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POINTWISE DECAY TO CONTACT DISCONTINUITIES FOR
SYSTEMS OF VISCOUS CONSERVATION LAWS*

TAI-PING LIUt AND ZHOUPING XINt

Abstract. In this paper we study the large time asymptotic behavior toward contact waves for
a class of systems of viscous nonlinear conservation laws. Although a given contact discontinuity can
not be an asymptotic attractor for the viscous system in general, yet for a large class of systems with
some structure constraints, viscous contact waves, which are the exact solutions to the viscous systems
and approximate the corresponding contact discontinuities on any finite interval, can be constructed
explicitly and are shown to be asymptotically stable with small generic initial perturbations for the
viscous systems provided that the strength of the contact discontinuities is suitably small. The
leading order large time asymptotic form of the viscous solutions toward a contact wave can be
determined a priorily by the distribution of the initial excessive mass, and is a superposition of the
viscous contact wave (properly shifted) in the principal linearly degenerate field and nonlinear (or
linear) diffusive waves in the transversal fields. The high order deviation of the viscous solutions
from its leading order asymptotic ansatz is estimated pointwisely by constructing an approximate
fundamental solution of the viscous system linearized around the viscous contact wave, and by
analyzing the interactions among viscous contact waves and diffusive waves. The theory is applied
to equations for one-dimensional polytropic gases.

1. Introduction. We consider the large time asymptotic behavior of the solu-
tions to the initial value problem for the system of viscous conservation laws of the
form

(1.1) Ou+ 0, f(u) = eagu, zeR, t>0,

where u = u(z,t), a vector-valued function in R", represents density variables with
f(u) being its corresponding fluxes which is assumed to be smooth, and € > 0 is a
viscosity coefficient. (1.1) is supplemented with the initial data

(1.2) u(z,0) = uo(x)
satisfying
(1.3) Jim uo(e) = us,

where u4 and u_ are two constant states in R".
The qualitative behavior of the solutions to (1.1)—(1.3) is closely related to that
of the corresponding inviscid system:

(1.4) Byu + 8, f(u) = 0.

It is assumed that (1.4) is hyperbolic, i.e., the Jacobian matrix f'(u) has real
eigenvalues A1 (u) < A2(u) < ... < A\p(u) with corresponding left and right eigenvec-
tors [;(u) and 7;(u) such that

(1.5) L(u) f'(w)R(u) = A = diag{\1(u), ..., An(u)}
L(u)R(u) = I = Identity matrix
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where L(u) = (€1(u),-..,€n(u))? and R(u) = (r1(u),r2(u),...,ma(w)). An i-field is
genuinely nonlinear (or linearly degenerate) if V;(u)-r;(u) # 0 (or VA;(u)-r;(u) = 0).
A contact discontinuity [5, 10], denoted by a triple (u,u,, s), is a piecewise constant
weak solution to (1.4) such that

flu) = fur) = s(ur —up), = Xi(w) = Xi(ur)

for some 7,1 < 1 < n. We will assume that there exists a p, 1 < p < n, such
that A\p—1(u) < A\p(u) < Ap41(u), pfield is linearly degenerate, and (u,u_) forms a
contact discontinuity in the p-field, i.e.,

(1.6) Flug) = fus) = sup —us), 5= Aplug) = Apluo).

By change of the independent variables if necessary, we can assume s = 0 in (1.6).
Let Cp(u—) denote the p-contact wave curve through u_ in the state space which is
the integral manifold associated with the vector field r,(u). Choosing a nonsingular
parameter p, we can write the p-contact wave curve Cp(u_) as

wn Gl)= {u [u=u(p), 52 = (s ulp = p-) = u_} .

Then our main structural condition is that both [,(u) and r,(u) are constant along
Cp(u-), ie.,

(1.8) Vrp(u) - rp(u) =0, Vip(u) - rp(u) =0 Vu € Cp(u_).

It is noted that the condition (1.8) is trivially verified for the systems of equations for
ideal gases (see section 4). Now let the initial data uo(z) in (1.2) be a generic small
smooth perturbation of the contact discontinuity U = (u—_,u4,0) described above.
The major questions we will address in this paper are: (1) Is there a global (in time)
solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)—(1.3) for fixed £ > 07;

(2) What is the precise large time asymptotic behavior of solutions to (1.1)-(1.3)?
More precisely, can U = (u—,u4,0) be an asymptotic state for the viscous solutions
to (1.1)-(1.3)? How can one determine the asymptotic (in time) derivation of the
viscous solutions from the inviscid contact discontinuity U?

As observed in [13], an inviscid contact discontinuity can not be an asymptotic
attractor for the viscous problem (1.1)—(1.3). It is, in general, only a metastable
wave pattern as for the case of polytropic gases [13]. This is in contrast to the
nonlinear waves: shock waves and rarefaction waves [7, 9, 11, 12]. Indeed, our main
results in this paper state, roughly speaking, that although the contact discontinuity
U is not an asymptotic state for the viscous system (1.1) satisfying the structural
condition (1.8), yet there exists a smooth exact solution U (z,t) to (1.1) which can be
constructed explicitly and will be called viscous contact wave. The viscous contact
wave has the fgllowing desired properties: First, U(z, t) approaches the inviscid contact
discontinuity U uniformly on any given finite interval as the viscosity coefficient £ goes
to zero. In fact, the estimate

(1.9) IT(,t) = U, )lloe@y < Clet)?

holds for a constant C > 0, and any p > 1. Second, the viscous contact wave U (z, t)
is nonlinearly stable for the Cauchy problem (1.1)—(1.3) provided the strength of the
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contact wave, |uy —u—_|, is suitably small. Furthermore, the leading order asymptotic
structure of the solution to (1.1)—(1.3) is described by the superposition of the viscous
contact wave (with center properly shifted) in the p-field and nonlinear (or linear)
diffusion waves in the transversal fields, and the shift and the masses carried by the
diffusion waves can be determined a priori from the distribution of the initial excessive
mass. The high order deviation of the solution to (1.1)~(1.3) from its leading order
asymptotic ansatz can be estimated pointwisely and optimal rate of convergence (in
time) can be obtained.

One of the main difficulties in analyzing contact waves lies in the fact that contact
waves are in the linearly degenerate fields and thus less stable [13]. Also since a generic
perturbation of a contact wave introduces diffusive waves (see section 2 for details)
in the transversal fields, the propagation and interactions of these diffusion waves
with the linear contact wave is the other major issue here. Our analysis to overcome
these difficulties contains two new elements. The first and most important element is
the accurate pointwise estimate on the fundamental solution to the linear parabolic
system obtained by linearizing (1.1) around the viscous contact wave, i.e.,

(1.10) Ayu + 0-(VF(U(x,t))u) = ed2u.

System (1.10) is uniformly parabolic with variable convection coefficients, so the large
time pointwise estimate on its fundamental solution matrix poses a nontrivial task.
By using characteristic decomposition, we first approximate the fundamental matrix
by a diagonal matrix whose i-th diagonal element is the fundamental solution to the
scalar converted equation

(1.11) Od + 0, (ad) = 02d

with a = a(z,t) = \i(U(z, t)). We then approximate the fundamental solution to the
scalar equation (1.11) by the following expression

2(x, t; t,
(112)  Ki(=,t; 0, t0) = f‘—‘(ﬁ—i‘l—"l} . t<to

1
San(to -8 ¥ {‘ 4(to — 1)

where

myp(2,t; To,t0) = (T — o),
L13) et oy to) = ale, ) ( [ ottt t)) i#p,

a(z,t) = Ai(z, t) = \i(U(z, t)).

We will show that this procedure yields the desired pointwise estimate on the fun-
damental solution to (1.10). Using the fundamental solution matrix to (1.10), one
derives (in a standard way) the integral equation for the deviation of the solution to
(1.1)—(1.3) from its leading order asymptotic ansatz (the superposition of the shifted
viscous contact wave with the diffusion waves in the transversal fields) by Duhamel’s
principle. Since this integral equation involves also the convolution of the fundamen-
tal solution matrix to (1.10) with the sources due to the nonlinear coupling of the
diffusion waves in the transversal fields and the nonlinear terms involving the higher
order deviation itself, the second main element in our analysis is the study of the inter-
actions among diffusion waves and the viscous contact wave. In particular, the effects
on the p-th field due to the self interaction of the diffusion waves in the transversal
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directions. This is achieved by describing the precise pointwise asymptotic form for
the high order deviation and justifying it through an elaborate iteration processure.
This is partly motivated by the work of Liu-Zeng [8] in which the asymptotic stability
toward constant state is proved.

There have been intensive studies on the large time asymptotic behavior for so-
lutions to systems of viscous conservation laws including (1.1), see [1, 6-8, 10-13].
Almost all the results deal with the nonlinear stability of constants, viscous shock pro-
files, and rarefaction waves. In particular, pointwise explicit time-asymptotic forms
toward constant state for solutions to general quasilinear hyperbolic-parabolic sys-
tems of conservation laws have been obtained in [8]. Nonlinear stability of contact
discontinuities for the 1-dimensional compressible Euler equation for the polytropic
gases with uniform viscosity have been proved in [13] without the rate of convergence.
The method employed in [13] is different from our general analysis here which yield
optimal rate of convergence.

Several remarks are in order. First, since the system (1.1) has uniform viscosity,
so the standard model for compressible Navier-Stokes equations can not fit into this
class. However, we do expect that the similar results hold true for the compressible
Navier-Stokes equations for the polytropic gases based on the analysis in [13] and this
paper. However this is left for the future. On the other hand, it should be noted
that the asymptotic behavior toward contact discontinuity for solutions to (1.1)-
(1.3) is interesting on its own right since (1.1) governs the leading order behavior of
many first order (including the Lax-Friedrichs) numerical discretization of the general
inviscid system (1.4). Finally, we note that the structural condition (1.8) plays an
important role in both our construction of leading order of asymptotic ansatz and the
stability analysis. The asymptotic behavior toward contact discontinuity for solutions
to general viscous systems without the structural condition (1.8) is an open question.

We conclude this introduction by outlining the rest of this paper. In section 2,
we first construct the leading order asymptotic ansatz as a superposition of a shifted
viscous contact wave and nonlinear (or linear) diffusion waves in the transversal fields.
The viscous contact wave, which approximates the inviscid contact discontinuity, is
constructed by diffusing out the discontinuities along the contact wave curve Cp(u_).
The general solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)—(1.3) can be decomposed as the sum
of this leading asymptotic ansatz with a reminder. The error equation for the reminder
is obtained. We then state our precise stability theorem. We carry out the pointwise
estimates on the fundamental solution matrix to the linear system (1.10) in section 3,
where we verify the explicit formulas in (1.12) and (1.13) indeed yields the desired
approximation to the fundamental solution matrix of (1.10). We first derive an integral
representation formula for the deviation of the solution to (1.1)—(1.3) from its leading
order asymptotic ansatz by using the fundamental solution matrix to (1.10) and the
Duhamel principle. This is carried out in terms of characteristic variables. Using
this representation and the estimate on the fundamental solution matrix, we derive
the precise pointwise asymptotic form for the deviation of the solution to (1.1)—(1.3)
from the leading order asymptotic ansatz described in section 2. Finally, in section 4,
we show that our general theory applies to the compressible Euler equations for the
polytropic gases with. uniform viscosity.

2. Asymptotic ansatz and the stability theorem. To describe the leading
order large time asymptotic ansatz, we first introduce the viscous contact wave which
approximates a given contact discontinuity.
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2.1. Viscous contact wave. Let (u—,uy, s = 0) correspond to a p-contact
discontinuity so that (1.6) is satisfied with s = Ap(u+) = Ap(u—) = 0. Then

~ u—, £<0,t>0
2.1) U(a;,t)—{ uy, ©>0,t>0

is the contact discontinuity solution to the inviscid system (1.4). Recall that the p-
contact wave curve through u_, Cp(u-), is defined by (1.7). To define the viscous
contact wave, we choose the nonsingular parameter p in (1.7) such that

(i)  ulp-) =u—, wu(ps) =u4, and p_ < p4;
(2.2) zeRt> —1,

p(z,t =~1) = p_ +(p+ — p-)H(z),

here H(xz) is the Heaviside function. We can now define the viscous contact wave
associated with (u_,u4,s = 0) as follows.

DEFINITION 2.1. Let u(p) denote the state on the contact wave curve Cp(u—)
through u_, and let the parameter p be chosen as in (2.2). Then the viscous contact
wave associated with (u—,us,s = 0) is defined to be U(z,t) € Cp(u—) such that

(2.3) Ul(z,t) = ulp(z,t)) for zeR,t>0.
It follows from the definition of Cp(u—) that

0U(z,t) = rp(U)0;p, 0:U(z,t) = rp(U)0zp
and

02U (z,t) = r,(0)82p + Vry(U) — rp(U)(02p)>.
And so

8:U + 8, f(U) — e02U = (0tp)rp(U) + Xy ([U)rp(U)0zp — er,(U)32p
—eVrp(U)rp(U)(0:p)? = (Bip + Ap(U)0zp — €02p)ryp(U) —
—eVry(U) - rp(0)(0:p) =0,

where we have used (2.2), the fact A\,(U(z,t)) = A\p(u—) = s = 0, and the structural
condition (1.8). We list some properties of the viscous contact wave in the following
lemma which will be used later.

LEMMA 2.2. The viscous contact wave U(z,t) in (2.8) is a smooth function for
all (z,t) € R! x RL, and satisfies

(i) 0.U + 0, f(U) — 02U =0 ¥(z,t) € R! x R} ;
(ii) |[UC,8) =T 8)|e < C(e(1+t))§% for all ¢ > 1, where U(z, t) is the inviscid
contact discontinuity given in (2.1), and C is a positive constant;
(iii) Set G(z,t) = \/4”1(“_1) exp{—4(t”’j_1)}. Then for all (z,t) € R' x R, |9,U

(z,t)| < C8|G(x,t)|, and |8;U (z,t)| < Ce|0,G(x,t)|, where § = |uy — u_|
s the strength of the contact wave, and C is an absolute constant.
Thus U(z,t) gives the desired viscous approximation to the inviscid contact dis-
continuity. This completes the construction of viscous contact waves. Next we turn
to the diffusion waves.
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2.2. Diffusion waves. To fix the idea, we will concentrate on the case that
system (1.4) is strictly hyperbolic so that the wave speeds are strictly separated, and
make some remarks on the non-strictly hyperbolic case. To simplify the presentation,
we will use the following convention unless otherwise stated. By l;, r;, a; = VA; 1y,
and );, etc., we always mean these quantities evaluated at u_ for ¢ < p and uy for
i>p,and l, = l,(u_) = lp(uy), etc. From now on, we will assume also that e = 1 in
(1.1). A generic perturbation of the contact wave should also introduce waves in the
transversal characteristic fields. These are the nonlinear (or linear) diffusion waves
introduced by Liu [6], which are governed by the converted Burgers equation

1 }
(2.4) 0:0; + X\;0,0; + 0, (§V)\z7‘1012> = 8301, 1#p.
Due to the conservation form of (2.4), the mass carried by the diffusion wave,
(2.5) m; = / 0i(z,t) dx
R1

is a time invariant. By Hopf-Cole transform, the solution to (2.4)—(2.5) can be ex-
plicitly written as [6]

_ 1 fz- N+ ]
0 oi(gc’t)_\/tﬂx‘( NS ) 7P
with
(2.7) xi(y) = ai_l(eXp{aimi /2} — 1) exp{—y?}

+o0 ’
V7 + (exp(aym/2) — 1)/ exp{—¢2} d¢

provided that a; = Vy;r; # 0, (i.e., the i-characteristic field is genuinely nonlinear
at u—(i < p) or uy(i > p)). In the case of linear degeneracy, a; = 0, then instead of
(2.7), the x; in (2.6) is given by

— eXpy1— .
T r{-v°}

We remark that in the case of non-strictly hyperbolic system, we will require that
the inviscid system (1.4) has a strictly convex entropy extension ([4]). In this case
A; may not be simple. Assume that the multiplicity of A; is p;. Then the governing
equations (2.4) become a system for a p;-vector ;. Then by the analysis of Chern
[1], the diffusion wave is the unique self-similar solution of the form (2.6) with x;(y =
Xi(y) exp{—y*}, where X; and all its derivatives are uniformly bounded by C|m;]|.
Thus the qualitative behavior of the diffusion waves in the non-strictly hyperbolic
case is similar to the one for strictly hyperbolic systems.

Finally, we set 6(z,t) to be the superposition of all the diffusion waves in the
transversal fields, i.e.,

(29) 6(z,t) = Y bi(z, t)r:
i#£p

(2.8) xi(y) =

where the mass m; carried by each diffusion wave is to be determined. This will be
done by studying the distribution of the initial excessive masses.
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2.3. Leading order asymptotic ansatz. The leading order time-asymptotic
ansatz for the solution to (1.1)—(1.3) will be a superposition of a shift viscous contact
wave with diffusion waves in the transversal characteristic fields. So the main task
is to determine the center of the viscous contact wave and the masses carried by the
diffusions in the transversal fields. To this end, we first observe that

(2.10) / Oz, t)yde =Y | [ 6i(z,t) da;) = mar;

i#p \p1 i#p

and

(2.11) /(U(a: + 20,t) — U(x,t)) dx = / (/Ozo 2U(:z: +y,t) dy) de

= 7BD—a—U(x+y,t)dy dr = Uz +y,t)d | dy
Re O o 3

= zo(u4 —u-)

are time invariant. Next, since for § = |u; — u_| small, uy — u_ is parallel to r, up
to leading order, so 71 ...,Yp—1, U+ — U—, Yp+1,- - - ,¥n forms a basis in R*. We thus
can decompose the initial excessive mass as follows

(2.12) /(uo ~U)(z,0)dr = zo(uy —u_)+ me'-

R! i#£p

It is noted that (2.12) determines zo, m;(i # p) uniquely given the initial excessive
mass. With o, m;(i # p) so determined, we now define the leading order time
asymptotic ansatz for the solution of (1.1)—(1.3) as

(2.13) u®(z,t) = U(z + 20,t) +0(z,) = U(z + 30,8) + Y _ Oi(, t)rs.
i#£p

It follows from (1.10)—(2.12) that

(2.14) /(uo(m) —u%(z,0))dr = /(uo(w) —U(z,0) dz
R R!
+ [ (U(x,0) — u®(z,0)) dz
/
=zo(uy —u_) + Zmﬂ‘i +
i£p
+ /(U(:c, 0) — U(z + m0,0)) dx
Rl
—/0(:6, 0)dz = 0.
R!
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Due to the conservation laws for the viscous contact wave U(z,t), the diffusion wave
6(x,t), and the solution u(z,t) to (1.1)—(1.3), we have for all ¢t > 0 that

(2.15) /(u(w, t) —u®(z,t))de =0  Vt>0.
R1
It follows from Lemma 2.2, (2.4), and some direct computations that
(2.16) Opu® + 0 (f (u?)) — O2u® =
= 0,U + 0. f(U) — 02U + 8:0 + dz(f(u®) — f(U)) — 826

1o = :
= a,«.{§ > ( DA f(U))(rj,rj)9j> ri +0(1)|6]?

i=1 \j#i,j#p

> [(f’(U) — £ )+ 2BV F(T) — 9 F) (i) +

1 o —
+5 > liVZf(U)(7k,rj)9j0k]ri+
(G:K)%(i-9)
J:.k#p
J#k

4%( Z ll’vzf(ﬁ)(Ti,Tj)ﬁin)rp} = 0,&

i,J#p
i#]

where £ denote the quantity in the bracket {- - -} in the previous step, and we also used
the convention that u; = u_ for 7 < p and u; = u4 for © > p, and the simple identity
Li(w) V2 £ (u)(rs(u), 5 (w)) = Vi(u)-ri(u). Due to the speeds of propagation of waves,
one can obtain from the constructions of viscous contact wave and the diffusion waves,
see (2.2)—(2.3) and (2.6)—(2.8), that

1T (x,t) — ui] 16:(z,8)] = 0(1)d}mi exp{=C(t + |a))} for i#p,
and
10;(z, )0k (2, t)| = 0(1)|m;| |mg| exp{—-C(t + |z|)} for j#k,

for some constant C > 0. It now follows easily that the error in (2.16) has the following
estimate

(217) £=3 3 35 SO o5 )+ O
i#p

+0(1)(6mo + m3) exp{—C(t + |z|)},

where
n
(2.18) mo =Y |mil.
=1

The purpose of the present paper is to show that indeed the derivation, u(z,t) —
u®(z,t), of the solution u(z,t) to (1.1)—(1.3) from the function u?(z,t) defined in
(2.13) decays faster than u%(z,t) and thus to justify the name of u®(z,t).
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2.4. The stability theorem. With the leading order time asymptotic ansatz
u®(z,t) constructed in the previous subsection, our main result in this paper states
that there exists a unique global (in time) solution, u(z,t), to the Cauchy problem
(1.1)-1.8) in the neighborhood of u4®, and whose leading order large time asymptotic
behavior is completely described by u®(z,t). Furthermore, the deviation, u(z,t) —
u®(z,t), of the solution u(z,t) to (1.1)—(1.3) from its leading order time asymptotic
ansatz, u®(z, z), can be estimated pointwisely. More precisely we have the following
theorem.

Theorem Consider the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.3) with € being fized to be one.
Suppose that the system (1.1) is either strictly hyperbolic or with convez entropy ez-
tension and the p-characteristic field is linearly degenerate. Let U(z,t) be the viscous
contact wave as defined by (2.3) corresponding to the p-th characteristic field. Let’s
decompose the initial excessive mass as in (2.12), so the u®(z,t), a superposition of
a shifted viscous contact wave with transversal diffusion waves, be constructed as in
(2.13). Then there exist suitable small positive constants 61 and d2 such that if

(219)  wo—U € H'(RY),
(220) 6= |U+ - ’U;..] < (51,

+o0 o0
(2.21) / (1+ |z))|uo(z) — T(x)|dz + / (1 + |2]2)|uo(2) — T (@) do +

(1 +l2))*uo(z) ~U(@)|ze < 8, for a>1

then there exist a unique smooth global (in time) solution, u(z,t), to the Cauchy
problem (1.1)-(1.83) with the following properties:

(a)u—T € C([0,00): H'(R'), u—u®€ C([0,00): H'(R"));

(2.22) (b)lim ||u(-,t) = U(: +.’l?0,t)”Lp(R1) =0 Valp>1,
t—o00

and ||u(-,t) —U(, +o,t)|lLrr) s uniformly bounded in time,
(c)for allz € R*, >0,

(2.23)  u(z,t) =u(z,t) + 0, (Zn: Vi(x,t)ri(U(x,t)))

i=1

=U(x +0,t) + Y Oiz, t)ri + Xn: Bovi(z, t)ri (U (=, 1)) +

i#p =1
+ Z vi(z,t)Vri(U(z, t))%_[zj’
with
(2.24) vi(z,t) = 0(1) (81 + 82)(Jz — Mit|? + (¢ + 1))7%,
(225) vl ) = 0(1)(61 + o) (lw — At + (£ + 1) "F(1+ )72,
and

(2.26)  Opvi(z,t) = 0(1)(01 + 2)|z|~* for |z| > Cot, 1<a<b/4,
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where Co > 4maic(|)\i(ﬁ(a:, t))|) is a positive constant.
1,2,
Before we move to the proof of the theorem, a few remarks are in order.

(1) The property (a) in the theorem can be obtained by combining a slight mod-
ification of the weighted energy estimates announced in [13] with the approximate
parametrix analysis, presented in this paper, applying to the linear coupled diffusion
waves in [13]. Also decay estimate in L, (b), in the theorem is a simple consequence
of our pointwise estimate (2.23)—(2.26). So our analysis will be concentrated on the
property (c) in the theorem.

(2) For given initial data up in (1.2) satisfying (1.3), the center, xo, of the viscous
constant wave, and the masses, m;, carried by the transversal diffusion waves are
uniquely determined by the decomposition of the initial excessive mass (2.12). Thus
the leading order asymptotic ansatz, u®, is determined a priorily by the initial data.
This is so mainly due to our structural condition (1.8). In general, we do not expect
that this is the case, and zo has to be determined dynamically. This is, however, left
for future.

(3) Though the theorem deals with system (1.1) which is of uniform viscosity. We
expect that the analysis in this paper combined with ideas developed by Liu and Zeng
in [8] for the propagations of diffusion waves should enable us to generalize the results
is this paper to more physical systems, in particular, to the 1-dimensional Navier-
Stokes equations for the polytropic gases. This is currently under consideration.

3. Stability analysis.

3.1. Integral error equation and characteristic decomposition. Let u%(z,
t) be th leading asymptotic ansatz constructed in §2.3 (see (2.13)). Without loss of
generality, we assume that the amount of shift in the center of viscous contact wave,
Zp, is zero. Suppose now that u(z,t) is a smooth solution to the Cauchy problem
(1.1)—(1.3). We can decompose u(z,t) as follows:

(3.1) u(z, t) = u(z,t) + w(z,t) = U(z,t) + 0(z,t) + o(z, t).

By (1.1) and (2.16), the resulting system governing the deviation, w(z,t), of u(z,t)
from u*(z,t) becomes

0w + 05 (f(U + 0 + W) — f(u®)) — 82w = —8,&,
(32) { B, 0) = uo(z) — Tz, 0) - 0(a.0),

where £ is given in (2.17). And (2.15) gives
/E(:c, t)dz =0 forall ¢>0.
This enables us to write
33) T, 1) = 2w (z b).
) 6x b

Substituting (3.3) into (3.2) and integrating the resulting systems with respect to z,
one has the integrated error equation for w(z,t)

(3.4) w + f'(U)0,w — 82w = E,
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T

(3.5) w(z,0) = wo(z) = / (uo(z) — T(=,0) — 0(z,0)) ds,

—0o0

where
(36) E=—&—(f(u* + B,w) — f(u®) — f'(U)8,w)
=_£— (f"(ﬁ)(e, Ozw) + % f"(ﬁ)(azw,azw)> —0(1)(|6)® + |8z w|?)-

Note that
+o0] o0 2 +00
[ | [ 1w06) - Tw) - 6,001 0| da| < 4| [ Tuot0) ~ T ~ 000, 0 P?a,
0 x 0
+oo| o0 +o0
J | [ ta0) - T ~ 800,00 dy| da < | [ 1uos) - Tw) - 00, 0 w1,
0 T . +Ooo
(1 +|a))® /[uo(y)—ﬁ(y)—-G(y,O)]dy < /(1+Iy|)2IUo(y)—Tf(y)—o(y,O)l’*dy

which can be verified easily by using the Holder inequality and change of order of
integrations. It follows from the simple inequalities, the explicit forms of the viscous
contact wave (Lemma 2.2) and diffusion waves ((2.6)—(2.8)), and the assumptions
(2.19)=(2.21) that

(3.7) w(z,0) = wo(x) € H*(R') N L' (R),

(3.8) ”w(]”%{‘(Rl) + llwoll 1 (mry +
+ (1 +121) 2 |wol |y + 11 + [2)*|wh| | ety < CO

with a fixed positive constant C, and 2 and « are given in the theorem.

We need only to show that the Cauchy problem for (3.4) with initial data (3.5)
satisfying (3.7)-(3.8) has a unique global (in time) solution w(z,t) which is of the
desired pointwise asymptotic form (2.24)-(2.26). Since (3.4) is a uniform parabolic
system, it is standard to obtain the local existence and uniqueness of the smooth
solution for the Cauchy problem in a Banach space. The long time existence and
asymptotic behavior will follow provided that we can establish some a priori estimates
on the solution. The rest of this is devoted to derive such a priori estimates. This
will be conveniently done in terms of the characteristic variables

(3.9) v(z,t) = L{O)w(z,t)

where L(U) is the left eigenvector matrix associated with f/(U) (see Definition 1.5).
So one has

(3.10) w(z,t) = Zn:vi(fﬂ, t)r:(U(z, 1),

=1
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and system (3.4) becomes

(3.11) O + Adzv — B2v = e1 + e,

where

A = diag{\ (@), 2o D), - -, A @)},
(3.12) e = (B,L{T) + A3, L(T) — 82L(T))R(T)v + 2(L(T)3, R(T)) 8w
—20, L(T) 0, R(T v,
€y = L(ﬁ)E

The goal now is to derive the pointwise asymptotic forms (2.24)—(2.26) for the so-
lution v(z, t) to (3.11). The main advantage of the system (3.11) for the characteristic
variable v(z,t) over (3.4) is that for weak waves, the coupling of waves in different
characteristic fields is weak so that the fundamental solution matrix for the linearized
equations for (3.11) can be well approximated by a diagonal matrix whose diagonal

elements are the approximated scalar dual waves corresponding to the left hand side
of (3.11).

We conclude this section by list some simple estimates on the right hand side of
(3.11) which will be useful for our later analysis.

LEMMA 3.1. The coupling and nonlinear terms in (3.11) admit the following
estimates

313 (aredy=00)(+ T ool + X 0Pl +

i#p i#p
+|6’|3 + 10, w|® + (dmo + mg) exp{—C(t+ |:c|)}) ,

(3.14)  for i # p,(e1): = 0(1) (Z 10z p1(Jvs](1 + |8zp]) + |3xvj|)> ;

Jj#p

(3.15)  for i # p, (e2); = 0(1) (Z 82 +16]10:0] + > _ 16]10zp| |v;]
J#i J#p

+ 1005 + > 1050y (105v5] + |3zp)lvjl)
Jj#p Jj#p

+ > 18apllv;|* +
J#p

+16)® + |0z w)® + (dmo + mg) exp{—C(t + |z|)}.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. This lemma follows from direct computations by using the
structure of viscous contact wave and transversal diffusion waves and the structural
conditions (1.8). Indeed, direct calculation gives that for all ¢ = 1,2,...,n

(3.16) ()i = Y vsli@)Vr;(0) - 15 (T)(@sp + N(U)0zp — 83p)
j

~ 3 ((8:0)(050,) (u(@) V3 @) - 15(D) +

J
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+(0:0)*0;L:(U)(V(Vr; (U) - rp(0)) - 5(0))]

=Y X(O0)(0ep)v; (1:(O) Vi (0) - rp(0)) +
i

— > [(0:P)Bav;Li () (Vr; (T) - 1,(T)) +
J

+(0:p)* vili O)(V(Vr;(O) - (@) - 7p(0))]

where we have used the equation for p(z,t) in (2.2) in the second inequality above.
Note that the identity VI,(U) - rp(U) = 0 is equivalent to

(38.17) LO)(Vr;U)-rpU) =0  Vj=1,2,...,n,

which is derived by taking directional derivative of the identity l,(u)-7;(u) = J,, along
the direction rp(u) to get

0= (Viy(u) - rp(u))rw) + L (w)(Vr;(u) - mp(u)), i=12,...,n.

Differentiating (3.17) with respect = and using the structure of the viscous contact
wave, U(z,t), one gets

(Vip(U)rp@))(Vr;(U) 1 (O0)) +p(U) [V (Vr; (U)rp(U)) rp(U)] = 0, j=1,2,...,n.
And so

(3.18) LO)V(Vr;U) @) -1, (U)] =0, j=12,...n.

It follows from (1.8) and (3.16)—(3.18) that

(3.19) (e1)p =0,

(320)  (e1)i = > MO L@)Vr;(O) - (D)) (Bzp)vs —

J#p
=3 [(82p)(B2v):(0)(Vry () - (7)) +
Jj#p

+(8:9)?0;L:(0)(V(Vr; (U) - 7p(0)) - 7(0))]
= 0(1) (Z 10zp1(|v;|(1 + |0zp]) + |3zvj|)) for ¢#p,
#p
which is (3.14). Next, one has from (3.6) and (3.12) that
(e2)p = L(U)E = ~1,(U) " (U)(6,05w)
5 p0) 0@, o) ~ L,(T)E +0(1)(I6F + [owwl?).
To do this computation, one notes that
(321) L@V f@)(r:(@),r5(0)) = XO)lpO)(Vri(U) - 73;(0)) for all i and j,
due to the assumption \,(U) = Ap(us) = Ap(u—) =0, and

(3.22) LO)WV2 fO)(rp(U),r:(U) =0 for i=1,2,...,n,
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which follows from (3.17) and the known identity

lp(u) V2 f (u) (rp(u), i (w)) = VAi(u) - rp(u)lp(u) - 74(w)
+(Ai(u) = Ap (W)l (W) Vri(u) - rp(w).-
By using (1.8), (3.17)—(3.18), (3.21)~(3.22), and w; = R(U)d,v + 8:(R(U))v, one can
calculate that

L,(U)V?£(U)(9, 8- w)

=L,O)V*f(U) (Z 8;r:(0), R(ﬁ)awv> +

i#p

+,(0)V*£(U) (Z Oiri(ﬁ),&c(R(ﬁ))v> +

ip

+,,(U)V? f(U) (Z 0;(r; —7;(U), 8zw>
J#p
= S @ @)(Vri(O) 75 0))Bidsv; +
s
+0(L)(Jv] + |0zw])(mod) exp{—C(t + |x|)},

(@) (D) @, 000)
=3 Y @)@ M@LO @@+ Y @)
#£p,jF£P i#p,k#p

(Z(azp)vjlk(ﬁ)(wj @) - mp(0)) - X (U)A(O)(Vrs(U) "Yk(ﬁ))> +
J#p

+% > (Z(f’/‘zp)vﬂk(ﬁ)(vm(ﬁ)°Tp(U))>

i£p.k#£p \J#p

(Z(Ozp)vj L) (Vr; () - rp(@) M O)p(U) (V1 (D) - T'i(ﬁ)) ,

J#p

and

— 1 . .
LO)E =1, = 3 Z L,V f(ri,r:)62 +0(1)|6)® + 0(1)(dmo + m2) exp{—C(t + |z|)}-
i#p
This combined with (3.19) yields (3.13) immediately. Since similar calculation gives
(3.15), the proof of Lemma 3.1 is complete. O

3.2. Approximate scalar dual and an integral representation. We now
begin our proof of the theorem by analyzing the asymptotic behavior of solution to
(3.11). As it is well-known, the accurate pointwise behavior of solutions to parabolic
system is achieved by using the parametrix method. However, the classical treatment
of parametrix methods for parabolic systems with variable coefficients deals only with
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local in time estimates [3] except the recent studies on nonlinear waves (see [6, 11, 12,
8, 13)).

Since the linearized form of equation (3.11) has coefficients depending the leading
order asymptotic ansatz u®(x,t) which varies in both space and time, so it is difficult
to obtain the exact form of the Green’s function for the linearized equations. By
using the hyperbolic structure and properties of the viscous contact wave, we can
approximate this Green’s function by approximate scalar dual waves corresponding
only to the decoupled scalar operators on the left hand side of (3.11). This approach
makes crucial use of the structure of the underlying viscous contact wave and the
smallness assumptions (2.20)—(2.21).

Now that the linear operator on the left hand side of (3.11) is diagonal, and each
component has a dual of the form

(3.23) —0,7; — (D) 7;) — 07 =0, j=1,2,...,n.
Thus the fundamental solution matrix to the linear operator 8y + Ad;v — 82v is
a diagonal matrix with (i,i)-component given by 7;(z,t;y,T) which solves (3.23) on
R! x (0,7) with data
(3.24) Ti(z,t =T;y;t) = 6(z —y)
for any given 7> 0 and y € R!. In the case i = p, \,(U(z,0)) = A\p(ut) = Ap(u_) =
0, so the solution to (3.23)—(3.24) is given uniquely by the heat kernel
—_ 1 (z—y)° }

2,4 T,y) = —————expq ———— (-
Mp( y) T T p{ AT
For ¢ # p, we do not have an explicit solution to (3.23)—(3.24) in general. We thus
define an approximate scalar dual 7;(z, t;T,y) as follows:
_(mi(e, t;y,T))°

1
N DR { AT -9

(3.25)

(3.26) ni(z,t;T,y) = } for zeR,yecR,

and t < T, where
my(z, by, T) = (z —y),
= g ‘
(3.27) mi(z, t;y, T) = Ni(z, t) (/y m+(T—t)) , 1#p.
Here and from now on, we use the notation \;j(z,t) = \;(U(z,t)). It follows that

np(x,t;y,T) = 7,(2, t;9,T), and so solves (3.23), exactly. Furthermore, direct com-
putations show that

(3.28) ni(z,t =T,y,T) =d(z — v), 1=1,2,...,n,
and
(3-29) Oymi + O (Ni(w, ty) + Ooms = B;, i #p

(3.30) E; = Oz )iz, t))m:

1 @X)? [ 1 m2\ ON+ON\ m
" [2 (3”"\’+ v 727 hy T—¢

Oz A 1 mf 10\ 1 mg
+(/\, (1 oT — ¢ +2 X +2/\zatnz T—¢|’




STABILITY OF CONTACT DISCONTINUITIES 49

where \; = \;(z,t), m; = m;(z,t;y,T), and n; = ni(z,t;y) = f; 7\—‘(%7)
Taking the scalar product of (3.11) with n = (91,...,7,) and integrating the

resulting equation we obtain the following integral representation for the solution to
(3.11) by using (3.28)-(3.30) and Lemma, 3.1:

(3.31), vp(y,T) = /vp(x, 0)np(z,t =0;y,T) dz +
T
+ [ [ (et e @m0, 7) doct
0

s/%@m%w¢=m%mmw

T 2 2 2012 3
0‘ ar i az : i . aa:
+ ) Jow (6 Sl 0o hu) +
(z, ) np(z, t;y, T) dadt +
T v
+ / /0(1)(5m0 +m2) exp{—C(t + |z|) }np(z, t;y, T) dzdt,
0

(3.31); vi(y,T)

T
= /v,-(:c,())m(x,t =0;y,T) d:c+/ /Ei(x,t;y,T)vi(a:,t) dzdt +
0
T
+/ /(61 + e2)i (x,t) mi(z, t;y, T) dudt
0

T
= /vi(w, 0) ni(z,0;y,T) dx+/ /Ei(w,t;y,T) v;(x,t) dodt +
0

T
+ 0(1) 192p1(J51(1 + 182p]) + |05v5)
[ (e )
(z,t)mi(z,t;y,T) dedt +

[/ (z 2 > st
+ 0(1) 10517 + 101 10zv| + ) _ |02v5
0 i i#p ’
+ 2 |02vp|(102v;] + |0z p] Jvj) +

J#p

+ ) 10pl? v ? + 16)° + Iazwl3) (z,t) ni(x, t;y, T) dedt +
J#p

T
+/ /O(l)(&mo + m3) exp{=C(t + |z|)} ni(x, t;y, T) dedt, i# p.
0
Here and from now on, by the space integral [ dz we always mean the le dzx unless

otherwise stated.

We also need to estimate the derivatives of v(z,t). Thus differentiating the ex-
pressions (3.31) with respect to y we obtain

(3.32), %%Wﬂ=/%@m%%w&%ﬂ%+
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T
+/ /(61 + e2)p (z,t) Oy mp(z, t;y, T) dzdt,
0
632 ul,T)= [ (000, m(s00,7) ds
T
+/ /By Ei(z,t;y,T) vi(z,t) dedt +
0
T
+ [ [(er+eite,0)0, (o, 9, 7) o
0

The pointwise estimates on the solution (3.11) will be based on the representation
formulas (3.31)—(3.32). This clearly depends on the accuracy of our scalar approxi-
mate dual 7;(z,t;y,T). Thus before moving to the heavy estimates, we first collect
some simple properties concerning the approximate scalar dual waves which will be
useful in our later analysis. The first concerns the estimate on the error term E; in
(3-29)—(3.30).

LEMMA 3.2. For i # p, let E; be given by (3.30).

(1) There exists positive constant p > 0 such that

(3.33) Ei(z, t;y,T) = 0(1) 7i; (z, t; 5, T)[|8:Xi (2, )| (1 + (T — £)71/2)
+6(T — )21 + )77,

with

(3'34) nz(x, t,?hT) = \/meXp {_ 4N(T — t) } .
(2) Set

(3.35) 0y Fi(w, t9,T) = 5 E‘; ’ 3 8, Fi(w,t,3,T) + B

Then

(336) B = 0(L)ii(z, t; 5, T)[|0:Mi (=, )10 Mi(, )| (1 + (T — 1)/
+6(T — )7 21+ 8)7/%) + |03 Ni(=, 1) (1 + (T —6)7/?),
where 7;(z,t;y,T) is defined by (3.34) with a suitable positive constant p.

Proof. We first note that (3.33) follows from the expression (3.30), Lemma 2.2,
and the simple estimate

oma,tiv) = | T 0@ ) g / FYNEY &) ¢ e
v

v  M(2) N2(E,1)
__ [TYAG) (6t B Ly
- /y /\,2(675 6§P(§>t)d€ =0(1)6(1+1) 2,

Thus we need only to show (3.35)—(3.36). To this end, we set

(3.37) Ei(z,t;y,T) =ni(z, t;y,T)h,
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so that
(3.38) h(z,t;y,T) = Oz Xi(, t)

1 (B:X0)® (1 m2\ | O+ 02N\ _m?

89;)\,' _1_ mf 18:1:)\1 . m;

'+(Ai(1“2T tan TN ) T
= h(z,t, T,mi(z, t;y,T)).
Since
o _)\i(:l},t) ) Oz \i(,t) ( mzz )

(3.39) Oy = Xi(y,t) (&Dm * Ai(z,t) \2(T -1) ")
one has

E; = (azﬂh)h + nz(a h)

A@ﬂ an(m&uﬁ)
0.1m:h — E; + n;0,h.
o) X, \ Xz, 1) T
On the other hand, it follows from (3.38) that
Oz i(z, t)
Ozh = O,h + O, h(9 —6h+8m,h( WER) ),
A 6777,z Ai(z, t) A
a h’ 8‘"1: = - 8m.h
ay /\i(y7t)
)\i(ilf,t) A~ A 8z>\i(llf,t) )
= ——~ | 9,h+ (8,,h)————m; — O;h ).
o (e Onb S
This leads to
iz, t)
0,E; = 0.E; + E;
! Y
with
~ O i(z, t) m? ) Xi(z, 1) ( s O i(z,t)
3.40) E; = — . L s i | Oz e )
(3.40) N0 (2<T- 5) %™ P Ny ¢
Since

(&JWH=—{PA+
1 (8:0)?

)\2

(8z0) 1 m?
1_2T—t +

mi{ N mi

O i + 3%)\, mf
Ai T—t

m;

T2 X (T-t)2

1

Y

(5 (- 37)

- 1]
6zh = - {5 [8;)\,

Oz i
+Pz(M

(B
)(-35)-

(-
i

2T

+

AN T—tT -t

1 m;
; + 2A 8th> —T_t},

m:

2
z

51

8m,. h)m,) -

-t i

o (52) +dom]

f) &(@M+%A

)

T

-t

=}

t
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and

2 O\ Vi (13, t) . Tp(.’li, t)agp

Oz = — 2 == 2 s

i i
one can conclude (3.36) by inspecting each terms in (3.40) and using (3.33)—(3.34).
Thus Lemma 3.2 is proved. O

Next we study some important properties, such that the essential support and
effective propagation speed, of the approximate transversal scalar dual waves 7; (¢ # p)
defined by (3.26)—(3.27). Due to the explicit form of 7;, its behavior is determined
by analyzing the stationary points of the phase m;(z,t;y,T"). For simplicity, we will
only state and prove the results for 7;, i > p, since the complementary case, i < p, is
similar.

LEMMA 3.3. Assume i > p. Let mi(z,t;y,T) be defined by (3.27). Then the
following properties hold.

(1) For any fized y and T > 0, there ezists a unique smooth curve z =T (t;y,T)
such that

(341) zt=T;y,T)=y, mi@ty,T),t;y,T)=0, fort >0, and
z(ty, T) =y — Ni(z1,8)(T — ¢)

for some 1 =1 (t;y,T).
(2) There exist positive constants u; and ps such that

(342) (@ -2y, T))* <mi(z,ty,T) < po(z — Ty, 7))
(3) For fized y and T > 0, there is a unique t > 0 such that

>0 t>4,

(3.43) z(t;y,T) = { <0 0<t<t

(4) Denote by \] the value \i(vy) = A;(U(00,t)). Then
(3.44) Z(t;y,T) — (y = A (T —t)| =0(1)ovV1+T, t>t.

(5) There is a constant C > 0 such that
a) ify>MNT+CV1+T, thent=0, and
b) f0<y<ANT+CVI+T, and? >0, then

-1
(3.45) t= ;\-_F|y XN T|+0)V1+T, and

)

(3.46) @y, T))* > us(t — 1)  for some positive constant gz > 0.

Proof. Since the proof of this lemma is elementary, we will only sketch it. By
assumption that ¢ > p, so A\;(z,t) > 0. Thus m;(z,t;y,T) = 0 if and only if
H(z,t;y,T) = ni(z, t;y) + (T —t) = 0. Since H(z = y,t = T;y,T) = 0 and
%g = Opni(z, t;y) = ,\—,(‘1;;77 which is bounded and uniformly bounded away from

zero, so there exists unique smooth curve £ = Z(t; y,T) so that

d¢
Ai (5 ’ t)

z(ty,T)
(3.47) HE 6y, T),69,T) =/ LT -t)=0
y
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and (3.41)—(3.42) follow easily. Differentiating (3.47) with respect to t gives

?z . _ i8tAi(£a t) (T
(3.48) 6t (t;y,T) = (1 + Y A%({,t) d§> Ai(Z,t)

= (1+0(1)3(1 + )~ (3, 1).

Since § is assumed to be small, so (3.43) and (3.46) follow. Next, by definition, one
has Z(t;y,T) > 0 for t > t. Setting

(3.49) T=y- (T -1),
we obtain from (3.47) that

0T ) (e, t) = N

(3.50) T(ty, T)—T = / tdE,

y Ai(é: t)
which yields (3.44) since y > T(t;y,T) > 0 and [ |\;(€, t) — X} |d€ = 0(1)8(1 +¢) 3.
Clearly (3.44) implies a) of (5). If £ > 0, then Z(¢;y,T) = 0, and so (3.50) becomes

0 /\z(gaz) _ ’\+

_F@,y,T) = / 3

y )\i (6,%)
which gives (3.45) immediately. The proof of Lemma, 3.3 is complete. O

For simplicity of presentation, we will use the following notations:

(3.51) di(z,t) = ((x — N(E+ 1)) + (£ + 1))~ 4,
K(z,t) = (|27 x(z,t) + (¢ + 1)) 7%,
Hi(wa t) = K((x - Az(t + 1))’ t)’

where x(z,t) is a smooth function which is one for |z] > Co(t + 1) and zero for
lz| < $Co(t + 1). Set also

(3.52) M(t) = sup max {||vi(, 7)d; " (-, T)llzee + 10z0:(, )y (M) HTH (7)o )
o<r<tl<isn

Thus on the time interval the solution exists, one has that

(3.53) lvi(z,t)| < M(t)d;(z,1),
|0zvi(z,t)| < M(t) d;i(z,t) Hi(z, t),

forall z € R', i = 1,2,...,n. We first note that M(0) < C(6; + &) by (3.8). As
long as one can obtain a priori bound on M (t) independent of the time, the (3.53)
combined with the standard continuity argument yields the global (in time) solution
and the desired pointwise asymptotic form (2.24)—(2.26). The technical estimates for
the bound on M (t) are derived in the next two sections.

3.3. A priori estimate I — on principal waves. We are now in the position to
derive a priori estimate on the solution to system (3.11). We start with the estimate
on the waves in the principal direction, v,(z,t) and d;vp(z,t). This case is somewhat
easier than the ones for the transversal waves due to the fact that the scalar dual 7,
is exact.
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It follows from (3.31), and (3.53) that for any y € R, 7' > 0
(6:54) I I < [ Ion(o, 0l (2,033, 7)) do +
T
+ [ o0l e, by, 7)) dads +
0

T
0T [ [ dh o) oty i T) dade +
i#p

T
+0(1) M*(T) /0 / > (10:p &) (=, t)lmp (z, £y, T) devdt +
i#£p

T
+0(1)M3(T) /0 [ S 00u0 )0, 0103, t19, ) e +
T (]
LMD [ [ B0 (0,0, (0,6, T) dods
° T
+0(1)(émo + m%) / /exp{—C(t + |z|) np (2, t;y, T') dxdt
0
= Z Ii,
i=1

with the obvious notations for I;. We now proceed to estimate each term above. First,

Cé,
VarT

(385) I = / lvp (2, 0)| mp (, 059, T) dz < [Jop (-, O) |2 lmp (-5 0,9, Tl Lo <
Ify>Cv1+T (y < —Cy/1+T is similar), then

/2 e
656) h=[" @0l {_(z4Ty) } ot

o0
+ [ a0 (059,
y/2

1 ;lj2
< —_— —_— -0
S T O { 16T} lvp (-, 0)]lz2 +

. Foo 1
O+ 1Dl [ i w050, T) de

1 y2 } 0(52
< Cé: e —— b —
=" anT Xp{ 16T~ (1+ [y
And so

(3.57) dy'(y, T (y,T) < Cé, forall yeR',T >0.

Next, we consider

T
I = 0(1) / / 61z, &) mp (@, £y, T) dadt
0
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T
=0(1) Z/o /Gf(x,t) np(x, t;y, T) dedt

i#p
_w—M@+DV}%

2 T 1
< 0(tyms /0 JTE+D) P { 2T

where we have used the simple formula

(@ — it +1))° (@—y+N(T =)
(3.58) “P{-—fazaiir‘}‘@m{‘ 44io(T 1)) ]
B pi(t+ 1) 4+ po(T —t)
- {_ 4pipa(t + 1)(T — 1) (=2t +1)

pa(t+1)
gy UREUERRECEENS,

(y = Nilt + 1) = N (T — )2
e"p{‘ [ (T + 1) + o (T — B)] }

55

with any given positive constants p; and us. We will treat the case i > p only (the

complementary case ¢ < p is similar). For |y| < C+/T + 1, one has

NSNS AP

/oT \/T(i—+1) exp{ oT

<o [ e {957

For y < —Cv/T + 1, one has

(3.59)

0(1)
dt < g

(3.60) _ w } dt

/oT\/_T—(_—iTT)exp{ 2T
2 T 2 )
<o~} [ vyl

y'z
< 0(1)T Y% exp {_E} .

Ify > CyT + 1, we have

(3.61) _(y_-)‘i_(ii}ﬁ} i@t

/oT \/:r—(;rl) P { 2T

_@—&W}ﬁ

< 0(1)/T-—1———-exp{
- o VT(t+1) uwT

T — )2
< 7x; exp {_ (y — At) } dt
o TE+1) uT

o/, TR

2X;

2
<OV exp {—ﬁf} +o()ly 2.
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It follows from (3.59)—(3.61) that
(3.62) dy (4, )2y, T) < Cmig < C85.

Direct calculation shows that

T
I; = 0(1) (mo + m3) / [ =0t + e np(o, 4,7 dade

363) < 0(1) (dmo + m2)(1 + T)~1/? if |y < VT +1
3. =1 0(1)(dmo +m3) ( ~% exp {_'3?} + exp{—C |y|}) , otherwise.

Thus
(3.64) d, " (y, T) Iz (y, T) < 0(1)(§mo + mg) < C(87 + 63).

We now turn to the integrals involving nonlinear terms. First, by (3.58) and Lemma
2.2 we can obtain that

T
(.69 1= 00M(T) [ [ 3 (0:0d) 0, t) (o 11, T) i

i#p
2 y2 T 1
<0()M (T)exp{—ﬁ};/o /——(1+t)¢T_— _
(t+1)+2T -1 t+1 N\
exp{— 4t+1)(T -1) (m— (t+1)+2(T—t)y> d2(z,t) dzdt

2
< 0(1)M2 T2 1og(1 + T) exp {—-2:"—} .

And similarly, one has
T
666 H=oWM ) [ [ S00.0P ) @) (o, by, T) dod
0 i

< 0()M3(T)T~'/? exp { —-23’;} :
Next, we consider
T
B=0WMD) [ [ ¥ &0 B2 w0 ny(o, 6, T) dade
0 iZ£p
T
~omn 'y [ [ @E)@OnetyT) e +

: 0
P A (1) |<CVEFT

T
+o()M(T) S / / (& H?)(z, 1) 1, (=, t;, T) dadt
#0704+ [>OVEET
= I3 + Io.

Since

(3.67) Iz < O0(V)M*(T)Ix(y, T)mg 2,
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one needs only to estimate I35. Note that

T

(3.68) Is2 < 0()M*(T) | fEomE.T) de
. 0 1+t
TP g i (t4+1)| >CVEFT
1/2
<o) Y / Tt / d(z, 1) do
= 1+t R

lz—\: (t+1)|>CVEFT
1

2

/ ni(z,t;y,T) dz
|z—Xi(t+1)|>CVEFI

T
< 0MAT) g/o (1 +1t)5/4 (T i t)% dt = 0()M*(T)T 3.

It remains to bound Iss for |y| > 2C+/T + 1. Rewrite each space integral in I3, as

_ 1 1 (z=79)°
It = / t+1) \/T—teXp{ 4(T—t)}
|z|>Cvt+1

with ¥ = y—A\;(t+1). Without loss of generality, we assume ¢ > p. If y < —2CV/T + 1,
then

am [Troas ([ [T )
(t+1me"p{ 4(1(T—y)tl)} dz‘”)
<[ ot ([ e (i) e)

/__O\/Hh—1 + /+°° exp {_—_z2 } éidt
7/2 OVEFT T -t)) =

0(1)
= I

+0(1)T~* exp{—y>/4uT}.
We now assume y > 2C+/T + 1. There are two subcases

Case 1. t € [0,T|N{t: y <2CVt+ 1} = J;. Then (t+1) > Cy. Thus
1/2 1/2
1 1 (z —7)? / 1
< — _ -
I < / T—texp{ 2T -1 ¥ 2%
|z|>CVEFT |z|>CVE+1

—o() 1 1 0(1) 1 1
ST P (L 6 (T - )
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which gives

(3.70) / I(#)dt < 0(1)I Il 7

J1

Case 2. t € [0, T|N{t: ¥>2CVt+ 1} = Jo. Theny > \j(t +1) +2CVt+ 1. So

o= ([ [ ) e {5755 )

<0(1)

1+t\/_ep{ ‘M(%T)}
(/_;f’”%'j;_) (oo {-z=9}3)*

+0(1)—

1 72 01 1
<O(L)(1+¢)~HT — t)~F exp{ ——2 } .
1+t| | < OWA+AT - eXP{ Wl " Trig+1

Consequently,
3.71) / I()dt
Ja

— )\ 2
<o) [ @ - e {02

1 1
+01/———_ dt

J2n[O’T:\L

7
+ _/L ((1 + )T —t) Y exp {_%})_)i}

<o T4 exp {—f—;} i~ og(L+3) + 1+ 1) ).

It follows from (3.67)—(3.71) that
(3.72) dy (y, T)I3(y, T) < 0(1)M*(T).

Finally we estimate

¢
Is = 0(1)M3(T)/0 /H?(w,t)d?(:c, t) mp(z, t;y, T) dzdt.
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Comparing this with I3, we see clearly that one needs only to bound the integral

[ [ B 0 0mte . T
0
T 1 1 (x —y)? 1
<0 /o / A+ 02 VT =P {_4(T _— } TP + 1)) =

wof (]

lz|<CVi+1  |z|>2Cvi+1

1 1 (x—1y)? 1
((1 N, e i {“4<T ) } e 1))3/4) dadt
= Ie1 + Igo

These two terms can be bounded easily as follows:

r .
(3.72)a Is1 <0(1) /0 /(1 + t)‘%(T - t)—1/2 exp {——i:gjj_gl)t; } X

=\ gra
<or{ g

g0(1)/0T(1+t)-7/4(1+T)-1/2exp{— v }dt

T+1
2

=0(1)(1 +T)~ 2 exp {_Ty+ 1} ,

Iy < /0 ' O(L)(1 + £)=%(T — t)="/2dt = 0(1)T /2.

It remains to estimate Igo for |y| > CvT + 1. Assume y > CvT + 1 (the case
y < —Cv/T + 1 is similar). Then one has

¥

T —-CVit+t ¥ +00
(3.73) Isx < 0(1) / / + / + / )
0 —o0 cvitt Jy/2

_t 1 (= —y)? 1
<(1 +t)3/2 \/?—t P {_4(T —t) } (Jz)2 + (t + 1))3/4) dzdt

<o(1) /0T<1+t>-7/4<z~—t)‘”?exp{—%-t)}d”

T +o00 2
1 1 (z—1v) 1
1 - - S N
+0()/0 (1 +1)3/2 /y/z T-texp{ 4(T—t)}lacl3/2 &

2
< 0T~ 2 exp {_Z?:L_T} +0(1)|y|~3/2.

Consequently, one has

Collecting estimates (3.61)—(3.62), (3.64)—(3.65), (3.72), and (3.74), we have shown
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LEMMA 3.4. The following estimate
(3.75) dy ™t (y, T)vp(y, T)| < 0(1){8s + 85 + 67 + M*(T) + M*(T)}

holds for all y and T such that the solution exists on [0,T].

We now turn to the estimate on the derivative 0;vp(z,t). Using the representation
formula (3.32), and the proof of Lemma 3.1, one can derive by integration by parts
and the symmetry in = and y of the scalar dual n,(z,t;y,7T) that

(3.76) |3yvp (v, T)|
< { [ on(@,000,p(,0,0,7) | +

T/2
+/ /0(1)|0(az,t)|2|3y np(z,t;y,T)| dedt +
0

T
+ /T 2 / 0(1) (610:61) (2, t) mp (&, t; , T) ddt +
o[ (IﬂZI%wI) (@010, 1o, 159, T)] doce +
i#p

+0(1)M2(T) / / S @2(2,t) H2 (2, 1)|0y mp (@, 59, T) | dadt +
i£p

+0(1)M(T) / / S (182 p2d2) (=, D10y np(, £y, )| dodt
i#£p

00IC) [ [ (0000 e 018,153, )l e+
r (2

oM@ [ [ Hie,0d @, 010, mp(o, v, T)] dode +
0 i

T
+o(1) / / 161 (2, )18, 1w, £y, T)| dacdlt +
0

) T
+0(1)(6mo + m2) /0 / exp{—C(t + &) }10, np (&, t;y, T)| dadt

17
= Z Ii-
i=8

Since many estimates on the integrals on the right hand side above can be obtained
in a similar way as for I;(j <1 < 7), so we will only sketch the estimates and point
out the main differences. Here it goes. Since

B, 7) < [ onl,0)1 10, 15,053, T)] da
0( ) (=-y)?
/l p(x,0)|\/_exp{ T dz,
so the analysis for I; yields

(3.77) dy Iy, T) < ~=5,.

VT
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For y > Co(T + 1), (the case y < —Co(T + 1) is similar), one has through integration
by parts that

(3.78) L= ’ [ 00(@.00, 1,039, 7) do

=| [ 2etn(o )1y,

< / |0gv(z,0)| np(x, 05y, T) da

(/"/2 /y )|6mvp($’0)|np(w,0;y,T)dx

e o0 {1 Hlono( Ol +
+00 1
+||0zvp(-,0)(1 + | - |* oo/ ——1p(z,0,y,T) dx
1825 (-, 0)(1 + |- %)l » (1+|w|)a7717( y,T)
1 y? } 1
< Coy—= —= >+ Copr———.
= VanT exP{ 16T "1 +lyhe
It follows from (3.77)—(3.78) that

(3.79) H, ' (y, T)dy (v, T)Is(y, T) < 0(1)6,.

Next, consider

I = 0(1) / : / 10z, D210, np(a, £;9, T)| ddt

O] /T/ ’ / 6(z t)|z {-%}dxdt.

So the analysis for I, implies that

d];l(y, T)h(y,T) < 06‘2_'

If |y| > Co(T + 1), then

Iy(y,T) < 0(1)mg Z/ WoEsy {———(y = ’\g;f D)k } dt

i#£p

<0(l)62\/_exp{ 4?é'T}

And so
(3.80) H ' (y, T)dy ' (y, T)Is (y, T) < 0(1)5.

Exactly same analysis applies to

T
ho= [ [ 011011000z, Oy o, 8 ol 59, T) der
T/2



62 T.-P. LIU AND Z. XIN

Similarly,

Lo(y, T) = 0(1 / / 16z, 8)10, 1z, 3, T)| dodt

admits the bound

(3.81) H ' (y, T)dy (y, T) 16(y, T) < 0(1)mg = 0(1)d3.
Next,
(3.82) In= / / (lea v;l) (2,8)10y np(2 £33, T)| dodt
J#p
< 0(1)M(T)m dj(z,t) -
0/ ‘/z;épz;sép
1 (x — Ni(t+1))?
'\/_t+le"p{__7(t_+T}'
a2
Hj(zx, t) ; eXPp {—%} dzdt

(y = Ai(t+1))°
“p{_ 40(T + 1) }“

<o()T~3/4

where we have used formula (3.58) and (3.51). We now assume |y| > Cv/T + 1.
Consider only the case i > p and y > 0 (the other cases are trivial). Then

T 1 1 1 (y —Ni(t+1))°
7=@+13M¢T—tmm{_ WCT+1) }ﬁ

</ /T/z) (t+ 1)3/41( —1)1/2 exp {— ¢ ;C/\(ij(,t::)))‘z } dt.

1 1 o [ W= AEHDPY
o VT (t+1)3/4T —t)1/2 P 4T +1)

1 1 (y — At +1))°
A T L

1 1 {_(y—xi(tﬂ))‘z}dt

o T(+epn P AT +1)

Since

+

2

< 0T~/ exp { __y } £ 0T (1 + Jy)~*, and

4u(T +1)
T 1 (y = Nt +1))?
§U?u+anT—wﬂem{_ AT +1) }ﬁ
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1 T 1 (y = Nt + 1))
<oz fy el )
1 1
<0(1)

A+ T)3ATIY

S0
(3.83) dy (y, T) L (y, T) < 0(1)M(T)moT /2.
If Jy| > Co(T + 1), then it follows from (3.82) that

T — X\ 2
Iy < 0(1)M(T)mo /0 Z\/LT(t+1 1—-teXp {_(y it +1)) } i
i#£p

13/ VT 4C(T +1)
3 —\ 2
oM Ty axp { LY
Thus
(3.84) H7Y(y, T)d; (y, T) Iy < 0(1)M(T)mo < 0(1)8,M(T).

As for (3.65), one can derive easily that

y?
(3.85) Lis(y,T) < 01)M>(T)T " log(1 + T) exp {"ﬁ} ,
and

3 -1 y
(3.86) La(y, T) <O0()M*(T)T ™" exp {_,U_T}

for some positive constant pu > 0. Next,

Lis(y, T) = 0(1) MQ(T)/ /Zdz(:c t)HZ(z,1)|0y np(z,t;y,T)| dzdt

i#p
—oemY [ [ @t
P (D) | <CVEFT
+oM(T) Y / / (& H?)(@, )10, 1p(@,t; 9, T)| dedt
i#£p

2= (¢4+1)|>CVEFT
=1y + Iy

Direct calculation using (3.58) gives

Ij, < 0(1)M2(T)Z/ /t+ - W {_(a: —4?:?-4{)1))2}

%exp{—él(—(;—?z—)}dxdt

<0Q)MA(T) Y

i#p

1 (y — Mt +1))?
/ Nalt +t) (T — )iz &P {“ ACT }dt
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which can be estimated as for I;;. To estimate IZ,, we first note that by following
the analysis for I3y (see (3.68)—(3.71)), one can check easily that

(3.87) dy' (y, T) I35 (y, T) < 0(1)M*(T)T /2.
So it remains to study the case that |y| > Co(T+1). We will only consider the integral
T
[ [ @mwoe, ey
0 Jz—Ai (t+1)|>CVEIFT

for i > pand y < —Co(T + 1). The other cases can be treated similarly. Setting
¥ =y — Ai(t + 1), one can bound the above integral by

T g o1 1 =
0(1)/0 / K?(z, t)l—z—lT—texP{_4u(T—t)}dzdt
|2[>CVEFT

o [ ([ [ ) e ot

exp { 4( (; Zi)z) } dzdt.

The last two integrals are bounded by

oo [T (L o) (=)

X exp { ((51(7: f); } dedt

Y e — 74
N o L+t (T -1t TP\ Ccr -9
2
= _3/4 _y_
or—exp {27 1,
while the first integral is estimated by
0(1) / K? ( ) 1 1 _a
VT —t
lvl/C1 T 7 1 1
=0(1 / +/ Kz(g,t)—_— dt
™ ( 0 Iyl/01> 2" ) WIVT -t

o) /lyl/cl 1 1 1 p
< 7 = t +
- o |E+t+1IVT ¢

T 1 1 1
+/ —_— it
/e, t+1FI VT -1
= 0(1)|y|=%>,

where we have chosen C; so that t < |y|/C; implies Igl > Cy(t +1). Thus we have
shown that for |y| > Co(T +1)

(3.88) Iy(y, T) < 0)M*(T)ly|~*/>.
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It follows that
Hy'(y,T)dy (y, T) Ia(y, T) < 0(1)M*(T).

Comparing
T
s = 0M(T) [ [ 3 H} w0} (a, 010, (o, b, 7)) dd
0 i

with I1; and modifying the estimate for I slightly, one easily shows that
(3.89) H Yy, T)dy' (y, T) Lis(y, T) < 0(1)M*(T).

Since I17 is estimated trivially as for I7, we have shown that
LEMMA 3.5. For ally and T > 0,

(3.90) dy* (3, T)H, * (y, Ty wp (y, T)| < 0(1)(82 + &3 + 67 + M>(T) + M*(T)).

This completes the analysis for wave in the principal field.

3.4. A priori estimate Il — on transversal waves. In this section, we treat
the waves moving in the transversal directions. The estimates are somewhat more
complicated than the ones for the principal waves due to the errors induced by the
approximate scalar dual waves. We start with the basic estimate on v;(z, t).

The representation formula (3.31); for i # p gives

(391 |, T)| < / i @, 0) | i, 059, T) ds +

+0(1) M(T) / ’ / \Ei(, t; 9, T)|di(z, £) dadt +

//0(1 Z[&l(xtm(:vty, ) dzdt +

J#i

+0(1) M (T) / / > (10apld;) (@, t) mi(x, t;y, T) dadt +

J#p

+O(1)M(T) / / (Zd H, |azp|) (@, 8) ni(w, £y, T) dadt +

J#p

T
#om(r) [ f 320001 ) ot ) ot +

+0(1) M*(T) / /Z(Hld2 (z,t) mi (=, t;y, T) dedt +

J#p

+0(1)M?( T)/ /Z(d dp Hp H;)(x,t) i (2, t;y,T) dxdt +

J#p

+O(1)M(T) / | s dy 10200 @ )i, 69, T) de +
J#p
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) T
+0(1)M2(T) /0 / S (10 pP) (&, 8) mi(a, 3, T) it +
J#p

T
+o(1) / [ 0.0 0 +10,0F (e 59, 7) doce +

T
+0(1) (6o + m) / / exp{—C(t + [2))} m(z,t; y, T) dudt

with K; (1 <4 < 11) denote in order the integrals on the right hand side of (3.91).
Each integral K; will be estimated below. We will make full use of Lemmas 3.2-3.3,
in particular, the estimate

(392) _771 (.’L‘ _ z(t’ Y, T))z }

ni(z, t;y,T) < L exp {
Van(T —t) 4T —1)

which follows from (3.42) in Lemma 3.3. We will always assume ¢ > p (the case i < p
is similar). First,

1
K1 <|n(5 059, D)l pee|vi (-, 0)|| 2 < 0(1)52ﬁ-
If ly| > Co(T + 1), then it follows from Lemma 3.3 that
1
IE(Oa Y, T)I 2 Elyl + 0(1) vT + la
and so
z/2
K, < / ni(2,0;9,T) lvi(,0)| dz +
—o0
oo 1/2 dw
+/§ ni(2, 03y, T)|vi(z, 0)|(1 + || )W;
1
<01)bg———m————.
e e
Thus
(3.93) d; ' (y, T)K1(y,T) < 0(1)d,.

Next we turn to the estimate of the integral involving the errors due to that 7; does
not satisfy the scalar dual equation (3.23) exactly. Using (3.33)—(3.34) of Lemma 3.2,
we have

K2(y’T)

= om(r) | ' [ 14Go, 3,7 dia, ) dade

T
< 0(1)M(T) [ /0 / (10:p1d:) (@, 1) s(z 9, T) dadt+
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T 1
+ [ [ 0apd o,0) e, 6, )T~ 074 ot +
0
T 1 «
+/ /6(T—t)‘5(1 + )72 i, tyy, T)di(z, t) dodt | = K3 + K2 + K3.
0
To treat K, one notes that
z? (z—7)2
090 e gt {a g
- - }
TP VT -+ e+ 1)

w(T —t) + g (t+ 1) p(t+ 1T ?
o {‘ 4 C+ DT 1) (””" T =0+ (et 1)) }

and

o {5y e 8 SO+ (i#p)

Thus

K5 <0(1)M(T)$ /OT/exp {—S(—tﬁT)} di(“”t)\/ﬁ
<0(1) M(T)5/ \/—\/t+ 1 x"{_;;T}dt'

If |y =X (T+1)| < CV/T + 1, then T = y—\;(T —t) mod (0(1)v/T + 1) by Lemma 3.3.
And so

<0(1)M(T)6/ \/_\/tT {-%ﬁ}dt:o(l)T—‘

Assume now that y > \(T + 1)+ CVT + 1. ThusT =y — M(T —t) + 0(1)V/T + 1.
Recall that ¢ > p. We thus have

K} <0(1)M(T)5/ WivES {_(y—z\i(T+1)+Ai(t+1))2}

iCT
< 0(1)M(T)6T~% exp {—(y*—(T“))—z} .

4CT

If0 <y < X\(T+1)—CVT + 1, it then follows from (3.45)—(3.46) of Lemma 3.3 that
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K3 <0(1)M(T)6/ \/_\/Zj-— xp{ 42’2T}dt
(t-1%)?
1)M(T)<5/0 TT\/H-—IGXP{_ 10T }dt

— 0(1)M(T)5 ( /0 . /t ;) (% \/tl_’__lexp {- (';;,ET)Z }) dt

SOUMNTwT*ﬂmm{_Q:A%%;QX}+

1
(14 ]y = X(T +1))1/2
Finally for y < 0, one has by (3.41) of Lemma 3.3 that
1Z(t,y, T)| = |y| + | Xi(z1, )|(T - 2).

So direct calculation leads to
L 1 1 z°
K, <0(1)M(T)d -\/_—\/_t—_-ﬁ exp ~i0T dt
2
Yy
< 0(1)—=exp { } .
( \/—

In summary we have shown
(3.95) d;* (v, T) K5 (y, T) < 0(1)8M(T).

Similar (even easier) analysis shows

+0(1) M (T)6

(3.96) a7 (y, T)K;(y, T) < 0(1)6M (T).

It remains to bound K3. First we have
T
(3.97) K3 =0(1)M(T)s / / (T — )~ 2(1 4+ )" V2 5i(z, t;y, T) di(=, t) dedt
0

< 0(1)M(T)<5/0T(T — 721+ )71y, T)l|padt
< 0(1)M(T)oT—/4,
Note that

T
(3.98) K2 <0(1)M(T)s / / (T —t)"Y2(1 + )34 (=, t; 9, T)
0

T — N\ 2
exp {—(—Z(/\;—(_:%—)—l—)—} dxdt +
+0(1)M(T)é /T / (T —t)~2(1 +t)~1/2
0 lz—A: (¢+1)[>CVEFT
i@, 6y, Tlw — Nt + 1) "% do
=0()M(T)6(Js + Ja).
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Directly calculation gives

Ify>NT+1)+ C\/T+ ,then T — N(t+1) =y — T +1) +01)VT +1 by
Lemma 3.3. So
~1/4 - NT+1)?
Jz <o)T exp{ 4T .
fO<y<XN(T+1)—CVT+1,then 0<t<T,and by Lemma 3.3 one has

J3 < 0(1) </Ot+ /_T) (T—1/2(T_ t)_1/2(1 +t)—% exp {_(E - )\z(t+ 1))2 } dt

4CT
£ =2 2
/2 _ p—1/2 -1 _ =z _(t+1
<0(1) /0 T/3(T —t)7 /*(1 +t)"“exp { 4CT} exp { T dt
T = 2
—1/2( _ p\—1/2 -1 _@-Xi(+1))
+0(1) /E T7(T —1t) (14+t) " *exp { 10T dt.

The second integral is estimated as in the previous step since T > 0. While the first
integral above is bounded in the same ways as for K3i. Since the case for y < 0 is
trivial, we obtain the desired estimate for J;. We now turn to the estimate on Jy.

T
1 1 (z - (U) _1/2
Jy = —
4 /0 \/t_-F_l'T—tdt / exp{ (T — }|z| dz
12| >CVt+1

with T = Z(t,y,T) — Ms(t+1). Xy > (T + 1) +4CV/T + 1, then T =y — X\;(T +
1) +0(1)0v/T +1 > 2C+/T + 1 for small § by Lemma 3.3. Thus

T 1 1 —Ct+1 125- +00
3.99 J. =/ —_—— / +/ +/
(3.99) YTl VERIT -t \ o cviFT Jz

2
(z — 7)? 1
oxp { @0 ) et

S | 1 P
</ exp . dt +
= Jo (L4+1)3/4(T —t)1/2 4C(T - t)

1 1
Vit 1VT = tﬁdz
0(1) _ (y = X(T + 1))
S —nNT+ 1)|1/2 +o(H)T 1/4 exp {——-—————4#], } .

Now assume z < \;(T' + 1) —4C+/T + 1. We will consider only the case that 0 < y <
Ai(T +1) — 4C/T + 1, since y < 0 is treated similarly. Rewrite Jy as

o= (['+ o) ()

exp { =5 =5 } 2|~ ?dzdt,
||>CVEFT
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where t; is a fixed constant such that A;(t + 1) > 2Cv¢t+1 for t > t;. The first
integral in (3.100) is clearly bounded by 0(1)7~'/2. The third integral is estimated
in a similar way as in (3.99) by using the fact T =y — A\(T + 1) + 01)0v/T +1 <
—20\/T +1fort >1 as follows from Lemma 3.3, and dividing the space integral
as [2 +f£CVt+ + [7 5. Now for t € [t1,7], T < 0, 50 3] = 7] + (¢t +1) 2
Vi3t —t) + Xi(t + 1) > pat by Lemma 3.3. Consequently,

tq 1 (z—:c) 1
- = -1/2
Klm — / exp{ 3l }lz] dzdt

lzI>CvEFT
EN [ e
= —_—— + + exp 2|7V dzdt
t t+1T_t(—oo 2 CVEFT 4u(T - t) 1
T
<0(1) 1 1 1

——dt +
0 VEF LT —t[g]!/2

oy [ AL Lo { L_}dt
VIR IVT —t(L+ 871 P17 dC(T -0

—\: 2
< 0]y — Ms(T + 1)]~272 + 0(1)T—% exp {—Q—AT(CTTlll} .

We conclude from the above estimates that for |y — A\(T + 1)| > 4CvVT + 1,

(3.101) Js + Jg <0(1)|y — M(T + 1)|772.
It follows from (3.97)—(3.98) and (3.101) that

(3.102) 47 (y, TV K3 (y, T) < 0(1)5M(T).
This combined with (3.95)—(3.96) yields the desired estimates
(3.103) 47 (y, T) Ka(y,T) < O(1)SM(T).
Next, we bound

Ka(y,T) =0() S / [ 163 ot T) ot

J#i

Direct computation leads to that for j < %, (j > ¢ is similar),

T
(3.104) / [ 1630 mte, by, T) o

<o m"/ /(t+1)\/— p{_%ﬁ}x

(z—7)° } dadt

4u(T - t)
T 1 _E-E+1))?
0w [ oo { -

xexp{—
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which is clearly bounded by 0(1)m2T~7% if |y — A\(T + 1)] < CVT+1 and by
2

01)ymgT ' exp { — Q%é—,'gﬁl))-L} if y > X\(T + 1) + C/T + 1 since in this case T —

Nit+1) =y —=XNT +1)+ N\ =)t +1)+0(1)yT+1. Now assume 0 < y <

Mi(T +1) — CV/T + 1 (the case y < 0 is trivial). Then

f ﬁ%ﬁexp{‘%ﬁ%ﬁ}“

([ +]) s - T e

Clearly
T 1 (T — \j(t+1))?

o [ e -Satn )

T (A =)+ 1) + (y = M(T +1)))°
o [ o] iRy }
1
<o) Vitly=NT+1]
while
- 1 1 (T — X\t +1))? 0(1)
(3.106) /0 VTJtrior {_ 4C(T +1) }dt S Ao NT D]

where we have used T < 0 for ¢t <%, (3.46), and 2 (Z—\; (t+1)) = Xi(T, 1) —X\;+0(1)6 #
0 for small 6. It follows that

(3.107) d; ' (y, T)Ks(y,T) < 0(1)83.
‘We now consider

Ki(y,T) = 0(1)M(T) / [ S0:6ld) @, (o i, T) s

J#p
It should be clear that one needs only to treat the integral

[ [ 1eslte. 000,00,
for j # p. But this is carried out exactly as for K3 to obtain
(3.108) ;' (y, T)Ka(y, T) < O(1) M (T)d1.
Similarly, one has
(3-109) ;7' (y, T)Ks(y, T) < 0(1)M(T)éy,
where

Ks(y,T) = O(I)M(T)/ / (Zd Hj Iampl) (@, t)ni(z, t;y,T) dadt.

Jj#p
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Next, consider
T
Kol T) = 0M() [ [ 0618 ) m(o i, T) e
J
The only nontrivial integral in Kj is

/T/(|9i|Hi d;)(z,t) ni(z, t;y, T) dedt

<0(1m0//(t+1 xp{—(—w—;?—ti(_%_{)—l—)z}x

X exp { 4(:0(T :v)t) } di(z,t) dzdt

T, @ — Mi(t+1)?
<otm || g yrem - S o
4u(T + 1)

by following the analysis for K3(y,T). It follows that

< 0(1)meT~Y*exp {— } for all y > 0,

(3.110) ;7 (y, T)Ke(y, T) < 0(1) M (T)mo < 0(1) M (T)6>.

We next turn to the integral

/ /Z(szz )(z,t) mi(z, 3y, T) dodt.

For fixed j,

/ /(H2 dz)(:c t)ni(z, t;y, T) dedt

B / / + / (H} &) (z,t) mi(2, t;y, T) dedt
’ [z—X; (t+1)|SCVEFT  |z—A;(t+1)|>CVEFT
=Js + Je.

Now,

T 1 (x — \j(t+1))? (z-7%)°
"550(1)/0/<t+1)3/w—_te"p{‘ 1@+ 1) }e"p{_‘t(T—t)}dwdt

and similar (even easier) analysis as for K3 and K applies. It thus remains to estimate
Jg. First, one has

(3.111) Jo = /OT / (H]2 d?)(:c,t) ni(z,t;y,T) dzdt

le—A; (¢+1)|>CVETT

T
SOU)A (1 +¢)~5/4(T —¢)~3dt = 0(1)T /.
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So we will consider only the case that |y — A\;(T + 1)| > 4Cv/T + 1. Rewrite Jg as

o {~irog) F

J6<0(1)/ t-I-l\/_—
[z|>CvEi+T
ANj(t+1). ¥y >XN(T+1)+4CVT + 1, then T = (y — (T +

with T = Z(t;y,T) — Aj .
1)) + (X — X))+ 1) +0(1)6+/T + 1. The easy case that j < 4 is treated as in (3.99)
dt

C+OVT =%

|

For j > 1,
Js < 0(1) / + /
@F<CVEFT)  {F220ViFT)
x exp{ — (e =3)" | de
PV 4T =4 [ T
[2|>CVEFT
Clearly,
(z —72)2 } dz
3.112 -
(3:112) | / {2 on ) i
{Z<2CVEFT} |z]|>CVEFT
dt
<0(1
<0 / (t+ 1)5/4(T — ¢)%
{z<2CVi+T}
- 0(1) / dt
S=NT DO ] A+ AT —pia
while
dt (z —72)? } dz
3.113 _— - aiod
(3.113) / (t+ )VT -t / e"p{ T —9) [ I7]
{F>2CVE+T) |z|>CVEi+T
/ dt ( —CVEF1 Z +00
= —_— + +
t+1D)vT —t / / /i
R . t+1)v cviFT Jz
T
||
=2
ud }dt +

P {_4u(T )
0(1)
e | g7

<
- / (1 +t)3/4T
{z>2CVt+1}
1.

n / o)
1+t|z|
{Z>2CVt+1}
< 0|y — X(T + 1)|7/2,
We next treat the case that 0 < y < \;(T+1)—4C+/T + 1. By Lemma 3.3 it is easily

verified that there exists a fixed constant o > 0 so that
£<0,z] >2CVt+1 forall te]0,0f

(3.114)
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provided that ¢ is small. Thus

(3115)J6<0(1)(/ /)—-——-—J—i—l / exp{—-z%(—;:_v_—)t)}lcizld

Jel2CVEFT
1 dt
o (t+1)5/4 T_95 " ()/ (t+1)\/—

b —CViFT ot - z
(/ / o /;n;—) o {37 32}%
<0(1))y — Xi(T + 1)|~Y2.

We conclude from above estimates on Js and Jg that

(3.116) a7 (y, T) / / Z(Hl &)(z,t) iz, t;y, T) dzdt < 0(1).

<0(1)

Consequently,
(3.117) d7'(y, T)[K7 + Ks] < 0Q0) M*(T).

The rest of K’s can be treated easily. For example,

T
(3.118) Ko = 0(1)M(T) /0 / (Zdjdplazpl) (w,8) mi(w, ;y, T) dadt
J

T
< 0(1)1*/12(T)/0 / (foflazplz) ni(z, t;y, T) dedt +

T
+0(1)M(T) / / (& H2)(@,t) mi(a 9, T) dd,
0
< 0(1)M(T)di(y, T) + 0(1) M26%di(y, T)

as follows from (3.116) and the similar analysis for Kj;

(3.119) K0 = 0(1)M2(T) / / Z(|8xp|2c[2)(x t)ni(z, t;y, T) dedt
J#£p
<0(1)M*(T)6%di(y,T)

by the estimate for Kjy;

T
(3.120) K = 0(1)/ /(|8zw(:c,t)|3 +10(z, 0)?) ni(z, t; y, T') dwdt
0

T
< 0(1)M3(T) [ /0 / Z(d§ H3)(z, t)ni(z, t;y, T) dedt

T
+/ /(Zmzlﬂgd?) (z,t) (=, t;y, T) dedt| +
0

+0(1) /0 ! / 3 63w, ) a9, ) dods

<O (ME(T) + 6% + m3)di(y, T);
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and finally,

T
(3.121) Kis =0(1)(dmo + mg)/ /exp{—-C(t + |z} ni(z, t;y, T) dedt
0
< 0(1)(6mo + mp)di(y, T)

through direct computation.

Collecting all the estimates, (3.93), (3.103), (3.107)—(3.110), and (3.117)—(3.121),
we arrive at
LEMMA 3.6. For ¢ suitably small, one has that

(3.122) a7 (y, Tvsly, T)) < 0(1) (8 + 87 + 63 + M*(T) + M3(T))

for all (y,T) € R' x (0,00) and i # p.

This completes the basic estimate for the transversal waves. Next we proceed to
derive the necessary a priori estimates on the derivatives of the transversal waves in
order to complete the bound on M (t) defined in (3.52). It follows from representation
formula (3.32); and Lemma 3.1 that

laivi(yaT)l <

[ ol 0, ni(w,o;y,T)dxl n

T
(3.123) + / /ByE,-(t,:c;y,T)vi(w,t)dwdt
0

T/2
+0(1)/0 /Zof(x, )10, mi(x, t;y, T)| dedt +

J#i
T
+0(1) /T / S 10,10:051 | (@, 6o, £, T) dadt +
5 i

T/2
+o(1) /0 / (1051 1021, )10, (2, y, T)| dedt +

Jj#p

T « «
+0(0) [ [ 031020 + 10260, 1), 59, ) e +

J#p

+0(1) /0 f S (10231 182 1) (@, )10y mi(a 3, T) | iz +

J#p
T
+001) [ [ (9110200 @,10, a9, 7)) ddt +
T
+0(1) /0 / 10292 (, D10y mi(=, ; y, T)) dadt +
T
+001) [ [ 30:0P42) (0,010, (ot T) ot +
. J#p
+0(1) /0 / (19aw(z, 8)[* + (2, O)P)10y mi(a, £y, T)| dedt +

T
LO(1) (mo + m3) /0 [ exp=( + Doy e 59, 7] dedt +
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T
+0(1)(émo + mg) / /exp{—C(t +|z|)} 7 (z, t;y, T) dzdt
T/2

25
EZKj

j=13

where 7); is bounded as in (3.34), and we have used (3.39) and integrations by parts
in the derivation of (3.123). Each Kj, (13 < j < 25), denoting in order the integrals
on the right hand side of (3.123), will be estimated separately. We will always assume
i > p. Note that

1 ~
(3.124)  [Oymi(z,t;y,T)| < 0(1)\/—7-——3 ni(z, t;y,T)

__om 1. {_m?(x, ty, T)}
T VT —t\/an(T 1) 4T — )

with some fixed p > 0. First, the analysis for K, gives

/UO($7 0)61/ ni(z7 0; Y, T) dz

For |y — \i(T + 1)| > Co(T + 1), we can obtain by using (3.39) and integration by
parts that

(3126) K@y, T)] < ] [ bevita,0)

(3125)  |Kis(y, T)| = < 0T % di(y, T).

Ai(z,0)
Ai(y,0)
+000) | o, 0) (2, 0,4, )10ap(z, 0] do
<0(1)o(1 +ly — N(T + 1))
by the same argument as in (3.78). It follows from (3.125)—(3.126) that
(3.127) H; ' (y, T)d;  (y, T)K1s(y, T) < 0(1)82.
Next, we bound K4 by

ni(z,0;y,T) dz| +

T
Ky = / /%E,-(t,x;y,T)v,-(w,t)dxdt
0

T/2
< / /3yE,~(t,:c;y,T) vi(z,t) dodt| +
0

T
/ /@,Ei(x, t;y, T)v;i(z, t) dedt|
T
2
which we denote in order by K7, and K, respectively. Note first that

1 —
3.128 0 Ei(z,t;y,T) = =—=Ei(z, t;y, T
(3.128) yEi(z, 8y, T) Nig=r (=, ty,T)
with E;(z,t;y,T) satisfying bound (3.33) as for E;, which follows direct computation
using (3.30). Thus

%‘_
(3.129) KlL(y,T) < /0 / 10, Bty 539, T) s, 8)| dodt

I 1 —
M(T)é1 di(y, T)

< 0(1)71"7
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as follows from the analysis on K». As for K2,, we use (3.35)-(3.36) in Lemma 3.2 to
obtain

(3.130) K2,(y,T) /8 Ei(z,t;y,T) vi(x, t) dzdt

i, )] )
/ /|A (.0 2=V @ OB, £y, T) | dwdt +

oA ) .
+/ T i@ OB, by, T)| dedt +

+ / [ 10sG@,011Bite 0, 7] dads
? T
< 0(1)M(T)T~1/2 / / (Hi(z, ) + 9ap(z, 1) (1 + 1)/2
2
di(it,t)lEi(l‘,t;y,T)'dil)dt+
T ~
oM@T? [ [ 1dita, 011+ 17 Bile,tiy, )| dadt
<O0)M(T)T~/2d;(y, T)é:
Thus,
(3.131) T3d; (y, T)Ka(y, T) < 0(1)8 M(T).

To obtain the faster decay of Ki4(y,T) for |y — M\(T + 1)| > Co(T + 1), we rewrite
Ki, as

T
(3:132)  Kual,T) SOOMT) [ [ (i) o, 01 i, T)] ot +
° T
+O(1)M(T) / / 1B pldi (2, 8) s (2, t;y, T) | dad
nM(r) [ i [ s, 01 B, ty,7)) da.
0

By the structures of F; and E; and the estimate of Ko for ly = Xi(T +1)| > Co(T+1),
we see clearly that the least non-trivial term on the right hand side of (3.132) is

T
0(1)M(T)6/0 /Hi(x,t)d,'(:v,t)(T—t)‘1/2(1 + )" Y2 i(x, t;y, T) dadt.

By inspecting the estimate for K3, one needs only to bound the integral

= —1/2
g /0 /\/t+1T—t / exp{ 4 (T )}K(z,t)|z| dzdt
|z|>CVEF+T

with T = Z(t,y,T) — \i(t + 1). We will only consider that ¢ > p and Co(T' +1) <y <
C1(T+1) for any fixed constant C; > Cj, since the other cases can be treated similarly.
Then in this case, T = y — X\j(T' 4+ 1)+ 0(1) 6v/T + 1. Set 8 =3 —2a. Then + << 1
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since 1 < @ < 5/4. Fix a positive constant Cs so that Co(1+T)? +0(1)6/1+T >
£ Co(1 +T)P. Rewrite J7 as

T—Cg(l-’-T)ﬁ
(3.133) J; = (/ +/ )
0 T—-C2(14T)R

__dt_/ exp{_ﬂ} K(z,t)|2|/? dz
Vit+ 1T —t) Jizi>cvirT 4u(T —1t) ’
=Jn+ Jdrg .

Fort € [0,T — Co(1+T)P], & > Co(t+1)+C1(14+T)P+0(1) 6(1+T)1/2 > Co(t+1)+
S (1+4T)P. Andso K (T — 2(1+T)%,t) = (| - L (1 +t)fP1 4 (¢ + 1)) 2y

definition of K (see (3.51)). Consequently,
—CVEFL -2 (1+T)P
<.
(/;oo +CVE+L

T—C2(14T)P
(3.134) Jn = / d
0
+o0
+ ]exp{ (=2 }K(z,t)]zl_lﬂdz

VE+1(T —t)
5-S2(14T)8 4(T — 1)

T—C2(1+T)? 9 28
< 0(1)/ 1 exp{_M}dt
0

(1 + 05T —¢ 32T — 1)
T—-Co(1+T 1 02
+0(1 —_— - 2Q+T) " dt
()/0 ——lE- 20+

SO0y = A(T + 1™

Since exp {—%((%)%ﬁ} < exp {—gﬁﬁﬂ} and 24 > 1. Next,

T dt —CVitFT -2 +7)"
(3.135 Jre E/ —_— / +/
) " T-cr(1+1)p (T —t) Vi +1 — CVIFT

(z — T)? } 12
+ exp{—— K(z,t)|z dz
T-2(1+T)? 4u(T - 1) (=2}l
r . 8
</ 0(1) exp{_Cz(1+T) }dt
T—co(i41)e (L +)3/4/T — ¢ 32u
+ /T 0(1) dt
T—Co(1+T)p (L+E)VT -t |a~:— %2(1 +T)ﬁi—1/2
- Co(1+T)8
=0(1)(1+T)"%+% A
o)1 +7) FE exp { 2L
—1/2

FO()(1+T)~1+% 5—%(1+T)ﬁ

=0(1) ly = M(T + 1|
It follows that

(3.136) H7' d7' (y, T) Kua(y, T) < 0(1)8, M(T).
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Next, since

T
Kis =001) [* [ 3 630,010, e 3, o

i

%‘_
=0(1)T"1/? / / ze]?ﬁ,- dxdt,
0

J#i
T
K16 =0(1) /T/Q/ (Z |6j|(az0j)) (z,t) ni(z, t;y, T) dedt

J#i

T
=0(1 T“1/2/ / 62 n; dzdt,
(1) s > 63

J#i
50 (3.124) and the analysis for K3 leads to
(3.137) H7'd7 (5, T) (Kas(y, T) + Kie(y, T)) < 0(1)43.
Similarly
T/2
K, 1) =00) [ [ (sl 10:p1) @010, (o, 9.7 ot
0 i#p
T
—172 [ ~ .
<oWM@DT [ [ S (00p1ds) o Ol (o, 9,7 ot
0 7 zp
so the analysis for K1 yields
(3.138) H; ' d7' Kr(y, T) < 0(1)M(T)dy,
and
T « 5
(4:139) Krs(, T) = 00) | [ 5 (1102 +18200) 2, )i, 0, T) dade
T/2 J#p
. T
<oM@T [ [ 5 (0261 do) ) (o, 60, T) dde
T/20 jzp
< O(L)M(T) ™ ?dy(y, T)Hi(y, T).
Consider now

T
Ko, 1) =000 [ [ 52002 1050,1) 2,010, (0, 610, 7)o

J#p

T 1
<omm(r) [ Wi E?? [ ds(a 01000z 01 o, 63, T) o

So by a trivial modification of the estimate for K2 shows that

(3.140) H ' (y, T)d; (3, T) K1 (y, T) < 0(1)6M (T).
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Following the analysis for K3, K3 and Kg, we see that
T
61D K@D =00 [ [610:0) (@010, m(w, iy, Tl dece
0
T 1
=01)M(T / ———————/
WMT) | e —=aTD
Z(|0|dj)($, ) ni(z, t;y,T)| dwdt
J

< 0(1)M(T)mo Hi(y, T)di(y, T).

We now turn to estimate the integrals involving the nonlinear terms. First,
T
K T) =000 [ [ 10200, 010, m(2,59,7)] dads
0

<0(1)M?

HJZ d;)(x,t) ﬁi(x7t; y’T) dzds.

Now one can repeat the derivation (3.116) almost line by line with obvious modifica-
tions to show that
(3.142) Ko (y,T) < 0()M*(T)ds(y, T) Hi(y, T).

Next, as in the estimates for Ki7, K15, and K19, we can obtain

J#P

(3.143) Kon(y,T) = 0(1) / / (z 10 W) (2,2)10, (o, t;, T))| dedt

<0(1)M*(T)é,
/ V(E+ t)(T gf;
/ &2 (2, )|02p(2, 8)| s @, £, T)| dadt
< 0()M*(T)82ds(y, T) Hi(y, T).

The higher order terms can be handled easily. Indeed,

T c
Kos(y, T) = 0(1) / [ 10200 + 1662, 0110 (s, 6:9,7)] o

T
< 0(1)M3(T) [ /0 aT t)3/2d(f[_ 57 / Zdi(x,t)ﬁi(w,t;y,T) dwdt+
J
T dt _
+/O (‘T—_t—)m/Zj:d?(w,t)lazp(w,t)Pm(fv,t;y,T)dx} +

T
dt ~
+0(1)/ m/z 63 (, ) 7i(=, t;y, T) da.
0 i#P

The first two integrals on the right hand side above can be estimated as in (3.142) for
K51 (y,T), while the last integral above is estimated as for Ky (see (3.141)). Thus

(3.144) Kas(y,T) < 0(1)M*(T)(1 + &) + 0(1)m)di(y, T) Hi(y, T).-
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Finally, the integrals involving exponentially decay terms can be estimated triv-
ially to obtain

(3.145) Koy (y,T) + Kos(y, T) = 0(1)(6mo + m3)

T
[ /0 / exp{—C(lt| + |])|8y mi(z, t; y, T)| dadt

T
+ / / exp{—C(t + |2)} 7(z, t;9, T) dadt
T/2

< 0(1)(63 +m)ds(y, T)Hy(y,T).

Collecting all the estimates we have obtained thus far, (3.125), (3.131), (3.136)—
(3.145), we conclude that
LEMMA 3.7. For ally € R', T > 0, it holds that

provided that 61 is suitably small.
This completes the a priori estimate on the transversal waves.

3.5. Proof of the stability theorem. With the a priori estimates derived in
the previous two subsections, we can now complete the proof of our main theorem
easily. Indeed, it follows from Lemmas 3.4-3.7 and (3.51)—(3.53) that

(3.146), M(T) < 0(1)(d2 + 63 + 63 + M*(T) + M*(T))

provided that § = |uy — u_| < 47 is suitably small. So if M(T'), é; and 2 are small,
we then have

(3.147) M(T) <0(1)(d1 + 62).
Furthermore, we note that (3.8) implies

M(0) < 0(1)(61 + 62).
Consequently,
(3.148) M(t) <0(1)(01 +62) for t>0

and for suitably small §; and d5 by continuity. We thus have shown

PROPOSITION 3.8. (A priori estimate.) Let T be any positive constant. Suppose
w(z,t) is a smooth solution to the Cauchy problem (3.4)-(3.8) defined on the time
interval [0,T) and v(z,t) is the corresponding characteristic variable (3.9). Let M(t)
be defined by (3.52). Then there exist positive constant &y and C independent of time
T so that if 61 + 0o < &, then
(3.149) M(t) < C(61 +d2) forall tel0,T],

and
(3:150)  Jvi(z,8)] < C(d1 +8a) (o — Nt + D) + (¢ +1)) 7%,
|0:v3(z, 8)] < C (01 +02)(x (& — X) (¢ + 1)), )& — Xt + 1?71
+E+)7E (o - N+ VP + (E+ 1) 7%
for all t € [0,T), where x(z,t) is the characteristic function of the interval
[—Co(t + 1), Co(t + 1)].

Now the theorem follows from Proposition 3.8 by the standard argument for
parabolic equations [9]. Thus the proof of the theorem is complete.
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4. An application. In this section we will show that our general theory can be
applied to an interesting case, a viscous perturbation of the 1-dimensional compress-
ible Euler equations for the ideal polytropic gases. This leads to an improved stability
result over the one given in [13].

Consider the 1-dimensional compressible Euler equations in Lagrangian coordi-
nates:

O —0u=0
(4.1) Ou+0,p=0 z€eR, t>0
OcE + 0y (up) =0

where v, u, E, and p are specific volume, velocity, total energy, and pressure respec-
tively. Let e be the internal energy. Then E = e+ 3u?. For the ideal polytropic gases
[2], the equation of state is given by

(4.2) p(v,e) = C’%

with C' a positive constant which will be assumed to be one without loss of generality.
A contact discontinuity solution to (4.1) can be taken as (4,7, E) such that

v, <0

(4.3) u=0, p=1, v(a:,t):{v_H >0

where vy are positive constants, and vy # v_.
We study the large time asymptotic behavior of solutions toward the inviscid
discontinuity given in (4.3) for the corresponding viscous system of the form

Ov — Bpu = 82,
(4.4) Opu + Opp = €02u, zeR, t>0
O, E + 0, (up) = e02E,

(U; u, E)(xy O) = (’U()(.’l)),’Uo(iL‘),Eo(w)), T e Rl

where € is a positive constant. The viscous contact wave (7,7, E)(z,t), defined in
(2.2), simply becomes

— _ o Oy = 02T
(4.5) u(r,t) =0, p@we =p=1, { 3@, t) =1 + (vs — v_)H(z).
To show that (7,%, E)(z,t) is nonlinearly stable, we need only to verify that the
structural condition (1.8) are fulfilled in this case. This can be checked easily. Indeed,
the Jacobi matrix of the flux function in (4.1) is

0 -1 0

(46) A=| -8 ¢ 3
_up p—L U

v v v

The characteristic speeds are eigenvalues of A,

(4.7) AL =-— 21—), /\QEO, /\3:”2.
v v
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With corresponding right and left eigenvectors

( -1 1 -1
= A1 , 2=\ 0], r3= A3 )
p+uX D P+ uls
_1 1
1 V)
1. v, u 1
L= —(==/%+ L b= sup |,
48 7 (x/é\/I; 15) 2 2,
Ip 2p
1
1\/'_11Z U
l3= ;@ P
1
{ dp

Note that VA; - r; = 34X # 0, ¢ = 1,3, so the corresponding fields are genuinely
nonlinear. The waves in these fields are said in the sound wave family. Az = 0, so the
characteristic field is linearly degenerate, which is called entropy wave family. The
inviscid contact discontinuity, defined in (4.3), is associated with this family. For fixed
v_, the contact wave curve through (v_,u—_,E_) = (v-,0,v-) is given

(4.9) v=v_, u=u_=0, p=p_=1.

So long the contact curve (4.9), one has

0 0 0 0
(4JO) Vrg~ﬁg= 0 = 8 (% = 0 = O y
Vp -7y 5% + 5% P "g + g 0
and
0 0
(4.11) Vi o = —%lug + %Ug =10
Tpv ~ T 0

Consequently, our general theorem in section 2 applies and the leading order asymp-
totic ansatz is given by a superposition of two nonlinear diffusion waves in the sounds
waves families and a shift viscous contact wave in the entropy wave family.
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