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Abstract

The stability of solutions under periodic perturbations for both inviscid and viscous
conservation laws is an interesting and important problem. In this paper, a large-amplitude
viscous shock under space-periodic perturbation for the isentropic Navier-Stokes equations
is considered. It is shown that if the initial perturbation around the shock is suitably small
and satisfies a zero-mass type condition (2.17), then the solution of the N-S equations tends
to the viscous shock with a shift, which is partially determined by the periodic oscilla-
tions. In other words, the viscous shock is nonlinearly stable even though the perturbation
oscillates at the far fields. The key point is to construct a suitable ansatz (0, @), which
carries the same oscillations of the solution (v, u) at the far fields, so that the difference
(v —0,u — @) belongs to the H%(R) space for all ¢ > 0.
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1 Introduction

The one-dimensional (1-d) compressible isentropic Navier-Stokes (N-S) equations in the
Lagrangian coordinates read

{@v — 0u =0,

R,t > 0, 1.1
S+ 0ap(v) = 0 (M0,u), T (11
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where v > 0 is the specific volume, u € R is the velocity, the pressure p(v) is assumed to be
smooth and satisfy
p'(v) <0and p’(v) >0 forall v >0, (1.2)

and the viscosity p(v) > 0 is a smooth function. It is noted that the polytropic gas (i.e.
p(v) = v~ 7,y > 1) is included. For later use, we define the function

o(v) := Jv @ds. (1.3)

In this paper, we are concerned about a Cauchy problem for (1.1) with the initial data
(U,U)(l’,O) = (U(]?U/O)(x)? JIGR, (14)

satisfying
(0, @) + (Por, Yor) () as T — —o0,

(v, 1) + (dor, Yor) () as T — +, (1.5)

(vo, uo)(z) — {
where 7; > 0,7, > 0,%; and T, are constants, (¢, %) € R? and (¢, vo,) € R? are periodic
functions with periods m; > 0 and 7, > 0, respectively.

We assume that the constant states (v;, ;) and (U,,4,) generate a single 2-shock (the case
for 1-shock is similar), i.e. there hold the Rankine-Hugoniot condition,

—s (v, —v;) — (w, — ) =0, (1.6)
—s(u, —w) + (p(v,) — p(vy)) = 0,
and the Lax’s entropy condition,
U < Up, U > U, (17)

where s is the shock speed, given by

5=\/—M > 0. (1.8)

Ur _@l

Besides, we assume that the periodic perturbations in (1.5) have zero averages,

T T
J (bt Vo) (@)dz =0 and J (b0, or) (x)dzx = 0. (1.9)
0 0
It is noted that if (1.9) does not hold, the problem (1.1) and (1.5) turns to be concerned with
another Riemann solution, which is not the topic of this paper.

A viscous shock profile (v¥,u®)(€) = (v°,u”)(x — st) is a traveling wave solution to (1.1),
which tends to the constant state (7;,@;) (resp. (T,,4,)) as £ — —o0 (resp. +0), and solves
the following problem,

=5 (v9)'(6) = (v¥) (©) =0, EeR,
s (1) () + () (©) = (¢ (%) (@))(©),  EeR (1.10)
(0%, u%) (&) — (v, w) (resp. (v, 7%,)) as & »> — (resp. + o).

Lemma 1.1 ([5], Theorem 1). Under the condition (1.2), there exists a unique smooth solution
(v, u¥) to the system (1.10) up to a shift. Moreover, it holds that (v°) > 0 and (u®) < 0.



When the periodic perturbations vanish, the initial data (vg,ug) tends to constant states
at the far fields. For this kind of initial data, there have been various works about the global
existence and asymptotic behavior of the solutions to the 1-d viscous conservation laws, in-
cluding (1.1). For the scalar equations, II'in-Oleinik [10] used the maximum principle to prove
the L*-stability of constants, shocks and rarefaction waves in both inviscid and viscous cases.
We also refer to Freistiihler-Serre 2| for the L'-stability of scalar viscous shocks, which does
not hold for systems as there appear diffusion waves propagating along other characteristic
families; see [12]. For the systems, |16, 1] proved the stability of weak viscous shocks for the
Navier-Stokes equations and general parabolic systems, respectively, provided that the initial
data satisfy the zero-mass condition. After that, [12, 17, 13] removed the zero-mass condition
by introducing diffusion waves to carry excessive masses and using point-wise estimates, which
complete the nonlinear stability of weak viscous shocks for general systems of conservation
laws under generic perturbations that decay at the far field. However, until now, the stability
result of large-amplitude shock for general viscous conservations laws is still limited. In the
works [22, 14, 6] of K. Zumbrun, et al, it was shown that if viscous shocks are spectrally stable,
then the nonlinear stability holds true. Then the following works [9, &, 1] verified the spectral
stability of viscous shocks for the Navier-Stokes equations, with the aid of numeric analysis or
high Mach numbers. Recently, with the aid of the effective velocity, [5] successfully used the
elementary energy method to obtain the nonlinear stability of viscous shocks for the isentropic
Navier-Stokes equations. We also refer to |15, 18] for more interesting results on the stability
of viscous shocks.

The stability of Riemann solutions under periodic perturbations for both inviscid and viscous
conservation laws is an interesting and important problem. Lax [11] and Glimm-Lax [3] were
the first to study the periodic solutions to hyperbolic conservation laws. They showed that
for the scalar equations and 2 x 2 systems, the periodic solutions time-asymptotically decay
to their constant averages. For the general Riemann initial data with periodic perturbations,
recent papers |19, 20, 21| proved the asymptotic stability of shocks and rarefaction waves for the
1-d scalar conservation laws in both inviscid and viscous cases. And [7] used energy estimates
to extend the stability result of the scalar rarefaction wave to the multi-dimensional case.

In this paper, we are concerned about the stability of a single shock with large amplitude
under periodic perturbations for the N-S equations. It is shown that if the initial perturba-
tion around the shock is suitably small and satisfies a zero-mass type condition (2.17), then
the solution of the N-S equations tends to the viscous shock with a shift, which is partially
determined by the periodic oscillations. The precise statement of the main result is given in
Theorem 2.5 in the next section. A key point in the proof is to construct a suitable ansatz (0, @)
by selecting two appropriate shift curves X(¢) and )(t). The ansatz carries the same oscillations
of the solution (v, u) at the far fields, so that the difference (v — 0, u — @) belongs to the H?(R)
space and thus the anti-derivative method is available. The strategy for the a priori estimates
is outlined as follows: we first follow the idea of [5] to consider the equations of the volume and
the effective velocity to obtain a basic energy estimate concerning the large-amplitude shock,
and then we turn back to (1.1) to achieve the desired estimate of higher-order derivatives.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the ansatz (0,a) is carefully constructed
and then the main result, Theorem 2.5, is stated. Theorem 2.5 is proved in Section 3 through
energy estimates for the anti-derivatives of the perturbations, and some complicated and tedious
calculations are moved to Section 4 for easy reading.

2 Ansatz and Main Result

In the following of this paper, we denote ||-|| = ||||z2®) and [|-][x = ||| gr ) for k = 1.



Let (vir, w,) (2,t) be the unique periodic solution to (1.1) with the periodic initial data
(Vi ) (2,0) = (T, Urye) + (Dor,0rs Yoror) (2),
where (¢o1.0r, Yoi0r) s given in (1.5). We first give some properties of periodic solutions to (1.1).

Lemma 2.1. Assume that (vo,uo)(z) € H*(0,7) with k > 2 is periodic with period © > 0 and
average (U,w). Then there exists g > 0 such that if

e = [|(vo, uo) — (U, @)+ (0,m) < €0,
the problem (1.1) with initial data (v, ug) admits a unique periodic solution
(v,u)(z,t) € C(0, +00; H*(0, 7)),
which has same period and average as (vg,ug). Moreover, it holds that
(0, 0) = (@) |0, (1) < Coe™, 20, (2.1)
where the constants C' > 0 and o > 0 are independent of € and t.

Lemma 2.1 can be proved by standard energy estimates with the Poincaré inequality. And
the proof is left in the appendix.
For a viscous shock profile (v%,u%) (z — st) solving (1.10), let

v (x) -7 u(z) — 7
ooy = LB 0 _wl@) G (2.2)

Up — 1 Uy — U

where the equality can follow easily from (1.6) and (1.10). It is straightforward to check from
Lemma 1.1 that 0 < g(z) <1 and ¢'(z) > 0 for all z € R.
For any function h(x) and curve £(t), we denote he to be the shifted function

he(x) := h(x — &(t)) with the derivatives hék) (2) == h®(x —£(t), k=1
Ansatz: We look for our ansatz as in the form,

O(z,t) = v(x, 1) (1 = gotre() (@) + v (@, £) gots (2 (),

w(z,t) == w(x,t) (1 — Jst+ (1) (:B)) + Uy (2, 1) gory ) (), (2:3)

where X (t) and ))(t) are two C'! curves on [0, +0) to be determined. Note that (v, %) approaches
the periodic solution (v, u;) (resp. (v, u,)) as @ — —o0 (resp. +00), thus we expect that the
ansatz (0, 1) carries same oscillations with the solution (v,u) at the far fields, i.e. (v — o, u —
a)(x,t) > 0 as |z| — +oo for all ¢ = 0.

By plugging the ansatz (v, a) into (1.1) with direct calculations, one can obtain that

00 — Opt = — 0 Fy — fo, (2.4)
ata + amp(f)) - 61’ (0'/(’17)6’:5@) = _aa:F?) - f47 '
where
Fl = (U - ul)(gster - gstJrX)a
f2 = (u )ggt+X + (UT‘ - Ul)g;t+X(S + X,)a
Fam = 0(0) = () (1= 9003) = 00) = pr) ey + D)~ sy

+ (0'(0) = o'(0)) (1 = garry) + (0'(0) — 0" (v,) CuttrGstry,
fa= (u, — Ul)géwy(s + yl> + (U/(Ur)axur - U,(Ul>axul) g;t+y
— (p(vr) = p(W1)) Goryy-



It is noted that o — v; = (v, — v) gserxr and 0 — v, = — (v, — v;) (1 — gy x) , thus both F(z,t)
and F3(x,t) vanish as |z| — +oo for any t > 0.

To make the anti-derivative method available, we aim to find appropriate shift curves X (¢)
and )(t) so that

J (v—"0,u—1a)(z,t)de =0 forallt=>=0. (2.6)
R
To achieve this, it follows from (1.1) and (2.4) that

d

{0 e - [ s

which implies (2.6), if there hold

JR(fg,ﬁ)(x,t)dx =0, t>0, (2.7)

and
fR (vo(2) = 0(x,0), uo(x) — (,0))dz = 0. (2.8)

From (2.7), one has that

X/(t) — s S]R<u7‘ - ul))(*% t)g;tJrX(‘T)dx

Je(0r = v0) (2, £) 0, 2 (2)d”
s+ §o lp(vr) = p(vr) — 0 (vy) Opttr + 0" (v1) Opw] (2, 8) gly 5y () da
$p (ur — w) (z,t) gl 5 (x)de :

From (2.8), the initial data X'(0) = A, and Y(0) = )y can be uniquely determined. Indeed, it
follows from the first component of (2.8) that

(2.9)
Y(t) =

0 =J (vo — v%, — b1 = 9x,) — borgax, ) (a)dx
R
0

- JR (US — Ufto) (z)dz + J_OOO(UO — 0¥ — o) (x)dx + J (Por — Por) () ga, (x)dx

+ J;OO (UO 5 — ¢0’") (z)dx — Lm (o1 — dor) () (1 — gx,(2)) dx,

which yields that

A (X)) + —— { JOOO (vo —d = gbOl) dx + JJFOC (vo —d = ¢0T) dm} =0, (2.10)

UT‘_Ul 0

where

+00

(601 = 60r)(1 — gz} (211)

0
Ur — Vg 0o 0

Ar(Xo) := Xo + = ! = {J (bo1 — dor)gx,dx — f

Similarly, one can get from the second component of (2.8) that ) satisfies

A (Do) + = ! { J_Ooo (uo — u® — Vo) d + JJFOO (uo — u’ — Yor ) dm} =0, (2.12)

'U/r _ﬂl 0

where

Az(yo) =M+ T ! - {J_OOOWOZ - %r)gyodiﬂ - JJFOOWOZ - %r)(l - gyo)dx}. (2-13)

r — W] 0
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Note that ¢’ > 0, then it follows from (2.11) and (2.13) that

||¢01, bor || Lo ()

v, — i

¢l7¢7‘ 0
1A () — 1] < 10 r e

|@r_ﬁl| H HL R)

Y

and

%ot or || oo (r)

mr - El‘

[A5(Q0) — 1] <

Hence, if ||por, Por, Yor, Yor|| Lo (r) is small, one can get from implicit theorem that there exists
a unique (AXp, o) such that (2.10) and (2.12) hold true. Once the initial data (Xp, ) is
determined, one can solve the ODE system (2.9).

Lemma 2.2. Assume that the periodic perturbations oo, ¢or, Yo and o, satisfy (1.9). Then
there exists eg > 0 such that if

€= H¢01>¢01HH2 (0,m) + H%m%rHH?(om €0;

there exists a unique solution (X,Y)(t) € C*0,+w0) to (2.9) with the initial data (Xo, Vo).
Moreover, the solution satisfies that

X7 (0)] + X (1) = X | <
V'] + V() = Voo| < Cee™,

where the constants C' > 0 and o > 0 are independent of ¢ and t, and the shifts X and Yy
are given by Xy = A1(Xp) + C1 and Vo = As(Vo) + Ca, with

Crim —— mf J%Z dydx——f fgboT dydx (2.14)

_ im (] vatntae - f 7L ntate.0) - ol s

_ 1 f f Vor (y)dydz + f f oz, 8)) — p(5,)] dadt (2.15)
# o) = o(0) — — [ o+ oua)) do - [ o 0+ o) da)

Ty

and

C2 =

The proof of Lemma 2.2 is placed in Section 4. It is noted that all the integrals in (2.14)
and (2.15) are bounded due to Lemma 2.1, and the constants C; and Cy are independent of Xj
and ).

Note that ast — +00, the ansatz (, @) in (2.3) tends to (v¥(z — st — X)), u%(z — st — V) -
This pair is a traveling wave solution to (1.1) if and only if

Xoo = Vo, (2.16)

which unfortunately does not hold for generic initial perturbations. In order to ensure that
(2.16) holds, we assume additionally that the initial data (v, u) satisfies (2.16). In fact,
by plugging (2.10) and (2.12) into (2.14) and (2.15), respectively, one can get that (2.16) is



equivalent to

+00

S { JOOO (vo — 0¥ = qzﬁgl) (x)dx + L (vo —v¥ = gboT) (v)dz

= [ [ ewtwdvts + | [ ontrpayae)

:_JO (uo — u® =) (= )dm_foo(uo—“ = dor) (@)de

f f Yoy dyd:c—roc ! J p(vi(z,t)) — p(v;)] dedt
f J Yor (y)dydz +J er p(vy(x,t)) — p(v,)] dedt

+ﬂm—dm—aﬁ w~wm»m+—f o7, + dor(2))da

(2.17)

We call (2.17) as a zero-mass type condition.

Remark 2.3. If all the periodic perturbations ¢g;, ¢o,, o and g, vanish, (2.17) turns to

SJR(UO_US)dHL{(uO_uS)dx:o.

This condition is equivalent to that there exists a (unique) constant € R such that

f (vo(z) — v¥(z — 7)) da = 0, J (uo(z) — u®(x — 7)) da = 0,

R R

which is indeed the zero-mass condition given in [16, 4]. This is why we denote (2.17) as a
zero-mass type condition.

Remark 2.4. In the special case that vy = v¥ + ¢y and ug = u® + 1)y, where (¢g, ¥y) is periodic
with period 7, (2.17) is reduced to

JJFOO ! J p(v) )) dxdt +J J p(v,) — p(v,)) dedt

+o(v) — (U)—;L o (U + ¢o) dz + — L o (0, + ¢o) dx

Once the ansatz is well constructed, we define the anti-derivative of the difference between
the initial data (1.4) and ansatz,

T

@mm=f<m@—mwmw,wmm=f<w@—mwm@, (2.18)

Po(r) = J“” [(Uo — 0 = ¢a) + (U — U1 + dor — ¢oz)gxo](y)d?/a
Wy(z) = Jm [(wo — W — Vo) + (@ — W + Yor — Vo) gy, | () dy.
Set

Ey == [¢ov Yol 2 (0,m) + 1Por Yor | 30,m) + [|Poll 2y + [[Wol [ m2ew)- (2.19)

Now we are ready to give the main result of this paper.
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Theorem 2.5. Assume that the periodic perturbations in (1.5) satisfy (1.9) and (2.17). Then
there exists g > 0 such that, if Ey < €q, there admits a unique global solution of (1.1) and (1.4),
satisfying

v—17¢eC([0,+0); H'(R)) n L* ((0
u—1aeC([0,+0); H(R)) n L* ((0, +%0); H*(R)) ,

-
3
T
€

and
(v, u)(-,t) — (v°,u®) (- — st — Xp)||po@) = 0 ast — +o0, (2.20)

with the constant shift Xy, (= V) given by

Xp = — = : {f_ooo (vo — v° — ¢or) (z)da + J+00 (vo — v® — ¢oy) (a:)dm} + (s,

UT’ _vl 0

where Cy is given in (2.14).
Remark 2.6. In Theorem 2.5, the strength of the shock wave can be arbitrarily large.

Remark 2.7. It is an interesting problem to remove the zero-mass type condition (2.17).

3 Proof of Theorem 2.5

For convenience, we change the coordinates (x,t) — (£ = x — st,t). In the following, we
write the bold letters to denote the functions under the new coordinates (&, 1), e.g.

v(Et) =v(€ + st,t), V() =0(E+ st,t).
Define the perturbation terms
(b(f?t) = (V_‘N,) (£7t>7 w<€7t) = (u_ﬁ) (fat)

It follows from (1.1) and (2.4) that

6tgz§ — S&g(ﬁ — 5577/) = 85H1, (3 1)
o — 50t + 2e(p(v) — p(¥)) = 2&(0’(v)deu — o’ (¥)2¢0) + OcH,
where
H1 = F1 + FQ, H2 = F3 + F4, (32)

with Fy(&,t) = F1(€ + st, t) and F3(&,t) = F3(§ + st, t) given by (2.5), and
3 3 +00
Fy(¢, 1) = f fo(y, t)dy = f faly + st t)dy = —J faly + st, t)dy,
—o0 —o0 13

3 3 +00
Fuet) = | By = [ sty == Al st o

Define the anti-derivative variables

'3 3
B(E,1) = f Oy, )y, V(e 1) = f by, t)dy. (3.3)



From (3.1), it holds that

{(%CI) - Sagq) - 65\11 = Hl, (3 4)
OV — 50V + p/' (V)0 ® = —p(v[V) + o' (v)ZV + (o' (v) — o' (V)¢ + Ho, '
with initial data
(®,V)(&,0) = (Do, Vo)(€) € H*(R) x H*(R), (3.5)
where
p(VI¥) = p(v) = p(¥) — (¥)26D > 0. (3.6)

For any T" > 0, let
B(0,T) = {(@,\D) e C(0,T; H*(R) x HX(R)) :
0:® e L2 (0, T; H'(R)) , 6eW € L? (0, T; H2(R)) }

We aim to seek the solution (®, V) of (3.4) and (3.5) in the space B(0, +00) provided that the
initial perturbations are small.
Theorem 3.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.5, there exists eqg > 0, such that if ¢ =
Ey < €, then there is a unique solution (®,V) € B(0, +w) of (3.4) and (3.5), satisfying
+0o0

supl0, W30 + | - (12BIE + 12cVE) ()t < C-. 3.7)

Moreover, it holds that
|0, Le@m)(t) =0 ast— +oo. (3.8)

Once Theorem 3.1 is proved, to complete the proof of Theorem 2.5, it suffices to show (2.20).
In fact, since

sup (v — 0)(z, )| = sup |(v = V)(§, 8) = [|¢[lLe@ — 0 ast — +o0,

zeR £eR
and
iuﬂ;g |0(z, t) — v¥ (x — st — Xo)|
E< suﬂg)|(vs(x—st—/'\,’(t)) — v (z — st — Xy))|
xe
+sup (v =) (1 = gx) + (vr = Ur) | (3:9)

< C|X(t) — Xyp| + sup |v; — 7| + sup |v, — T,
zeR zeR

< Ce ™,

thus (2.20) holds for v. And the estimate for u in (2.20) can be proved similarly.
It remains to prove Theorem 3.1. We first show the following decay properties of the error
terms in (3.4).

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.5, it holds that
[H[|2(2), [[Ha|[1(t) < Cee™, ¢ >0,
where C' > 0 1s independent of € and t, and o > 0 1s the constant given in Lemma 2.2.

The proof of Lemma 3.2 is placed in Section 4.2. Now we aim to achieve the following a
priori estimates.



Proposition 3.3 (A priori estimates). For any T > 0, assume that (®,V) € B(0,T) is a
solution of (3.4) and (3.5). Then there exist g > 0 and oy > 0, independent of T, such that if

e=FEy<ey and §= sup [(P,V)|=2(t) < by, (3.10)
te(0,7)
then .
sup @ D) + [ (1601 + 100¥1E) (e < Col, Wl +2). (311
€Y,

where Cy > 0 is independent of €,6 and T.

3.1 Proof of Proposition 3.3

In order to deal with the large-amplitude shock, we first follow the idea of [5] to consider
the so-called effective velocity, n := u — dzo(v), instead of the velocity u, to obtain the energy
estimate of lower-order terms; see Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5. Then we turn back to (3.4) to obtain
the higher-order estimate; see Lemma 3.6.

Define nn := 0 — J¢o(V), and denote the perturbation term as w = n — n, with the anti-
derivative variable

3
W) = [ wintdy = ¥(6.0) ~ (o(v) = o) (€:) (3.12)

With this new variable, it follows from (1.1) and (2.4) that

0P — 50D — 0:W — a’(fz)@?@ =Q+ Hy, (3.13)
W — 30eW + p/(V)0e® = —p(v|V) + Hy — o/ (V) JcHy, '
where Q is a nonlinear term given by
Q:=(0'(v) —d'(¥)) (0ev + 07 D) . (3.14)

The initial data of W is
WO(g) = W(f,O) = \110(5) - (U(V) - J({’))(§70) € HI(R)v
which Satisﬁes that HWOHHl(R) < H‘IIOHHI(R) + CH(I)0||H2(R) < Cé‘,

Under the assumption that g and Jy are both small enough, it follows from (3.10) and the
Sobolev inequality that

sSup ||(I)7\II||W1°O(R) <C Sup)||q)’\lf||2 < C(SO?
t T

te(0,7) €(0, (3‘15)
sup ||Wlzem) < C sup |[W][ < Cd,
te(0,7) te(0,T)

and 7;/2 < v(§,t) < 20,, T/4<v({t) <4y, for (e R and te[0,T].

Lemma 3.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.3, there exist ¢g > 0 and oy > 0 such
that if € < eg and § < oy, then

sup @ W)+ [ (10l + Iy~ () WIF) e

te(0,T) H

., (3.16)
< C (|10, Wo|[* + & + 5f lozo|2wt).
0

where C' > 0 1s independent of €,0 and T.
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Proof. Multiplying ® on (3.13); and — on (3.13), yields that

)

(S W) o9 (00 - M (u5) W?

2 2] 2(p'(v))
_ V) a— (v — _W s
Cap ST AW RS )

+(Q - ()avaq>)<1>+ ;(L))V\i O},

<

~
I3

where {---}
ur(€7t)gy<£

),
00 — (u ) @) < C ([10ewll ooy + [|0ee]| Loy + 10 = Wl ooy + [0y — Tl o))
< Cee ™, (3.18)

= 3% + OW + 0'(V)20® — 575y W2 Since u({,1) = w(¢)(1 — gp(§)) +
it ollows from Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 that

This, together with Lemma 3.2, yields that
HILlHLw(R) < C€€7at. (319)
It also follows from Lemma 3.2 that
T T
| [ inaldsa < c [ L)+ (1l + je ) Iwi)
0 0
T
< C’sf e"”‘t(||(I>|| + ||W||)dt (3.20)
0

< Ce sup (H‘I)H2 + ||W||2) + Ce.
te(0,T)

By (3.6) and (3.14), one has that 0 < p(v,v) < C |0:®|* and
1Q — 0"(¥)0:v0:D| < C (|0:D| |0Z®| + |0:D*) .
Then by (3.15), the nonlinear term I, 3 satisfies that
‘ 2 2
j | 1naldsat <€ [ [ [19lmo (2601020] + 1060 F) + Wl oo 0601 dsc
0
T T
< Céf |0:®||2dt + Céf |0 ®||*dt.
0 0

Collecting the estimates from /;; to [; 3, and using the fact that (uS )’ < 0, one can integrate
(3.17) over R x (0,7 to get that

T
sup 8, WI2+ [ (Jocl? + /=) WI?) e
t€(0,T) 0

T T
< C||®g, Wol|* + Ce sup ||®, W|]* + Ce + C(Sf (|0 ®||*dt + C(SJ |0z P dt.
0 0

te(0,T")

Thus, if €9 > 0 and Jy > 0 are small enough, one can obtain (3.16). O]
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Lemma 3.5. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.3, there exist ¢g > 0 and oy > 0 such
that if € < ey and & < dg, then

sup |0¢(®, W)[[*(2)

sup. v [ (1o + 1y -rawi) oa

< O([[®0, Woll} +¢),

(3.21)
where C' > 0 is independent of €,0 and T.

Proof. Mult1ply1ng 0¢® on both sides of (3.13);, and differentiating (3.13), with respect to &
and multiplying — (“g on the resulting equation, one has that

at<\5éq>|2 N |0eW? )

2@ o (O) US ! 6W2
2 2l/E) = Sy (9 1%V
= 85{"'}+111|5£VV|
p'(v) ’(‘7) Y
—i——(?V— @q)aw—i- 0c PO W
I;2 I;r,s
OW OeW
—Qo:d + 0 —H,0%d -0 ocH
¥Q£ 5p(V|V) ( )J\ 1C¢ 5( ( ) 13 l)p(VZ
Iz 4 Iz 5

where {---} = 0,00:D — 5(0:P)* — oI )((3£W)2, and [ ; is the term given in (3.17), satisfying
(3.19). Similar to (3.18), one can prove that || I3 p Cee . Tt follows from (1.10) and
Lemma 2.2 with X, = ), that

Is(3) = (W) llLo@ = [I(u%)’

= (u3) =y < C1X(E) = V()]
Thus, I, 3 satisfies that

< Cee . (3.23)

T
f [ el deit < f j () 10601 106W] ded + C | e acaocW
Hq/ &§W\|2dt+CJ |0:®||2dt + Ce Sup ||0€W||

where ag = inf 52 ((:,’)))2 > 0. By (3.6) and (3.14), one has that [0ep(v[V)] < C (|0:®|* + |0¢P| |02®])
and |Q| < (|65<I>| + |0 D| ‘82@‘) . Thus, it follows from (3.15) and Sobolev inequality that

T
f f |Io.4| dédt < C
0 JR

+CL Luagcpnmm (10:®| + |02®|) |06 W | dEdt

T T
<CJ |ya£<p||y\a§q>||dt+caf |2®|Pdt
0 0

T
#C sup [0W] f 2| 2% (|l oc®] + [l62]])dt
€

(JJ Jecal?ar + (%0 + o) ana?cpH?dt
0 4 0 ¢ 7

T
L JR (106®] + [|0c@ || Loy |07 ®|) |02 dedlt

12



where by = inf ¢’(v) > 0. Similar to (3.20), Lemma 3.2 yields that

T T
fo f L\ dédt < C f [EL1220]] + (|0cH]| + |6HL ) |6e W] ]t

T
< Csf \|8§<I>||2dt + Ce + Ce sup ||0: W2
0

te(0,T)

Thus, collecting the estimates from I; ; and Io5 to o5, one can integrate (3.22) over R x (0,7)

to get that
cup (@, W)+ [ (162017 + I/~ (s 2w )
te(0,T) 0
T
(0. Wl + = + | ||a£<1>||2dt),
0
if 09 and €y are small. This, together with Lemma 3.4, yields (3.21). O

Now we go back to (3.4) to estimate Jz® and the derivatives of .

Lemma 3.6. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.3, there exist g > 0 and 6y > 0 such
that if € < ey and & < dg, then

s (I + ) f 10U I3(0)dt < C([Bo, T2 + <),
(S

where C' > 0 1s independent of €,0 and T.

Proof. First, it follows from Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5 that
T
sup (@[3 + [0I2) + [ (1021 + I/~ () (v, ew|?)at
te(0,T) 0
C(I1®o, Woll¥ +¢) < C([IPollz + [ Woll§ + 8)- (3.24)

1) To estimate So 10¢||*dt, by multiplying ® on (3.4); and — ;¥ on (3.4)2, respectively,
one can get that

6,5(’(1)’2 w2 >_p”(‘~’)((~“5q22)/\pz+ o'(v) |6§\IJ|2

(3.25)

where {---} = 20% + OV —

2p/8(o) U2 — ;,l((:; W0 W. The nonlinear term I3 ; satisfies that

T T
|| [ tmaldeie < e | ar? + jalieviy

13



T
<Cs J (126D + |loc¥|2)dt

For I3, it follows from (3.18) and (3.23) that

T T
J f|1372|d§dt f J] \\IJ||65\IJ]d§dt+05J e~ [0 | 0eW | dt
0 R

0

T
+C’J J‘(uf,)’}|&§¢||kll|d§dt+Csf e [0: ||| || dt
o Jr 0

T
C’f —u3) (W, 0:V)||?dt + Ce sup || ¥
; [/ (=up)' (¥, V)| te(o,T)” I
T T
+C’5J Hagxpu%zucf (|0 ®||?dt.
0 0

And similar to (3.20), it follows from Lemma 3.2 that

J Jllgg\dfdt < Ce sup ||, | + Ce.

te(0,7))

Collecting the estimates from I35 to I3, and using (3.19) and (3.24), one can integrate (3.25)
over R x (0,7) to get that

T
j |6 u|2dt < C||o|2 + CJ|Wo 2 + Ce. (3.26)
0

2) To estimate 1, we differentiate (3.4), with respect to £ once and then multiply ¢ on the
resulting equation, which gives that

o (L) + ') (@)’ = [plv) — p(9)]oc som
— (0'(v) = o' (¥)) B — ot + Ol

where {---} = 592 — [p(v) — p(V)|¢ + [0 (v)deu — o’ (V)deu]y + Hat). Integrating (3.27) over
R x (0,T) yields that

s [+ [ ocollar < vl + ¢ [ (1ol + ) et

T
<ol + 5 [ NP+ [ olpar+ o
0 0

This, together with (3.24), yields that

T
sup [|v]|* + L loewli*dt < C(I|@oll3 + [[Poll7 + &) (3.28)

te(0,7)

3) To estimate d¢1p, we differentiate (3.27), with respect to £ twice and multiply d¢1) on the
resulting equation, which gives that

0 ? ~ " ~
(%(%) + ' (v) ‘8§w|2 = O¢[p(v) — p(V) ]2 — 0" (V) 0V OepOZy) (3.29)
- O'”(V)(’/Jg(b(?gwagi/} — ag[(U/(V) — O'/(\Nf))agﬁ] (}gw — 0§H26§w + 85{ . },
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where {---} = 5 |0ct)| — 0c [p(v) = p(V)]0ctp + 0¢[0' (V) 0eu— o (V) Oeu| 0gtp + OcHaderp. By (3.10)
and Sobolev inequality, the most difficult term o” (v)65¢8§w8§w satisfies that

T T
j f 0" (v)ocpdcpdly| dedt < C f loclllOew ] ey 1224
0 R 0
T a
<c'wpn@¢wu@wW3[H@¢WH%det
t(0,T) 0
T
gC”L (2|2 + 1020 dt.
Then integrating (3.29) over R x (0,7") yields that
T T T T
sup vl + [ 02w IPde < (1wl + [ olfae+ [ ocolae+ | lockalar),
t€(0,T) 0 0 0 0
which, together with (3.24) and (3.28), implies that
T
mmy%¢W+3Lu%www<cxm%ﬁ+HWﬂé+@. (3.30)

te(0,T

4) Finally, we estimate O¢¢. Differentiating (3.4); with respect to £ twice and multiplying
Oc¢ on the resulting equation gives that

Oc | Ceol

Thus, it follows from (3.24) and (3.30) that

). (3.31)

T T T
sup 2o < C(I@alf + | lolRds + | lotlPat + | o2 Pae)
te(0,T) 0 0 0
< C(I[®oll3 + P[5 + ¢).
Collecting the estimates from 1) to 4), the proof of Lemma 3.6 is completed. O

Then Proposition 3.3 can follow immediately from Lemmas 3.5-3.6.

3.2 Proof of Theorem 3.1

The local existence of the solution of (3.4) and (3.5) in B(0,7,) can be proved by the
standard contraction mapping theorem. Hence, with Proposition 3.3, one can let ¢ > 0 be
small such that sup ||®,¥||3 < Cy(ed + ¢) < 62, then the a priori assumptions (3.10) can be

te(0,To
closed. Through z(m st;ndard continuation argument, one can obtain a global in time solution
(¢, V) € B(0,+0).

Once the estimate (3.11) with 7" = 400 is obtained, one can follow the same line as in [10]
to prove that ||¢, ¢/ om@)(t) — 0 as t — 400, i.e. (3.8) holds true. The details are omitted.
Thus, the proof of Theorem 3.1 is completed.

4 Proof of Lemmas 2.2 and 3.2

For convenience, let

Qsl,’r’(xu t) = ’l}l77«($, t) - 61,7% ¢l,r(x: t) = ul,r(xa t) - Hl,r; (41)

all of which are space-periodic functions with zero averages for any ¢ > 0.

15



4.1 Proof of Lemma 2.2

Since gq is small enough, it follows from Lemma 2.1 that the denominators of (2.9) are
away from zero and then the right-hand side of (2.9) are C' smooth. Then the existence and
uniqueness of the solution (X,Y) € C* ([0, +0)) to (2.9) with the initial data (X,Y)(0) =
(Xo, Vo) can follow from the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem. And from (1.6) and Lemma 2.1, one
can easily prove that |X'(¢)],|V'(t)| < Cee for all ¢ > 0. Thus both limits, lim X(¢) and

t—+00
tlim Y(t), exist and it holds that |X'(t) — Ay| + |V (t) — Wo| < Ce.
S+
Motivated by [19], we first compute thlfl Y(t). For any fixed x € [0,1],t > 0, and integer
—+00
N > 0, define the domain (see Figure 1)

Figure 1: Domain Qé\; 0

Qé\;t) ={(y,7):0<7<t, TV(r)<y<TN(r)}
with TV (7) := s7 + V(1) + (=N + 2)7,
IN(7) := s7 + V(1) + (N + 2)7,.
In the following, let C' > 0 be a generic constant independent of €, N and ¢, and use O(1) to

denote the terms which can be bounded by C.
Integrating (2.4); over Q) ,, yields that

N (0) t
J u(y,0)dy + J [—p(0) + o' (V)00 + @ (s + )] (FiV(T), 7') dr

I'N(0) 0

Y (t) t
- f iy, t)dy — J [=p(0) + o' (@)0st + (s + V)] (T (1), 7) dr - (4.9)

N (t) 0

= - ” (0,Fs + f4) dydr

N
)

By the definition of @ in (2.3), one has that

N (0) N (1)
f (y,0)dy — J u(y,t)dy

Y (t)
oY ()

)
X (0)
_ f [Woi(L — gy0) + Yongyy] dy — f (1 — gy) + dogy] dy

()
Vo +xmy

= f (Yor — vor) (1 = gy,)dy + J Yor (y)dy

0

16



0

0
+ J (Yor — You) gy, dy + J Yo (y)dy — Ru, (4.3)

N (0) Vo+xm
where
N (¢) st+)(t)+xmy
Rle)= [ =) 0y + | by, )y
0 . . 0
+ J (Vr — 1) gydy + J iy, t)dy,
I'N () st+Y(t)+xm

which satisfies ||Ri|[r=m®) < C (|¥ille@) + [|¥rlie@) < Ce™®". And the second integral on
the left hand side of (4.2) satisfies

J [p(@) + o' ()2 + @ (s + V)] (TY (7),7) dr

0

- fo [=p(ve) + 0" (0:) 0ty + up (s + V)] (TN (7),7) dT + Ry

= L [—p(v,) + o' (v.) v, + up (s + V)] (F,{V(T), 7') dr + Rs

- J [_p(vr> + Uy (S + y/)] (87— + y(T) + 7y, 7') dr

+ o (v (st + V() + xm,,t)) — 0 (T + Gor (Vo + 27,)) + Ra, (4.4)

Note that

d' (0)0,t — o' (v,)Opu, = o' (D) [(uT — W) ey + Ot (1 — gspry) + (')xurgsﬁy] — o' (v,) O,
= O(l)ggt-s-y + O(l)(l - gst-i-)i) + Oy (U’(f}) - U/(UT))
= 0(1)9;t+y + 0(1)(1 - gst+y) + 0(1)(1 - gst+X)'

Thus, it holds that

| Ra| < CL {L=g(r) = X(7) + (N + 2)m)| +|g' (N +2)m,)| + [1 — g (N + 2)m,)| ydr,

which tends to zero as N — 4o for fixed ¢t > 0. Similarly, one can prove that

J [—p(@) + o' ()3 + @ (s + V)] (TN (7),7) dr

0

- J [=p(v) +w (s + V)] (s7 + V(1) + am, 7)dr

+o(u(st+ Y(t) + zm,t) — o (0 + ¢o(Vo + 2m)) + Rs, (4.5)

where the remaining term Rj satisfies that |R3| — 0 as N — +o0.
Collecting (4.3) to (4.5), by integrating (4.2) with respective to z over [0, 1] and then letting
N — +00, one can get that

0
Woz - ¢0r)gyody
0 —0

0= foc (o0 = thor) (1 = gy, )dy + Wi Lﬂr f Yo, (y)dydz — J
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_%ﬂj?m@@M_E%LHMMam—mmmemmﬁ
1

+u, (st + Y(t) — o) +o(v,) — — fm o (v, + gor(x))dx

T JO

N L Wll L’” [p(ui(z, 7)) — p(@)] dadr + p(@)t — T (st + V(E) — Vo)
1

4y’

— o) + e L o (0, + ¢o(z))dx + O(1)ee*

=W, — ) (V) — Vy) + O(1)ee .

In the same way, one can prove tlim X (t) = Xy. The proof of Lemma 2.2 is completed.
— 400

4.2 Proof of Lemma 3.2

The idea is to extract the “averages”, vy, %, Uy, Uy, v and uf,, from v;,u;, v,,u,, v and u,
respectively, where all the differences decay exponentially fast with respect to ¢, e.g. }\7 — U,S(‘ =
|(vi — 7)) (1 — gx) + (v, — U, )gx| < Cee™ .

1) We first estimate Hy. From (2.5), we decompose H; for £ < 0 as

'3
ra@@:n@w+f (. £)dy = Dy 1(6,1) + Diy(E,1). (4.6)
where

Dy (§:t) = (w0 —m) (gy — gx) (§) + (@ — W) g (§) + (s + X) (0, — V1)gx (§)
=0 =) [X'()g2(§) + 5 (92 — 9v) ()],

3
Di,(&,t) == (¢r — P1) (§ + st,1) (9y — gx) (§) + j (Vr — Y0)(y + st t) g (y)dy

. —o0
Fs+ ) [ (6= oy + st gl

From Lemma 2.1, one has that

2
D NOE (61,0, b, )Ly < Cee™™, > 0.
k=0

Hence, by the fact that
1

(w—wﬂa:fyg—x+wyammmy—m

0
with |V — X| (t) < Cee ™, one can get that

2

2 0 0
S| lmfac< Y [ (ool +lakpnf) de
k=0~ —0

k=0
3 ~M
< 0626—2at Zf
k=0 —®

where My :=sup (|X| + |V|) (t). In a similar way, one can decompose H; for £ > 0 through
=0

dk
@9(5)

2
dé < CePe

+0o0

IL:E@@—L £(y, )dy = Diy(€.1) + DiH(E.1),
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where it holds that

2 +o0 i ) 2 +o0 i ) i )
S|l Pae< Y | (j@nnf + e0nf) de
k=0 k=0

0

0526_2°‘t Z f
My

2) For Hy = —0/(v)J¢H, + F3 + Fy, it follows from (2.5) that for £ < 0,

2

g(&))| d¢ < Cee 2, (4.7)

df’f

F3 +F4 = F3 +J ( )
— (p(v) —p(v1)) + (p(v;) — p(V1)) gy + o' (V) (w, — w;)gy,
+("511l(0( ) —o'(w1)) (1 = gy) + dew, (0'(V) — o' (v,)) gy
3 3
f = gydy%—f (U’(Vr)é‘yur—a'(vl)ﬁyul)g'ydy

—-JL (1(v2) = P(V))

Note that o/(v) —o’'(v;) = by (v, V) (V — v;) = bi(vy, V) (v, — v;) gx, where by (u,v) := Sé o’ (u+
O(v —u))df. And similarly, o’'(v) — o'(v,) = =b1(v,, V) (v, — v;) (1 — gx). Thus, we decompose
F3+Fy= Dy, + D, as follows,

Dy, = —p(vy) + p@) + (p(@:) — p(@1)) gy + o' (V3) (@ — W) g)
+(s+Y) (Ur — ﬂz) g9y — (p(@;) — p(1)) gy,
D3y = — (p(v) = p(v3) — p(vi) + (1))
— [(p(vy) = ( )) — (p(vi) = p(@))] gy
+ [0’ (V) (0, —w) — o' (v3) (@ —w)] gy
+

Ve — Vi) [Oewg by (vi, V)ga (1 — gy) — Oen, b1 (v, V) (1 — gx)gy]

3
5+ [ =0l + st 0 )y
3
+ [ o — oo )y

[ 0w pt@) ) + 00
Note that (@, — W)gy = u3, — W, then it follows from (1.10) that
D3y = p(v3) = p(v3) + (0 (v3) — o' (v3)) (@ — W) gy + V' (@ — ) 9.
Denote by (u,v) 1= S (u + 0(v —u))dd. Then the first term of D, , satisfies that
)

—p(¥) +p(vi) + p(v3) = p(T1) = = [ba(v1,¥) (v, = Vi) = ba (W, 03) (T, — T)] g
= (bg(vl,f/) — bQ(EZ,v;g()) (Vy — Vi) + bo(Ty, %) (Vv — Ty — vy + @)] Jx.

Note that ba(vy, V) — ba(Ty,0%) = q1 (vi —0;) + g2 (Vv — v3) for some smooth and bounded
functions ¢; and ¢o. Thus, it holds that

1 0
ZJ E(Fs +Fy)| de < Zf (|0D5,[* + ok Dga|*) dg < G2 (4.8)
k=0 k=0 —®
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Similar to (4.7) and (4.8), one can prove that

ZJ |OF(Fy + Fy)|” de < CePe ",

Thus,
|Ha |1 < C||Hylls + [|[F5 + Fall1 < Cee™,

which finishes the proof of Lemma 3.2.

A  Proof of Lemma 2.1

Since the local existence is standard, we give only the a priori estimates. Denote T = [0, 7],

and ||| = [||[z2cry, Il = |-l #(m)- Let ¢ := v — 0,9 := u — 1, then it follows from (1.1) that
%0 = 0u¥, (A1)
Ort) + Cap(v) = 0 (0'(0)at)) -

Define the a priori assumption that ||¢,9||x(t) < 0 for some 0 < § « 1, where k£ > 2. Thus,
Sobolev inequality yields that

k—1
DAL (¢, )l oo (my < €.
=0

Multiplying ¢ on (A.1)y yields that

2

6t<%> + 0" () (0p00) = 04 () + p(v) ).

Note that

which implies that

dt 2 o,

v

wQ U+
( f p(s)ds + p(@)gf)) dz + a1]|0,¢]|* < 0. (A.2)
for some constant a; > 0. From (A.1) one has that

Orp + Oop(v) = 0y (0'(v)0v) = 04 (0'(v)020) - (A.3)

Then multiplying (A.3) by o'(v)d,¢ yields that

50 (0 0)00)" + o' () I ()] (220)° = o (1)

= 0y (0" (v)Y0r0) — wat (0’ (v)0:0)
= 0; (0" (v)102¢) — 0, (o' (v)0r9)
= 0 (0" (0)¥0:0) — 10y (0 (v)021))
= 0 (0" (V)Y 0s0) — ( o' (v)0xt)) + ' (v) (0:¢))
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which implies that
d rl ’ 2 / 2 2
i) [5 (0'(1)2:6)" = &' (0)2,00 |dz + x| 011* < Crllav]?, (A4)

for some constants a; > 0 and C; > 0. Differentiating (A.1), with respect to  and multiplying
the resulting by 0,v yield that

%at (5x¢)2 + U,(U) (a§¢)2 = aa: ( o ) + axp(v)aiw - azlﬂaﬂ(v)ax(bax%
which implies that

d us

2 " 2
< Cy (00017 + 8 0x]?)

for some constants ag > 0 and Cy > 0. Choose large constant My >> M; > 0, then M, (A.2)
+M;- (A.4) + (A.5) gives that

d ("M oo M
= | [Fer+ (- j pls)ds +p(0)9) + 5+ (0'(1),0)° = Mo’ ()60 + (0,)° | do
0 v
ay M. ag M
+ =5 100 + =220 + asll el < 0. (A.6)
Note that

M
[Mio'()0sp0)| < = (0 (0)0a0)” + Mi?,
thus it follows from (A.6) and Poincaré inequality that for some « > 0, one has that
16, %[11(t) < Clldho, tooll1e™" < Cee™.

The estimate of the higher order derivatives ¢ (¢,v) with [ = 2,--- ,k, is similar and thus
omitted.
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