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Abstract

This work is concerned with boundary conditions for one-dimensional hyperbolic
relaxation systems with characteristic boundaries. We assume that the relaxation
system satisfies the structural stability condition proposed by the second author pre-
viously and the boundary is characteristic of type I (characteristic for the relaxation
system but non-characteristic for the corresponding equilibrium system). For this
kind of characteristic initial-boundary-value problems, we propose a modified Gen-
eralized Kreiss condition (GKC). This extends the GKC proposed by W.-A. Yong
(1999, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 48(1), 115–137) for the non-characteristic bound-
aries to the present characteristic case. Under this modified GKC, we derive the
reduced boundary condition and verify its validity by combining an energy estimate
with the Laplace transform. Moreover, we show the existence of boundary-layers
for nonlinear problems.
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1 Introduction

This work is concerned with boundary conditions for hyperbolic relaxation systems

Ut +
d
∑

j=1

Aj(U)Uxj
=
Q(U)

ǫ
(1.1)

defined for (x, t) = (x1, x2, ..., xd, t) ∈ Ω× [0, T ). Here Ω is a proper subset of Rd, U = U(x, t) ∈
Rn is unknown, Aj(U) ∈ Rn×n (j = 1, 2, ..., d) and Q(U) ∈ Rn are given smooth functions of
U ∈ G (an open subset of Rn called state space), and ǫ is a small positive parameter. This kind
of equations with the small parameter describes various non-equilibrium phenomena. Important
examples occur in the kinetic theory [10, 17, 4, 19], thermal non-equilibrium flows [32], chemically
reactive flows [11], compressible viscoelastic flows [28, 6], nonlinear optics [13], non-equilibrium
thermodynamics [34], traffic flows [2, 3], and so on.

For such a small parameter problem, a main interest is to understand the limit as ǫ goes to
zero—the so-called zero relaxation limit [7, 26]. For initial-value problems of (1.1), there have
been a lot of studies and the interested reader can refer to [9, 20, 31] and the references cited
therein. Particularly, it was proved in [26] that, as ǫ goes to zero, the solution U ǫ converges to
that of the corresponding equilibrium system under the structural stability condition proposed
therein. Here the equilibrium system is a hyperbolic system of first-order partial differential
equations and governs the limit.

On initial-boundary-value problems (IBVPs) of (1.1), the literature seems quite rare. The
first systematical work is [27] where the main issues were well elaborated. In [27], it was observed
that the structural stability condition is not enough to ensure the existence of the zero relaxation
limit. To attack this problem, the second author of this paper proposed the Generalized Kreiss
Condition (GKC) imposed on the boundary conditions for relaxation systems, while the Kreiss
condition is for (multi-dimensional) hyperbolic systems without considering the relaxation effects
[16, 12]. Under the GKC and the hypothesis that the boundary is non-characteristic for both
the relaxation system and its equilibrium system, the reduced boundary condition satisfied by
the limit was found and was proved to be well-posed together with the equilibrium system.
However, the non-characteristic hypothesis required in [27] is too restrictive to include many
important physical cases [18, 29].

The purpose of this project is to remove or weaken the non-characteristic hypothesis. Namely,
the boundaries may be characteristic for the relaxation system or for its equilibrium system.
Thus there are at least the following possibilities:

(I) The boundary is characteristic for the relaxation system but is non-characteristic for the
equilibrium system;

(II) The boundary is non-characteristic for the relaxation system but is characteristic for the
equilibrium system.

It turns out that the above two cases have different features and difficulties. Here we only
consider the characteristic boundaries of type (I) and a subsequent work will be devoted to the
type (II).

This paper focuses on the one-dimensional version of (1.1) in the half-space x = x1 > 0.
By the boundary x = 0 to be characteristic for the relaxation system (1.1), we mean that
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the coefficient matrix A1(U) is not invertible. It is worth to mention that the one-dimensional
relaxation problem possesses some key features of usual two-dimensional hyperbolic equations,
particularly for the boundary conditions. Such features do not allow to simply decouple the
characteristic IBVP into a non-characteristic problem and ordinary differential equations.

We try to study the above characteristic IBVPs by following the framework in [27]. Since
the invertibility of A1(U) plays the role of the starting point in [27], we have to overcome various
technical difficulties at the outset and throughout the whole procedure. In particular, the crucial
GKC needs to be re-defined. The main contributions of this work can be stated as follows. We
propose a modified Generalized Kreiss Condition for the characteristic boundaries of type I.
Under this modified condition, we derive the reduced boundary condition for the corresponding
equilibrium system and prove that the resultant IBVP is well-posed. For the linear problem
with constant coefficients, we adapt the decomposition method in [12] to show the validity of
the reduced boundary condition. The method is a combination of the energy estimate and the
Laplace transform, which are based on the structural stability condition and the (modified)
GKC, respectively. For nonlinear equations we show the existence of boundary-layers under the
modified GKC.

The above results are based on the following assumptions. The system (1.1) is required to
satisfy the structural stability condition in [26]. Moreover, we assume that the symmetrizer
A0(U) in the structural stability condition and the source term Q(U) satisfy

A0(U)QU (U) = Q∗

U (U)A0(U) for U ∈ E . (1.2)

Here QU (U) is the Jacobian matrix of the source term Q(U), the superscript ∗ denotes the trans-
pose of matrices or vectors, and E stands for the equilibrium manifold E = {U ∈ G : Q(U) = 0}.
The stability condition and the assumption (1.2) are quite reasonable and cover many impor-
tant relaxation models [30]. In addition, we follow [18] to assume that the boundary condition
does not involve the characteristic modes corresponding to the zero eigenvalue and the bound-
aries are uniformly characteristic for nonlinear problems. These additional assumptions were
shown in [18] to be crucial for the well-posedness of general hyperbolic IBVPs with characteristic
boundaries.

At this point, let us mention that except for [27], the other works about the IBVPs of the
relaxation systems seem all for specific models. For example, the one-dimensional linear Jin-Xin
model was considered in [22]. By using the Laplace transform and a matched asymptotic analy-
sis, the authors analyzed the relaxation limit and boundary-layer behaviors. In [5], the authors
studied a specific IBVP for the one-dimensional Kerr-Debye model in nonlinear optics. They
justified the zero relaxation limit by exploiting the energy method and the entropy structure
of the model. Recently, a nonlinear discrete-velocity model for traffic flows was investigated in
[2] and the reduced boundary condition was obtained by solving a boundary Riemann problem.
The interested reader is referred to [21, 23, 24, 25, 33] for further works in this direction.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The next section is devoted to linear problems
and contains four subsections. All assumptions are given in the short Subsection 2.1. In Sub-
section 2.2, we investigate the possible non-existence of the zero relaxation limit and propose
a modified GKC for the characteristic boundaries of type I; The reduced boundary condition
is derived in Subsection 2.3; Subsection 2.4 is devoted to proving the validity of the reduced
boundary condition. In Section 3, we show the existence of boundary-layers for one-dimensional
nonlinear problems. Some details of Section 2 are given in Appendix.
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For the convenience of the reader, we end this introduction with the aforementioned struc-
tural stability condition [26] for (1.1):

(i) There is an invertible n×n-matrix P (U) and an invertible r× r-matrix S(U) (0 < r ≤ n),
defined on the equilibrium manifold E = {U ∈ G : Q(U) = 0}, such that

P (U)QU (U) =

(

0 0

0 S(U)

)

P (U) for U ∈ E ;

(ii) As a hyperbolic system, (1.1) is symmetrizable, that is, there is a positive definite sym-
metric matrix A0(U) such that

A0(U)A1(U) = A∗

1(U)A0(U) for U ∈ G;

(iii) The hyperbolic part and the source term are coupled in the following sense

A0(U)QU (U) +Q∗

U (U)A0(U) ≤ −P ∗(U)

(

0 0

0 Ir

)

P (U) for U ∈ E .

Here and below Ik denotes the unit matrix of order k.

2 Linear Problems

2.1 Assumptions

We start with one-dimensional linear systems with constant coefficients. Under the structural
stability condition, we may as well assume that the linear system has the following form

A0Ut +A1Ux =
QU

ǫ
, x > 0, t > 0. (2.1)

Here A0 is a symmetric positive definite matrix, A1 is a symmetric matrix, and Q = diag(0, S)
with S an r× r (0 ≤ r ≤ n) stable matrix. Moreover, S is a symmetric negative definite matrix
under the assumption (1.2). By Theorem 2.2 in [26], the structural stability condition implies
that A0 is a block-diagonal matrix of the form

A0 =

(

A01

A02

)

with the same partition as that of Q. Correspondingly, we often write

U =

(

u

v

)

, A1 =

(

A11 A12

A∗

12 A22

)

.

Besides the structural stability condition and (1.2), the next assumption for (2.1) is
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Assumption 2.1. The boundary x = 0 is characteristic for the relaxation system (2.1) but is
non-characteristic for its equilibrium system

A01ut +A11ux = 0.

Namely, A11 is invertible but A1 has zero eigenvalues.

With this assumption, we introduce the following three numbers

n+1 = the number of positive eigenvalues of A11,

n+ = the number of positive eigenvalues of A1,

no = the number of zero eigenvalues of A1.

According to the classical theory [1, 12] for IBVPs of first-order hyperbolic systems, n+

boundary conditions
BU(0, t) ≡ (Bu, Bv)U(0, t) = b(t) (2.2)

should be given at the boundary x = 0 for (2.1) and the n+ × n boundary matrix B should
satisfy

det{BRU
A} 6= 0. (2.3)

Here RU
A is an n× n+ matrix whose columns are the eigenvectors of A−1

0 A1 associated with the
positive eigenvalues. Our last assumption reads as

BR0
A = 0 (2.4)

for each eigenvector R0
A of A−1

0 A1 associated with the zero eigenvalue. The relation (2.4) means
that no characteristic mode corresponding to the zero eigenvalue is involved in the boundary
condition above. The necessity of (2.4) was illustrated in [18] for the characteristic IBVPs.

In summary, our starting assumptions for the linear relaxation system (2.1) are the structural
stability condition, Assumption 2.1, and those in (1.2) and (2.4).

2.2 Modified Generalized Kreiss Condition

In this subsection, we adapt the standard argument in [14, 16, 27] to our characteristic IBVPs
and show that the homogeneous problem











A0Ut +A1Ux =
QU

ǫ
, x > 0, t > 0

BU(0, t) = 0

(2.5)

with bounded initial data may have exponentially increasing solution for t > 0 as ǫ goes to zero.
Based on this argument, we propose a modified GKC for the characteristic boundaries of type
I.

Following Lemma 3.1 in [27], we consider the following problem






ξA0Û +A1Ûx = ηQÛ, x > 0,

BÛ(0) = 0,
(2.6)

5



where η ≥ 0 and ξ is a complex number with Reξ > 0. With η = 0, this reduces to that for
IBVPs of conventional hyperbolic equations [14]. If (2.6) has a bounded solution Û(x) for a
certain η > 0, then

U ǫ = exp

(

ξt

ηǫ

)

Û(
x

ηǫ
)

is the solution to the problem (2.5) with a bounded initial value. Since Reξ > 0 and η > 0, this
solution U ǫ exponentially increases for t > 0 as ǫ goes to zero.

In order to avoid such exponentially increasing solutions, our first task is to find conditions
under what the problem (2.6) has bounded solutions. Before proceeding, we notice that for the
characteristic boundary where A1 is not invertible, the differential equation in (2.6) can not be
rewritten as

Ûx = A−1
1 (ηQ− ξA0)Û .

This is quite different from the non-characteristic case. To deal with this difficulty, we formulate
the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Under the assumptions in Subsection 2.1, there exists an (n−no)×(n−no)-matrix
M(ξ, η) and an no × (n− no)-matrix E(ξ, η) such that the equation in (2.6) can be rewritten as







V̂ I
x =M(ξ, η)V̂ I ,

V̂ II = E(ξ, η)V̂ I .

Here V̂ = ΦÛ with Φ an orthonormal matrix given below, V̂ I represents the first (n − no)
components of V̂ and V̂ II is the rest components.

This lemma allows a very short and simple proof. But here we present a different and tedious
proof, in order to study the limit as η goes to infinity in the next subsection.

Proof. First of all, we recall Q = diag(0, S) and A1 =

(

A11 A12

A∗

12 A22

)

. Set Û =

(

û
v̂

)

and

rewrite the equation in (2.6) as

A11ûx +A12v̂x =− ξA01û, (2.7)

A∗

12ûx +A22v̂x =(ηS − ξA02)v̂. (2.8)

Since A11 is invertible, from (2.7) it follows that

ûx = −A−1
11 A12v̂x − ξA−1

11 A01û. (2.9)

Substituting this relation into (2.8), we get

(A22 −A∗

12A
−1
11 A12)v̂x = (ηS − ξA02)v̂ + ξA∗

12A
−1
11 A01û. (2.10)

On the the hand, from the congruent transformation
(

I 0

−A∗

12A
−1
11 I

)(

A11 A12

A∗

12 A22

)(

I −A−1
11 A12

0 I

)

=

(

A11 0

0 A22 −A∗

12A
−1
11 A12

)

(2.11)
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for A1, we see that the r × r-matrix (A22 −A∗

12A
−1
11 A12) is symmetric with no zero eigenvalues.

Then there exists an r × r orthonormal matrix P̃ satisfying

P̃ ∗(A22 −A∗

12A
−1
11 A12)P̃ =

(

Λ2 0

0 0

)

. (2.12)

Here Λ2 is a real (r − no) × (r − no) diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are nonzero
eigenvalues of (A22−A

∗

12A
−1
11 A12). With the partition of diag(Λ2, 0), we write P̃ = (P2, P0) with

P2 an r× (r− no)-matrix and P0 an r× no-matrix. Then the last equation can be expressed as

P ∗

2 (A22 −A∗

12A
−1
11 A12)P2 =Λ2, (2.13)

(A22 −A∗

12A
−1
11 A12)P0 =0. (2.14)

Moreover, since P̃ = (P2, P0) is an orthonormal matrix, we have the decomposition

v̂ = P2P
∗

2 v̂ + P0P
∗

0 v̂ := P2ŵ2 + P0ŵ0. (2.15)

With these preparations, the equation (2.10) can be rewritten as

(A22 −A∗

12A
−1
11 A12)P2ŵ2x = (ηS − ξA02)(P2ŵ2 + P0ŵ0) + ξA∗

12A
−1
11 A01û.

Multiplying this equation with P ∗

0 and P ∗

2 from the left and using (2.13) with (2.14), we obtain

0 = P ∗

0 (ηS − ξA02)(P2ŵ2 + P0ŵ0) + ξP ∗

0A
∗

12A
−1
11 A01û

and
Λ2w2x = P ∗

2 (ηS − ξA02)(P2ŵ2 + P0ŵ0) + ξP ∗

2A
∗

12A
−1
11 A01û.

Set
Sij := P ∗

i (ηS − ξA02)Pj , i, j = 0, 2. (2.16)

The last two equations can be rewritten as

S00ŵ0 + S02ŵ2 + ξP ∗

0A
∗

12A
−1
11 A01û = 0 (2.17)

and

Λ2ŵ2x =S22ŵ2 + S20ŵ0 + ξP ∗

2A
∗

12A
−1
11 A01û. (2.18)

It is shown in Appendix A.1 that the matrix S00 is invertible. Then from (2.17) we can
express ŵ0 in terms of û and ŵ2 as

ŵ0 = −S−1
00 (S02ŵ2 + ξP ∗

0A
∗

12A
−1
11 A01û). (2.19)

Substituting this expression into (2.18), we obtain

Λ2ŵ2x =(S22 − S20S
−1
00 S02)ŵ2

+ ξP ∗

2A
∗

12A
−1
11 A01û− ξS20S

−1
00 P

∗

0A
∗

12A
−1
11 A01û. (2.20)
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Furthermore, with the decomposition in (2.15), the equation (2.9) can be expressed as

ûx +A−1
11 A12(P2ŵ2x + P0ŵ0x) = −ξA−1

11 A01û.

With (2.19), this equation can be further rewritten as

(In−r − ξA−1
11 A12P0S

−1
00 P

∗

0A
∗

12A
−1
11 A01)ûx

+A−1
11 A12(P2 − P0S

−1
00 S02)ŵ2x = −ξA−1

11 A01û.

This and (2.20) can be written together as
(

In−r +N1(ξ, η) N2(ξ, η)

0 Ir−no

)(

û

ŵ2

)

x

=

(

−ξA−1
11 A01 0

N3(ξ, η) N4(ξ, η)

)(

û

ŵ2

)

, (2.21)

where






























N1(ξ, η) = −ξ(A−1
11 A12P0)S

−1
00 (P

∗

0A
∗

12A
−1
11 )A01,

N2(ξ, η) = A−1
11 A12(P2 − P0S

−1
00 S02),

N3(ξ, η) = ξΛ−1
2 (P ∗

2 − S20S
−1
00 P

∗

0 )A
∗

12A
−1
11 A01,

N4(ξ, η) = Λ−1
2 [S22 − S20S

−1
00 S02].

(2.22)

The matrix In−r +N1(ξ, η) is proven to be invertible in Appendix A.1.
Now we define

M(ξ, η) =

(

In−r +N1(ξ, η) N2(ξ, η)

0 Ir−no

)

−1(
−ξA−1

11 A01 0

N3(ξ, η) N4(ξ, η)

)

, (2.23)

which is an (n− no)× (n− no)-matrix, and take

Φ =

(

In−r 0

0 P̃ ∗

)

=







In−r 0

0 P ∗

2

0 P ∗

0






.

Thus V̂ I and V̂ II in the lemma can be expressed as

V̂ I =

(

û

P ∗

2 v̂

)

=

(

û

ŵ2

)

, V̂ II = P ∗

0 v̂ = ŵ0, (2.24)

and the equation (2.21) becomes
V̂ I
x =M(ξ, η)V̂ I .

Finally, by defining

E(ξ, η) ≡ (E1(ξ, η), E2(ξ, η)) :=
(

−ξS−1
00 P

∗

0A
∗

12A
−1
11 A01, −S−1

00 S02
)

, (2.25)

the equation (2.19) can be written as

V̂ II = E(ξ, η)V̂ I .

This completes the proof.
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For the matrix M(ξ, η) defined in (2.23), we have the following important fact.

Lemma 2.2. For any η ≥ 0 and ξ with Reξ > 0, the matrix M(ξ, η) has no purely imaginary
eigenvalue.

We postpone the proof of this lemma in Appendix A.2. With this lemma, we can prove

Lemma 2.3. For any η ≥ 0 and ξ with Reξ > 0, the matrix M(ξ, η) has precisely n+ stable
eigenvalues and thereby (n− no − n+) unstable eigenvalues.

Proof. By Lemma 2.2 and the continuity of eigenvalues with respect to the parameters, the
numbers of stable and unstable eigenvalues of M(ξ, η) are invariant for any η ≥ 0 and ξ with
Reξ > 0. Thus it suffices to show that the matrix M(ξ, 0) has n+ stable eigenvalues.

When η = 0, it follows from (2.16) that Sij = −ξP ∗

i A02Pj for i, j = 0, 2. Thus we refer to
(2.22) and have

In−r +N1(ξ, 0) =In−r +A−1
11 A12P0(P

∗

0A02P0)
−1P ∗

0A
∗

12A
−1
11 A01

:=X1A01,

N4(ξ, 0) =− ξΛ−1
2

[

P ∗

2A02P2 − P ∗

2A02P0(P
∗

0A02P0)
−1P ∗

0A02P2

]

:=− ξΛ−1
2 X2 (2.26)

with X1, X2 two symmetric matrices. It is clear that X1 is positive definite. On the other hand,
it follows from the congruent transformation
(

Ir−n
o −P ∗

2
A02P0(P

∗

0
A02P0)

−1

0 Ino

)(

P ∗

2
A02P2 P ∗

2
A02P0

P ∗

0
A02P2 P ∗

0
A02P0

)(

Ir−n
o 0

−(P ∗

0
A02P0)

−1P ∗

0
A02P2 Ino

)

=

(

P ∗

2
A02P2 − P ∗

2
A02P0(P

∗

0
A02P0)

−1P ∗

0
A02P2

P ∗

0
A02P0

)

≡

(

X2

P ∗

0
A02P0

)

that X2 is also positive definite. Moreover, we have

N3(ξ, 0) = ξΛ−1
2 N∗

2 (ξ, 0)A01.

Then we can write

M(ξ, 0) =ξ

(

X1A01 N2(ξ, 0)

0 Ir−no

)

−1(
−A−1

11 A01 0

Λ−1
2 N∗

2 (ξ, 0)A01 −Λ−1
2 X2

)

=ξ

(

X1A01 0

0 Ir−no

)

−1(
In−r −N2(ξ, 0)

0 Ir−no

)(

−A−1
11 0

0 −Λ−1
2

)

(

In−r 0

−N∗

2 (ξ, 0) Ir−no

)(

A01 0

0 X2

)

. (2.27)
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This indicates that 1
ξM(ξ, 0) has the same numbers of positive and negative eigenvalues as

(

−A−1
11 0

0 −Λ−1
2

)

since A01, X1 and X2 are all positive definite. Hence, M(ξ, 0) has n+ stable eigenvalues and the
proof is complete.

With Lemma 2.3, we turn to the boundary condition BÛ(0) = 0 in (2.6). In terms of
V̂ = ΦÛ given in Lemma 2.1, the boundary condition can be written as

0 = BΦ∗V̂ (0) = (Bu, Bv)

(

In−r 0

0 P̃

)

V̂ (0). (2.28)

Recall that P̃ = (P2, P0), where P2 and P0 are the respective r × (r − no) and r × no matrices.
And note that

V̂ =

(

V̂ I

V̂ II

)

=

(

In−no

E(ξ, η)

)

V̂ I =







In−r 0

0 Ir−no

E1(ξ, η) E2(ξ, η)






V̂ I

due to (2.25) where E(ξ, η) is defined. Then the boundary condition (2.28) can be expressed as

0 =(Bu, Bv)

(

In−r 0 0

0 P2 P0

)







In−r 0

0 Ir−no

E1(ξ, η) E2(ξ, η)






V̂ I(0)

≡(Bu, Bv)

(

In−r 0

N6(ξ, η) N5(ξ, η)

)

V̂ I(0) (2.29)

with

{

N5(ξ, η) = P2 + P0E2(ξ, η) = P2 − P0S
−1
00 S02,

N6(ξ, η) = P0E1(ξ, η) = −ξP0S
−1
00 P

∗

0A
∗

12A
−1
11 A01.

(2.30)

Let RS
M (ξ, η) denote the right-stable matrix of M(ξ, η) (see [27] for the definition of right-

stable matrices). Lemma 2.3 indicates that RS
M (ξ, η) is an (n−no)×n+-matrix. If the following

n+ × n+-matrix

(Bu, Bv)

(

In−r 0

N6(ξ, η) N5(ξ, η)

)

RS
M (ξ, η) (2.31)

is not invertible for a certain (ξ, η) with η > 0, its null space contains a nonzero vector ζ. Thus
the nonzero vector V̂ I(0) = RS

M (ξ, η)ζ satisfies the boundary condition (2.29). With this V̂ I(0)
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as initial value, the ordinary differential equation V̂ I
x = M(ξ, η)V̂ I has a bounded solution for

x > 0. In view of Lemma 2.1, the problem (2.6) has a bounded solution Û .
In conclusion, we have finished the task to find the condition for the problem (2.6) to have

a bounded solution. It is that the matrix in (2.31) is not invertible.
Motivated by the last conclusion, we propose the following

Modified Generalized Kreiss Condition. There exists a constant cK > 0 such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

det

{

B

(

In−r 0

N6(ξ, η) N5(ξ, η)

)

RS
M (ξ, η)

}∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ cK

√

det{RS∗
M (ξ, η)RS

M (ξ, η)}

for all η ≥ 0 and ξ with Reξ > 0. Here N5(ξ, η) and N6(ξ, η) are defined in (2.30).

About this modified GKC, we have the following interesting remark.

Remark 2.1. In the absence of S or η, this modified GKC recovers the standard Kreiss condition
(2.3). When no = 0, we recover the GKC in [27] for non-characteristic IBVPs. We omit the
proofs of these conclusions and leave them for the interested reader.

2.3 Reduced Boundary Condition

Under the modified GKC, we derive the reduced boundary condition for the equilibrium system

A01ut +A11ux = 0

from the relaxation problem (2.1) with its boundary condition (2.2). Recall that A11 has n+1
positive eigenvalues. According to the classical theory [1, 12] for hyperbolic IBVPs, n+1 linear
independent boundary conditions should be prescribed at the boundary x = 0 for the equilibrium
system.

For this purpose, we follow [27] and construct an approximate solution of the form

Uǫ =

(

uǫ

vǫ

)

(x, t) =

(

ū

v̄

)

(x, t) +

(

µ

ν

)

(x/ǫ, t).

As the outer solution, the first part solves

A01ūt +A11ūx = 0, v̄ = 0, (2.32)

while the boundary-layer correction satisfies

(

A11 A12

A∗

12 A22

)(

µ

ν

)

′

=

(

0

S

)(

µ

ν

)

. (2.33)

Moreover, the boundary condition (2.2) should be satisfied:

(Bu, Bv)

(

ū+ µ

v̄ + ν

)

(0, t) = b(t). (2.34)
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This together with (2.32) gives

Buū(0, t) + (Bu, Bv)

(

µ

ν

)

(0, t) = b(t). (2.35)

Next we turn to the boundary-layer equation (2.33), which has the form of the equation in
(2.6) with ξ = 0 and η = 1. Then Lemma 2.1 applies and we have

(

In−r +N1(0, 1) N2(0, 1)

0 Ir−no

)(

µ

w2

)

′

=

(

0 0

N3(0, 1) N4(0, 1)

)(

µ

w2

)

(2.36)

and

w0 = E1(0, 1)µ + E2(0, 1)w2. (2.37)

These equations are analogues of (2.21) and (2.24) with (2.25) in the proof of Lemma 2.1, with

w2 = P ∗

2 ν, w0 = P ∗

0 ν

similar to those in the decomposition (2.15). Then we have

ν = P0w0 + P2w2 = [P2 − P0(P
∗

0 SP0)
−1P ∗

0 SP2]w2 ≡ G1w2. (2.38)

In this case, (2.22) becomes































N1(0, 1) = 0,

N2(0, 1) = A−1
11 A12[P2 − P0(P

∗

0 SP0)
−1P ∗

0 SP2] = A−1
11 A12G1,

N3(0, 1) = 0,

N4(0, 1) = Λ−1
2 [P ∗

2 SP2 − P ∗

2 SP0(P
∗

0 SP0)
−1P ∗

0 SP2] ≡ Λ−1
2 G2.

(2.39)

Thus the equation (2.36) can be simplified as

(

In−r A−1
11 A12G1

0 Ir−no

)(

µ

w2

)

′

=

(

0 0

0 Λ−1
2 G2

)(

µ

w2

)

. (2.40)

Moreover, (2.25) becomes

E1(0, 1) = 0, E2(0, 1) = −(P ∗

0 SP0)
−1P ∗

0 SP2.

Then (2.37) can be written as

w0 = −(P ∗

0 SP0)
−1P ∗

0 SP2w2. (2.41)

As boundary-layer corrections, we have µ(∞) = 0 and w2(∞) = P ∗

2 ν(∞) = 0. Then it
follows from the equation (2.40) that

µ = −A−1
11 A12G1w2 (2.42)
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and
w′

2 = Λ−1
2 G2w2. (2.43)

From the last equation, we see that the initial value for w2 should satisfy

LU
2 w2(0) = 0, (2.44)

in order to have a bounded solution w2 = w2(x/ǫ). Here LU
2 is the left-unstable matrix of

Λ−1
2 G2. Recall (2.12) where Λ2 is defined. We notice that Λ2 has (r − no − n+ + n+1 ) negative

eigenvalues. Moreover, G2 can be shown to be negative definite with the argument following
(2.26). Therefore, LU

2 is an (r − no − n+ + n+1 )× (r − no)-matrix.
On the other hand, we substitute (2.38) and (2.42) into the boundary condition (2.35) to

obtain
Buū(0, t) + (Bv −BuA

−1
11 A12)G1w2(0) = b(t). (2.45)

For this, we decompose ū(0, t) as

ū(0, t) = RU
1 α+RS

1 β. (2.46)

Here RU
1 and RS

1 are right-unstable and right-stable matrices of the invertible matrix A−1
01 A11,

respectively. By this decomposition, vectors α and β are the respective incoming and outgoing
modes for the equilibrium system. Since A11 has n

+
1 positive eigenvalues and (n−r−n+1 ) negative

eigenvalues, the matrices RU
1 and RS

1 are of orders (n − r) × n+1 and (n − r) × (n − r − n+1 ),
respectively. With the above decomposition, (2.45) becomes

BuR
U
1 α+ (Bv −BuA

−1
11 A12)G1w2(0) = b(t)−BuR

S
1 β.

Combining this with (2.44), we arrive at

(

BuR
U
1 (Bv −BuA

−1
11 A12)G1

0 LU
2

)(

α

w2(0)

)

=

(

b(t)−BuR
S
1 β

0

)

.

This is a system of (n+1 +r−no) linear algebraic equations for (n+1 +r−no) variables (α,w2(0)),
since B has n+ rows, α has n+1 components, and w2(0) has (r − no) components.

If the above coefficient matrix is invertible, we can express α and w2(0) in terms of β. In
this way, we obtain the reduced boundary condition for the equilibrium system in (2.32) and
the initial value w2(0) for the boundary-layer equation (2.43). With these, we can uniquely
determine w2 by solving (2.43) and ū by solving (2.32) with proper initial data. Consequently,
the boundary-layer correction (µ, ν) and thereby the approximate solution Uǫ are constructed
uniquely.

To clarify the invertibility, we establish the following analogue of Lemma 3.4 in [27]:

Lemma 2.4. If the boundary matrix B = (Bu, Bv) in (2.2) satisfies the modified GKC, then
the matrix

(

BuR
U
1 (Bv −BuA

−1
11 A12)G1

0 LU
2

)

is invertible.
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Proof. Like that for Lemma 3.4 in [27], the key of this proof is to find an asymptotic expression
of RS

M (ξ, η) in the modified GKC for large η and fixed ξ. Recall that RS
M (ξ, η) is the right-stable

matrix of M(ξ, η) and the matrix M(ξ, η) is defined in (2.23). Thus we need to expand the
Ni(ξ, η)’s defined in (2.22) into the power series of 1/η.

From (2.22) and the analytic expansion

S−1
00 =

1

η

[

P ∗

0 (S −
ξ

η
A02)P0

]

−1

=
1

η
(P ∗

0 SP0)
−1 +O(

1

η2
),

it is not difficult to deduce that

N1(ξ, η) = O(
1

η
),

N2(ξ, η) = A−1
11 A12[P2 − P0(P

∗

0 SP0)
−1(P ∗

0 SP2)] +O(
1

η
)

= A−1
11 A12G1 +O(

1

η
),

N3(ξ, η) = O(η0),

N4(ξ, η) = ηΛ−1
2 [P ∗

2 SP2 − (P ∗

2 SP0)(P
∗

0 SP0)
−1(P ∗

0 SP2)] +O(η0)

= ηΛ−1
2 G2 +O(η0).

Here G1 and G2 are defined in (2.38) and (2.39). Thus we see from (2.23) that

M(ξ, η) =

(

In−r +O( 1η ) A−1
11 A12G1 +O( 1η )

0 Ir−no

)−1(
−ξA−1

11 A01 0

O(η0) ηΛ−1
2 G2 +O(η0)

)

=

(

In−r −A−1
11 A12G1

0 Ir−no

)(

−ξA−1
11 A01 O(η0)

O(η0) ηΛ−1
2 G2 +O(η0)

)

+O(
1

η
).

Then a simple computation shows
(

In−r −A−1
11 A12G1

0 Ir−no

)

−1

M(ξ, η)

(

In−r −A−1
11 A12G1

0 Ir−no

)

= η

(

0 0

0 Λ−1
2 G2

)

+

(

−ξA−1
11 A01 O(η0)

O(η0) O(η0)

)

+O(
1

η
)

≡ ηM̄ (1/η). (2.47)

Since M̄(σ) is analytic and Λ−1
2 G2 is invertible, we know from [15] that there is an invertible

matrix T (σ), defined in the neighborhood of σ = 0, such that T (σ) and T−1(σ) are analytic at
σ = 0, T (0) = In−no , and

T−1(σ)M̄ (σ)T (σ) =

(

M̄1(σ) 0

0 M̄2(σ)

)

(2.48)
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holds for all sufficiently small σ. Moreover, it holds that

lim
η→∞

ηM̄1(1/η) = −ξA−1
11 A01, M̄2(0) = Λ−1

2 G2.

ThusM(ξ, η) is similar to the block-diagonal matrix diag(ηM̄1(1/η), ηM̄2(1/η)) for all sufficiently
large η. From the argument following (2.44) we know that the (r−no)× (r−no)-matrix M̄2(0)
has (n+−n+1 ) stable eigenvalues and (r−no−n++n+1 ) unstable eigenvalues. Therefore, for all
sufficiently large η, M̄2(1/η) has the same numbers of stable and unstable eigenvalues as M̄2(0).
Similarly, ηM̄1(1/η) has n

+
1 stable eigenvalues and (n− r − n+1 ) unstable eigenvalues.

Denote by R̄S
1 (1/η) and R̄S

2 (1/η) the respective right-stable matrices of ηM̄1(1/η) and
M̄2(1/η). According to the previous discussion, they are of orders (n−r)×n+1 and (r−no)×n+2 .
By using (2.47) and (2.48), we can directly verify that

RS
M (ξ, η) =

(

In−r −A−1
11 A12G1

0 Ir−no

)

T (
1

η
)

(

R̄S
1 (1/η) 0

0 R̄S
2 (1/η)

)

is a right-stable matrix of M(ξ, η) when η is sufficiently large.
As η → ∞, we get

RS
M ≡ lim

η→∞

RS
M (ξ, η)

=

(

In−r −A−1
11 A12G1

0 Ir−no

)(

R̄S
1 (0) 0

0 R̄S
2 (0)

)

=

(

R̄S
1 (0) −A−1

11 A12G1R̄
S
2 (0)

0 R̄S
2 (0)

)

.

Here R̄S
1 (0) is a right-stable matrix of −ξA−1

11 A01 and R̄S
2 (0) is a right-stable matrix of Λ−1

2 G2.
Additionally, as η → ∞, the matrices N5(ξ, η) and N6(ξ, η) in (2.30) have the limits

N6(ξ, η) → 0, N5(ξ, η) → G1.

Now we let η → ∞ in the modified GKC and find that the matrix

(Bu, BvG1)

(

R̄S
1 (0) −A−1

11 A12G1R̄
S
2 (0)

0 R̄S
2 (0)

)

=
(

BuR̄
S
1 (0), (Bv −BuA

−1
11 A12)G1R̄

S
2 (0)

)

is invertible. Since Reξ > 0, R̄S
1 (0) is actually a right-unstable matrix of A−1

11 A01 and thereby is
equal to RU

1 in (2.46). Consequently, the matrix

BRS
M =

(

BuR
U
1 , (Bv −BuA

−1
11 A12)G1R

S
2

)

is invertible, where RS
2 = R̄S

2 (0) is a right-stable matrix of Λ−1
2 G2.
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At last, let RU
2 be a right-unstable matrix of the invertible matrix Λ−1

2 G2. Then the matrices
(RS

2 , R
U
2 ) and L

U
2 R

U
2 are both invertible. Hence, the lemma follows from the simple relation

(

BuR
U
1 (Bv −BuA

−1
11 A12)G1

0 LU
2

)(

In+

1

0 0

0 RS
2 RU

2

)

=

(

BuR
U
1 (Bv −BuA

−1
11 A12)G1R

S
2 (Bv −BuA

−1
11 A12)G1R

U
2

0 0 LU
2 R

U
2

)

.

Having Lemma 2.4, we turn to establish the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 2.5. Under the assumptions in Subsection 2.1 and the modified GKC, there exists a
full-rank n+1 × n+-matrix Bp such that the relation

BpBuū(0, t) = Bpb(t), (2.49)

as a boundary condition for the equilibrium system, satisfies the Kreiss condition

det{BpBuR
U
1 } 6= 0

with RU
1 a right-unstable matrix of A−1

01 A11.

Proof. Following the proof of Lemma 2.4, we know that the n+ × (n+ − n+1 )-matrix (Bv −
BuA

−1
11 A12)G1R

S
2 is of full-rank. Then there exists a full-rank n+1 × n+-matrix Bp such that

Bp(Bv −BuA
−1
11 A12)G1R

S
2 = 0. (2.50)

Notice that RS
2 is independent of ξ, so is Bp. Thus it follows from the invertibility of BRS

M and

BpBR
S
M =Bp(BuR

U
1 , (Bv −BuA

−1
11 A12)G1R

S
2 )

=(BpBuR
U
1 , 0)

that the square matrix BpBuR
U
1 is invertible. This completes the proof.

We end this subsection with the following remark.

Remark 2.2. The boundary condition (2.49) is derived from (2.45) by multiplying Bp from the
left and by using (2.50). Here we also use (2.44) which implies that w2(0) ∈ span{RS

2 }.

In the next subsection, we will show that the boundary condition (2.49) is satisfied by the
relaxation limit. In this sense, it is referred to as the reduced boundary condition.
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2.4 Validity of the reduced boundary condition

In this subsection, we show that the relaxation limit of smooth solution U ǫ to the relaxation
system (2.1) with boundary condition (2.2) satisfies the boundary condition (2.49) as well as the
equilibrium system (2.32). This will be done by estimating (U ǫ − Uǫ) with the decomposition
method [12] mainly based on the modified GKC. Here Uǫ is the approximate solution constructed
in the previous subsection.

Firstly, we make some assumptions on the initial and boundary data to avoid unnecessary
technical difficulties. The initial value U0(x) for the relaxation system (2.1) is assumed to be in
equilibrium:

U0(x) =

(

u0(x)

0

)

. (2.51)

Here u0 = u0(x) represents the first (n − r) components of U0(x). Moreover, we assume that
the initial value and the boundary data in (2.2) are compatible at the corner (x, t) = (0, 0):

BU0(0) = b(0). (2.52)

These imply
BpBuu0(0) = Bpb(0),

meaning that the boundary condition (2.49) is compatible with the initial value u0 for the
equilibrium system (2.32).

Our main result of this subsection can be stated as

Theorem 2.6. Under the assumptions in Subsection 2.1 and the modified GKC, let U0 ∈
H1(R+) and b(t) ∈ H1(0, T ) satisfy (2.51) and (2.52). Then there exists a constant K > 0
such that the following error estimate

‖(U ǫ − Uǫ)(·, t)‖L2(R+) ≤ Kǫ1/2

holds for all time t ∈ [0, T ].

As the first step to prove this theorem, we derive equations for the difference W ≡ U ǫ −Uǫ.
From (2.32) and (2.33) we deduce that the approximate solution

Uǫ =

(

uǫ

vǫ

)

=

(

ū

v̄

)

+

(

µ

ν

)

satisfies
(

A01 0

0 A02

)(

uǫ

vǫ

)

t

+

(

A11 A12

A∗

12 A22

)(

uǫ

vǫ

)

x

−
1

ǫ

(

0 0

0 S

)(

uǫ

vǫ

)

=

(

0

A∗

12ūx

)

+

(

A01µt

A02νt

)

:=

(

0

F1

)

+ F2. (2.53)
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Thus the difference W solves

A0Wt +A1Wx =
1

ǫ

(

0 0

0 S

)

W −

(

0

F1

)

− F2. (2.54)

Moreover, it follows from (2.34) and (2.2) that W satisfies the boundary condition

BW (0, t) = 0. (2.55)

On the other hand, with ū(x, 0) = u0(x) we can deduce from the compatibility assumption (2.52)
and the unique solvability of the boundary-layer correction (µ, ν) claimed preceding Lemma 2.4
that

µ|t=0 ≡ 0, ν|t=0 ≡ 0.

Therefore, W vanishes at t = 0:

W (x, 0) = 0. (2.56)

In this way, we derive an IBVP (2.54)-(2.56) for W .
To estimate W , we follow [12] and make the following decomposition

W =W1 +W2.

Here W1 solves


























A0W1t +A1W1x =
1

ǫ
QW1 −

(

0

F1

)

− F2,

L+A
1/2
0 W1(0, t) = 0,

W1|t=0 = 0,

(2.57)

and W2 satisfies






















A0W2t +A1W2x =
1

ǫ
QW2,

BW2(0, t) = −BW1(0, t),

W2|t=0 = 0.

(2.58)

In (2.57), L+ is an n+×n-matrix consisting of the n+ left-eigenvectors of matrix A
−1/2
0 A1A

−1/2
0

associated with its positive eigenvalues. Note that A
−1/2
0 A1A

−1/2
0 is symmetric. Then L+ can

be the first n+ rows of the following orthonormal matrix L satisfying

LL∗ = In, LA
−1/2
0 A1A

−1/2
0 L∗ = diag(Λ+,Λ−, 0). (2.59)

Here Λ+ and Λ− are diagonal matrices whose entries are the n+ positive and (n−no−n+) nega-

tive eigenvalues of A
−1/2
0 A1A

−1/2
0 , respectively. Corresponding to the partition diag(Λ+,Λ−, 0),

we can write

L =





L+

L−

L0



 ,
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where L− and L0 are (n− no − n+)× n and no × n-matrices, respectively.
For IBVPs (2.57) and (2.58), we have the following conclusions.

Lemma 2.7. If F1, F2 ∈ L2([0, T ] × R+), then the IBVP (2.57) has a unique solution W1 =
W1(x, t) satisfying

max
t∈[0,T ]

‖W1(·, t)‖
2
L2(R+) +

∫ T

0
|L−A

1/2
0 W1(0, t)|

2dt

≤ C(T )

(

ǫ‖F1‖
2
L2([0,T ]×R+) + ‖F2‖

2
L2([0,T ]×R+)

)

. (2.60)

Here C(T ) is a generic constant depending only on T .

Lemma 2.8. The IBVP (2.58) has a unique solution W2 =W2(x, t) satisfying

max
t∈[0,T ]

‖W2(·, t)‖
2
L2(R+) +

∫ T

0
|W2(0, t)|

2dt ≤ C(T )

∫ T

0
|L−A

1/2
0 W1(0, t)|

2dt. (2.61)

Assuming these two lemmas for the moment, we present

A Proof of Theorem 2.6: By Theorem 2.5, we know that the equilibrium system (2.32)
with the boundary condition (2.49) and initial condition ū(x, 0) = u0(x) constitutes a well-posed
IBVP. According to the classical theory for hyperbolic IBVPs (see, e.g., [1]), the well-posed IBVP
has a unique solution ū ∈ C([0, T ];H1(R+)). Then we have

‖F1‖
2
L2([0,T ]×R+) ≡ ‖A∗

12ūx‖
2
L2([0,T ]×R+) ≤ C(T ).

Moreover, we have

‖F2‖
2
L2([0,T ]×R+) ≡

∫

R+

∫ T

0

[

∣

∣

∣
A01µt(

x

ǫ
, t)
∣

∣

∣

2
+
∣

∣

∣
A02νt(

x

ǫ
, t)
∣

∣

∣

2
]

dtdx

=ǫ

∫

R+

∫ T

0

[

|A01µt(y, t)|
2 + |A02νt(y, t)|

2
]

dtdy ≤ C(T )ǫ.

With these, Theorem 2.6 immediately follows from a simple linear combination of the two esti-
mates in (2.60) and (2.61). Hence Theorem 2.6 is proved.

It remains to prove Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8.

Proof. (Lemma 2.7) We firstly claim that the boundary condition in (2.57) satisfies the Kreiss

condition. In fact, since A
−1/2
0 A1A

−1/2
0 L∗

+ = L∗

+Λ+ due to (2.59), A
−1/2
0 L∗

+ is a right-unstable
matrix of A−1

0 A1. For this right-unstable matrix, we have

det{(L+A
1/2
0 )(A

−1/2
0 L∗

+)} = 1,

namely, the Kreiss condition is satisfied. Thus the existence follows from the existence theory
(Theorem 1.12 in [18]) for hyperbolic IBVPs with uniformly characteristic boundaries.
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For the estimate (2.60), we multiply the differential equation in (2.57) with W ∗

1 from the left
to obtain

W ∗

1A0W1t +W ∗

1A1W1x =
1

ǫ
W ∗

1

(

0 0

0 S

)

W1 −W II∗
1 F1 −W ∗

1F2.

Here W II
1 represents the last r components of W1. From this equation, we can easily derive

d(W ∗

1A0W1)

dt
+ (W ∗

1A1W1)x ≤−
c0
ǫ
|W II

1 |2 + 2|ReW II∗
1 F1|+ 2|ReW ∗

1 F2|

≤ −
c0
2ǫ

|W II
1 |2 +

2ǫ

c0
|F1|

2 + |W1|
2 + |F2|

2

with c0 > 0 a constant, since A0 and A1 are symmetric and S is negative definite. Integrating
the last inequality over x ∈ [0,∞) yields

d

dt

(∫

R+

W ∗

1A0W1dx

)

−W ∗

1 (0, t)A1W1(0, t) ≤
2ǫ

c0
‖F1‖

2
L2(R+) + ‖W1‖

2
L2(R+) + ‖F2‖

2
L2(R+).

(2.62)

Thanks to the boundary condition L+A
1/2
0 W1(0, t) = 0, it follows from (2.59) that

−W ∗

1 (0, t)A1W1(0, t) =−W ∗

1 (0, t)A
1/2
0 (A

−1/2
0 A1A

−1/2
0 )A

1/2
0 W1(0, t)

=−W ∗

1 (0, t)A
1/2
0 (L∗

+Λ+L+ + L∗

−
Λ−L−)A

1/2
0 W1(0, t)

=−W ∗

1 (0, t)A
1/2
0 L∗

−
Λ−L−A

1/2
0 W1(0, t)

≥ c1|L−A
1/2
0 W1(0, t)|

2 (2.63)

with c1 > 0 a constant. Since W1|t=0 = 0 and

C−1‖W1‖
2
L2(R+) ≤

∫

R+

W ∗

1A0W1dx ≤ C‖W1‖
2
L2(R+)

with C a generic constant, we can use Gronwall’s inequality in (2.62) to get

max
t∈[0,T ]

‖W1(t)‖
2
L2(R+) ≤ CeCT

(

ǫ‖F1‖
2
L2([0,T ]×R+) + ‖F2‖

2
L2([0,T ]×R+)

)

.

Having this and (2.63), we integrate (2.62) to obtain

∫ T

0
|L−A

1/2
0 W1(0, t)|

2dt ≤ C(T )

(

ǫ‖F1‖
2
L2([0,T ]×R+) + ‖F2‖

2
L2([0,T ]×R+)

)

.

The last two inequalities together give (2.60) and the proof is complete.

Finally, we present a proof of Lemma 2.8.
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Proof. (Lemma 2.8) Since the modified GKC implies the standard Kreiss condition (see Remark
2.1), the IBVP (2.58) has a unique L2([0, T ]×R+)-solutionW2 =W2(x, t) by the aforementioned
existence theory in [18].

The estimate (2.61) can be derived with the following three steps.
Step 1: Multiplying the equation in (2.58) with W ∗

2 from the left yields

d

dt
(W ∗

2A0W2) + (W ∗

2A1W2)x =
2

ǫ
W ∗

2QW2 ≤ 0.

Notice that the initial value of W2 is zero. We integrate the last inequality over x ∈ [0,+∞)
and t ∈ [0, T ] to obtain

∫

R+

W ∗

2 (x, t)A0W2(x, t)dx ≤

∫ T

0
W ∗

2 (0, t)A1W2(0, t)dt ≤ C

∫ T

0
|W2(0, t)|

2dt, ∀ t ∈ [0, T ].

Since A0 is a positive definite matrix, we have

‖W2(·, t)‖
2
L2(R+) ≤ C

∫ T

0
|W2(0, t)|

2dt, ∀ t ∈ [0, T ].

With this, it remains to bound
∫ T
0 |W2(0, t)|

2dt in terms of
∫ T
0 |L−A

1/2
0 W1(0, t)|

2dt.
Step 2: As a preparation for Step 3, we show that g(t) := −BW1(0, t) can be expressed in

terms of L−A
1/2
0 W1(0, t). Recall that L is an orthonormal matrix in (2.59). Then we have

In =









L+A
1/2
0

L−A
1/2
0

L0A
1/2
0









(A
−1/2
0 L∗

+, A
−1/2
0 L∗

−
, A

−1/2
0 L∗

0)

=A
−1/2
0 L∗

+L+A
1/2
0 +A

−1/2
0 L∗

−
L−A

1/2
0 +A

−1/2
0 L∗

0L0A
1/2
0 .

Using this and the boundary condition in (2.57), we rewrite g(t) as

g(t) =−BA
−1/2
0 L∗

+L+A
1/2
0 W1(0, t)−BA

−1/2
0 L∗

−
L−A

1/2
0 W1(0, t) −BA

−1/2
0 L∗

0L0A
1/2
0 W1(0, t)

=−BA
−1/2
0 L∗

−
L−A

1/2
0 W1(0, t)−BA

−1/2
0 L∗

0L0A
1/2
0 W1(0, t).

On the other hand, from (2.59) we see that A
−1/2
0 A1A

−1/2
0 L∗

0 = 0. This means that each column

of A
−1/2
0 L∗

0 is an eigenvector of A−1
0 A1 associate with the zero eigenvalue. By the assumption

(2.4), we have

BA
−1/2
0 L∗

0 = 0.

Consequently, we obtain

g(t) =−BA
−1/2
0 L∗

−
L−A

1/2
0 W1(0, t). (2.64)

Step 3: For the L2-solution W2 =W2(x, t), define its Laplace transform with respect to t:

Ŵ2(x, ξ) =

∫

∞

0
e−ξtW2(x, t)dt, Reξ > 0.
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Then we deduce from the IBVP (2.58) that















A1Ŵ2x = (ηQ− ξA0)Ŵ2,

BŴ2(0, ξ) = ĝ(ξ),

‖Ŵ2(·, ξ)‖L2 <∞ for a.e. ξ.

(2.65)

Here we use the notation η = 1/ǫ.
Observe that the first line in (2.65) is just the equation in (2.6). Then Lemma 2.1 applies

and gives







V̂ I
2x = sM(ξ′, η′)V̂ I

2 ,

V̂ II
2 = E(ξ′, η′)V̂ I

2 .

(2.66)

Here s =
√

η2 + |ξ|2, ξ′ = ξ/s and η′ = η/s, V̂ I
2 denotes the first (n − no) components of

ΦŴ2, and V̂
I
2 denotes the other no components of ΦŴ2. In terms of V̂2 = ΦŴ2, the boundary

condition in (2.65) becomes (see (2.28)-(2.30))

(Bu, Bv)

(

In−r 0

N6(ξ
′, η′) N5(ξ

′, η′)

)

V̂ I
2 (0, ξ) = ĝ(ξ). (2.67)

Let RS
M = RS

M (ξ′, η′) and RU
M = RU

M (ξ′, η′) be the right-stable and right-unstable matrices
of M =M(ξ′, η′):

MRS
M = RS

MM
S , MRU

M = RU
MM

U

with MS a stable-matrix and MU an unstable-matrix. In view of the Schur decomposition, we
may assume

(RS
M , R

U
M )

(

RS∗
M

RU∗

M

)

=

(

RS∗
M

RU∗

M

)

(RS
M , R

U
M ) = In−no.

Thus, we deduce from (2.66) that

(

RS∗
M

RU∗

M

)

V̂ I
2x = s

(

MS

MU

)(

RS∗
M

RU∗

M

)

V̂ I
2 .

Since ‖V̂2(·, ξ)‖L2 = ‖ΦŴ2(·, ξ)‖L2 <∞ for a.e. ξ and MU is an unstable-matrix, it must be

RU∗

M V̂ I
2 = 0. (2.68)

Therefore, the boundary condition (2.67) becomes

(Bu, Bv)

(

In−r 0

N6(ξ
′, η′) N5(ξ

′, η′)

)

RS
MR

S∗
M V̂ I

2 (0, ξ) = ĝ(ξ).

The last equation leads to
|RS∗

M V̂ I
2 (0, ξ)|

2 ≤ C|ĝ(ξ)|2, (2.69)
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since the matrix
[

(Bu, Bv)

(

In−r 0

N6(ξ
′, η′) N5(ξ

′, η′)

)

RS
M

]

−1

is uniformly bounded due to the modified GKC.
It is shown in Appendix A.3 that E(ξ′, η′) and RS

M (ξ′, η′) are uniformly bounded for |ξ′| ≤ 1
and 0 ≤ η′ ≤ 1. Then we deduce from (2.66), (2.68) and (2.69) that

|Ŵ2(0, ξ)|
2 =|Φ∗V̂2(0, ξ)|

2 ≤ C|V̂ I
2 (0, ξ)|

2 = C|RS
MR

S∗
M V̂ I

2 (0, ξ)|
2 ≤ C|ĝ(ξ)|2.

Applying Parseval’s identity to this inequality yields

∫

∞

0
e−2tReξ |W2(0, t)|

2dt ≤C

∫

∞

0
e−2tReξ |g(t)|2dt ≤ C

∫

∞

0
|g(t)|2dt, Reξ > 0. (2.70)

Because the right-hand side is independent of Reξ, we have

∫

∞

0
|W2(0, t)|

2dt ≤ C

∫

∞

0
|g(t)|2dt.

By using the trick from [12], the integral interval [0,∞) in the last inequality can be easily
changed to [0, T ]. Indeed, according to the classical theory of first-order hyperbolic system,
the solution at any finite time t = T does not depend on the boundary data g(t) for t > T .
Therefore, with the following boundary data

g̃(t) =

{

g(t), t ∈ [0, T ],

0, t > T,

the new solution W̃2 = W̃2(x, t) satisfies

∫

∞

0
|W̃2(0, t)|

2dt ≤ C

∫

∞

0
|g̃(t)|2dt.

Since W2 = W̃2 for t ≤ T , we have

∫ T

0
|W2(0, t)|

2dt ≤

∫

∞

0
|W̃2(0, t)|

2dt ≤ C

∫

∞

0
|g̃(t)|2dt = C

∫ T

0
|g(t)|2dt.

This together with (2.64) gives

∫ T

0
|W2(0, t)|

2dt ≤ C

∫ T

0
|g(t)|2dt ≤ C

∫ T

0
|L−A

1/2
0 W1(0, t)|

2dt

and hence the proof is complete.
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3 One-dimensional nonlinear problems

3.1 Assumptions

Now we consider the one-dimensional nonlinear system

Ut + F (U)x = Q(U)/ǫ (3.1)

in 0 ≤ x, t <∞ with the boundary condition

B(U(0, t); t) = 0. (3.2)

Here

U =

(

u

v

)

, F (U) =

(

f(u, v)

g(u, v)

)

, Q(U) =

(

0

q(u, v)

)

,

where u ∈ Rn−r and v ∈ Rr are unknowns, f = f(u, v) ∈ Rn−r, g = g(u, v) ∈ Rr and
q = q(u, v) ∈ Rr are given smooth solutions of (u, v) ∈ G. Under the modified GKC, we
show the existence of boundary-layers for this nonlinear system and derive its reduced boundary
condition. We will only consider smooth solutions near the corner (x, t) = (0, 0).

For the nonlinear problem above, the first set of assumptions is the following analogue of
those in Subsection 2.1 for linear problems.

Assumption 3.1.

(I) The equation (3.1) satisfies the structural stability condition in the end of Introduction
and the relation (1.2) holds. Moreover, qv = qv(u, v) is invertible for (u, v) ∈ G and
q(u, v) = 0 uniquely determines v in term of u, say v = h(u).

(II) The initial data lie in equilibrium and are consistent with the boundary condition:

Q(U(x, 0)) = 0 and B(U(0, 0); 0) = 0.

(III) The boundary x = 0 is non-characteristic for the equilibrium system (3.8) below and is
characteristic for the relaxation system. Namely, the matrix fu + fvhu is invertible and
FU (U) has zero eigenvalues. The multiplicity no of the zero eigenvalue is assumed to be
independent of U ∈ G.

On Assumption (I) above, we comment as follows. Since qv is invertible, the matrix P (U)
in the structural stability condition can be defined for U in the whole G, instead of only in the
equilibrium manifold E :

P (U) :=

(

In−r 0

q−1
v qu Ir

)

=

(

In−r 0

−hu Ir

)

for U ∈ G. (3.3)

A simple computation shows

P (U)QU (U)P−1(U) = P (U)

(

0 0

qu qv

)

P−1(U) =

(

0 0

0 qv

)

for U ∈ G.
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The structural stability condition implies that there exists a positive definite matrix A0(U) such
that

A0(U)FU (U) = F ∗

U (U)A0(U) for U ∈ G.

Thus we can define, for U ∈ G,



























Ã0(U) ≡

(

A01 A012

A∗

012 A02

)

(U) := P−∗(U)A0(U)P−1(U),

A1(U) ≡

(

A11 A12

A∗

12 A22

)

(U) := P−∗(U)A0(U)FU (U)P−1(U).

(3.4)

On the other hand, now the equilibrium manifold can be expressed as E = {U ∈ G : v = h(u)}.
By Theorem 2.2 in [26], the block-matrix A012(U) vanishes at U ∈ E . Furthermore, it follows
from the stability condition (iii) and the relation (1.2) that the following matrix is symmetric
negative definite for U ∈ E :

P−∗(U)A0(U)QU (U)P−1(U) = Ã0(U)P (U)QU (U)P−1(U) =

(

0

A02qv

)

(U).

Next, we turn to the modified GKC by considering






Ut + FU (U0)Ux = QU (U0)U/ǫ,

BU = b(t).
(3.5)

This can be viewed as a linearization of (3.1) with (3.2) at the corner (U, t) = (U0, 0) when
U0 = U(0, 0), B = BU (U0; 0), and b(t) = BU (U0; 0)U0 − t∂tB(U0; 0). Multiplying (3.5) with
P−∗(U0)A0(U0) from the left and setting V = P (U0)U , we obtain















(

A01(U0)

A02(U0)

)

Vt +A1(U0)Vx =
1

ǫ

(

0

A02qv(U0)

)

V,

BP−1(U0)V (0, t) = b(t).

(3.6)

This has the form of problem (2.1) in Section 2. Our last assumption reads as

Assumption 3.2. The modified GKC holds for the linearized problem (3.6).

Under this assumption, Lemma 2.4 holds. Since now the boundary matrix in (3.6) is
BP−1(U0) = (Bu +Bvhu, Bv)(U0), the lemma can be stated as that the matrix

(

(Bu +Bvhu)R
U
1 (Bv − (Bu +Bvhu)A

−1
11 A12)G1

0 LU
2

)

(U0) (3.7)

is invertible. Here RU
1 is a right-unstable matrix of A−1

01 A11(U0), L
U
2 is a left-unstable matrix of

Λ−1
2 G2 with Λ2 representing the nonzero eigenvalues of (A22 − A∗

12A
−1
11 A12)(U0). The matrices

G1 and G2 are defined by (2.38) and (2.39) with S = A02qv(U0).

25



3.2 Existence of boundary-layers

Following [27], we consider the Ansatz

(

uǫ

vǫ

)

(x, t) =

(

ū

v̄

)

(x, t) +

(

ũ

ṽ

)

(ξ, t)−

(

ū

v̄

)

(0, t)

with ξ = x/ǫ. The outer solution (ū, v̄) satisfies the equilibrium system

{

ūt + f(ū, h(ū))x = 0,

v̄ = h(ū),
(3.8)

while the inner solution (ũ, ṽ) solves

{

f(ũ, ṽ)ξ = 0,

g(ũ, ṽ)ξ = q(ũ, ṽ).
(3.9)

Based on the matching principle, it was assumed that (ū(0, t), v̄(0, t)) = (ũ(∞, t), ṽ(∞, t)).
From the first equation in (3.9) it follows that

f(ũ(ξ, t), ṽ(ξ, t)) = f(ũ(∞, t), ṽ(∞, t)), ∀ ξ.

Set ũ∞ = ũ(∞, t), µ := ũ(ξ, t)− ũ∞ and ν := ṽ(ξ, t) − h(µ + ũ∞). Then we have

ϕ1(µ, ν, ũ∞) := f(µ+ ũ∞, ν + h(µ + ũ∞))− f(ũ∞, h(ũ∞)) ≡ 0 (3.10)

due to the relation q(ũ(∞, t), ṽ(∞, t)) = 0. About this equation, we have

Proposition 3.1. There exists a unique function ψ1 = ψ1(ν, ũ∞) defined in a neighborhood of
(0, uo) ≡ (0, u(0, 0)), such that µ = ψ1(ν, ũ∞) solves (3.10) and satisfies

∂ψ1

∂ν

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,uo)

= −[(fu + fvhu)
−1fv](uo, h(uo)),

∂ψ1

∂ũ∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,uo)

= 0. (3.11)

Proof. A simple computation shows

∂ϕ1

∂ũ∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,0,uo)

= 0,
∂ϕ1

∂ν

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,0,uo)

= fv(uo, h(uo)),
∂ϕ1

∂µ

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,0,uo)

= [fu + fvhu](uo, h(uo)).

Since [fu + fvhu](uo, h(uo)) is invertible, we can apply the implicit function theorem to ϕ1 =
ϕ1(µ, ν, ũ∞) at (0, 0, uo) to get the function ψ1(ν, ũ∞) such that µ = ψ1(ν, ũ∞). Thus the
relations in (3.11) immediately follow.

On the other hand, in terms of the new variables µ and ν, the equation (3.9) can be rewritten
as







(fu + fvhu)µ
′ + fvν

′ = 0,

(gu + gvhu)µ
′ + gvν

′ = Ŝν,
(3.12)
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where fu, fv, gu, gv , hu are all evaluated at Uν := (µ+ ũ∞, ν + h(µ + ũ∞)) and

Ŝ =

∫ 1

0
qv(µ+ ũ∞, θν + h(µ+ ũ∞))dθ.

Multiplying (3.12) with P−∗A0 = P−∗A0(Uν) from the left yields

P−∗A0FUP
−1

(

µ′

ν ′

)

= P−∗A0P
−1P

(

0

Ŝ

)(

µ

ν

)

.

According to (3.4), this can be written as

(

A11 A12

A∗

12 A22

)(

µ′

ν ′

)

=

(

0 A012Ŝ

0 A02Ŝ

)(

µ

ν

)

.

Here A11, A12, A22, A012 and A02 are all evaluated at Uν . Notice that the matrix A11(Uν) is
invertible for Uν close to U0 since the matrix A11(U0) = [A01(fu + fvhu)](U0) is invertible due
to Assumption 3.1 (III). Then we deduce from the last equation that

µ′ = −A−1
11 A12ν

′ +A−1
11 A012Ŝν

and
(A22 −A∗

12A
−1
11 A12)ν

′ = (A02Ŝ −A∗

12A
−1
11 A012Ŝ)ν. (3.13)

Furthermore, from Assumption 3.1 (III) and the congruent transformation

(

I 0

−A∗

12A
−1
11 I

)(

A11 A12

A∗

12 A22

)(

I −A−1
11 A12

0 I

)

=

(

A11 0

0 A22 −A∗

12A
−1
11 A12

)

,

we see that the symmetric matrix (A22 −A∗

12A
−1
11 A12)(Uν) in (3.13) has precisely no zero eigen-

values for Uν ∈ G. Thus, there exists an r × no-matrix P0 = P0(Uν) such that

P ∗

0 (A22 −A∗

12A
−1
11 A12) ≡ 0

and there is an r × (r − no)-matrix P2 = P2(Uν) such that P ∗

2 (A22 − A∗

12A
−1
11 A12)(Uν)P2 is

invertible. In addition, P0 and P2 are smooth with respect to Uν [15] and have properties
P ∗

0P0 = Ino , P ∗

2 P2 = Ir−no and P ∗

2 P0 = 0.
Multiplying (3.13) with P ∗

0 from the left gives

P ∗

0 (A02Ŝ −A∗

12A
−1
11 A012Ŝ)ν = 0.

Let P̄0 = P0(U0) and P̄2 = P2(U0) be constant matrices. We decompose ν = P̄2w2 + P̄0w0 with
w2 = P̄ ∗

2 ν and w0 = P̄ ∗

0 ν. Then the last equation can be rewritten as

ϕ2(w2, w0, ũ∞) := P ∗

0 (A02Ŝ −A∗

12A
−1
11 A012Ŝ)(P̄2w2 + P̄0w0) ≡ 0. (3.14)

About this equation, we have
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Proposition 3.2. There exists a unique function ψ2 = ψ2(w2, ũ∞) defined in a neighborhood of
(0, uo) ≡ (0, u(0, 0)), such that w0 = ψ2(w2, ũ∞) solves (3.14) and satisfies

∂ψ2

∂w2

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,uo)

= −(P̄ ∗

0A02qvP̄0)
−1(P̄ ∗

0A02qvP̄2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

U=U0

,
∂ψ2

∂ũ∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,uo)

= 0. (3.15)

Proof. Since A012(U0) = 0, it follows from (3.14) that

∂ϕ2

∂w0

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,0,uo)

= P ∗

0 (A02Ŝ −A∗

12A
−1
11 A012Ŝ)P̄0

∣

∣

∣

∣

U=U0

= P̄ ∗

0A02qv(U0)P̄0

is negative definite. We can apply the implicit function theorem to ϕ2 = ϕ2(w2, w0, ũ∞) at
(0, 0, uo) to get a function ψ2(w2, ũ∞) in a neighborhood of (0, uo) such that w0 = ψ2(w2, ũ∞).
Moreover, the computations

∂ϕ2

∂ũ∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,0,uo)

= 0

and
∂ϕ2

∂w2

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,0,uo)

= P ∗

0 (A02Ŝ −A∗

12A
−1
11 A012Ŝ)P̄2

∣

∣

∣

∣

U=U0

= P̄ ∗

0A02qv(U0)P̄2

imply the relation (3.15).

Next we multiply (3.13) with P̄ ∗

2 from the left to obtain

P̄ ∗

2 (A22 −A∗

12A
−1
11 A12)(P̄2w

′

2 + P̄0w
′

0) = P̄ ∗

2 (A02Ŝ −A∗

12A
−1
11 A012Ŝ)ν.

By Proposition 3.2, we can express w0 in terms of w2 and rewrite the last equation as

K(w2, ũ∞)w′

2 = P̄ ∗

2 (A02Ŝ −A∗

12A
−1
11 A012Ŝ)[P̄2w2 + P̄0ψ2(w2, ũ∞)],

where

K(w2, ũ∞) = P̄ ∗

2 (A22 −A∗

12A
−1
11 A12)

[

P̄2 + P̄0
∂ψ2

∂w2

]

.

Notice that K(0, uo) = P̄ ∗

2 (A22 − A∗

12A
−1
11 A12)(U0)P̄2 = Λ2 is invertible and thereby K(w2, ũ∞)

is invertible near (0, uo). Then the last equation can be rewritten as

w′

2 = K−1(w2, ũ∞)P̄ ∗

2 (A02Ŝ −A∗

12A
−1
11 A012Ŝ)[P̄2w2 + P̄0ψ2(w2, ũ∞)]

≡ H(w2, ũ∞). (3.16)

By Proposition 3.2, we have ψ2(0, uo) = 0 and thereby H(0, uo) = 0. Namely, (w2, ũ∞) =
(0, uo) is a critical point for the dynamical system (3.16) with parameter ũ∞. Moreover, we use
the relation (3.15) and compute

∂H

∂w2

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,uo)

=K−1(0, uo)

[

P̄ ∗

2A02qvP̄2 − (P̄ ∗

2A02qvP̄0)(P̄
∗

0A02qvP̄0)
−1(P̄ ∗

0A02qvP̄2)

]

(U0)

=Λ−1
2 G2,
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where G2 is defined in (2.39) with S = A02qv. By referring to the discussion below (2.44), this
Jacobian matrix has (n+−n+1 ) negative eigenvalues and (r−no−n++n+1 ) positive eigenvalues.
According to the theory of ordinary differential equations [8], there is a (n+ − n+1 )-dimensional
stable manifold S(ũ∞) of H(w2, ũ∞) near w2 = 0. Then there are (r− no − n+ + n+1 ) functions
S̃i(w2, ũ∞), defined in a neighborhood of (0, uo), such that

S(ũ∞) = {w2 ∈ Rr−no

| S̃i(w2, ũ∞) = 0, i = 1, 2, ..., (r − no − n+ + n+1 )}.

Moreover, S̃ := (S̃1, S̃2, ...S̃r−no−n++n+

1

)∗ has the following properties

S̃(0, ũ∞) ≡ 0,
∂S̃

∂w2
(0, ũ∞) = LU

2 (ũ∞), (3.17)

where LU
2 (ũ∞) is a left-unstable matrix of ∂H

∂w2
(0, ũ∞).

With S̃ = S̃(w2, ũ∞) defined above, we turn to the boundary condition

B(µ+ ũ∞, ν + h(µ + ũ∞); t) = 0

and find the initial value w2(0) for the dynamical system (3.16). For this purpose, we firstly
recall the decomposition ũ∞ = ū(0, t) = RU

1 α+R
S
1 β in (2.46), where RS

1 and RU
1 are right-stable

and right-unstable matrix of [fu + fvhu](uo, h(uo)), respectively. On the other hand, we know
from Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 that µ = ψ1(ν, ũ∞) and w0 = ψ2(w2, ũ∞) while ν = P̄2w2 + P̄0w0

and w2 = w2(0). With these, we define

Ψ(β, α,w2, t) := B(ψ1(ν, ũ∞) + ũ∞, ν + h(ψ1(ν, ũ∞) + ũ∞), t).

In this way, we arrive at the following system of (r − no + n+1 ) nonlinear algebraic equations:






Ψ(β, α,w2, t) = 0,

S̃(w2, R
S
1 β +RU

1 α) = 0.
(3.18)

To solve these equations, we try to employ the implicit function theorem. To do this, we use
(3.11) and (3.15):

∂ψ1

∂ũ∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,uo)

= 0,
∂ψ2

∂ũ∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,uo)

= 0 and thereby
∂ν

∂ũ∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

(0,uo)

= 0

to compute

∂Ψ

∂α

∣

∣

∣

∣

(βo,αo,0,0)

=(Bu +Bvhu)R
U
1

∣

∣

∣

∣

U=U0

. (3.19)

Here αo and βo denote the values of α and β at t = 0. Furthermore, we deduce from (3.11) and
(3.15) that

∂Ψ

∂w2

∣

∣

∣

∣

(βo,αo,0,0)

=

[

(Bu +Bvhu)
∂ψ1

∂ν
+Bv

] [

P̄2 + P̄0
∂ψ2

∂w2

] ∣

∣

∣

∣

(βo,αo,0,0)

= [Bv − (Bu +Bvhu)(fu + fvhu)
−1fv]G1

∣

∣

∣

∣

U=U0
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with G1 = [P̄2− P̄0(P̄
∗

0A02qvP̄0)
−1(P̄ ∗

0A02qvP̄2)](U0). Combining this with (3.17) and (3.19), we
have

∂(Ψ, S̃)

∂(α,w2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(βo,αo,0,0)

=

(

(Bu +Bvhu)R
U
1 [Bv − (Bu +Bvhu)(fu + fvhu)

−1fv]G1,

0 LU
2

)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

U=U0

.

This matrix is invertible due to [(fu + fvhu)
−1fv](uo, h(uo)) = A−1

11 A12(U0) and the modified
GKC. Thus we can apply the implicit function theorem to (3.18) and obtain the following
solution

α = α̃(β, t), w2 = w̃2(β, t)

locally. Like that for the linear problem, the first relation is the reduced boundary condition for
the equilibrium system.

Once the reduced problem is solved, the outgoing mode β is known. With this β, the initial
value w2(0) can be determined by the second relation above. With w2(0) thus obtained, we
solve the dynamical system (3.16) to get w2 = w2(ξ, t). In this way, the boundary-layer (µ, ν)
is obtained by using Propositions 3.1 and 3.2.

A Appendix

A.1 Some details in the proof of Lemma 2.1

In this appendix, we show that the matrices S00(ξ, η) and In−r +N1(ξ, η) are invertible for any
η ≥ 0 and any ξ with Reξ > 0, which are used in the proof of Lemma 2.1.

Notice that −S00 = −P ∗

0 (ηS − ξA02)P0 can be expressed in the form A + iB with A a
symmetric positive definite matrix and B a symmetric matrix. In order to show that S00 is
invertible, it suffices to prove

Proposition A.1. Let A be a symmetric positive definite matrix and B be a symmetric matrix.
Then the complex matrix A+ iB is invertible.

Proof. By our assumptions, the matrix A−1/2BA−1/2 is symmetric. Then there exists an or-
thonormal matrix O such that O∗A−1/2BA−1/2O = Λ with Λ a real diagonal matrix. Thus

A+ iB =A1/2(I + iA−1/2BA−1/2)A1/2

=A1/2(I + iOΛO∗)A1/2

=A1/2O(I + iΛ)O∗A1/2.

Clearly, the diagonal matrix I + iΛ is invertible and hence A+ iB is invertible.

From the proof we see that

(A+ iB)−1 = A−1/2O(I + iΛ)−1O∗A−1/2.
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Clearly, (I + iΛ)−1 = Λ1 + iΛ2 where Λ1, Λ2 are real diagonal matrices and the elements of Λ1

are positive. Therefore, the inverse matrix (A+ iB)−1 can also be expressed as Ā+ iB̄ with Ā
a symmetric positive definite matrix and B̄ a symmetric matrix.

As a corollary, we see that the inverse matrix

−ξS−1
00 = −

(

P ∗

0 (
η

ξ
S −A02)P0

)

−1

can be written as A+iB with A a symmetric positive definite matrix and B a symmetric matrix.
Then the matrix

A
1/2
01

(

In−r +N1(ξ, η)
)

A
−1/2
01 =In−r +A

1/2
01 (A−1

11 A12P0)(A+ iB)(P ∗

0A
∗

12A
−1
11 )A

1/2
01

also satisfies the condition in Proposition A.1. Consequently, the matrix In−r + N1(ξ, η) is
invertible.

A.2 Proof of Lemma 2.2

In this part, we present a proof of Lemma 2.2.

Proof. Let λ be an eigenvalue of M(ξ, η). Then we have |λI −M(ξ, η)| = 0 and thereby
∣

∣

∣

∣

λ

(

In−r +N1 N2

0 Ir−no

)

−

(

−ξA−1
11 A01 0

N3 N4

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0 (A.1)

due to (2.23). Recall from (2.22) that

N1 = −ξ(A−1
11 A12P0)S

−1
00 (P

∗

0A
∗

12A
−1
11 )A01.

Set P̃0 := A−1
11 A12P0 and























































B11 = λ

(

In−r N2

0 Ir−no

)

−

(

−ξA−1
11 A01 0

N3 N4

)

,

B12 =

(

λP̃0

0

)

,

B21 =
(

−ξP̃ ∗

0A01, 0
)

,

B22 = −S00.

Then (A.1) actually is
∣

∣B11 −B12B
−1
22 B21

∣

∣ = 0,

or

0 =
∣

∣B11 −B12B
−1
22 B21

∣

∣

∣

∣B22

∣

∣ =

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

B11 B12

B21 B22

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣







λI λN2 λP̃0

0 λI 0

0 0 0






−







−ξA−1
11 A01 0 0

N3 N4 0

ξP̃ ∗

0A01 0 S00







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.
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Multiplying the last determinant with
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣







I −N2 −P̃0

0 I 0

0 0 I







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

from the right, we obtain

0 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ







I

I

0






−













−ξA−1
11 A01 ξA−1

11 A01N2 ξA−1
11 A01P̃0

N3 N4 −N3N2 −N3P̃0

ξP̃ ∗

0A01 −ξP̃ ∗

0A01N2 S00 − ξP̃ ∗

0A01P̃0













∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Recall from (2.22) that

N2 = P̃2 − P̃0S
−1
00 S02, N3 = ξΛ−1

2 (P̃ ∗

2 − S20S
−1
00 P̃

∗

0 )A01,

where P̃2 := A−1
11 A12P2. Then we multiply the last determinant with

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣







A11

Λ2

I







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

from the left to get

0 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ







A11

Λ2

0






−







0

Λ2N4 0

0 S00







− ξ











−A01 A01N2 A01P̃0

(P̃ ∗

2 − S20S
−1
00 P̃

∗

0 )A01 −(P̃ ∗

2 − S20S
−1
00 P̃

∗

0 )A01N2 −(P̃ ∗

2 − S20S
−1
00 P̃

∗

0 )A01P̃0

P̃ ∗

0A01 −P̃ ∗

0A01N2 −P̃ ∗

0A01P̃0











∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Moreover, by multiplying this determinant with

∣

∣

∣

∣







I 0 0

0 I S20S
−1
00

0 0 I







∣

∣

∣

∣

and

∣

∣

∣

∣







I 0 0

0 I 0

0 S−1
00 S02 I







∣

∣

∣

∣

from the left and from the right respectively, we get

0 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ







A11

Λ2

0






−







0

S22 S20

S02 S00






− ξ











−A01 A01P̃2 A01P̃0

P̃ ∗

2A01 −P̃ ∗

2A01P̃2 −P̃ ∗

2A01P̃0

P̃ ∗

0A01 −P̃ ∗

0A01P̃2 −P̃ ∗

0A01P̃0











∣

∣

∣

∣

.
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Finally, we multiply the last determinant with

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

I 0 0

0 P2 P0

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

and

∣

∣

∣

∣







I 0

0 P ∗

2

0 P ∗

0







∣

∣

∣

∣

from the left and from the right to obtain

0 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ

(

A11 0

0 A22 −A∗

12A
−1
11 A12

)

− η

(

0 0

0 S

)

+ ξ

(

0 0

0 A02

)

+ ξ

(

A01 −A01A
−1
11 A12

−A∗

12A
−1
11 A01 A∗

12A
−1
11 A01A

−1
11 A12

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

I 0

−A∗

12A
−1
11 I

)

[

ξ

(

A01 0

0 A02

)

+ λ

(

A11 A12

A∗

12 A22

)

− η

(

0 0

0 S

)

]

(

I −A−1
11 A12

0 I

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Consequently, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

ξ

(

A01 0

0 A02

)

+ λ

(

A11 A12

A∗

12 A22

)

− η

(

0 0

0 S

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0.

Now if the eigenvalue λ is purely imaginary, the last matrix can be written in form of A+ iB
with A a symmetric positive definite matrix and B a symmetric matrix. Then the last equation
contradicts Proposition A.1. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.2.

A.3 A detail in Subsection 2.4

In this appendix, we show the fact used in Subsection 2.4 that the matrix E(ξ′, η′) is uniformly
bounded for any η′ ≥ 0 and ξ′ with Reξ′ > 0. Recall

E(ξ′, η′) =
(

E1(ξ
′, η′), E2(ξ

′, η′)
)

=
(

−ξ′S−1
00 P

∗

0A
∗

12A
−1
11 A01, −S−1

00 S02
)

defined in (2.25), where

S00(ξ
′, η′) = η′(P ∗

0 SP0)− ξ′(P ∗

0A02P0), S02(ξ
′, η′) = η′(P ∗

0 SP2)− ξ′(P ∗

0A02P2)

are given in (2.16). Because P ∗

0A
∗

12A
−1
11 A01 is constant, we only need to show that ξ′S−1

00 and
S−1
00 S02 are uniformly bounded. When η′ = 0, these two matrices are independent of ξ′ and

thereby uniformly bounded.
For η′ 6= 0, we have

ξ′S−1
00 =

(

η′

ξ′
(P ∗

0 SP0)− (P ∗

0A02P0)

)

−1

,

S−1
00 S02 =

(

(P ∗

0 SP0)−
ξ′

η′
(P ∗

0A02P0)

)

−1

P ∗

0 SP2 −

(

η′

ξ′
(P ∗

0 SP0)− (P ∗

0A02P0)

)

−1

P ∗

0A02P2.

Notice that −P ∗

0 SP0 and P
∗

0A02P0 are two symmetric positive definite matrices. Thus, it suffices
to prove
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Proposition A.2. Suppose A and B are symmetric positive definite matrices with constant
coefficients, a and b are real numbers. Then the matrix

(A+ aB + ibB)−1

is uniformly bounded with respect to any a ≥ 0 and b ∈ (−∞,+∞).

Proof. Because of the relation

A+ aB + ibB = A1/2

(

I + a(A−1/2BA−1/2) + ib(A−1/2BA−1/2)

)

A1/2,

we may assume A = I. Since I + aB is symmetric positive definite for a > 0, we have

(I + aB + ibB)−1 =(I + aB)−1/2

[

I + ib(I + aB)−1/2B(I + aB)−1/2

]

−1

(I + aB)−1/2

≡(I + aB)−1/2(I + iB̃)−1(I + aB)−1/2,

where B̃ is again symmetric. Let O be an orthonormal matrix such that O∗B̃O = Λ̃B with Λ̃B

a real diagonal matrix. Then we have

I + iB̃ = O(I + iΛ̃B)O
∗

and thereby the matrix (I + iB̃)−1 is uniformly bounded. Similarly, the matrix (I + aB)−1/2 is
uniformly bounded and hence the proof is complete.
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