V1(t)− V2(t)||X1(t)−X2(t)||V2(t)|dvdx

≤ R1‖(ρ2)x(t)‖L∞Q(t),

where in the last inequality we have used the following fact for i = 1, 2:

f0(x, v)|Vi(t)| ≤
(

e−ρ−t|v|+ ρ+

∫ t

0

e−ρ−s|ui(x, t)|ds
)

f0(x, v) ≤ R1f0(x, v), (3.8)

derived from (1.6)2, (1.8), (2.34), (2.88) and (3.1). By (3.5) and (3.8), it also holds

I15 ≤ 1

2

∫

T×R

f0(x, v)|V1(t)− V2(t)|2|V2(t)|dvdx

+
1

2

∫

T×R

|(ρ1 − ρ2)(X1(t), t)|2|V2(t)|f0(x, v)dvdx

≤ R1Q(t) +
R1

2
‖
∫

R

f1(·, v, t)dv‖L∞‖(ρ1 − ρ2)(t)‖2L2 .

Substituting the above estimates of I1i , 1, ..., 5, into (3.7), and employing (1.7)-(1.8), we have

d

dt
Q(t) ≤ CT

(
1 + ‖(u2)x(t)‖L∞

)
Q(t)

+ CT
(

‖(√ρ1(u1 − u2)
)

(t)‖2L2 + ‖(ρ1 − ρ2)(t)‖2L2

)

.
(3.9)
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Next, we turn to estimate (ρ1 − ρ2, u1 − u2). With loss of generalization, we prove the case β = 0. It

is easy to verify

(ρ1 − ρ2)t + (ρ1)x(u1 − u2) + ρ1(u1 − u2)x + (u2(ρ1 − ρ2))x = 0, (3.10)

ρ1(u1 − u2)t + ρ1u1(u1 − u2)x − 2(u1 − u2)xx + ρ1(u1 − u2)

∫

R

f1dv

= −(ργ1 − ργ2 )x − ρ1(u1 − u2)(u2)x − (ρ1 − ρ2)((u2)t + u2(u2)x)

+

∫

R

(ρ1 − ρ2)(v − u2)f1dv +

∫

R

ρ2(v − u2)(f1 − f2)dv. (3.11)

Multiplying (3.10) by (ρ1 − ρ2), integrating the resulted equation by parts over T, and using (1.7)-(1.8),

we have

1

2

d

dt
‖(ρ1 − ρ2)(t)‖2L2

≤ CT
(
1 + ‖(u2)x(t)‖L∞

)(
‖(ρ1 − ρ2)(t)‖2L2 + ‖(√ρ1(u1 − u2)

)

(t)‖L2

)

+
1

100
‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖2L2 .

(3.12)

In addition, we multiply (3.11) by (u1−u2) and integrate the resulted equation by parts over T to obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖
(√
ρ1(u1 − u2)

)
(t)‖2L2 + 2‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖2L2 + ‖

(√
ρ1f1(u1 − u2)

)
(t)‖2L2

≤ ‖(u2)x(t)‖L∞‖√ρ1(u1 − u2)(t)‖2L2 + ‖(ργ1 − ργ2 )(t)‖L2‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖L2

+ ‖((u2)t + u2(u2)x)(t)‖L2‖(ρ1 − ρ2)(t)‖L2‖(u1 − u2)(t)‖L∞

+ ‖(ρ1 − ρ2)(t)‖L2‖(u1 − u2)(t)‖L∞‖
∫

R

(v − u2(·, t))f1(·, v, t)dv‖L2

+

∫

T×R

ρ2(x, t)
(

v − u2(x, t)
)

(u1 − u2)(x, t)(f1 − f2)(x, v, t)dvdx

=: ‖(u2)x(t)‖L∞‖√ρ1(u1 − u2)(t)‖2L2 +

4∑

i=1

I2i .

(3.13)

One can show

I21 ≤ C‖(ρ1 − ρ2)(t)‖2L2 +
1

100
‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖2L2 .

For I22 , we have

I22 ≤ C
(
1 + ‖(u2)t(t)‖2L2

)(
‖(√ρ1(u1 − u2)

)

(t)‖2L2 + ‖(ρ1 − ρ2)(t)‖2L2

)

+
1

100
‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖2L2 ,

where we have used (1.7)-(1.8), the Young’s inequality and the fact

‖(u1 − u2)(t)‖L∞ ≤ Cρ
− 1

4
− ‖

(√
ρ1(u1 − u2)

)
(t)‖

1
2

L2‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖
1
2

L2 . (3.14)

Similarly, by (1.7) and (3.14), one has

I23 ≤ C
(

‖(√ρ1(u1 − u2)
)

(t)‖2L2 + ‖(ρ1 − ρ2)(t)‖2L2

)

+
1

100
‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖2L2 .
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With the help of (3.5), we obtain

∫

T×R

ρ2(x, t)
(
v − u2(x, t)

)
(u1 − u2)(x, t)f1(x, v, t)dvdx

=

∫

T×R

ρ2(X1(t), t)
(
V1(t)− u2(X1(t), t)

)
(u1 − u2)(X1(t), t)f0(x, v)dvdx,

(3.15)

and similarly,

∫

T×R

ρ2(x, t)
(
v − u2(x, t)

)
(u1 − u2)(x, t)f2(x, v, t)dvdx

=

∫

T×R

ρ2(X2(t), t)
(
V2(t)− u2(X2(t), t)

)
(u1 − u2)(X2(t), t)f0(x, v)dvdx.

(3.16)

By (3.15)-(3.16), the last term I24 on the right-hand side of (3.13) can be estimated as follows:

I24 =

∫

T×R

[
(ρ2u2)(X2(t), t)− (ρ2u2)(X1(t), t)

]
(u1 − u2)(X1(t), t)f0(x, v)dvdx

+

∫

T×R

(
ρ2(X1(t), t) − ρ2(X2(t), t)

)
V2(t)(u1 − u2)(X1(t), t)f0(x, v)dvdx

+

∫

T×R

ρ2(X1(t), t)
(
V1(t)− V2(t)

)
(u1 − u2)(X1(t), t)f0(x, v)dvdx

+

∫

T×R

ρ2(X2(t), t)
(
V2(t)− u2(X2(t), t)

)[
(u1 − u2)(X1(t), t)

− (u1 − u2)(X2(t), t)
]
f0(x, v)dvdx

=:

4∑

i=1

I3i .

(3.17)

To estimate I31 , we obtain by (1.7)-(1.8) and (3.14) that

I31 ≤ ‖(ρ2u2)x(t)‖L∞‖(u1 − u2)(t)‖L∞

∫

T×R

|X1(t)−X2(t)|f0(x, v)dvdx

≤ CT
(
1 + ‖(u2)x(t)‖2L∞

)(
Q(t) + ‖(√ρ1(u1 − u2)

)

(t)‖2L2

)

+
1

100
‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖2L2 .

Similarly, one can derive by (1.7)-(1.8), (3.8) and (3.14) that

I32 ≤ ‖(ρ2)x(t)‖L∞‖(u1 − u2)(t)‖L∞

∫

T×R

|X1(t)−X2(t)||V2(t)|f0(x, v)dvdx

≤ Q(t) + CT ‖
(√
ρ1(u1 − u2)

)
(t)‖2L2 +

1

100
‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖2L2 ,

and

I33 ≤ ‖ρ2(t)‖L∞‖(u1 − u2)(t)‖L∞

∫

T×R

|V1(t)− V2(t)|f0(x, v)dvdx

≤ Q(t) + CT ‖
(√
ρ1(u1 − u2)

)
(t)‖2L2 +

1

100
‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖2L2 .
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It follows from (1.7)-(1.8), (3.8) and (3.22) in Lemma 3.2 below that

I34 ≤ C

∫

T×R

sup
r∈(0,1)

1

2r

(

∫ X1(t)+r

X1(t)−r

+

∫ X2(t)+r

X2(t)−r

)

|(u1 − u2)z(z, t)|dz

×(|V2(t) + |u2(X2(t), t)|
)|X1(t)−X2(t)|f0(x, v)dvdx

≤ CTQ
1
2 (t)

( ∫

T×R

(

sup
r∈(0,1)

1

2r

∫ X1(t)+r

X1(t)−r

|(u1 − u2)z(z, t)|dz
)2
f0(x, v)dvdx

) 1
2

+ CTQ
1
2 (t)

( ∫

T×R

(

sup
r∈(0,1)

1

2r

∫ X2(t)+r

X2(t)−r

|(u1 − u2)z(z, t)|dz
)2
f0(x, v)dvdx

) 1
2

.

(3.18)

Making use of (1.7), (3.5) and (3.21) in Lemma 3.1 below, we can obtain

∫

T×R

(

sup
r∈(0,1)

1

2r

∫ X1(t)+r

X1(t)−r

|(u1 − u2)z(z, t)|dz
)2
f0(x, v)dvdx

=

∫

T×R

(

sup
r∈(0,1)

1

2r

∫ x+r

x−r

|(u1 − u2)z(z, t)|dz
)2
f1(x, v, t)dvdx

≤ C‖
∫

R

f1(·, v, t)dv‖L∞

∥∥∥ sup
r∈(0,1)

1

2r

∫ x+r

x−r

|(u1 − u2)z(z, t)|dz
∥∥∥
2

L2

≤ CT ‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖2L2 ,

(3.19)

and similarly,

∫

T×R

(

sup
r∈(0,1)

1

2r

∫ X2(t)+r

X2(t)−r

|(u1 − u2)z(z, t)|dz
)2
f0(x, v)dvdx

≤ CT ‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖2L2 .

(3.20)

The combination of (3.18)-(3.20) leads to

I34 ≤ CTQ
1
2 (t)‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖L2 ≤ CTQ(t) +

1

100
‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖2L2 .

Substituting the estimates of I3i , i = 1, ..., 4, into (3.17), we obtain

I24 ≤ CT
(
1 + ‖(u2)x(t)‖2L∞

)(
Q(t) + ‖(√ρ1(u1 − u2)

)

(t)‖2L2

)

+
1

100
‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖2L2 .

Substituting the estimates of I2i , i = 1, ..., 4, into (3.13), and adding the resulted inequality, (3.9) and

(3.12) together, we have

d

dt

(

Q(t) + ‖(√ρ1(u1 − u2)
)

(t)‖2L2 + ‖(ρ1 − ρ2)(t)‖2L2

)

+ ‖(u1 − u2)x(t)‖2L2

≤ CT
(
1 + ‖(u2)x(t)‖2L∞ + ‖(u2)t(t)‖2L2

)(
Q(t) + ‖(√ρ1(u1 − u2)

)

(t)‖2L2 + ‖(ρ1 − ρ2)(t)‖2L2

)

.

Thus, one deduces by the Grönwall’s inequality, (1.7), the fact Q(0) = 0 and Lemma 3.2 below that

(ρ1, u1, f1) = (ρ2, u2, f2), a.e. in T× R× (0, T ).

The proof of Proposition 3.1 is completed.
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Lemma 3.1 ([2, 27, 41]). Let Ω = T or R. For any g ∈ L2(Ω), it holds

∥∥∥ sup
r∈(0,1)

1

2r

∫ x+r

x−r

|g(z)|dz
∥∥∥
L2

≤ C‖g‖L2, (3.21)

If assume further gx ∈ L2(Ω), then for a.e. x, y ∈ Ω, we have

|g(x) − g(y)| ≤ C|x− y|
(

sup
r∈(0,1)

1

2r

∫ x+r

x−r

|gz(z)|dz + sup
r∈(0,1)

1

2r

∫ y+r

y−r

|gz(z)|dz
)
. (3.22)

Lemma 3.2 ([37]). Let Ω = T or R, and Q(t) be defined through (3.6). Then Q(t) = 0 implies f1 = f2

a.e. in Ω× R× (0, t).

Similarly, we can prove

Proposition 3.2. Let Ω = R and T > 0. Assume that the initial data (ρ0, u0, f0) satisfies (1.13). If

(ρ1, u1, f1) and (ρ2, u2, f2) are two solutions to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) satisfying (1.14)-(1.15) on R×R×[0, T ]

with the same initial data (ρ0, u0, f0), then it holds (ρ1, u1, f1) = (ρ2, u2, f2) a.e. in R× R× (0, T ).

4 Appendix A: Local well-posedness

In this Appendix, we prove the local well-posednes of strong solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) for spatial

periodic domain, and similar arguments can be applied to the case of spatial real line.

Lemma 4.1. Let Ω = T. Suppose that the initial data (ρ0, u0, f0) satisfies




inf
x∈T

ρ0(x) > 0, ρ0 ∈ H2(T), u0 ∈ H2(T),

0 ≤ f0 ∈ C1(T× R), Suppvf0(x, ·) ⊂ {v ∈ R
∣∣ |v| ≤ R0}, x ∈ T,

(4.1)

where R0 > 0 is a constant. Then there is a time T∗ > 0 such that the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) admits a unique

strong solution satisfying





inf
(x,t)∈T×[0,T∗]

ρ(x, t) > 0, ρ ∈ C([0, T∗];H
2(T)),

u ∈ C([0, T∗];H
2(T)) ∩ L2(0, T∗;H

3(T)),

0 ≤ f ∈ C([0, T∗];C
1(T× R)),

Suppvf(x, ·, t) ⊂ {v ∈ R
∣∣ |v| ≤ R0 + 1}, (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T∗].

(4.2)

Proof. Step 1: Construction of approximate sequence. The iteration scheme for the approximate solu-

tions (ρn+1, un+1, fn+1), n ≥ 0, is defined by solving the following equations:




(ρn+1)t + (unρn+1)x = 0,

(un+1)t −
1

ρn
(µ(ρn)(un+1)x)x = −un(un)x − γ(ρn)γ−2(ρn)x −

∫

R

(un − v)fndv,

(fn+1)t + v(fn+1)x + (ρn(un − v)fn+1)v = 0, (x, v) ∈ T× R, t > 0,

(4.3)
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with the initial data

(ρn+1(x, 0), un+1(x, 0), fn+1(x, v, 0)) = (ρ0(x), u0(x), f0(x, v)), (x, v) ∈ T× R. (4.4)

Define the work space

W(T ) =:
{
(ρ, u, f)

∣∣ (ρ, u) ∈ C([0, T ];H2(T)), 0 ≤ f ∈ C([0, T ];C1(T× R)),

1

2
ρ0− ≤ ρ(x, t) ≤ 2ρ0+, (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T ],

Suppvf
n(x, ·, t) ⊂ {v ∈ R

∣∣ |v| ≤ R0 + 1}, (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T ],

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖(ρ, u)(t)‖2H2 + ‖f(t)‖C1

)
+

1

2ρ0+
‖ux‖2L2(0,T ;H2) ≤ 2E0 + 1.

}
,

where ρ0+ > 0, ρ0− > 0 and E0 > 0 are constants given by

ρ0− =: inf
x∈T

ρ0(x), ρ0+ =: sup
x∈T

ρ0(x), E0 =: ‖(ρ0, u0)‖2H2 + ‖f0‖C1 .

Set (ρ0, u0, f0) =: (ρ0, u0, f0). Suppose

(ρn, un, fn) ∈ W(T0), (4.5)

for some time T0 > 0. By the standard theory of linear O.D.E. systems [31], for given un ∈ C([0, T0];H
2(T)) →֒

C([0, T0];C
1(T)), there is a unique particle path X x,t

n (s) for any (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T0] defined by





d

ds
X x,t
n (s) = un(X x,t

n (s), s), s ∈ [0, t],

X x,t
n (t) = x.

Thus, the linear transport equation (4.3)1 can be solved by

ρn+1(x, t) = e−
∫

t

0
(un)x(X

x,t
n (s),s)dsρ0(X x,t

n (0)). (4.6)

Similarly, for given (ρn, un) ∈ C([0, T0];H
2(T)) →֒ C([0, T0];C

1(T)), we can define uniquely the bi-

characteristic curves





d

ds
Xx,v,t
n (s) = V x,v,tn (s), s ∈ [0, t],

Xx,v,t
n (t) = x,

d

ds
V x,v,tn (s) = ρn(Xx,v,t

n (s), s)
(
un(Xx,v,t

n (s), s)− V x,v,tn (s)
)
, s ∈ [0, t],

V x,v,tn (t) = v,

(4.7)

for any (x, v, t) ∈ T × R × [0, T0], so that the solution fn+1 for the linear transport equation (4.3)3 can

be represented by

fn+1(x, v, t) = e
∫

t

0
ρn(Xx,v,t

n (s),s)dsf0(X
x,v,t
n (0), V x,v,tn (0)) ≥ 0. (4.8)
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Finally, by the standard theorem of linear parabolic equations [36, 43], (4.3)2 admits a unique solution

un+1 ∈ C([0, T0];H
2(T)) ∩ L2(0, T0;H

3(T)).

Step 2: Uniform estimates. We claim that there is a time T0 > 0 such that for each n ≥ 0, if

(ρn, un, fn) satisfies (4.5), then it is also true for (ρn+1, un+1, fn+1). Indeed, by (4.5)-(4.6), one has

0 < e−NE
1
2
0 T0ρ0− ≤ ρn+1(x, t) ≤ eNE

1
2
0 T0ρ0+, (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T0], (4.9)

where N > 0 denotes a a suitably large constant depending only on ρ0+, ρ0− and R0. In addition, the

equation (4.3)1 implies

∂t

2∑

i=0

∂ixρ
n+1 + un

2∑

i=0

∂i+1
x ρn+1

= −
2∑

i=0

∂ix(ρ
n+1(un)x)− (un)x(ρ

n+1)x − 2(un)x(ρ
n+1)xx − (un)xx(ρ

n+1)x.

(4.10)

We multiply (4.10) by
∑2

i=0 ∂
i
xρ
n+1 and integrate the resulted equation by parts over T to get

1

2

d

dt
‖ρn+1(t)‖2H2

≤ 1

2
‖(un)x(t)‖L∞‖ρn+1(t)‖2H2 +N‖(ρn+1(un)x)(t)‖H2‖ρn+1(t)‖H2

≤ N‖(un)x(t)‖H2‖ρn+1(t)‖2H2 .

(4.11)

Thus, it follows from (4.5), (4.11) and the Grönwall’s inequality that

sup
t∈[0,T0]

‖ρn+1(t)‖2H2 ≤ eN‖(un)x‖L1(0,T ;H2)‖ρ0‖2H2 ≤ eNE
1
2
0 T

1
2
0 ‖ρ0‖2H2 . (4.12)

We are ready to estimate un+1. By (4.3)2 and (4.5), it is easy to obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖un+1(t)‖2H1 +

1

2ρ0+
‖(un+1)x(t)‖2H1

≤ N
(
E

1
2
0 ‖(un+1)x(t)‖L2‖un+1(t)‖L2 + (E

1
2
0 + 1)E

1
2
0 ‖un+1(t)‖L2

)
.

(4.13)

Then we differentiate (1.1)2 with respect to x to have

(un+1)xt −
µ(ρn)

ρn
(un+1)xxx = (

µ′(ρn)

ρn
(ρn)x(u

n+1)x)x + (
µ(ρn)

ρn
)x(u

n+1)xx

+
(
− un(un)x − γ(ρn)γ−2(ρn)x −

∫

R

(un − v)fndv
)
x
.

(4.14)

Multiplying (4.14) by −(un+1)xxx, integrating the resulted equation by parts over T, and making use of

(4.5), we derive

1

2

d

dt
‖(un+1)xx(t)‖2L2 +

1

2ρ0+
‖(un+1)xxx(t)‖2L2

≤ N
(
‖(ρn)x(t)‖L∞‖(un+1)xx(t)‖L2 + ‖(ρn)xx(t)‖L2‖(un+1)x(t)‖L∞ + ‖un(t)‖H1‖(un)x(t)‖H1

+ ‖(ρn)x(t)‖H1 +
(
1 + ‖un(t)‖H1

)
‖
∫

R

(1 + |v|)fn(x, ·, t)dv‖H1

)
‖(un+1)xxx(t)‖L2

≤ 1

4ρ0+
‖(un+1)xxx(t)‖2L2 +NE0‖un+1(t)‖2H2 +N(1 + E0)E0,
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which together with (4.13) gives rise to

sup
t∈[0,T0]

‖un+1(t)‖2H2 +
1

2ρ0+
‖(un+1)x‖2L2(0,T0;H2)

≤ eNE0T0
(
‖u0‖2H2 +N(1 + E0)E0T0

)
.

(4.15)

To estimate fn+1, we obtain by (4.7) that

v = e−
∫

t

0
ρn(Xx,v,t

n (τ),τ)dτV x,v,tn (0) +

∫ t

0

e−
∫

t

τ
ρn(Xx,v,t

n (ω),ω)dωρnun(Xx,v,t
n (τ), τ)dτ. (4.16)

It follows from (4.1)2, (4.5), (4.8) and (4.16) for any (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T0] that

sup
{v∈R | fn+1(x,v,t) 6=0}

|v| ≤ R0 + 2ρ0+‖un‖L∞(0,T0;L∞)T0 ≤ R0 +NE
1
2
0 T0, (4.17)

from which we get

Suppvf
n+1(x, ·, t) ⊂ {v ∈ R

∣∣ |v| ≤ R0 +NE0T0}, (x, t) ∈ T× [0, T0]. (4.18)

Similarly to (2.51)-(2.55), one has by a direct computation that

sup
t∈[0,T0]

‖fn+1(t)‖C1 ≤ eNE
1
2
0 T0

(
‖f0‖C1 +N(1 + E

1
2
0 )E

1
2
0 T0

)
. (4.19)

Choose 



M0 =: N max
{
(1 + E0)E0, (1 + E

1
2
0 )E

1
2
0

}
,

T0 =: min
{ log 2

NM0
,
(log 2)2

N2M2
0

,
1

2NM0

}
.

(4.20)

Then by the previous estimates (4.8)-(4.9), (4.12), (4.15) and (4.18)-(4.19), we conclude that for each n ≥
0, the strong solution (ρn+1, un+1, fn+1) to the IVP (4.3)-(4.4) belongs to W(T0) as long as (ρn, un, fn)

satisfies (4.5). By repeating the procedure used above, we can obtain an approximate sequence (ρn, un, fn)

satisfying the uniform estimates in W(T0).

Step 3: Compactness and convergence. Let M0 > 0 and T0 > 0 be given by (4.20). We aim to prove

the convergence of the approximate sequence (ρn, un, fn) to the corresponding strong solution of the

original IVP (1.1)-(1.4). Since (ρn, un, fn) is uniformly bounded in W(T0), one can show after a tedious

computation that

sup
τ∈[0,t]

(
‖(ρn+1 − ρn, un+1 − un)(τ)‖2H1 + ‖(fn+1 − fn)(τ)‖C0

)
+ ‖(un+1 − un)x‖2L2(0,t;H1)

≤ N∗M0t sup
τ∈[0,t]

(
‖(ρn − ρn−1, un − un−1)(τ)‖2H1 + ‖(fn − fn−1)(τ)‖C0

)
, t ∈ [0, T0],

where N∗ > 0 is a constant depending only on ρ0+, ρ0− and R0. Choosing

T∗ = min
{ 1

2N∗M0
, T0

}
,
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we have

∞∑

n=0

sup
τ∈[0,T∗]

(
‖(ρn+1 − ρn, un+1 − un)(τ)‖2H1 + ‖(fn+1 − fn)(τ)‖C0

)

≤
∞∑

n=0

1

2n
sup

τ∈[0,T∗]

(
‖(ρ1 − ρ0, u1 − u0)(τ)‖2H1 + ‖(f1 − f0)(τ)‖C0

)
<∞,

which implies that there is a limit (ρ, u, f) so that as n→ ∞, it holds




(ρn, un) → (ρ, u) in L∞(0, T∗;H

1(T)) × L∞(0, T∗;H
1(T)),

fn → f in L∞(0, T∗;C
0(T× R)).

(4.21)

Due to the estimates of (ρn, un, fn) uniformly in n ≥ 0, as n → ∞, it holds up to a subsequence (still

denoted by (ρn, un, fn)) that




(ρn, fn)

∗
⇀ (ρ, f) in L∞(0, T∗;H

2(T))× L∞(0, T∗;W
1,∞(T× R)),

un ⇀ u in L2(0, T∗;H
3(T)).

(4.22)

Thus, we can pass to the limit n→ ∞ for the equations (4.3) in the sense of distributions and prove that

(ρ, u, f) is indeed a strong solution to the IVP (1.1)-(4.4) on T× R× [0, T∗].

In addition, applying the theory of renormalized solutions in [22], we have ρ ∈ C([0, T∗];H
1(T)). By

(1.1)2, (4.21)-(4.22) and the uniform estimate of (ρn, un, fn), one can show ut ∈ L2(0, T∗;H
1(T)), and

therefore u ∈ C([0, T∗];H
2(T)) follows from u ∈ L2(0, T∗;H

3(T)) ∩ H1(0, T∗;H
1(T)). Moreover, with

the help of (ρ, u) ∈ C([0, T∗];H
2(T)) →֒ C([0, T∗];C

1(T)), it is easy to verify the C1-regularity of the bi-

characteristic curves (Xx,v,t(s), V x,v,t(s)) defined by (2.26) with respect to (x, v) ∈ T×R, which together

with (2.28) implies f ∈ C([0, T∗];C
1(T × R)). According to Proposition 3.1, the strong solution (ρ, u, f)

is unique. The proof of Lemma 4.1 is completed.

Similarly, we have

Lemma 4.2. Let Ω = R. Suppose that the initial data (ρ0, u0, f0) satisfies





inf
x∈R

ρ0(x) > 0, ρ0 − ρ̃ ∈ H2(R), u0 ∈ H2(R),

0 ≤ f0 ∈ L1 ∩ L∞ ∩H1 ∩ C1(R× R), Suppvf0(x, ·) ⊂ {v ∈ R
∣∣ |v| ≤ R̃0}, x ∈ R,

where ρ̃ > 0 and R̃0 > 0 are two constants. Then there is a time T∗∗ > 0 such that the IVP (1.1)-(1.4)

admits a unique strong solution satisfying




inf
(x,t)∈R×[0,T∗∗]

ρ(x, t) > 0, ρ− ρ̃ ∈ C([0, T∗∗];H
2(R)),

u ∈ C([0, T∗∗];H
2(R)) ∩ L2(0, T∗∗;H

3(R)),

0 ≤ f ∈ C([0, T∗∗];L
1 ∩H1 ∩ C1(R× R)) ∩ L∞(0, T∗∗, L

∞(R× R)),

Suppvf(x, ·, t) ⊂ {v ∈ R
∣∣ |v| ≤ R̃0 + 1}, (x, t) ∈ R× [0, T∗∗].
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5 Appendix B: exponential time-decay rate

In this Section, we establish the a-priori estimates of ρ uniformly in time and dynamical behaviors

of the spatial periodic solution (ρ, u, f) to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) to the corresponding equilibrium state

(ρ0, us, nδ(v−us)) in the terms of the relative entropy, where the constants ρ0 and us are given by (1.12).

First, we recall the definition of Wasserstein distance [44] as follows:

Definition 5.1. Let f1, f2 be two Borel probability measures on X = T×R. For p ≥ 1, the Wasserstein

distance of order p between f1 and f2 is defined by the formula

Wp(f1, f2) =: ( inf
̟∈Γ(f1,f2)

∫

X×X

|z − z′|pd̟(z, z′))
1
p ,

where Γ(f1, f2) denotes the collection of all measures on X×X with first and second marginal respectively

equal to f1 and f2. By the Monge-Kantorovitch duality, the Wasserstein distance of order 1 can be

represented equivalently by the formula

W1(f1, f2) = sup
{∫

X

φ(z)df1(z)−
∫

X

φ(z)df2(z) : ∀φ ∈ Lip(X), ‖∇φ‖L∞(X) ≤ 1
}
.

Introduce the relative entropy and corresponding dissipation rate:





E(t) =:

∫

T

(1
2
ρ|u−m1|2 +Πγ(ρ|ρ0)

)
(x, t)dx +

∫

T×R

1

2
|v −m2(t)|2f(x, v, t)dvdx

+
ρ0 n0

2(n0 + ρ0)
|(m2 −m1)(t)|2,

D(t) =:

∫

T

(µ(ρ)|ux|2)(x, t)dx +

∫

T×R

ρ(x, t)|u(x, t) − v|2f(x, v, t)dvdx.

(5.1)

where m1(t) and Πγ(ρ|ρ0) are denoted by (2.71), and m2(t) is given by

m2(t) =:
nw(t)

n0
.

We have the relative energy equality:

Lemma 5.1. Let (ρ, u, f) be the global solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) given by Theorem 1.1. Then,

under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, it holds

d

dt
E(t) +D(t) = 0. (5.2)
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Proof. Multiplying (2.81) by (u−m1) and integrating the resulted equation by parts over T, we obtain

1

2

d

dt

∫

T

(
ρ|u−m1|2

)
(x, t)dx +

∫

T

(µ(ρ)|ux|2)(x, t)dx

= −
∫

T

[(ργ − ρ0
γ)x(u−m1)](x, t)dx −

∫

T

[ρn(u− w)(u −m1)](x, t)dx

+
1

ρ0

∫

T

[ρn(u− w)](x, t)dx

∫

T

[ρ(u −m1)](x, t)dx

=

∫

T

(ργux)(x, t)dx −
∫

T

[ρn(u− w)(u −m1)](x, t)dx,

(5.3)

where we have used the fact ∫

T

[ρ(u −m1)](x, t)dx = 0.

We get after a direct computation that

d

dt

∫

T

Πγ(ρ|ρ0)(x, t)dx =
d

dt

∫

T

ργ(x, t)

γ − 1
dx = −

∫

T

(ργux)(x, t)dx. (5.4)

Since it holds

d

dt
m2(t) =

1

n0

d

dt

∫

T×R

vf(x, v, t)dvdx =
1

n0

∫

T×R

[ρn(u− w)](x, t)dx, (5.5)

and

∫

T×R

(v −m2(t))f(x, v, t)dvdx = 0, (5.6)

multiplying the Vlasov equation (1.1)3 by 1
2 |v−m2|2 and integrating the resulted equation by parts over

T× R, we have

d

dt

∫

T×R

1

2
|v −m2(t)|2f(x, v, t)dvdx

=

∫

T×R

1

2
|v −m2(t)|2ft(x, v, t)dvdx +

∫

T×R

(v −m2(t))(m2(t))tf(x, v, t)dvdx

=

∫

T×R

1

2
|v −m2(t)|2

[
− vfx − (ρ(u− v)f)v

]
(x, v, t)dvdx

+
1

n0

∫

T

[ρn(u− w)](x, t)dx

∫

T×R

(v −m2(t))f(x, v, t)dvdx

=

∫

T×R

ρ(x, t)(u(x, t) − v)(v −m2(t))f(x, v, t)dvdx

= −
∫

T×R

ρ(x, t)|u(x, t) − v|2f(x, v, t)dvdx +

∫

T

[ρn(u− w)(u −m2)](x, t)dx.

(5.7)

By virtue of (2.1)2, (2.80) and (5.5), one can show

d

dt

( ρ0 n0

2(n0 + ρ0)
|(m2 −m1)(t)|2

)
= (m2 −m1)(t)

∫

T

[ρn(u− w)](x, t)dx. (5.8)

Adding (5.3), (5.4), (5.7) and (5.8) together, we can obtain (5.2).
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In order to find the desired dissipative information associated with ρ, we need

Lemma 5.2. Let T > 0, and (ρ, u, f) be one regular solution to the IVP (1.1)-(1.4) for t ∈ [0, T ]. Then,

under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, it holds

|
∫

T

[ρ(u−m1)J (ρ− ρ0)](x, t)dx| ≤ c1(‖
(√
ρ(u−m1)

)
(t)‖2L2 + ‖Πγ(ρ|ρ0)(t)‖L1), (5.9)

d

dt

∫

T

[ρ(u−m1)J (ρ− ρ0)](x, t)dx ≥ c0‖Πγ(ρ|ρ0)(t)‖L1 − c1(‖ux(t)‖2L2 + ‖
(√

ρf(u− v)
)
(t)‖2L2), (5.10)

where ci > 0, i = 1, 2, are two positive constants only depending on ρ0 and ρ+, and the operator J is

defined by (2.6).

Proof. One deduce from the Young’s inequality, (2.1) and (2.7) that

|
∫

T

[ρ(u−m1)J (ρ− ρ0)](x, t)dx| ≤
1

2
(‖
(√
ρ(u −m1)

)
(t)‖2L2 + ‖ρ(t)‖L1‖J (ρ− ρ0)(t)‖2L∞)

≤ 1

2
(‖
(√
ρ(u−m1)

)
(t)‖2L2 + ρ0‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖2L2).

(5.11)

Due to (2.102) and (2.5), it holds




‖Πγ(ρ|ρ0)(t)‖L1 ≥ min {γ
2
(ρ+ + ρ0)

γ−2, ρ0
γ−2}‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖2L2 ,

‖Πγ(ρ|ρ0)(t)‖L1 ≤ max {γ
2
(ρ+ + ρ0)

γ−2, ρ0
γ−2}‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖2L2 ,

(5.12)

which together with (5.11) implies (5.9) directly.

We are going to estimate (5.10). It follows from (1.1)1, (2.8) and (2.71) that

(J (ρ− ρ0))t = −J ((ρu)x) = ρu− ρu = −ρ(u−m1)− (ρ− ρ0)m1. (5.13)

Since it holds J (ρ− ρ0)(1) = J (ρ− ρ0)(0), we deduce by the equations (2.81) and (5.13) and integration

by parts that

d

dt

∫

T

[ρ(u−m1)J (ρ− ρ0)](x, t)dx

=

∫

T

[(ργ − ρ0
γ)(ρ− ρ0)](x, t)dx −

∫

T

[ρ0ρ|u−m1|2 + µ(ρ)ux(ρ− ρ0)](x, t)dx

+

∫

T

J (ρ− ρ0)(x, t)
(
− [ρn(u− w)](x, t) +

ρ(x, t)

ρ0

∫

T

[ρn(u− w)](y, t)dy
)
dx.

(5.14)

To estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (5.14), by (2.1)1, we infer

∫

T

[(ργ − ρ0
γ)(ρ− ρ0)](x, t)dx =

∫

T

(
|ρ− ρ0|2

ργ − ρ0
γ

ρ− ρ0

)
(x, t)dx ≥ γ(ρ0)

γ−1‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖2L2 . (5.15)

One can show

|
∫

T

[ρ0ρ|u−m1|2 + µ(ρ)ux(ρ− ρ0)](x, t)dx|

≤ ρ0
2‖(u−m1)(t)‖2L∞ + µ(ρ+)‖ux(t)‖L2‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖L2

≤ γ(ρ0)
γ−1

4
‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖2L2 + (

µ2(ρ+)

γ(ρ0)γ−1
+ ρ0

2)‖ux(t)‖2L2 ,

(5.16)
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where we have used (2.5)2 and (2.75). It also follows from (2.1), (2.5) and (2.7) that

∣∣∣
∫

T

J (ρ− ρ0)(x, t)
(
− [ρn(u− w)](x, t) +

ρ(x, t)

ρ0

∫

T

[ρn(u− w)](y, t)dy
)
dx

∣∣∣

≤ ‖J (ρ− ρ0)(t)‖L∞‖
(
ρf(u− v)

)
(t)‖L1

≤ 2ρ
1
2
+‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖L1‖f(t)‖

1
2

L1‖
(√

ρf(u− v)
)
(t)‖L2

≤ γ(ρ0)
γ−1

4
‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖2L2 +

4ρ+n0

γ(ρ0)γ−1
‖
(√

ρf(u − v)
)
(t)‖2L2 .

(5.17)

Substituting (5.15)-(5.16), (5.17) into (5.14) and making use of (5.12), we gain (5.10).

Proof of Theorem 1.2 on exponential time-decay rate: Let E(t) and D(t) be given by (5.1).

For any α > 0, define





Eα(t) =: E(t)− α

∫

T

[ρ(u−m1)J (ρ− ρ0)](x, t)dx,

Dα(t) =: D(t) + α
d

dt

∫

T

[ρ(u −m1)J (ρ− ρ0)](x, t)dx.

(5.18)

Thus, it follows from (5.2) that

d

dt
Eα(t) +Dα(t) = 0. (5.19)

Making use of (5.9), one has

(1− c1α)E(t) ≤ Eα(t) ≤ (1 + c1α)E(t). (5.20)

We also deduce from (5.6) and (2.78) that
∫

T×R

ρ(x, t)|u(x, t) − v|2f(x, v, t)dvdx

≥ ρ−

∫

T×R

|u(x, t)−m1(t) +m1(t)−m2(t) +m2(t)− v|2f(x, v, t)dvdx

= ρ−

∫

T×R

|u(x, t)−m1(t)|2f(x, v, t)dvdx + ρ−|(m1 −m2)(t)|2
∫

T×R

f(x, v, t)dvdx

+ ρ−

∫

T×R

|v −m2(t)|2f(x, v, t)dvdx + 2ρ−(m1 −m2)(t)

∫

T×R

(u(x, t)−m1(t))f(x, v, t)dvdx

+ 2ρ−

∫

T×R

(u(x, t)−m1(t))(m2(t)− v)f(x, v, t)dvdx,

which together with (2.1)2, (2.75) and the Young’s inequality leads to

‖
(√

ρf(u− v)
)
(t)‖2L2

≥ ρ−n0‖(u−m1)(t)‖2L∞ + ρ−n0|(m1 −m2)(t)|2 + ρ−‖
(
(v −m2)f

)
(t)‖2L2

− 2ρ−n0|(m1 −m2)(t)|‖(u −m1)(t)‖L∞ − 2ρ−n0
1
2 ‖

(
(v −m2)f

)
(t)‖L2‖(u−m1)(t)‖L∞

≥ −3ρ−n0‖ux(t)‖2L2 +
ρ−n0

2
|(m1 −m2)(t)|2 +

ρ−
2
‖
(
(v −m2)f

)
(t)‖2L2 .

(5.21)
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In accordance to (2.73), (5.10), and (5.21), there is a constant c3 > 0 independent of time T such that it

holds

Dα(t) ≥ αc0‖Πγ(ρ|ρ0)(t)‖L1

+ c3(1− c1α)
(
‖
(√
ρ(u−m1)

)
(t)‖2L2 + ‖

(
(v −m2)f

)
(t)‖2L2 + |(m1 −m2)(t)|2

)
.

(5.22)

Therefore, choosing α = 1
2c1

in (5.19), one can show by (5.19)-(5.20) and (5.22) that

Dα(t) ≥ λ1Eα(t),
d

dt
Eα(t) + λ1Eα(t) ≤ 0, λ1 =:

1

2
min{c0

c1
, c3}.

Applying the Grönwall’s inequality and making use of (5.12), (2.78) and (5.20), one obtains

‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖L2 + ‖(u−m1)(t)‖L2 + ‖
(√

f(v −m2)
)
(t)‖L2 + |(m1 −m2)(t)| ≤ Ce−

λ1
2 t. (5.23)

Moreover, by (2.87) and (5.23), it holds for any t ∈ [0, T ],

‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖C0 ≤ C‖(ρ− ρ0)(t)‖
1
2

L2‖ρx(t)‖
1
2

L2 ≤ Ce−
λ1
4 t. (5.24)

Since the conservation laws of mass and momentum implies

m1 =
1

ρ0
(ρ0u0 + n0w0 − n0m2),

we can get

|(m1 −m2)(t)| = |( 1
ρ0

(ρ0u0 + n0w0 − n0m2)−m2)(t)| =
ρ0 + n0

ρ0
|(m2 − us)(t)|, (5.25)

where the constant us is given by (1.12). The combination of (5.23) and (5.25) leads to

|(m1 − us)(t)|+ |(m2 − us)(t)| ≤ C|(m1 −m2)(t)| ≤ Ce−
λ1
2 t. (5.26)

For the fluid velocity u, we also apply (2.78) and (5.23) to have

‖(u− us)(t)‖L2 ≤ ‖(u−m1)(t)‖L2 + |(m1 − us)(t)|

≤ ρ
− 1

2
− ‖√ρ(u−m1)(t)‖L2 + |(m1 − us)(t)| ≤ Ce−

λ1
2 t.

(5.27)

To estimate f , one deduces from (5.23) and (5.27) that

‖
(√

f(v − us)
)
(t)‖L2 ≤ ‖

(√
f(v −m2)

)
(t)‖L2 + ‖f(t)‖

1
2

L1|(m2 − us)(t)| ≤ Ce−
λ1
2 t. (5.28)

And thanks to (1.5), (5.28) and the Hölder’s inequality, it holds

∫

T

(n|w − us|2)(x, t)dx =

∫

{n(x,t) 6=0}

|
∫
(v − us)f(x, v, t)dv|2

n(x, t)
dx

≤
∫

T×R

|v − us|2f(x, v, t)dvdx ≤ Ce−λ1t.

(5.29)

46



Then according to the Definition 5.1 and (5.28), we have

W1

(
f(t), (nδ(v − us))(t)

)

= sup
‖∇x,vψ‖L∞≤1

{∫

T×R

(
f(x, v, t)ψ(x, v)dvdx −

∫

T×R

ψ(x, v)δ(v − us)
) ∫

R

f(x, ṽ, t)dṽdvdx
}

= sup
‖∇x,vψ‖L∞≤1

{∫

T×R

f(x, v, t)(ψ(x, v) − ψ(x, us))dvdx
}

≤
∫

T×R

|v − us|f(x, v, t)dvdx

≤ ‖
(√

f(v − us)
)
(t)‖L2‖f(t)‖

1
2

L1 ≤ Ce−
λ1
2 t.

(5.30)

We show that the compact support of f in velocity concentrates at us exponentially in time. It is

easy to verify

us = e−
∫

t

0
ρ(Xx,v,t(ω),ω)dωus +

∫ t

0

e−
∫

t

τ
ρ(Xx,v,t(ω),ω)dωρ(Xx,v,t(τ), τ)usdτ,

which together with (2.29) leads to

v − us = e−
∫

t

0
ρ(Xx,v,t(τ),τ)dτ(V x,v,t(0)− us)

+

∫ t

0

e−
∫

t

τ
ρ(Xx,v,t(ω),ω)dω

(
ρ(u − us)

)
(Xx,v,t(τ), τ)dτ,

(5.31)

where the bi-characteristic curves (Xx,v,t(s), V x,v,t(s)) are given by (2.26). By (5.26)-(5.27) and the

Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality, one can show

‖(u− us)(t)‖L∞ ≤ ‖(u− u)(t)‖L∞ + |(u − us)(t)|

≤ C‖(u − u)(t)‖
1
2

L2‖ux(t)‖
1
2

L2 + |
∫

T

(u− us)(x, t)dx|

≤ C(‖(u −m1)(t)‖L2 + |(m1 − u)(t)|) 1
2 ‖ux(t)‖

1
2

L2 + ‖(u− us)(t)‖L2

≤ Ce−
λ1
4 t‖ux(t)‖

1
2

L2 + Ce−
λ1
2 t.

(5.32)

It derives from (2.1)4, (2.28), (5.27), (5.31), (5.32) and the Hölder inequality for any (x, t) ∈ T × [0,∞)

that

sup
v∈Σ(x,t)

|v − us|

≤ e−ρ−t(|us|+R0) + C

∫ t

0

e−ρ−(t−τ)‖(u− us)(τ)‖L∞dτ

≤ e−ρ−t(|us|+R0) + C

∫ t

0

e−ρ−(t−τ)
(
e−

λ1
4 τ‖ux(τ)‖

1
2

L2 + e−
λ1
2 τ

)
dτ

≤ Ce−ρ−t + C‖ux‖
1
2

L2(0,t;L2)

( ∫ t

0

e−
4ρ−
3 (t−τ)e−

λ1
3 tdτ

) 3
4 + C

∫ t

0

e−ρ−(t−τ)e−
λ1
2 τdτ

≤ C(e−
ρ−
2 t + e−

λ1
8 t),

(5.33)
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where Σ(x, t) is given by (2.31) and one has used the fact for some constants a1 > 0 and a2 > 0 that

∫ t

0

e−a1(t−τ)e−a2τdτ ≤
∫ t

2

0

e−a1(t−τ)e−a2τdτ +

∫ t

t
2

e−a1(t−τ)e−a2τdτ

≤ 1

a2
e−

a1
2 t +

1

a1
e−

a2
2 t.

The combination of (5.24), (5.27), (5.28)-(5.30) and(5.33) leads to (1.11)3. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is

completed.
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[42] Straškraba I, Zlotnik A, Global properties of solutions to 1D-viscous compressible barotropic fluid equations

with density dependent viscosity, Z. Angew. Math. Phys. 54 (4) (2003) 593-607.

[43] A. Valli, An existence theorem for compressible viscous fluids, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (IV) 130 (1982) 197-213.

[44] Villani C. Optimal transport: old and new. Heidelberg: Springer-Vrlag, 2009.

50



[45] D. Wang, C. Yu, Global weak solution to the inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes-Vlasov equations, J. Differential

Equations 259 (8) (2015) 3976-4008.

[46] F.A. Williams, Spray combustion and atomization, Phys. of Fluids. 1 (6) (1958) 541-545.

[47] F.A. Williams, Combustion theory, 2nd edn., Benjamin Cummings, San Francisco, 1985.

[48] A. Zlotnik, Uniform estimates and stabilization of symmetric solutions of a system of quasilinear equations,

Differ. Equ. 36 (5) (2000) 701-716.

51


	1 Introduction
	2 The a-priori estimates and global existence
	2.1 Spatial periodic domain
	2.2 Spatial real line

	3 Uniqueness
	4 Appendix A: Local well-posedness
	5 Appendix B: exponential time-decay rate

