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Abstract

We study the large-time asymptotic behavior of solutions toward the combination of a viscous contact

wave with two rarefaction waves for the compressible non-isentropic Navier-Stokes equations coupling with

the Maxwell equations through the Lorentz force (called the Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations). It includes

the electrodynamic effects into the dissipative structure of the hyperbolic-parabolic system and turns out to be

more complicated than that in the simpler compressible Navier-Stokes equations. Based on a new observation

of the specific structure of the Maxwell equations in the Lagrangian coordinates, we prove that this typical

composite wave pattern is time-asymptotically stable for the Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations under some

smallness conditions on the initial perturbations and wave strength, and also under the assumption that the

dielectric constant is bounded. The main result is proved by using elementary energy methods. This is the

first result about the nonlinear stability of the combination of two different wave patterns for the compressible

Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations.
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1 Introduction and main results

1.1 The problem

Plasma dynamics is a field of studying flow problems of electrically conducting fluids. The research

objects of plasma dynamics are very broad. A complete analysis in this field consists of the study of the

gasdynamic field, the electromagnetic field and the radiation field simultaneously (see [35]). In the present

paper, we consider the flow of an electrically conducting fluid under the influence of the electromagnetic

field. At the macroscopic level, the motion of this electrically conducting fluid such as the movement in

the electromagnetic field generated by itself is described by hydrodynamics equations, for example the

compressible Navier-Stokes equations. Because the dynamic motion of the fluid and the electromagnetic

field interact tightly on each other, the governing system in the non-isentropic case is derived from fluid

mechanics with appropriate modifications to account for the electromagnetic effects, which is composed of

the laws of conservation of mass, momentum and energy, Maxwell’s law, and the law of conservation of

electric charge (see [15], [19], [39]):
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


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






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














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











∂tρ+ div(ρu) = 0,

ρ (∂tu+ u · ∇u) +∇p = µ
′∆u+ (λ+ µ

′)∇(divu) + ρeE + J ×B,

ρ
∂e

∂θ
(∂tθ + u · ∇θ) + θ

∂p

∂θ
divu = div(κ∇θ) + N(u) + (J − ρeu) · (E + u×B),

ε∂tE − 1

µ0

curlB + J = 0,

∂tB + curlE = 0,

∂tρe + div J = 0, ε divE = ρe, divB = 0,

(1.1)

where (x, t) ∈ R
3 × R+. Here, ρ(x, t) > 0 denotes the mass density; u = (u1, u2, u3) ∈ R

3 is the fluid

velocity; θ(x, t) > 0 is the absolute temperature; E = (E1, E2, E3) ∈ R
3 and B = (B1, B2, B3) ∈ R

3 denote

the electric field and the magnetic field, respectively. ρe(x, t) is the electric charge density. The pressure p

and the internal energy e are expressed by the equations of states. For the sake of simplicity, we will focus

on only polytropic fluids throughout this paper, namely

p = Rρθ, e =
R

γ − 1
θ. (1.2)

N(u) in (1.1)3 denotes the viscous dissipation function

N(u) =

3
∑

i,j=1

µ′

2

(

∂ui
∂xj

+
∂uj
∂xi

)2

+ λ (divu)
2
.

What’s more, the electric current density J can be expressed by Ohm’s law

J = ρeu+ σ(E + u ×B).

Next, let’s discuss the parameters in the above equations. First, R > 0 is the gas constant and γ > 1 is

the adiabatic exponent. µ′ and λ in (1.1)2 and N(u) are the viscosity coefficients of the fluid which satisfy

µ′ > 0 and 2µ′ + 3λ > 0. In Ohm’s law, σ > 0 denotes the electic conductivity coefficient. Moreover,
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the heat conductivity coefficient κ in (1.1)3 and the magnetic permeability µ0 in (1.1)4 are assumed to be

positive constants. Finally, ε > 0 in (1.1)4 is the dielectric constant.

There is quite limited mathematical progress for the original nonlinear system since as pointed out

by Kawashima in [19], the system (1.1) is neither symmetric hyperbolic nor strictly hyperbolic. For this

reason the classical local well-posedness theorem (cf. [18]) cannot be directly applied to the system (1.1).

Moreover, the hydrodynamic and electrodynamic effects are strongly coupled. The presence of strong

nonlinearities and the lack of dissipation mechanism of the magnetic field also lead to many difficulties.

Due to the mathematically complicate structure of the original nonlinear system (1.1), some simplified

models are derived according to the actual physical application. As it was pointed out by Imai in [15], the

assumption that the electric charge density ρe ≃ 0 is physically very good for the study of plasmas. Here,

it is essential to recognize that the quasi-neutrality assumption ρe ≃ 0 is different from the assumption of

exact neutrality ρe = 0 since the latter would lead to the superfluous condition divE = 0. According to

this quasi-neutrality assumption, we can eliminate the terms involving ρe in the system (1.1) and derive

the following simplified system (cf. [39]):


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
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
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






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
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






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



∂tρ+ div(ρu) = 0,

ρ (∂tu+ u · ∇u) +∇p = µ′∆u+ (λ+ µ′)∇(divu) + J ×B,

R

γ − 1
ρ(∂tθ + u · ∇θ) + p divu = div(κ∇θ) + N(u) + J · (E + u×B),

ε∂tE − 1

µ0

curlB + J = 0,

∂tB + curlE = 0, divB = 0,

(1.3)

with the electric current density J = σ(E + u×B). The system (1.3) is obtained from the Navier-Stokes

equations coupling with the Maxwell equations through the Lorentz force, so it is usually called the Navier-

Stokes-Maxwell equations for convenience of presentation. Notice that the same terminology was used in

Duan [2] and Masmoudi [29] but for the different modeling system.

In this paper, we shall restrict ourselves to the one-dimensional motion (see [3], [40]) on the whole

spatial domain R:











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
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




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
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























ρt + (ρu)x = 0,

ρ(ut + uux) + px = (λ+ 2µ′)uxx − (E + ub)b,

R

γ − 1
ρ(θt + uθx) + pux = κθxx + (λ+ 2µ′)u2x + (E + ub)2,

εEt − bx + E + ub = 0,

bt − Ex = 0,

(1.4)

with the following initial data and the far field behaviors:

(ρ, u, θ, E, b)(x, 0) = (ρ0, u0, θ0, E0, b0)(x), x ∈ R, (1.5)
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lim
x→±∞

(ρ0, u0, θ0, E0, b0)(x) = (ρ±, u±, θ±, E±, b±), (1.6)

where ρ±, u±, θ±, E±, b± are constants. Indeed, for spatial variable x = (x1, x2, x3), we assume that the

electromagnetic flow is moving only in the longitudinal direction x1 (below x1 will be denoted by x) and

uniform in the transverse directions (x2, x3). We also take µ0 = σ = 1 for simplicity. Then it is easy to

derive (1.4) from (1.3), based on the specific choice of dependent variables:

u = (u(x, t), 0, 0), B = (0, b(x, t), 0), E = (0, 0, E(x, t)).

We are interested in the large time behavior of solutions to (1.4), (1.5), (1.6), and it is more con-

venient to use the Lagrangian coordinates to explore this problem. Hence, we introduce the coordinate

transformation as follows:

x⇒
∫ (x,t)

(0,0)

ρ(z, s) dz − (ρu)(z, s) ds, t⇒ τ.

We still denote the Lagrangian coordinates by (x, t), and (λ+2µ′) by µ for the simplicity of notation. Then

the Cauchy problem (1.4), (1.5), (1.6) can be transformed as the following form


































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































vt − ux = 0,

ut + px = µ
(ux
v

)

x
− v(E + ub)b,

R

γ − 1
θt + pux = κ

(

θx
v

)

x

+ µ
u2x
v

+ v(E + ub)2,

ε
(

Et −
u

v
Ex

)

− 1

v
bx + E + ub = 0,

bt −
u

v
bx −

1

v
Ex = 0.

(1.7)

Here v = 1/ρ denotes the specific volume and the pressure p is expressed by

p =
Rθ

v
= Av−γ exp

γ − 1

R
s,

where s is the entropy. The initial data and the far field constant states are given by

(v, u, θ, E, b)(x, 0) = (v0, u0, θ0, E0, b0)(x), x ∈ R, (1.8)

lim
x→±∞

(v0, u0, θ0, E0, b0)(x) = (v±, u±, θ±, E±, b±). (1.9)

Let us recall some known results about the Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations. There have been some

research on the existence and large-time behavior of solutions to the compressible Navier-Stokes-Maxwell

equations. In [22] and [23], Kawashima and Shizuta established the global existence of smooth solutions

for small data and studied its zero dielectric constant limit in the whole space R
2. Later, Jiang and Li in

[16] studied the zero dielectric constant limit and obtained the convergence of the system (1.3) to the full

compressible magnetohydrodynamic equations in the torus T3. Recently, Xu in [39] studied the large-time
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behavior of the classical solution toward some given constant states and obtained the time-decay estimates

in the whole space R3 with small initial perturbation. For the one-dimensional non-isentropic Navier-Stokes-

Maxwell equations, Fan and Hu in [3] proved the uniform estimates with respect to the dielectric constant

and the global-in-time existence in a bounded interval without vacuum. In addition, Fan and Ou in [4]

studied the one-dimensional full equations for a thermo-radiative electromagnetic fluid in a form similar to

that in (1.4); and established the similar result to [3]. However, for the compressible Navier-Stokes-Maxwell

equations, there are few results about the large-time behavior of the solution toward some non-constant

states, especially the hyperbolic elementary waves. For example, to the authors’ best knowledge, there are

only three relevant results. Luo-Yao-Zhu in [27] and Yao-Zhu in [40] established the stability of rarefaction

wave for the isentropic Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations and non-isentropic ones under small H1-initial

perturbations, respectively. What’ more, Huang-Liu in [14] consider the stability of rarefaction wave for a

macroscopic model derived from the Vlasov-Maxwell-Boltzmann system, in which the model they consider

is obviously different from ours in this paper, except for the similar dissipative term E + ub.

The main purpose of this paper is to study the asymptotic stability of the combination of viscous contact

wave with rarefaction waves to the Cauchy problem (1.7), (1.8) and (1.9) for the large time behavior.

We also notice that the one-dimensional Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations (1.7) is a combination of the

compressible non-isentropic Navier-Stokes equations and the Maxwell equations through the Lorentz force.

When omitting the electrodynamic effects, the system (1.7) reduces to the classical Navier-Stokes equations.

In fact, there are extensive studies concerning those results for the Navier-Stokes equations in the context of

gas dynamics. It is well known that the large-time behavior of solutions to the Cauchy problem for Navier-

Stokes equations can converge to the Riemann solutions for the corresponding Euler equations. As for the

Riemann problem, under a proper assumption on the flux function, there are three kinds of elementary

wave solutions: shock wave, rarefaction wave and contact discontinuity, and then the Riemann solution

generally forms a multi-wave pattern given by a various linear combination of these three elementary waves

(cf. [30], [37] etc.). Here, we mention several works on the asymptotic stability analysis of viscous wave

pattern for the Navier-Stokes equations: [25], [20], [31] for the shock wave; [32], [21], [26], [33], [34] for the

rarefaction wave; [9], [10], [12], [13] for the contact discontinuity. In particular, the asymptotics toward

two rarefaction waves was established in Kawashima-Matsumura-Nishihara [21] by using an energy form

associated with the physical total energy and a monotone property of the smooth approximate rarefaction

waves. Moreover, motivated by the theory of viscous shock waves [20], Huang-Xin-Yang [12] succeeded

in using the anti-derivative method to obtain not only the stability but also the convergence rate of the

viscous contact wave for the Navier-Stokes equations and the Boltzmann equation. However, their method

is not available for the stability of the composite wave of viscous contact wave with rarefaction waves, since

the anti-derivative method is invalid for the stability of the rarefaction wave. We should mention that the

stability of the superposition of several wave patterns is more complicated and challenging due to the fact

that the stability analysis essentially depends on the underlying properties of basic wave pattern and the

wave interaction between different families of wave patterns is complicated. Recently, Huang-Matsumura

in [8] showed that the composite wave of two viscous shock waves for the Navier-Stokes equations is

asymptotically stable without the zero initial mass condition. Later Huang-Li-Matsumura in [7] proved the

stability of the combination of viscous contact wave with rarefaction waves by deriving a new estimate on
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the heat kernel. This new technique was needed by Zeng in [41] to obtain the stability of the superposition

of shock waves with contact discontinuities for systems of viscous conservation laws, and was also used by

Huang-Wang in [11] for the global stability of the same wave patterns and system as in [7]. In addition,

some results about the asymptotic stability of the composite wave as in [7] were also shown for some more

complex models, and we refer interested readers to [36], [5], [24], [1], [28], and references therein. Due to

the frameworks of viscous shock wave and rarefaction wave are not compatible with each other, the time-

asymptotic stability of the combination of viscous shock wave and rarefaction wave is still an interesting

and challenging question for the Navier-Stokes equations! Recently, Moon-Jin Kang, Alexis F. Vasseur and

Yi Wang have submitted the paper [17] titled “Time-asymptotic stability of composite waves of viscous

shock and rarefaction for barotropic Navier-Stokes equation” to the online database: arXiv.org. Maybe

they have made some progress on the time asymptotic stability of the combination of viscous shock wave

and rarefaction wave for the Navier-Stokes equations.

Motivated by the relationship between the compressible non-isentropic Navier-Stokes equations and

Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations, we provisionally assume the initial data of the electric field and the

magnetic field at both far fields x = ±∞ are zero, respectively, that is to say,

lim
x→±∞

(v0, u0, θ0, E0, b0)(x) = (v±, u±, θ±, 0, 0). (1.10)

We focus on the global solution in time of the Cauchy problem (1.7), (1.8), (1.10) and their large-time

behavior toward viscous wave patterns in the relations with the spatial asymptotic states (v±, u±, θ±, 0, 0).

And the more challenging case for E− 6= E+ and b− 6= b+ is left for study in future.

Here, we briefly give some remarks on our problem and review some key analytical techniques. To

state our ideas clearly, we first consider the stability of only a viscous contact discontinuity wave.

Comparing with the stability of wave patterns for the Navier-Stokes equations, the main difficulties

in the present paper to prove the nonlinear stability of wave patterns lie in the additional terms produced

by the electrodynamic effects. The extra terms about electromagnetic field E and b in the fluid equations

part of (1.7) are −v(E + ub)b and v(E + ub)2. They both contain no derivatives of the solution, which

is disadvantageous to the derivation of the zero-order energy estimates. The first bad term we suffered is

−
∫ t

0

∫

R
v(E + ψb + ūb)ψb dxdτ . However, the lack of damping decay mechanism of the magnetic field b

hinders us from obtaining the time-space integrable good term
∫ t

0

∫

R
b2 dxdτ . It brings a lot of difficulties

when deriving the zero-order estimates. To overcome this obstacle, we try to use the structure of the

Maxwell equations and package extra terms together with the bad term −
∫ t

0

∫

R
v(E + ψb+ ūb)ψb dxdτ to

produce a compound time-space integrable good term
∫ t

0

∫

R
v(E+ψb+ ūb)2 dxdτ , which is crucial to obtain

the zero-order energy estimates (see (3.15), (3.17) in Lemma 3.1 etc.) and is essential to get high-order

energy estimates.

Secondly, in order to absorb some nonlinear bad terms by some good terms concerning the electric field

E or the magnetic field b, we require a technical condition (1.18) that ε is bounded for some specific positive

constants C̄. Through some elaborate analysis, we can finally determine the value of the constant C̄. For

example, see some bad terms in (3.19) absorbed by the good term
∫

R

(

1
2
εvE2 + 1

2
vb2

)

dx in Lemma 3.1; and

some ones in (3.52) absorbed by ‖Ex‖2 in Lemma 3.3. For the composite wave case, see some bad terms

in (4.22), (4.23) and (4.32) absorbed by the corresponding good terms: 1
2

∫

R
[(U r

−)x + (U r
+)x](εE

2 + b2) dx,
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∫

R

1
2
(εvE2 + vb2) dx and ‖Ex‖2, respectively.
Thirdly, unlike the smooth approximate rarefaction wave, the sign of ūx is not determined for viscous

contact wave. We have to estimate the terms including the weight ūx such as
∫ t

0

∫

R
ūx (εE

2 + b2) dxdτ (see

in (3.13)), etc. To overcome this difficulty, we observe that the fifth equation of (3.1) can be transformed

as (vb)t− (E + ψb+ ūb)x = 0, which contains the derivative of the compound dissipative term E+ψb+ ūb.

This transformation of (3.1)5 is quite different from the structure of (1.4)5 in the Eulerian coordinates.

Thanks to this key observation, by using the heat kernel type of inequality in Lemma 2.1 borrowed from [7]

and then employing the previous compound time-space integrable good term
∫ t

0

∫

R
v(E + ψb + ūb)2dxdτ ,

we can obtain the desired estimates; see the proof of (3.21) in Lemma 3.2.

Fourthly, the Maxwell equations in the Lagrangian coordinates appear stronger nonlinearities than

that in the Eulerian coordinates. This will bring us some trouble terms like
∫

R
(|φx|+ |ψx|)(E2

x + b2x) dx in

(3.47) when deriving the space integration term ‖(√εEx, bx)‖2 in Lemma 3.3. To deal with these nonlinear

terms we need the smallness of ‖φx‖L∞ , which just requires the a priori assumption that ‖φ‖H2 is small.

Comparing with the a priori assumption that ‖φ‖H1 is small for the Navier-Stokes equations in [7], we still

need to control the space integration term ‖φxx‖2. This fact also urges us to improve the regularity of ψ

and ζ to the Sobolev space L∞ (I;H2), where I is an interval with respect to the time variable t. For this

aim, we propose the a priori assumption that ‖ψ‖H2 and ‖ζ‖H2 are both small.

Finally, for the stability of the superposition of viscous contact wave with rarefaction waves to the

compressible Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations, we need to consider the wave interactions of these two

types of basic waves, under the combined effects of the electric field and the magnetic field. Borrowing

some similar computations from the stability of these two typical wave patterns to the compressible Navier-

Stokes equations in [7], and combining with the arguments in [40] of the stability of a single rarefaction

wave for the Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations in the Eulerian coordinates, we can modify our method of a

single viscous contact wave slightly to overcome the difficulties caused by the two rarefaction waves.

Notations: Throughout this paper, C denotes some universal positive constant which is independent of x

and t and may vary from line to line. ‖ ·‖Lp stands the Lp-norm on the Lebesgue space Lp(R) (1 ≤ p ≤ ∞).

For the sake of convenience, we always denote ‖ · ‖ = ‖ · ‖L2 . What’s more, Hk will be used to denote the

usual Sobolev space W k,2(R) (k ∈ Z+) with respect to variable x.

1.2 Smooth approximate profiles and main results

By employing asymptotic analysis arguments with the setting of E± = b± = 0 for the electromagnetic

field, the large-time behavior of solutions for the Cauchy problem (1.7), (1.8), (1.10) is expected to be

determined by the following Riemann problem:































vt − ux = 0,

ut + px = 0,

(

R

γ − 1
θ +

u2

2

)

t

+ (pu)x = 0,

(1.11)
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with initial data

(v, u, θ)(x, 0) =







(v−, u−, θ−), x < 0,

(v+, u+, θ+), x > 0.

(1.12)

The system of conservation laws (1.11) with (1.12) has three distinct real eigenvalues (see Ref. [37])

λ1 = −
√

γp

v
< 0, λ2 = 0, λ3 =

√

γp

v
> 0,

which implies the first and third characteristic fields are genuinely nonlinear and the second field is linearly

degenerate. The basic theory of hyperbolic systems of conservation laws (for example, see Ref. [37])

implies that for any given constants (v−, u−, θ−) with v− > 0, θ− > 0, there exists a suitable neighborhood

Ω(v−, u−, θ−) of (v−, u−, θ−) such that for any (v+, u+, θ+) ∈ Ω(v−, u−, θ−), the Riemann problem (1.11)

and (1.12) admits a solution consisting of the basic wave patterns.

In this paper, we will conclude the asymptotic stability of the linear combination of a viscous contact

wave and two rarefaction waves for the Cauchy problem of the compressible non-isentropic Navier-Stokes-

Maxwell equations (1.7), (1.8), (1.10), provided the perturbations of initial data are suitably small and

the dielectric constant is bounded. We first consider the case of only a viscous contact discontinuity wave.

When omitting the effect of the electromagnetic field, the system (1.7) reduces to the classical Navier-Stokes

equations. Recalling for the Riemann problem (1.11)–(1.12), the contact discontinuity wave (vc, uc, θc)(x, t)

takes the form

(vc, uc, θc)(x, t) =







(v−, u−, θ−) , x < 0, t > 0,

(v+, u+, θ+) , x > 0, t > 0,

provided that

u− = u+, p− :=
Rθ−
v−

=
Rθ+
v+

=: p+. (1.13)

In the setting of the compressible Navier-Stokes equations, the corresponding wave (v̄, ū, θ̄) to the contact

discontinuity (vc, uc, θc) behaves as a diffusion wave due to the dissipation effect, which called a viscous

contact wave (see [12], [7]). Now we construct the viscous contact wave (v̄, ū, θ̄) as follows. Since the

pressure for the profile (v̄, ū, θ̄) is hoped to be almost constant (see [10]), we take

p̄ :=
Rθ̄

v̄
= p+,

which indicates the leading part of the temperature equation is

R

γ − 1
θ̄t + p+ūx = κ

(

θ̄x
v̄

)

x

. (1.14)

The equations (1.14) and v̄t − ūx = 0 can deduce a nonlinear diffusion equation:

θ̄t = a

(

θ̄x
θ̄

)

x

, θ̄(±∞, t) = θ±, a =
κp+(γ − 1)

γR2
> 0. (1.15)

Then we have the following lemma (cf. [6], [38]):
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Lemma 1.1. Set the strength of wave δ := |θ+ − θ−|. Then the problem (1.15) has a unique self-similarity

solution θ̄(ξ), ξ = x√
1+t

satisfying

(i) θ̄(ξ) is a monotone function, increasing if θ− < θ+ and decreasing if θ− > θ+;

(ii) There exists a positive constant δ̄, such that for δ ≤ δ̄, θ̄( x√
1+t

) satisfies

(1 + t)
k
2

∣

∣∂k
x θ̄

∣

∣+
∣

∣θ̄ − θ±
∣

∣ ≤ c1δe
− ĉx2

1+t , as |x| → ∞, k ≥ 1, (1.16)

where c1 and ĉ are both positive constants depending only on θ− and δ̄.

Once θ̄ = θ̄( x√
1+t

) is determined, the viscous contact wave profile (v̄, ū, θ̄)(x, t) can be defined as follows:

v̄(x, t) =
R

p+
θ̄, ū(x, t) = u− +

κ(γ − 1)

γR

θ̄x

θ̄
, θ̄(x, t) = θ̄. (1.17)

Importantly, the contact wave (v̄, ū, θ̄)(x, t) solves the compressible Navier-Stokes equations time asymp-

totically, i.e.,










































v̄t − ūx = 0,

ūt +

(

Rθ̄

v̄

)

x

= µ
( ūx
v̄

)

x
+R1,

R

γ − 1
θ̄t + p+ūx = κ

(

θ̄x
v̄

)

x

+ µ
ū2x
v̄

+R2,

where

R1 =
κ(γ − 1)

γR

(

(ln θ̄)xt − µ
( p+
Rθ̄

(ln θ̄)xx

)

x

)

= O(δ)(1 + t)−
3
2 e−

ĉx2

1+t , as |x| → ∞,

R2 =

(

κ(γ − 1)

γR

)2 (

(ln θ̄)x(ln θ̄)xt − µ
( p+
Rθ̄

(ln θ̄)x(ln θ̄)xx

)

x

)

= O(δ)(1 + t)−2e−
ĉx2

1+t , as |x| → ∞.

Define the perturbation of the solution as

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

For interval I ⊂ [0,∞), we define a function space X(I) as

X(I) =























(φ, ψ, ζ, E, b)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(φ, ψ, ζ) ∈ L∞ (

I;H2(R)
)

, (E, b) ∈ L∞ (

I;H1(R)
)

,

φx ∈ L2
(

I;H1(R)
)

, (ψx, ζx) ∈ L2
(

I;H2(R)
)

,

(Ex, bx) ∈ L2
(

I;L2(R)
)























.
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We now can state our first main result:

Theorem 1.1 (Viscous contact wave). Assume that the initial data satisfy (1.10), (1.13), and the dielectric

constant ε satisfies

0 < ε < C̄ (1.18)

for some positive constant C̄ (depending only on v± and |u−|). There exist two small positive constants ε1

and δ1 which are independent of T , such that if 0 < δ < min{δ1, δ̄} and the initial data (v0, u0, θ0, E0, b0)(x)

satisfy

‖
(

v0(x)− v̄(x, 0), u0(x)− ū(x, 0), θ0(x)− θ̄(x, 0)
)

‖2H2 + ‖(E0(x), b0(x))‖2H1 ≤ ε1,

then the Cauchy problem (1.7), (1.8), (1.10) admits a unique global solution (v, u, θ, E, b)(x, t) satisfying
(

v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄, E, b
)

(x, t) ∈ X([0,∞)) and

sup
t>0

(

‖(v − v̄, u− ū, θ − θ̄)(·, t)‖2H2 + ‖(E, b)(·, t)‖2H1

)

≤ C0ε1.

Moreover, the solution (v, u, θ, E, b)(x, t) tends time-asymptotically to the viscous contact wave in the sense

that

lim
t→+∞

sup
x∈R

|(v, u, θ, E, b)(x, t)− (v̄, ū, θ̄, 0, 0)(x, t)| = 0. (1.19)

Remark 1. In the case of u− 6= 0, due to (3.55), we can take the constant C̄ in (1.18) as

C̄ =
min{v±}

64max{v±}u2−
. (1.20)

Then for each given ε satisfying the condition (1.18), our system (1.7) is definitely well-defined. On the

one hand, when we take |u−| suitably small, the dielectric constant ε can be large enough, which can be

seen from the conditions (1.18) and (1.20). This fact can relax the requirement of smallness of ε. On

the other hand, the conditions (1.18) and (1.20) together can relax the restriction on |u−| as long as the

dielectric constant ε is suitably small. Furthermore, in the case of u− = 0, the dielectric constant ε can

be an arbitrary given positive constant. In other words, we can remove the technical condition (1.18).

This can be easily verified from (3.19) in Lemma 3.1; (3.47) and (3.50) in Lemma 3.3 mutually. Thus, an

interesting problem occurs, that is how to remove the technical condition (1.18) for the case of u− 6= 0 in

future.

Remark 2. It should be pointed out that, we can also prove the asymptotic stability of a single rarefaction

wave for the compressible non-isentropic Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations in the Lagrangian coordinates.

Indeed, by employing the property of the smooth approximate rarefaction wave and using similar elemen-

tary energy method for a single viscous contact wave in this article, we can analogously prove that the

Cauchy problem (1.7), (1.8), (1.10) admits a unique global solution (v, u, θ, E, b)(x, t), which tends time-

asymptotically to the rarefaction wave in the sense of L∞
x norm. For more details of calculation, we refer

interested readers to [40] for reference, in which the Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations are described by the

Eulerian coordinates.

Next, we will state the second main result. To investigate the asymptotic behavior of the solution
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toward the combination of viscous contact wave with two rarefaction waves, we assume that

(v+, u+, θ+) ∈ R1CR3 (v−, u−, θ−) ⊂ Ω (v−, u−, θ−) ,

where

R1CR3 (v−, u−, θ−) :=







(v, u, θ) ∈ Ω (v−, u−, θ−)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

s 6= s−, u ≥ u− −
∫ e

γ−1

Rγ (s−−s)
v

v−

λ− (η, s−) dη,

u ≥ u− −
∫ v

e
γ−1

Rγ (s−s−)
v−

λ+(η, s) dη.

}

with

s =
R

γ − 1
ln
Rθ

A
+R ln v, s± =

R

γ − 1
ln
Rθ±
A

+R ln v±

and

λ±(v, s) = ±
√

Aγv−γ−1e(γ−1) s
R .

As in [37] (or [7]) pointed out, there exist some suitably small δ̃ > 0 such that for

(v+, u+, θ+) ∈ R1CR3 (v−, u−, θ−) , |θ+ − θ−| ≤ δ̃, (1.21)

there exists a positive constant C1 = C(θ−, δ̃) and a unique pair of points
(

vm− , u
m, θm−

)

and
(

vm+ , u
m, θm+

)

in Ω (v−, u−, θ−) satisfying
Rθm−
vm−

=
Rθm+
vm+

=: pm

and
∣

∣vm± − v±
∣

∣+ |um − u±|+
∣

∣θm± − θ±
∣

∣ ≤ C1 |θ+ − θ−| .

The points
(

vm− , u
m, θm−

)

and
(

vm+ , u
m, θm+

)

not only lie in the 1-rarefaction wave curve R− (v−, u−, θ−)

and the 3-rarefaction wave curve R+ (v+, u+, θ+) respectively, but also may correspondingly coincide with

(v−, u−, θ−) and (v+, u+, θ+). Here

R± (v±, u±, θ±) =

{

(v, u, θ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

s = s±, u = u± −
∫ v

v±

λ± (η, s±) dη, v > v±

}

.

The 1-rarefaction wave
(

vr−, u
r
−, θ

r
−
)

(x
t
) ( respectively, the 3-rarefaction wave

(

vr+, u
r
+, θ

r
+

)

(x
t
)) con-

necting (v−, u−, θ−) and
(

vm− , u
m, θm−

)

(respectively
(

vm+ , u
m, θm+

)

and (v+, u+, θ+)) is the weak solution of

the Riemann problem of the Euler system (1.11) with the following Riemann initial data

(vr±, u
r
±, θ

r
±)(x, 0) =







(vm± , u
m, θm± ), ±x < 0,

(v±, u±, θ±), ±x > 0.

(1.22)
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Since the rarefaction waves (vr±, u
r
±, θ

r
±)(

x
t
) are not smooth enough solutions, we shall construct smooth

approximate ones. Motivated by [32], the smooth solutions of Euler system (1.11), (V r
±, U

r
±,Θ

r
±)(x, t), which

approximate (vr±, u
r
±, θ

r
±)(

x
t
), are given by































λ±
(

V r
±(x, t), s±

)

= w±(x, 1 + t),

U r
±(x, t) = u± −

∫ V r
±(x,t)

v±

λ± (η, s±) dη,

Θr
±(x, t) = θ±v

γ−1
±

(

V r
±(x, t)

)1−γ
,

(1.23)

where w−(x, t) (respectively w+(x, t)) is the solution of the initial problem for the typical Burgers equation:











wt + wwx = 0,

w(x, 0) =
wr + wl

2
+
wr − wl

2
· e

x − e−x

ex + e−x
,

(1.24)

with wl = λ−(v−, s−), wr = λ−(v
m
− , s−) (respectively wl = λ+(v

m
+ , s+), wr = λ+(v+, s+)).

Let (V c, U c,Θc) (x, t) be the viscous contact wave constructed in (1.15) and (1.17) with (v±, u±, θ±)

replaced by (vm± , u
m, θm± ), and p+ replaced by pm, respectively. Now we define the smooth composite wave

as










V

U

Θ











(x, t) =











V c + V r
− + V r

+

U c + U r
− + U r

+

Θc +Θr
− +Θr

+











(x, t)−











vm− + vm+

2um

θm− + θm+











and the perturbation as

(φ, ψ, ζ)(x, t) = (v − V, u− U, θ −Θ)(x, t).

The following theorem is our second main result.

Theorem 1.2 (Composite wave). Assume that the initial data satisfy (1.10), (1.21) for some small δ̃ > 0,

and the dielectric constant ε satisfies

0 < ε < C̄

for some positive constant C̄ (depending only on v±, u± and θ±). There exist two small positive con-

stants ε2 and δ2 (≤ min{δ̄, δ̃}) which are independent of T , such that if 0 < δ < δ2 and the initial data

(v0, u0, θ0, E0, b0)(x) satisfy

‖ (v0(x)− V (x, 0), u0(x)− U (x, 0), θ0(x)−Θ(x, 0)) ‖2H2 + ‖(E0(x), b0(x))‖2H1 ≤ ε2,

then the Cauchy problem (1.7), (1.8), (1.10) admits a unique global solution (v, u, θ, E, b)(x, t) satisfying

(v − V, u− U, θ −Θ, E, b) (x, t) ∈ X ([0,∞)) and

sup
t>0

(

‖(v − V, u− U, θ −Θ)(·, t)‖2H2 + ‖(E, b)(·, t)‖2H1

)

≤ C0ε2.
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Moreover, the solution (v, u, θ, E, b)(x, t) tends time-asymptotically to the composite wave in the sense that

lim
t→∞

sup
x∈R











∣

∣

(

v − V c − vr− − vr+ + vm− + vm+
)

(x, t)
∣

∣

∣

∣

(

u− U c − ur− − ur+ + 2um
)

(x, t)
∣

∣

∣

∣

(

θ −Θc − θr− − θr+ + θm− + θm+
)

(x, t)
∣

∣











= 0, (1.25)

where (vr−, u
r
−, θ

r
−)(x, t) and (vr+, u

r
+, θ

r
+)(x, t) are the 1-rarefaction and 3-rarefaction waves uniquely deter-

mined by the Riemann problem (1.11), (1.22), respectively.

Remark 3. From (4.35), we can take the constant C̄ as

C̄ = min











min{v±}
80max{v±} · (max {|u±|})2

,

(√
γRmax

{

√

θ+v
−1
+ ,

√

θ−v
−1
−

})−1

32max{v±} ·max {|u±|}











.

Like the discussion on Remark 1, when we take max {|u−| , |u+|} suitably small, the dielectric constant ε

can be large enough, and vice versa.

Remark 4. For the compressible non-isentropic Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations, the stability of the

remaining wave patterns, namely, shock wave, stationary wave and their compositions with viscous contact

wave or rarefaction waves can also be taken into account, which will be studied by the authors in future.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we will list the elementary inequality which

is the key point for analysing viscous contact wave; and collect some fundamental facts concerning viscous

contact wave and rarefaction waves which are necessary in our subsequent analysis. The proof of Theorem

1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are given in section 3 and section 4, respectively.

2 Preliminaries

We first list a basic inequality concerning the time-space integrable estimation with the square of the

heat kernel as a weight function, which will play an important role in the sequel. This result is borrowed

from [7] and we skip the details here. For α > 0, we define

ω(x, t) = (1 + t)
− 1

2 e−
αx2

1+t , g(x, t) =

∫ x

−∞
ω(y, t) dy, (2.1)

and can easily check that

ωt =
1

4α
ωxx, 4αgt = ωx, ‖g(·, t)‖L∞ =

√
πα− 1

2 . (2.2)

Lemma 2.1. For 0 < T ≤ +∞, suppose that h(x, t) satisfies

hx ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(R)), ht ∈ L2(0, T ;H−1(R)).
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Then the following estimate holds:

∫ T

0

∫

R

h2ω2 dxdt ≤ 4π‖h0‖2 +
4π

α

∫ T

0

‖hx‖2 dt+ 8α

∫ T

0

〈

ht, hg
2
〉

dt, (2.3)

where 〈 · , · 〉 denotes the inner product on H−1(R)×H1(R).

Next, the L2-norm of the viscous contact wave
(

v̄, ū, θ̄
)

defined by (1.17) are useful in the subsequent

sections.

Lemma 2.2. Set the strength of wave δ := |θ+ − θ−| ≤ δ̄, where δ̄ is a small positive constant in Lemma

1.1. Then for k ≥ 1, the viscous contact wave
(

v̄, ū, θ̄
)

has the following L2-estimates:

(i)

‖
(

∂k
x v̄, ∂

k
x θ̄

)

‖ ≤ Cδ (1 + t)
− 2k−1

4 .

(ii)

‖∂k
xū‖ ∼ ‖∂k+1

x θ̄‖ ≤ Cδ (1 + t)
− 2k+1

4 .

(iii)

‖∂k
t ū‖ ∼ ‖∂2k+1

x θ̄‖ ≤ Cδ (1 + t)
− 4k+1

4 .

Moreover, by using the Sobolev inequality

‖f‖∞ ≤
√
2‖f‖ 1

2 ‖fx‖
1
2 , for f(x) ∈ H1(R), (2.4)

together with the a priori assumption (3.3) for a single viscous contact wave (respectively for the composite

wave case), it is easy to deduce the perturbation of the solution satisfying

‖(φ, ψ, ζ, E, b, φx, ψx, ζx)‖L∞ ≤
√
2ε0. (2.5)

Due to (2.5), (1.17) (respectively (1.23)) and the smallness of ε0, we can get the following useful results.

Lemma 2.3. For a single viscous contact wave case, it holds that

(i) If θ− < θ+, then

θ− ≤ θ̄(x, t) ≤ θ+, v− ≤ v̄(x, t) ≤ v+.

If θ+ < θ−, then

θ+ ≤ θ̄(x, t) ≤ θ−, v+ ≤ v̄(x, t) ≤ v−.

(ii) If δ = |θ+ − θ−| is small enough, then

0 <
1

2
min{v±} ≤ v = φ+ v̄ ≤ 3

2
max{v±},

0 <
1

2
min{θ±} ≤ θ = ζ + θ̄ ≤ 3

2
max{θ±},

|ū| ≤ 5

4
|u−| , |u| ≤ |ψ|+ |ū| ≤ 3

2
|u−|. (2.6)
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For the composite wave case, it holds that

(iii)

0 < v± < V r
±(x, t) < vm± , 0 < θm± < Θr

±(x, t) < θ±.

(iv)

u− < U r
−(x, t) < um, um < U r

+(x, t) < u+.

(v) If θm− < θm+ , then

θm− < Θc(x, t) < θm+ , vm− < V c(x, t) < vm+ .

If θm+ < θm− , then

θm+ < Θc(x, t) < θm− , vm+ < V c(x, t) < vm− .

(vi) If δ = |θ+ − θ−| is small enough, then

1

2
min {v±} < V <

3

2
max {v±} ,

1

4
min {v±} < v < 2max {v±} , (2.7)

1

2
min {θ±} < Θ <

3

2
max {θ±} ,

1

4
min {θ±} < θ < 2max {θ±} ,

|U | ≤ 3

2
max {|u±|} , |u| ≤ 2max {|u±|} . (2.8)

In addition, we state the following properties of the solution to the problem (1.24) according to [32].

Lemma 2.4. For given wl ∈ R and w̄ > 0, let wr ∈ {w | 0 < w̃ := w − wl < w̄}. Then the problem (1.24)

has a unique smooth global solution in time satisfying the following properties:

(i) wl < w(x, t) < wr, wx > 0 (x ∈ R, t > 0).

(ii) For q ∈ [1,∞], there exists some positive constant C = C(q, wl, w̄) such that for w̃ ≥ 0 and t ≥ 0,

‖wx(·, t)‖Lq ≤ Cmin{w̃, w̃ 1
q t−1+ 1

q }, ‖wxx(·, t)‖Lq ≤ Cmin{w̃, t−1}.

(iii) If wl > 0, for any (x, t) ∈ (−∞, 0]× [0,∞),

|w(x, t)− wl| ≤ w̃e−2(|x|+wlt), |wx(x, t)| ≤ 2w̃e−2(|x|+wlt).

(iv) If wr < 0, for any (x, t) ∈ [0,∞)× [0,∞),

|w(x, t)− wr| ≤ w̃e−2(x+|wr|t), |wx(x, t)| ≤ 2w̃e−2(x+|wr|t).

(v) For the Riemann solution wr(x/t) of the scalar equation (1.24)1 with the Riemann initial data

w(x, 0) =







wl, x < 0,

wr, x > 0,
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we have

lim
t→+∞

sup
x∈R

|w(x, t)− wr(x/t)| = 0.

Finally, we divide R× (0, t) into three parts, that is R× (0, t) = Ω− ∪ Ωc ∪ Ω+ with

Ω± =
{

(x, t)
∣

∣ ±2x > ±λ±(v
m
± , s±)t

}

and

Ωc =
{

(x, t)
∣

∣ λ−(v
m
− , s−)t ≤ 2x ≤ λ+(v

m
+ , s+)t

}

.

Then Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 1.1 lead to the following valuable lemma, which can be found in [7].

Lemma 2.5. For any given (v−, u−, θ−), we assume that (v+, u+, θ+) satisfies (1.21) with δ = |θ+ − θ−| <
δ̄. Then the smooth rarefaction waves (V r

±, U
r
±,Θ

r
±) constructed in (1.23) and the viscous contact wave

(V c, U c,Θc) constructed in (1.17) satisfying the following properties:

(i) (U r
±)x ≥ 0 (x ∈ R, t > 0).

(ii) For 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, there exists a positive constant C = C(q, v−, u−, θ−, δ̄, δ̃) such that for δ = |θ+ − θ−|
and t ≥ 0,

∥

∥

[

(V r
±)x, (U

r
±)x, (Θ

r
±)x

]

(·, t)
∥

∥

Lq ≤ Cmin
{

δ, δ
1
q (1 + t)−1+ 1

q

}

and
∥

∥

[

(V r
±)xx, (U

r
±)xx, (Θ

r
±)xx

]

(·, t)
∥

∥

Lq ≤ Cmin
{

δ, (1 + t)−1
}

.

(iii) There exists a positive constant C = C(v−, u−, θ−, δ̄, δ̃) such that for

c0 =
1

10
min

{∣

∣λ−(v
m
− , s−)

∣

∣ , λ+(v
m
+ , s+), ĉλ

2
−(v

m
− , s−), ĉλ

2
+(v

m
+ , s+), 1

}

,

we have in Ωc

∣

∣(V r
±)x

∣

∣+ (U r
±)x +

∣

∣(Θr
±)x

∣

∣+
∣

∣V r
± − vm±

∣

∣+
∣

∣Θr
± − θm±

∣

∣ ≤ Cδe−c0(|x|+t)

and in Ω∓







|V c
x |+ |U c

x|+ |Θc
x|+

∣

∣V c − vm∓
∣

∣+
∣

∣Θc − θm∓
∣

∣ ≤ Cδe−c0(|x|+t),

∣

∣(V r
±)x

∣

∣+ (U r
±)x +

∣

∣(Θr
±)x

∣

∣+
∣

∣V r
± − vm±

∣

∣+
∣

∣Θr
± − θm±

∣

∣ ≤ Cδe−c0(|x|+t).

(iv) For the rarefaction waves (vr±, u
r
±, θ

r
±)(x/t) determined by (1.11) and (1.22), it holds

lim
t→+∞

sup
x∈R

∣

∣(V r
±, U

r
±,Θ

r
±)(x, t)− (vr±, u

r
±, θ

r
±)(x/t)

∣

∣ = 0.
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3 Proof of Theorem 1.1 (Viscous contact wave)

To prove Theorem 1.1 for a single viscous contact wave, we use elementary energy method. It is easy

to derive that (φ, ψ, ζ, E, b) satisfies















































































































φt − ψx = 0,

ψt +

(

Rζ − p+φ

v

)

x

= µ

(

ψx

v

)

x

− µ

(

φūx
vv̄

)

x

−
[

ūt − µ
( ūx
v̄

)

x

]

− v(E + ψb + ūb)b,

R

γ − 1
ζt + pψx = κ

(

v̄ζx − φθ̄x
vv̄

)

x

− Rζ − p+φ

v
ūx + µ

(ψx + ūx)
2

v

+ v(E + ψb+ ūb)2,

ε
(

Et −
u

v
Ex

)

− 1

v
bx +E + ψb+ ūb = 0,

bt −
u

v
bx −

1

v
Ex = 0,

(3.1)

with initial data for x ∈ R,

(φ0, ψ0, ζ0, E0, b0)(x)

:= (v0(x)− v̄(x, 0), u0(x)− ū(x, 0), θ0(x)− θ̄(x, 0), E0(x), b0(x)). (3.2)

The local existence of solutions to the reformulated Cauchy problem (3.1), (3.2) can be obtained by the

standard iteration argument. To prove Theorem 1.1 for brevity, we only devote ourselves to establishing

the global-in-time a priori estimates in the following.

Proposition 3.1. (A priori estimates) Suppose all the conditions in Theorem 1.1 hold. Let (φ, ψ, ζ, E, b) ∈
X(0, T ) be a smooth solution to the problem (3.1), (3.2) on 0 ≤ t ≤ T for T > 0. There exist some suitably

small positive constants δ0 and ε0 such that if δ < min{δ0, δ̄} and

sup
0≤t≤T

(‖(φ, ψ, ζ)(t)‖H2 + ‖(E, b)(t)‖H1) ≤ ε0, (3.3)

then (φ, ψ, ζ, E, b)(x, t) satisfies

sup
0≤t≤T

‖(φ, ψ, ζ,
√
εE, b)(t)‖2H1 +

∫ T

0

(‖(φx, Ex, bx)‖2 + ‖(ψx, ζx)‖2H1) dt

+

∫ T

0

‖E + ψb+ ūb‖2 dt ≤ Cδ
2
3 + C‖(φ0, ψ0, ζ0, E0, b0)‖2H1 (3.4)

and

sup
0≤t≤T

‖ (φxx, ψxx, ζxx) ‖2 +
∫ T

0

‖ (φxx, ψxxx, ζxxx) ‖2 dτ

17



≤ Cδ
2
3 + C‖(φ0, ψ0, ζ0)‖2H2 + C‖(E0, b0)‖2H1 . (3.5)

Once Proposition 3.1 is proved, we can close the a priori assumption (3.3). The global existence of the

solution to the Cauchy problem (3.1), (3.2) then follows from the standard continuation argument based

on the local existence and the a priori estimates (3.4) and (3.5). For 0 < ε < C̄, the estimate (3.4) and the

equations (3.1) (respectively (4.1)) imply that

∫ ∞

0

(

‖(φx, ψx, ζx, Ex, bx)(t)‖2 +
∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dt
‖(φx, ψx, ζx, Ex, bx)(t)‖2

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

dt <∞,

which easily leads to

lim
t→+∞

‖(φx, ψx, ζx, Ex, bx)(t)‖ = 0. (3.6)

Then using the Sobolev inequality (2.4), together with (3.4) and (3.6), directly implies the large time

behavior of the solution, that is, (1.19) (respectively (1.25)).

Proposition 3.1 will be finished by the following several lemmas. According to Remark 1, we only

consider the case of u− 6= 0 and the case of u− = 0 is analogous. We first give the zero-order energy

estimate.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that all the conditions in Theorem 1.1 hold. For all 0 < t < T , there exists a

constant C̄ depending only on v± and |u−| such that if 0 < ε < C̄, then

‖(φ, ψ, ζ,
√
εE, b)‖2 +

∫ t

0

‖(ψx, ζx, E + ψb+ ūb)‖2 dτ

≤ C‖(φ0, ψ0, ζ0, E0, b0)‖2 + Cδ + Cδ
2
3

∫ t

0

∫

R

(

φ2 + ζ2 + b2
)

ω2 dxdτ

+ Cδ

∫ t

0

‖φx‖2 dτ. (3.7)

Here ω is the function defined in (2.1) with α = ĉ/4.

Proof. Motivated by the works of [21] and [7], multiplying (3.1)1 by −Rθ̄
(

1
v
− 1

v̄

)

, (3.1)2 by ψ and (3.1)3

by ζθ−1 respectively, and adding up the resulting equations, after some detailed calculation, we obtain

(

1

2
ψ2 +Rθ̄Φ

(v

v̄

)

+
R

γ − 1
θ̄Φ

(

θ

θ̄

))

t

+ µ
ψ2
x

v
+ κ

ζ2x
vθ

+Hx

= Fψ +Q+ v(E + ψb + ūb)2
ζ

θ
− v(E + ψb+ ūb)ψb, (3.8)

where

Φ(s) = s− 1− ln s, s > 0,

H = (Rζ − p+φ)
ψ

v
− µ

ψψx

v
− κ

ζ

θvv̄
(v̄ζx − φθ̄x),

18



F = −µ
(

φūx
vv̄

)

x

−
[

ūt − µ
( ūx
v̄

)

x

]

and

Q = −Rθ̄φ
2ūx

vv̄2
+ Rθ̄tΦ

(v

v̄

)

− R

γ − 1

ζ2θ̄t
θθ̄

+
R

γ − 1
θ̄tΦ

(

θ

θ̄

)

+ κ
φθ̄xζx
v̄vθ

+ κ
(v̄ζx − φθ̄x) · (ζζx + ζθ̄x)

vv̄θ2
− (Rζ − p+φ)ζ

vθ
ūx + µ

(ψx + ūx)
2

vθ
ζ.

By applying (2.5) and the properties of viscous contact wave in Lemma 1.1, we can derive

‖F‖L1 ≤ C

∫

R

(|φxūx|+ |φūxx|+ |φūxφx|+ |φūxv̄x|) dx

+

∫

R

∣

∣

∣ūt − µ
( ūx
v̄

)

x

∣

∣

∣ dx

≤ ‖ūt‖L1 + C‖ūxx‖L1 + C‖ūx‖ (‖φx‖+ ‖v̄x‖)

≤ Cδ
[

(1 + t)
−1

+ (1 + t)−
3
4 ‖φx‖

]

.

Hence, using the Sobolev inequality (2.4) and the Young inequality gives

∫

R

Fψ dx ≤ ‖ψ‖L∞‖F‖L1 ≤ C‖ψ‖ 1
2 ‖ψx‖

1
2 · δ

[

(1 + t)
−1

+ (1 + t)−
3
4 ‖φx‖

]

≤ Cδ‖ψx‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
4
3 + Cδ(1 + t)−1‖φx‖

4
3

≤ Cδ‖ (ψx, φx) ‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
4
3 . (3.9)

Similar to the treatment of term Q for the Navier-Stokes equations (cf. [7]), we can get

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R

Q dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cδ(1 + t)−
5
4 + C(η + ε0)‖(ψx, ζx)‖2 + Cδ

∫

R

(φ2 + ζ2)ω2 dx. (3.10)

Integrating (3.8) with respect to x, applying (3.9) and (3.10), then choosing η, ε0 and δ suitably small, we

obtain

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
ψ2 + Rθ̄Φ

(v

v̄

)

+
R

γ − 1
θ̄Φ

(

θ

θ̄

))

dx+ C ‖(ψx, ζx)‖2

≤ Cδ(1 + t)−
5
4 + Cδ

∫

R

(

φ2 + ζ2
)

ω2dx+ Cδ‖φx‖2

+

∫

R

v(E + ψb+ ūb)2
ζ

θ
dx−

∫

R

v(E + ψb+ ūb)ψb dx. (3.11)

Next we try to use the structure of Maxwell equations to produce the composite good term:
∫

R
v(E +

ψb+ ūb)2 dx.

Multiplying (3.1)4 by vE and (3.1)5 by vb respectively, summing them up and integrating the resulting
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equation with respect to x over R gives

d

dt

∫

R

1

2
(εvE2 + vb2) dx+

∫

R

v(E + ψb+ ūb)E dx = 0. (3.12)

Moreover, multiplying (3.1)4 by vūb, integrating it with respect to x and applying (3.1)5, after some

elementary computations, we have

d

dt

∫

R

εvūEb dx+

∫

R

v(E + ψb+ ūb)ūb dx

= −1

2

∫

R

ūx(εE
2 + b2) dx+

∫

R

ε(vūt − uūx)Eb dx. (3.13)

By utilizing the decay rate of viscous contact wave as in (1.16) and the Cauchy inequality, we can easily

deduce that

− 1

2

∫

R

ūx(εE
2 + b2) dx+

∫

R

ε(vūt − uūx)Eb dx

≤ Cδ

∫

R

(

εE2 + b2
)

ω2 dx+ Cδε

∫

R

(E2 + b2)ω2 dx

≤ Cδ
5
6

∫

R

(E2 + b2)ω2 dx, (3.14)

where in the last inequality we have chosen εδ
1
6 ≤ 1. And the following estimate holds by using |u| ≤ 3

2
|u−|

in (2.6):

∫

R

E2ω2 dx =

∫

R

(E + ub− ub)2ω2 dx ≤ 2

∫

R

[

(E + ub)
2
+ (ub)

2
]

ω2 dx

≤ 2

∫

R

(E + ψb+ ūb)
2
dx+ 5u2−

∫

R

b2ω2 dx. (3.15)

Putting (3.15) into (3.14) and taking Cδ
1
6u2− ≤ 1 can deduce that

− 1

2

∫

R

ūx(εE
2 + b2) dx+

∫

R

ε(vūt − uūx)Eb dx

≤ Cδ
5
6

∫

R

(E + ψb+ ūb)
2
dx+ Cδ

2
3

∫

R

b2ω2 dx. (3.16)

Combining (3.11)–(3.13) and (3.16), then taking δ suitably small, together with (2.5), we obtain that

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
ψ2 + Rθ̄Φ

(v

v̄

)

+
R

γ − 1
θ̄Φ

(

θ

θ̄

)

+
1

2
εvE2 +

1

2
vb2 + εvūEb

)

dx

+ C ‖(ψx, ζx, E + ψb+ ūb)‖2 ≤ Cδ(1 + t)−
5
4 + Cδ‖φx‖2

+ Cδ
2
3

∫

R

(

φ2 + ζ2 + b2
)

ω2dx. (3.17)
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We observe from Φ(1) = Φ′(1) = 0 and Φ′′(s) = 1/s2 that

1

2
ψ2 + Rθ̄Φ

(v

v̄

)

+
R

γ − 1
θ̄Φ

(

θ

θ̄

)

=
1

2
ψ2 +Rθ̄

φ2

2v̄2ξ21
+

R

γ − 1
· ζ2

2θ̄ξ22

≥ C
(

φ2 + ψ2 + ζ2
)

, (3.18)

where ξ1 takes value between 1 and v/v̄; ξ2 takes value between 1 and θ/θ̄. Recall |ū| ≤ 5
4
|u−| in (2.6).

Thus we can claim the following estimate by using the Cauchy inequality:

|εvūEb| ≤ v

∣

∣

∣

∣

5

4
εu−E · b

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ v

(

25

16
ε2u2−E

2 +
1

4
b2
)

≤ 25

64
εvE2 +

1

4
vb2, (3.19)

where in the last inequality we have taken εu2− ≤ 1
4
. Hence, by integrating (3.17) with respect to t, together

with (3.18) and (3.19), we reach (3.7). The proof of Lemma 3.1 is completed.

The following lemma is concerning the time-space integrability property of φ2, ζ2 and b2 with an

attached ω2 weight.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that all the conditions in Theorem 1.1 hold. For all 0 < t < T , there exists a

constant C̄ depending only on v± and |u−| such that if 0 < ε < C̄, then

∫ t

0

∫

R

(

φ2 + ψ2 + ζ2 + b2
)

ω2 dxdτ ≤ C + C

∫ t

0

‖ (φx, ψx, ζx, bx, E + ψb+ ūb) ‖2 dτ. (3.20)

Here ω is the function defined in (2.1) with α = ĉ/4.

Proof. The proof of estimate (3.20) consists of the following three parts:

∫ t

0

∫

R

b2ω2 dxdτ ≤ C + C

∫ t

0

‖ (φx, ψx, bx, E + ψb + ūb) ‖2 dτ, (3.21)

∫ t

0

∫

R

[

(Rζ − p+φ)
2 + ψ2

]

ω2 dxdτ ≤ C + Cδ

∫ t

0

∫

R

(φ2 + ζ2)ω2 dxdτ

+ C

∫ t

0

‖ (φx, ψx, ζx, E + ψb+ ūb) ‖2 dτ (3.22)

and

∫ t

0

∫

R

[Rζ + (γ − 1)p+φ]
2
ω2 dxdτ ≤ C + C(δ + η)

∫ t

0

∫

R

(φ2 + ζ2)ω2 dxdτ

+ C

∫ t

0

‖ (φx, ψx, ζx, E + ψb+ ūb) ‖2 dτ. (3.23)

In fact, adding (3.22) to (3.23) and taking first η then δ suitably small, and then combining the resulting

inequality with (3.21) thus implies (3.20) easily.
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We first prove (3.21). Due to vt = ux, we can rewrite (3.1)5 as

(vb)t − (E + ub)x = 0. (3.24)

Taking h = b in Lemma 2.1 and using (3.24) gives

〈

bt, bg
2
〉

=

∫

R

vbt
bg2

v
dx =

∫

R

(vb)t
bg2

v
dx−

∫

R

vt
b2g2

v
dx

=

∫

R

(E + ub)x
bg2

v
dx−

∫

R

φt

b2g2

v
dx−

∫

R

v̄t
b2g2

v
dx

= − d

dt

∫

R

φ
b2g2

v
dx+

∫

R

φ

(

b2

v

)

t

g2 dx+

∫

R

2φ
b2

v
ggt dx

+

∫

R

(E + ub)x
bg2

v
dx−

∫

R

ūx
b2g2

v
dx

=: − d

dt

∫

R

φ
b2g2

v
dx+

4
∑

i=1

Ni, (3.25)

where Ni(1 ≤ i ≤ 4) denote the corresponding terms of the last equation of (3.25). We use (3.24) again to

get

N1 =

∫

R

φ

(

b2

v

)

t

g2 dx =

∫

R

φ
2bbt
v
g2 dx−

∫

R

φb2
vt
v2
g2 dx

= 2

∫

R

φb(vb)t
v2

g2 dx− 3

∫

R

φb2
vt
v2
g2 dx

= 2

∫

R

(E + ub)x
φbg2

v2
dx− 3

∫

R

φb2
ux
v2
g2 dx =: N1,1 +N1,2. (3.26)

Recall |v̄x| ≤ Cδω due to α = ĉ/4. By applying integration by parts, the Sobolev inequality (2.4), the

Cauchy inequality and (2.5), one has

N1,1 = −2

∫

R

(E + ub) ·
(

φbg2

v2

)

x

dx

≤ C

∫

R

|E + ub| · (|φxb|+ |φbx|+ |φbω|+ |φbφx|+ |φbv̄x|) dx

≤ C

∫

R

[

(E + ψb+ ūb)
2
+ φ2

x + b2x + ε20b
2ω2

]

dx (3.27)

and

N1,2 = −3

∫

R

φb2
ux
v2
g2 dx ≤ C

∫

R

(∣

∣φb2ψx

∣

∣+
∣

∣φb2ūx
∣

∣

)

dx

≤ C

∫

R

(

ψ2
x + ū2x + φ2b4

)

dx ≤ C‖ψx‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 + C‖b‖4L∞‖φ‖2
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≤ C‖(ψx, bx)‖2 + C(1 + t)−
3
2 . (3.28)

Putting (3.27) and (3.28) into (3.26) gives

N1 ≤ C(1 + t)−
3
2 + C‖ (φx, ψx, bx, E + ψb+ ūb) ‖2 + Cε20

∫

R

b2ω2 dx. (3.29)

Similar to the calculation of (3.27) and noting that |ūx| ≤ Cδω2 since α = ĉ/4, we obtain

N3 +N4 = −
∫

R

(E + ub)

(

bg2

v

)

x

dx−
∫

R

ūx
b2g2

v
dx

≤ C

∫

R

|E + ub| · (|bx|+ |bω|+ |bφx|+ |bv̄x|) dx+ Cδ

∫

R

b2ω2 dx

≤ C‖ (φx, bx, E + ψb+ ūb) ‖2 + C(η + δ)

∫

R

b2ω2 dx. (3.30)

By using 4αgt = ωx in (2.2), the Sobolev inequality (2.4) and (2.5), we can get

N2 =

∫

R

2φ
b2

v
ggt dx =

∫

R

2

ĉ

φb2

v
gωx dx ≤ C‖φ‖L∞‖b‖2L∞

∫

R

|ωx| dx

≤ C(1 + t)−
1
2 ‖φ‖ 1

2 ‖φx‖
1
2 ‖b‖ · ‖bx‖ ≤ Cε

3
2

0

(

(1 + t)−
1
2 ‖φx‖

1
2 ‖bx‖

)

≤ C
(

(1 + t)−2 + ‖φx‖2 + ‖bx‖2
)

, (3.31)

where we have used the simple equality:
∫

R
|ωx| dx = 2(1 + t)−

1
2 .

Plugging (3.29)–(3.31) into (3.25) gives

〈

bt, bg
2
〉

≤ − d

dt

∫

R

φ
b2g2

v
dx+ C‖ (φx, ψx, bx, E + ψb+ ūb) ‖2

+ C(1 + t)−
3
2 + C(η + ε20 + δ)

∫

R

b2ω2 dx. (3.32)

By employing (2.3) of Lemma 2.1 and using (3.32), together with choosing first η then ε0, δ suitably small,

we arrive at (3.21).

Next we prove (3.22) by employing the similar arguments as in [7]. Define

f(x, t) =

∫ x

−∞
ω2(y, t) dy.

We have

‖f(·, t)‖L∞ ≤ 2α− 1
2 (1 + t)−

1
2 , ‖ft(·, t)‖L∞ ≤ 4α− 1

2 (1 + t)−
3
2 .

Multiplying (3.1)2 by (Rζ − p+φ)vf and integrating the resulting equation with respect to x over R gives

that

1

2

∫

R

(Rζ − p+φ)
2
ω

2 dx
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=

∫

R

ψt(Rζ − p+φ)vf dx−
∫

R

(Rζ − p+φ)
2

v
φxf dx−

∫

R

(Rζ − p+φ)
2

v
v̄xf dx

− µ

∫

R

(

ψx

v

)

x

(Rζ − p+φ)vf dx+ µ

∫

R

(

φūx

vv̄

)

x

(Rζ − p+φ)vf dx

+

∫

R

[

ūt − µ
(

ūx

v̄

)

x

]

(Rζ − p+φ)vf dx+

∫

R

v(E + ψb+ ūb)b · (Rζ − p+φ)vf dx

=
d

dt

∫

R

ψ(Rζ − p+φ)vf dx−
∫

R

ψ(Rζ − p+φ)tvf dx−
∫

R

ψvt(Rζ − p+φ)f dx

−
∫

R

ψ(Rζ − p+φ)vft dx−
∫

R

(Rζ − p+φ)
2

v
φxf dx−

∫

R

(Rζ − p+φ)
2

v
v̄xf dx

− µ

∫

R

(

ψx

v

)

x

(Rζ − p+φ)vf dx+ µ

∫

R

(

φūx

vv̄

)

x

(Rζ − p+φ)vf dx

+

∫

R

[

ūt − µ
( ūx

v̄

)

x

]

(Rζ − p+φ)vf dx+

∫

R

(E + ψb+ ūb)b · (Rζ − p+φ)v
2
f dx

=:
d

dt

∫

R

ψ(Rζ − p+φ)vf dx+
9

∑

i=1

Ii. (3.33)

Equations (3.1)1 and (3.1)3 imply that

(

R

γ − 1
ζ + p+φ

)

t

= −Rζ − p+φ

v
(ψx + ūx) + κ

(

v̄ζx − φθ̄x
vv̄

)

x

+ µ
(ψx + ūx)

2

v
+ v(E + ψb + ūb)2. (3.34)

Then applying equation (3.34) yields that

I1 = −
∫

R

ψ(Rζ − p+φ)tvf dx

=

∫

R

ψγp+φtvf dx−
∫

R

ψ [Rζ + (γ − 1)p+φ]t vf dx

=

∫

R

ψγp+ψxvf dx− (γ − 1)

∫

R

ψvf

(

R

γ − 1
ζ + p+φ

)

t

dx

= −1

2

∫

R

γp+vψ
2
ω

2 dx− 1

2

∫

R

γp+vxfψ
2 dx+ (γ − 1)

∫

R

ψf(Rζ − p+φ)ψx dx

+ (γ − 1)

∫

R

ψf(Rζ − p+φ)ūx dx− (γ − 1)

∫

R

ψvfκ

(

v̄ζx − φθ̄x

vv̄

)

x

dx

− (γ − 1)

∫

R

ψfµ (ψx + ūx)
2 dx− (γ − 1)

∫

R

ψfv
2(E + ψb + ūb)2 dx

=: −1

2

∫

R

γp+vψ
2
ω

2 dx+

6
∑

i=1

I1,i. (3.35)

Comparing with the Navier-Stokes equations, we need to treat the additional terms as follows:

I9 + I1,6

=

∫

R

(E + ψb+ ūb)b · (Rζ − p+φ)v
2
f dx− (γ − 1)

∫

R

ψfv
2(E + ψb + ūb)2 dx
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≤ C

∫

R

|E + ψb + ūb| · |b| · (|ζ|+ |φ|) (1 + t)−
1
2 dx+ C

∫

R

(E + ψb+ ūb)2 dx

≤ C‖E + ψb+ ūb‖2 + C

∫

R

b
2
(

ζ
2 + φ

2
)

(1 + t)−1 dx

≤ C‖E + ψb+ ūb‖2 + C(1 + t)−1‖b‖2
(

‖ζ‖2L∞ + ‖φ‖2L∞

)

≤ C‖E + ψb+ ūb‖2 + C(1 + t)−1‖b‖2 (‖ζ‖‖ζx‖+ ‖φ‖‖φx‖)

≤ C‖E + ψb+ ūb‖2 + C
(

(1 + t)−2 + ‖ζx‖2 + ‖φx‖2
)

. (3.36)

Performing the similar computations as in [7] to the remaining terms of (3.33) and (3.35), then integrating

the resulting inequalities and (3.36) with respect to t leads to (3.22).

At last, we prove (3.23). Taking h = Rζ + (γ − 1)p+φ in Lemma 2.1 and using (3.34) deduces that

〈

ht, hg
2
〉

=

∫

R

(γ − 1)

(

R

γ − 1
ζ + p+φ

)

t

· hg2 dx

= −
∫

R

(γ − 1)
Rζ − p+φ

v
ψxhg

2 dx−
∫

R

(γ − 1)
Rζ − p+φ

v
ūxhg

2 dx

+ κ

∫

R

(γ − 1)

(

v̄ζx − φθ̄x
vv̄

)

x

hg2 dx+

∫

R

(γ − 1)µ
(ψx + ūx)

2

v
hg2 dx

+

∫

R

(γ − 1)v (E + ψb+ ūb)
2
hg2 dx =:

5
∑

i=1

Ji. (3.37)

Noticing that Rζ − p+φ = h− γp+φ and using ψx = φt, we can compute J1 as follows:

− 1

γ − 1
J1 =

∫

R

Rζ − p+φ

v
φthg

2 dx =

∫

R

(h− γp+φ)hφtg
2

v
dx

=

∫

R

h2φtg
2

v
dx−

∫

R

γp+
1
2
(φ2)t hg

2

v
dx

=
d

dt

∫

R

hφg2
(

h− 1
2
γp+φ

)

v
dx−

∫

R

htφg
2
(

2h− 1
2
γp+φ

)

v
dx

− 1

2α

∫

R

hφgωx

(

h− 1
2
γp+φ

)

v
dx+

∫

R

hφg2ux
(

h− 1
2
γp+φ

)

v2
dx

=:
d

dt

∫

R

hφg2
(

h− 1
2
γp+φ

)

v
dx+

3
∑

i=1

J1,i. (3.38)

Using (3.34) again gives

J1,1 = −
∫

R

(γ − 1)

(

R

γ − 1
ζ + p+φ

)

t

φg2
(

2h− 1
2
γp+φ

)

v
dx

=

∫

R

(γ − 1)(Rζ − p+φ) (ψx + ūx)
φg2

(

2h− 1
2
γp+φ

)

v2
dx
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−
∫

R

(γ − 1)κ

(

v̄ζx − φθ̄x
vv̄

)

x

φg2
(

2h− 1
2
γp+φ

)

v
dx

−
∫

R

(γ − 1)µ(ψx + ūx)
2φg

2
(

2h− 1
2
γp+φ

)

v2
dx

−
∫

R

(γ − 1)(E + ψb+ ūb)2φg2
(

2h− 1

2
γp+φ

)

dx =:
4

∑

i=1

J1,1,i. (3.39)

Compared with the Navier-Stokes equations, the additional terms J5 and J1,1,4 can be processed as follows:

J5 + J1,1,4 =

∫

R

(γ − 1)v (E + ψb+ ūb)
2
hg2 dx

−
∫

R

(γ − 1)(E + ψb+ ūb)2φg2
(

2h− 1

2
γp+φ

)

dx

≤ C‖E + ψb+ ūb‖2. (3.40)

By using the similar way as in [7] to estimate the remaining terms of (3.37)–(3.39), then integrating the

resulting inequalities and (3.40) with respect to t, together with Lemma 2.1, we reach (3.23). Therefore,

the proof of Lemma 3.2 is completed.

Now we combine (3.7) and (3.20) then choose δ suitably small to obtain

‖(φ, ψ, ζ,
√
εE, b)‖2 +

∫ t

0

‖(ψx, ζx, E + ψb+ ūb)‖2 dτ

≤ C‖(φ0, ψ0, ζ0, E0, b0)‖2 + Cδ
2
3 + Cδ

2
3

∫ t

0

‖ (φx, bx) ‖2 dτ (3.41)

and
∫ t

0

∫

R

(

φ2 + ψ2 + ζ2 + b2
)

ω2 dxdτ ≤ C + C

∫ t

0

‖ (φx, bx) ‖2 dτ. (3.42)

In the following lemma, we control the energy ‖(√εEx, bx)‖2.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that all the conditions in Theorem 1.1 hold. For all 0 < t < T , there exists a

constant C̄ depending only on v± and |u−| such that if 0 < ε < C̄, then

‖(
√
εEx, bx)‖2 +

∫ t

0

‖(Ex, bx)‖2dτ

≤ C‖(φ0, ψ0, ζ0)‖2 + C‖(E0, b0)‖2H1 + Cδ
2
3 + C

(

δ
2
3 + ε0

)

∫ t

0

‖φx‖2 dτ. (3.43)

Proof. Firstly, taking the derivative of (3.1)4 with respect to x and multiplying it by vEx, then integrating

the resulting equality with respect to x, we obtain

d

dt

∫

R

1

2
εvE2

x dx+

∫

R

vE2
x dx
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=

∫

R

bxxEx dx+

∫

R

εuxE
2
x dx−

∫

R

ε
u

v
vxE

2
x dx

−
∫

R

vx
v
bxEx dx−

∫

R

(ψb)xvEx dx−
∫

R

(ūb)xvEx dx. (3.44)

Secondly, taking the derivative of (3.1)5 with respect to x and multiplying vbx, then integrating the resulting

equality with respect to x, we get

d

dt

∫

R

1

2
vb2x dx = −

∫

R

bxxEx dx+

∫

R

uxb
2
x dx−

∫

R

u

v
vxb

2
x dx−

∫

R

vx
v
bxEx dx. (3.45)

Combining (3.44) and (3.45), we obtain

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
εvE2

x +
1

2
vb2x

)

dx+

∫

R

vE2
x dx

=

∫

R

εuxE
2
x dx−

∫

R

ε
u

v
vxE

2
x dx+

∫

R

uxb
2
x dx−

∫

R

u

v
vxb

2
x dx

− 2

∫

R

vx
v
bxEx dx−

∫

R

(ψb)xvEx dx−
∫

R

(ūb)xvEx dx. (3.46)

Recall that |ū| ≤ 5
4
|u−|. By using the decay rate of viscous contact wave as in (1.16), together with (2.5),

the Sobolev inequality (2.4) and the Cauchy inequality, we can derive from (3.46) that

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
εvE2

x +
1

2
vb2x

)

dx+

∫

R

vE2
x dx

≤ C

∫

R

(|φx|+ |ψx|)(E2
x + b2x) dx+ C

∫

R

(|v̄x|+ |ūx|)(E2
x + b2x) dx

+ C

∫

R

(|ψxb|+ |ψbx|+ |ūxb|) |Ex| dx+

∫

R

|vūbxEx| dx

≤ C(‖φx‖L∞ + ‖ψx‖L∞)(‖
√
vEx‖2 + ‖bx‖2) + C(δ + ε0)‖

(√
vEx, ψx, bx

)

‖2

+ Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 +

1

2

∫

R

vE2
x dx+

1

2

∫

R

vū2b2x dx

≤ C(δ + ε0)‖
(√
vEx, ψx, bx

)

‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 +

1

2

∫

R

vE2
x dx

+
25

32
u2− max{v±}

∫

R

b2x dx. (3.47)

Then by choosing ε0 and δ suitably small, we can reach from (3.47)

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
εvE2

x +
1

2
vb2x

)

dx+
1

4

∫

R

vE2
x dx

≤ Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 + C(δ + ε0)‖ (ψx, bx) ‖2 + u2− max{v±}

∫

R

b2x dx. (3.48)

Now we only need to estimate the last term on the right-hand side of (3.48). Multiplying (3.1)4 by
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−vbx, integrating the resulting equation with respect to x over R and applying (3.1)5, we can easily deduce

− d

dt

∫

R

εvEbx dx+

∫

R

b
2
x dx

= −
∫

R

εuxEbx dx−
∫

R

εvEbtx dx−
∫

R

εuExbx dx+

∫

R

(E + ψb+ ūb)vbx dx

= −
∫

R

εψxEbx dx−
∫

R

εūxEbx dx+

(
∫

R

ε
u

v
Eφxbx dx+

∫

R

ε
u

v
Ev̄xbx dx

+

∫

R

ε
1

v
φxEEx dx+

∫

R

ε
1

v
v̄xEEx dx+

∫

R

εE
2
x dx

)

+

∫

R

(E + ψb+ ūb)vbx dx

≤ Cεε0

∫

R

(|ψxbx|+ |φxbx|+ |φxEx|) dx+ Cεδ

∫

R

|Eω| (|bx|+ |Ex|) dx

+ ε

∫

R

E
2
x dx+ C

∫

R

|(E + ψb + ūb)bx| dx

≤ Cε(δ + ε0)‖(φx, ψx, bx, Ex)‖2 + Cεδ‖Eω‖2 + ε‖Ex‖2 +
1

2
‖bx‖2

+ C‖E + ψb+ ūb‖2, (3.49)

i.e.,

− d

dt

∫

R

εvEbx dx+
1

2
‖bx‖2 ≤ Cε(δ + ε0)‖(φx, ψx, bx, Ex)‖2 + Cεδ‖Eω‖2

+ C‖E + ψb+ ūb‖2 + ε‖Ex‖2. (3.50)

Multiplying (3.50) by 4u2−max{v±} and summing it to (3.48), together with v > 1
2
min {v±} gives

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
εvE2

x +
1

2
vb2x − 4εu2− max{v±}vEbx

)

dx

+

(

1

8
min{v±} − 4εu2−max{v±}

)

‖Ex‖2 +
(

2u2− − u2−
)

max{v±}‖bx‖2

≤ Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 + C(δ + ε0)‖ (ψx, bx) ‖2 + Cεu2−(δ + ε0)‖(φx, ψx, bx, Ex)‖2

+ Cεu2−δ‖Eω‖2 + C‖E + ψb + ūb‖2. (3.51)

By taking 1
8
min{v±} − 4εu2−max{v±} > 1

16
min{v±} in (3.51), i.e., εu2− < min{v±}

64max{v±} , we can obtain

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
εvE2

x +
1

2
vb2x − 4εu2−max{v±}vEbx

)

dx+
1

16
min{v±}‖Ex‖2

+ u2−max{v±}‖bx‖2 ≤ Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 + C(δ + ε0)‖(φx, ψx, bx, Ex)‖2

+ Cδ‖Eω‖2 + C‖E + ψb+ ūb‖2. (3.52)
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Integrating (3.52) with respect to t, then choosing ε0 and δ suitably small leads to

∫

R

(

1

2
εvE

2
x +

1

2
vb

2
x

)

dx+
1

32
min{v±}

∫ t

0

‖Ex‖2 dτ +
1

2
u
2
− max{v±}

∫ t

0

‖bx‖2 dτ

≤ C‖(E0, E0x, b0x)‖2 + Cδ + C(δ + ε0)

∫ t

0

‖(φx, ψx)‖2 dτ + Cδ

∫ t

0

‖Eω‖2 dτ

+ C

∫ t

0

‖E + ψb+ ūb‖2 dτ + 4εu2
− max{v±}

∫

R

|vEbx| dx. (3.53)

Then by using the Cauchy inequality to the last term of (3.53), we can get

4εu2
− max{v±}

∫

R

|vEbx| dx ≤ C

∫

R

v
∣

∣εu
2
−E

∣

∣ |bx| dx ≤
∫

R

v

(

1

4
b
2
x + Cε

2
u
4
−E

2

)

dx

≤ 1

4

∫

R

vb
2
x dx+ Cεu

4
−

∫

R

εE
2 dx ≤ 1

4

∫

R

vb
2
x dx+ Cu

2
−

∫

R

εE
2 dx, (3.54)

where in the last inequality we have recalled that εu2− < min{v±}
64max{v±} .

Plugging (3.54) into (3.53), then employing (3.15), (3.41) and (3.42), together with taking ε0 and δ

small enough, we can conclude (3.43).

From the above discussion about εu2−, we can determine that

εu2− < min

{

1

4
,

min{v±}
64max{v±}

}

=
min{v±}

64max{v±}
. (3.55)

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.3.

In the following lemma, we control the energy ‖φx‖2.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that all the conditions in Theorem 1.1 hold. For all 0 < t < T , there exists a

constant C̄ depending only on v± and |u−| such that if 0 < ε < C̄, then

‖φx‖2 +
∫ t

0

‖φx‖2dτ ≤ C‖(ψ0, ζ0)‖2 + C‖(φ0, E0, b0)‖2H1 + Cδ
2
3 . (3.56)

Proof. Due to
(ux
v

)

x
=

(vt
v

)

x
= (ln v)tx =

(vx
v

)

t
=

(

φx

v

)

t

+
( v̄x
v

)

t

and

(p− p+)x =

(

Rζ − p+φ

v

)

x

= −p+φx

v
+
Rζx
v

− (Rζ − p+φ)
φx + v̄x
v2

,

we can rewrite (1.7)2 as

µ

(

φx

v

)

t

+

(

p+ +
Rζ − p+φ

v

)

φx

v
= ψt +

Rζx
v

− Rζ − p+φ

v2
v̄x

+
[

ūt − µ
( v̄x
v

)

t

]

+ v(E + ψb + ūb)b. (3.57)
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Multiplying (3.57) by φx

v
, then integrating the resulting equality with respect to x over R, noticing that

(

φx

v

)

t

=
ψxx

v
− φxψx + φxūx

v2

due to φt = ψx, we have

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
µ
φ2
x

v2
− ψφx

v

)

dx+

∫

R

(

p+ +
Rζ − p+φ

v

)

φ2
x

v2
dx

=

∫

R

ψ2
x

v
dx+

∫

R

ūxψφx

v2
dx−

∫

R

v̄xψψx

v2
dx−

∫

R

Rζ − p+φ

v3
v̄xφx dx

+

∫

R

Rζxφx

v2
dx+

∫

R

[

ūt − µ
( v̄x
v

)

t

] φx

v
dx+

∫

R

(E + ψb+ ūb)bφx dx. (3.58)

Using the Cauchy inequality and the estimates for viscous contact wave in Lemma 2.2 to (3.58) yields that

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
µ
φ2
x

v2
− ψφx

v

)

dx+

∫

R

p+
φ2
x

v2
dx

≤ Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 + C(η + ε0)

∫

R

φ2
x

v2
dx+ Cδ‖(φ, ψ, ζ)ω‖2

+ C‖(ψx, ζx, E + ψb + ūb)‖2. (3.59)

Lemma 3.4 thus follows easily from (3.59), (3.41)–(3.43) by first choosing η suitably small then ε0 small

enough.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that all the conditions in Theorem 1.1 hold. For all 0 < t < T , there exists a

constant C̄ depending only on v± and |u−| such that if 0 < ε < C̄, then

‖(ψx, ζx)‖2 +
∫ t

0

‖(ψxx, ζxx)‖2 dτ ≤ C‖(φ0, ψ0, ζ0, E0, b0)‖2H1 + Cδ
2
3 . (3.60)

Proof. Multiplying (3.1)2 by −ψxx and integrating the resulting equality with respect to x, we have

d

dt

∫

R

1

2
ψ2
x dx+ µ

∫

R

ψ2
xx

v
dx

= µ

∫

R

φxψxψxx

v2
dx+ µ

∫

R

v̄xψxψxx

v2
dx+

∫

R

(

Rζ − p+φ

v

)

x

ψxx dx

+ µ

∫

R

(

φūx
vv̄

)

x

ψxx dx+

∫

R

[

ūt − µ
( ūx
v̄

)

x

]

ψxx dx

+

∫

R

v(E + ψb + ūb)bψxx dx =:

6
∑

i=1

Li. (3.61)

Using ‖φx‖L∞ ≤
√
2ε0 in (2.5) and Hölder inequality yields that

|L1| ≤ C‖φx‖L∞‖ψx‖‖ψxx‖ ≤ Cε0
(

‖ψx‖2 + ‖ψxx‖2
)

. (3.62)
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Moreover, utilizing the Cauchy inequality, the estimate (1.16) and Lemma 2.2 leads to

6
∑

i=2

|Li| ≤ C(η + δ)‖ψxx‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
5
2 + Cδ‖(φ, ζ)ω‖2

+ C‖(φx, ψx, ζx, E + ψb+ ūb)‖2. (3.63)

By taking (3.62), (3.63) into (3.61), and integrating the resulting equality over (0, t), then using (3.41)–(3.43)

and (3.56), as well as choosing first η suitably small next ε0, δ small enough, we obtain

‖ψx‖2 +
∫ t

0

‖ψxx‖2 dτ ≤ C‖(ψ0, φ0, E0, b0)‖2H1 + C‖ζ0‖2 + Cδ
2
3 . (3.64)

On the other hand, multiplying the (3.1)3 by −ζxx and integrating the resulting equality over R, we

have

d

dt

∫

R

R

2(γ − 1)
ζ
2
x dx+ κ

∫

R

ζ2xx
v

dx

= κ

∫

R

ζxζxx(φx + v̄x)

v2
dx+

∫

R

pψxζxx dx+ κ

∫

R

(

φθ̄x

vv̄

)

x

ζxx dx

+

∫

R

Rζ − p+φ

v
ūxζxx dx− µ

∫

R

(ψx + ūx)
2

v
ζxx dx−

∫

R

v(E + ψb + ūb)2ζxx dx. (3.65)

Similarly, we can get from (3.65)

‖ζx‖2 +
∫ t

0

‖ζxx‖2 dτ ≤ C‖(φ0, ψ0, ζ0, E0, b0)‖2H1 + Cδ
2
3 . (3.66)

Summing (3.66) to (3.64) yields (3.60). The proof of Lemma 3.5 is completed.

In order to close the a priori assumption sup0≤t≤T ‖φxx(t)‖ ≤ ε0, we still need to control the high-order

energy ‖φxx‖2.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that all the conditions in Theorem 1.1 hold. For all 0 < t < T , there exists a

constant C̄ depending only on v± and |u−| such that if 0 < ε < C̄, then

‖φxx‖2 +
∫ t

0

‖φxx‖2 dτ ≤ Cδ
2
3 + C‖φ0‖2H2 + C‖(ψ0, ζ0, E0, b0)‖2H1 . (3.67)

Proof. Differentiating (3.57) with respect to x and multiplying it by φxx, then integrating the resulting

equality over R, together with φt = ψx, we can get

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
µ
φ2
xx

v
− µ

(φx + v̄x)φxφxx

v2
− ψxφxx

)

dx+

∫

R

p+
φ2
xx

v
dx

=
1

2
µ

∫

R

ψx + ūx
v2

φ2
xx dx+ 2µ

∫

R

φxφxxψxx

v2
dx+ µ

∫

R

v̄xφxxψxx

v2
dx

+ µ

∫

R

v̄xxφxψxx

v2
dx− 2µ

∫

R

(

φ3
x + 2v̄xφ

2
x + v̄2xφx

) ψxx

v3
dx

31



+

∫

R

p+
φ2
xφxx

v2
dx+

∫

R

p+
v̄xφxφxx

v2
dx−

∫

R

(

Rζ − p+φ

v2
φx

)

x

φxx dx

+

∫

R

ψ2
xx dx+R

∫

R

(

ζx
v

)

x

φxx dx−
∫

R

(

Rζ − p+φ

v2
v̄x

)

x

φxx dx

+

∫

R

[

ūt − µ
( v̄x
v

)

t

]

x

φxx dx+

∫

R

[v(E + ψb+ ūb)b]x φxx dx =:
13
∑

i=1

Mi. (3.68)

Employing ‖ (φx, ψx) ‖L∞ ≤
√
2ε0 in (2.5) and the Cauchy inequality leads to

12
∑

i=1

|Mi| ≤ C(η + ε0 + δ)‖φxx‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 + C‖ (φx, ψx, ζx, ψxx, ζxx) ‖2 (3.69)

and

|M13| ≤
∫

R

|[v(E + ψb+ ūb)b]x φxx| dx

≤ C

∫

R

|(φx + v̄x)b| · |φxx| dx+ C

∫

R

|bx| · |φxx| dx

+ C

∫

R

|Ex + ψxb+ ψbx + ūxb+ ūbx| · |φxx| dx

≤ Cη‖φxx‖2 + C‖(φx, ψx, bx, Ex)‖2 + Cδ‖bω‖2. (3.70)

By taking (3.69), (3.70) into (3.68), and choosing first η suitably small next ε0, δ small enough, integrating

the resulting equality over (0, t), then using (3.41)–(3.43), (3.56) and (3.60), we obtain (3.67).

The proof of Lemma 3.6 is completed.

To get higher order regularity of the velocity and the absolute temperature, we will estimate the energy

‖ψxx‖2 and ‖ζxx‖2 respectively.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that all the conditions in Theorem 1.1 hold. For all 0 < t < T , there exists a

constant C̄ depending only on v± and |u−| such that if 0 < ε < C̄, then

‖ψxx‖2 +
∫ t

0

‖ψxxx‖2 dτ ≤ Cδ
2
3 + C‖(φ0, ψ0)‖2H2 + C‖(ζ0, E0, b0)‖2H1 . (3.71)

Proof. Differentiating (3.1)2 with respect to x and multiplying by −ψxxx, then integrating the resulting

equality with respect to x over R, we can get

d

dt

∫

R

1

2
ψ

2
xx dx+ µ

∫

R

ψ2
xxx

v
dx

= µ

∫

R

ψxxvx

v2
ψxxx dx+ µ

∫

R

(

ψxvx

v2

)

x

ψxxx dx+

∫

R

(

Rζ − p+φ

v

)

xx

ψxxx dx

+ µ

∫

R

(

φūx

vv̄

)

xx

ψxxx dx+

∫

R

[

ūt − µ
(

ūx

v̄

)

x

]

x

ψxxx dx
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+

∫

R

[v(E + ψb+ ūb)b]
x
ψxxx dx =:

6
∑

i=1

Yi. (3.72)

By using ‖ (φx, ψx) ‖L∞ ≤
√
2ε0 in (2.5), the Cauchy inequality and Lemma 2.2, we can get

Y1 + Y2 ≤ C

∫

R

|ψxxx| ·
[

|ψxx|
(

|φx|+
∣

∣θ̄x
∣

∣

)

+ |ψx|
(

|φxx|+ φ2
x +

∣

∣θ̄xx
∣

∣+ θ̄2x
)]

dx

≤ Cη‖ψxxx‖2 + C‖(ψx, φxx, ψxx‖2, (3.73)

Y3 ≤ C

∫

R

|ψxxx| ·
[

|φxx|+ |ζxx|+ (|φx|+ |ζx|)
(

|φx|+
∣

∣θ̄x
∣

∣

)]

dx

+ C

∫

R

|ψxxx| ·
[

(|φ|+ |ζ|)
(

|φxx|+ φ2
x + θ̄2x +

∣

∣θ̄xx
∣

∣

)]

dx

≤ Cη‖ψxxx‖2 + C‖ (φx, ζx, φxx, ζxx) ‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 , (3.74)

Y4 ≤ C

∫

R

|ψxxx| ·
(∣

∣φ∂4
xθ̄
∣

∣+
∣

∣φxθ̄xxx
∣

∣+
∣

∣φxxθ̄xx
∣

∣+
∣

∣φ2
xθ̄xx

∣

∣

)

dx

≤ Cη‖ψxxx‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 + C‖(φx, φxx)‖2, (3.75)

|Y5| ≤ C

∫

R

∣

∣∂4
xθ̄
∣

∣ |ψxxx| dx ≤ Cη‖ψxxx‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 (3.76)

and

Y6 ≤ C

∫

R

|ψxxx| · |E + ψb + ūb| dx+ C

∫

R

|ψxxx| · |bx| dx

+ C

∫

R

|ψxxx|
(

|Ex|+ |ψx|+ |bx|+
∣

∣θ̄xx
∣

∣

)

dx

≤ Cη‖ψxxx‖2 + C‖ (ψx, Ex, bx, E + ψb+ ūb) ‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 . (3.77)

Putting (3.73)–(3.77) into (3.72) and choosing η suitably small, we can reach

d

dt

∫

R

1

2
ψ2
xx dx+ C

∫

R

ψ2
xxx dx

≤ C‖ (φx, ψx, ζx, Ex, bx, φxx, ψxx, ζxx, E + ψb+ ūb) ‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 . (3.78)

Estimate (3.71) thus follows from (3.78), (3.41), (3.43), (3.56), (3.60) and (3.67).

Lemma 3.7 is proved.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that all the conditions in Theorem 1.1 hold. For all 0 < t < T , there exists a

constant C̄ depending only on v± and |u−| such that if 0 < ε < C̄, then

‖ζxx‖2 +
∫ t

0

‖ζxxx‖2 dτ ≤ Cδ
2
3 + C‖(φ0, ψ0, ζ0)‖2H2 + C‖(E0, b0)‖2H1 . (3.79)
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Proof. Differentiating (3.1)3 with respect to x and multiplying by −ζxxx, then integrating the resulting

equality with respect to x over R, we can get

d

dt

∫

R

R

2(γ − 1)
ζ2xx dx+ κ

∫

R

ζ2xxx
v

dx

= κ

∫

R

[

ζxxvx
v2

+

(

ζxvx
v2

)

x

+

(

φθ̄x
vv̄

)

xx

]

ζxxx dx

+

∫

R

(pψx)x ζxxx dx+

∫

R

(

Rζ − p+φ

v
ūx

)

x

ζxxx dx

− µ

∫

R

[

(ψx + ūx)
2

v

]

x

ζxxx dx−
∫

R

[

v (E + ψb+ ūb)
2
]

x
ζxxx dx =:

5
∑

i=1

Zi. (3.80)

Similar to the treatment of (3.72), due to ‖(φx, ψx, ζx)‖L∞ ≤
√
2ε0 in (2.5), we can estimate the (3.80) as

follows:

Z1 ≤ C

∫

R

(∣

∣φxxθ̄x
∣

∣+
∣

∣φ2
xθ̄x

∣

∣+
∣

∣φxθ̄xx
∣

∣+
∣

∣φθ̄xxx
∣

∣

)

|ζxxx| dx

+ C

∫

R

(

|ζxxφx|+
∣

∣ζxxθ̄x
∣

∣+ |ζxφxx|+
∣

∣ζxφ
2
x

∣

∣+
∣

∣ζxθ̄xx
∣

∣

)

|ζxxx| dx

≤ Cη‖ζxxx‖2 + C‖ (φx, φxx, ζx, ζxx) ‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 , (3.81)

Z2 ≤ C

∫

R

[(

|φx|+ |ζx|+
∣

∣θ̄x
∣

∣

)

|ψx|+ |ψxx|
]

|ζxxx| dx

≤ Cη‖ζxxx‖2 + C‖(ψx, ψxx)‖2, (3.82)

Z3 ≤ C

∫

R

[

(|φx|+ |ζx|)
∣

∣θ̄xx
∣

∣+ (|φ|+ |ζ|)
∣

∣θ̄xxx
∣

∣

]

|ζxxx| dx

≤ Cη‖ζxxx‖2 + C‖(φx, ζx)‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 , (3.83)

Z4 = −µ
∫

R

[

2 (ψx + ūx) (ψxx + ūxx)

v
− (ψx + ūx)

2
vx

v2

]

ζxxx dx

≤ C

∫

R

[(

|ψx|+
∣

∣θ̄xx
∣

∣

) (

|ψxx|+
∣

∣θ̄xxx
∣

∣

)

+
(

ψ2
x + θ̄2xx

) (

|φx|+
∣

∣θ̄x
∣

∣

)]

|ζxxx| dx

≤ Cη‖ζxxx‖2 + C‖ (ψx, ψxx) ‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 (3.84)

and

Z5 ≤ C

∫

R

(

|φx|+
∣

∣θ̄x
∣

∣

)

(E + ψb+ ūb)
2 |ζxxx| dx
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+ C

∫

R

|E + ψb+ ūb| (|Ex|+ |ψxb|+ |ψbx|+ |ūxb|+ |ūbx|) |ζxxx| dx

≤ Cη‖ζxxx‖2 + C‖ (ψx, Ex, bx, E + ψb+ ūb) ‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 . (3.85)

Putting (3.81)–(3.85) into (3.80) and choosing η suitably small, we can obtain

d

dt

∫

R

R

2(γ − 1)
ζ2xx dx+ C

∫

R

ζ2xxx dx

≤ C‖ (φx, ψx, ζx, Ex, bx, φxx, ψxx, ζxx, E + ψb+ ūb) ‖2 + Cδ(1 + t)−
3
2 . (3.86)

Then integrating (3.86) with respect to t, together with (3.41), (3.43), (3.56), (3.60), (3.67) and (3.71), we

conclude (3.79).

The proof of Lemma 3.8 is completed.

Proof of Proposition 3.1: We combine Lemma 3.1–Lemma 3.8, then choose ε0 and δ small enough to finish

the proof of Proposition 3.1.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.2 (Composite wave)

To prove Proposition 3.1 for composite wave of the pattern of R1CR3, noticing that
(

V r
±, U

r
±,Θ

r
±
)

satisfies Euler system (1.11) and (V c, U c,Θc) satisfies (1.7)1, (1.14) and (1.17); we transform the Cauchy

problem (1.7), (1.8), (1.10) as















































































































φt − ψx = 0,

ψt +

(

Rζ − Pφ

v

)

x

= µ

(

ψx

v

)

x

+ F − v(E + ψb+ Ub)b,

R

γ − 1
ζt + (pux − PUx) = κ

(

V ζx − φΘx

vV

)

x

+G+ v (E + ψb+ Ub)
2
,

ε
(

Et −
u

v
Ex

)

− 1

v
bx + E + ψb+ Ub = 0,

bt −
u

v
bx −

1

v
Ex = 0,

(φ, ψ, ζ, E, b)(x, 0) = (φ0, ψ0, ζ0, E0, b0)(x), x ∈ R,

lim
x→±∞

(φ0, ψ0, ζ0, E0, b0)(x) = 0,

(4.1)

where

P =
RΘ

V
, P r

± =
RΘr

±
V r
±
, pm = P c =

RΘc

V c
,

F =
(

P r
− + P r

+ − P
)

x
+

[

µ

(

Ux

v

)

x

− U c
t

]
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and

G =
[

(pm − P )U c
x +

(

P r
− − P

) (

U r
−
)

x
+

(

P r
+ − P

) (

U r
+

)

x

]

+ µ
(ψx + Ux)

2

v
+ κ

[(

Θx

V

)

x

−
(

Θc
x

V c

)

x

]

.

Like Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, the following key estimate holds.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that all the conditions in Theorem 1.2 hold. For all 0 < t < T , there exists a

constant C̄ depending only on v±, u± and θ± such that if 0 < ε < C̄, then

‖
(

φ, ψ, ζ,
√
εE, b

)

‖2 +
∫ t

0

‖(ψx, ζx, E + ψb+ Ub)‖2 dτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

R

(

φ2 + ζ2 + εE2 + b2
) ((

U r
−
)

x
+

(

U r
+

)

x

)

dxdτ

≤ C‖(φ0, ψ0, ζ0, E0, b0)‖2 + Cδ
1
6 + Cδ

1
2

∫ t

0

‖φx‖2 dτ + Cδ
1
2

∫ t

0

‖bx‖2 dτ. (4.2)

Here ω is the function defined in (2.1) with α = ĉ/4.

Proof. Motivated by Lemma 8 of [7], for Φ(s) = s− 1− ln s, s > 0, noticing that

[

RΘΦ
( v

V

)]

t
= −RΘ

(

1

v
− 1

V

)

φt −
Pφ2

vV
Vt +RΘtΦ

( v

V

)

and
[

ΘΦ

(

θ

Θ

)]

t

=
ζ

θ
ζt − Φ

(

Θ

θ

)

Θt,

we directly calculate

(

1

2
ψ2 + RΘΦ

( v

V

)

+
R

γ − 1
ΘΦ

(

θ

Θ

))

t

=

[

ψψt −RΘ

(

1

v
− 1

V

)

φt +
R

γ − 1
ζt
ζ

θ
+
ζ

θ
(p− P )Ux

]

−
[

−RΘtΦ
( v

V

)

+
Pφ2

vV
Vt +

R

γ − 1
Φ

(

Θ

θ

)

Θt +
ζ

θ
(p− P )Ux

]

. (4.3)

Further calculation shows that

ψψt −RΘ

(

1

v
− 1

V

)

φt +
R

γ − 1
ζt
ζ

θ
+
ζ

θ
(p− P )Ux

=− µ
ψ2
x

v
− κ

ζ2x
vθ

+

[

µ
ψψx

v
− (Rζ − Pφ)

ψ

v

]

x

+ κ

[

ζ

θvV
(V ζx − φΘx)

]

x

+ κ
φζxΘx

vθV
+ κ

ζζxθx
vθ2

− κ
φζΘxθx
vθ2V

+G
ζ

θ
+ Fψ + v (E + ψb+ Ub)

2 ζ

θ
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− v (E + ψb+ Ub)ψb. (4.4)

Due to

−RΘt = (γ − 1)P r
−
(

U r
−
)

x
+ (γ − 1)P r

+

(

U r
+

)

x
− pmU c

x

= (γ − 1)P
(

U r
−
)

x
+ (γ − 1)P

(

U r
+

)

x
+ (γ − 1)

(

P r
− − P

) (

U r
−
)

x

+ (γ − 1)
(

P r
+ − P

) (

U r
+

)

x
− pmU c

x,

we can compute that

−RΘtΦ
( v

V

)

+
Pφ2

vV
Vt +

R

γ − 1
Φ

(

Θ

θ

)

Θt +
ζ

θ
(p− P )Ux = Q1

[

(Ur
−)x + (Ur

+)x
]

+Q2, (4.5)

where

Q1 =
Pφ2

vV
+ (γ − 1)PΦ

( v

V

)

− PΦ

(

Θ

θ

)

+
ζ

θ
(p− P )

= γPΦ
( v

V

)

+

[

Pφ2

vV
− PΦ

( v

V

)

− PΦ

(

Θ

θ

)

+
ζ

θ
(p− P )

]

= γPΦ
( v

V

)

+

[

Pφ2

vV
− Rφζ

vV
+ P

(

Φ

(

θ

Θ

)

− Φ
( v

V

)

)]

= γPΦ
( v

V

)

+ PΦ

(

θV

Θv

)

≥ C
(

φ2 + ζ2
)

(4.6)

and

Q2 = U c
x

(

Pφ2

vV
− pmΦ

( v

V

)

+
pm

γ − 1
Φ

(

Θ

θ

)

+
ζ

θ
(p− P )

)

+ (γ − 1)
(

P r
− − P

) (

U r
−
)

x

(

Φ
( v

V

)

− 1

γ − 1
Φ

(

Θ

θ

))

+ (γ − 1)
(

P r
+ − P

) (

U r
+

)

x

(

Φ
( v

V

)

− 1

γ − 1
Φ

(

Θ

θ

))

.

Putting (4.4) and (4.5) into (4.3), we obtain that

(

1

2
ψ2 + RΘΦ

( v

V

)

+
R

γ − 1
ΘΦ

(

θ

Θ

))

t

+ µ
ψ2
x

v
+ κ

ζ2x
vθ

+Q1

[(

U r
−
)

x
+

(

U r
+

)

x

]

+Hx +Q

= G
ζ

θ
+ Fψ + v (E + ψb+ Ub)

2 ζ

θ
− v (E + ψb + Ub)ψb, (4.7)

where

H = −µψψx

v
+ (Rζ − Pφ)

ψ

v
− κ

ζ

θvV
(V ζx − φΘx)
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and

Q = Q2 − κ
φζxΘx

vθV
− κ

ζζxθx
vθ2

+ κ
φζΘxθx
vθ2V

.

Following the same computations as in Lemma 8 of [7], it holds that

|Q| ≤ Cη

(

φ2 + ζ2
) (

Θ2
x + |Θc

xx|
)

+ ηζ2x + Cδe−c0(|x|+t)

≤ Cη

(

φ2 + ζ2
)

(

δ
1
4 (1 + t)−

7
4 + δ(1 + t)−1e−

ĉx2

1+t

)

+ ηζ2x + Cδe−c0(|x|+t), (4.8)

‖F‖L1 ≤ Cδ
1
8 (1 + t)−

7
8 + Cδ

1
2 ‖φx‖2 (4.9)

and

‖G‖L1 ≤ Cδ
1
8 (1 + t)−

7
8 + C ‖ψx‖2 . (4.10)

From (4.9), (4.10) and the Sobolev inequality (2.4), we can deduce that

∫

R

(

G
ζ

θ
+ Fψ

)

dx

≤ C (‖ζ‖L∞ + ‖ψ‖L∞) (‖G‖L1 + ‖F‖L1)

≤ C (‖ζ‖L∞ + ‖ψ‖L∞)
(

δ
1
8 (1 + t)−

7
8 + ‖ψx‖2 + δ

1
2 ‖φx‖2

)

≤ C
(

‖ζ‖ 1
2 ‖ζx‖

1
2 + ‖ψ‖ 1

2 ‖ψx‖
1
2

)

· δ 1
8 (1 + t)−

7
8 + Cε0

(

‖ψx‖2 + δ
1
2 ‖φx‖2

)

≤ Cδ
1
6 (1 + t)−

7
6 + Cε20

(

‖ζx‖2 + ‖ψx‖2
)

+ Cε0

(

‖ψx‖2 + δ
1
2 ‖φx‖2

)

. (4.11)

Integrating (4.7) with respect to x, and combining (4.6), (4.8) and (4.11), then choosing η, ε0 and δ suitably

small, we can obtain

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
ψ2 +RΘΦ

( v

V

)

+
R

γ − 1
ΘΦ

(

θ

Θ

))

dx

+ C ‖(ψx, ζx)‖2 + C

∫

R

(

φ2 + ζ2
) [(

U r
−
)

x
+

(

U r
+

)

x

]

dx

≤ Cδ
1
6 (1 + t)−

7
6 + Cδ

∫

R

(

φ2 + ζ2
)

ω2dx+ Cδ
1
2 ‖φx‖2

+

∫

R

v(E + ψb+ Ub)2
ζ

θ
dx−

∫

R

v(E + ψb+ Ub)ψb dx. (4.12)

Next we will go on to produce the composite good term:
∫ t

0

∫

R
v(E + ψb+ Ub)2 dxdτ .

Similar to the derivation of (3.12), (3.13) in Lemma 3.1, by using the equation (vb)t − (E + ub)x = 0,

we have
d

dt

∫

R

1

2
(εvE2 + vb2) dx+

∫

R

v(E + ψb+ Ub)E dx = 0 (4.13)
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and

d

dt

∫

R

εvUbE dx+
1

2

∫

R

[(Ur
−)x + (Ur

+)x](εE
2 + b

2) dx+

∫

R

v(E + ψb+ Ub)Ub dx

= −1

2

∫

R

U
c
x

(

εE
2 + b

2
)

dx+

∫

R

ε (vUc
t − uU

c
x)Eb dx

+

∫

R

εvb [(Ur
−)t + (Ur

+)t]E dx−
∫

R

εub [(Ur
−)x + (Ur

+)x]E dx, (4.14)

respectively. Set β := max {|u±|} > 0 for the sake of simplicity. By employing similar procedures from

(3.14) to (3.16), we obtain

− 1

2

∫

R

U c
x

(

εE2 + b2
)

dx+

∫

R

ε (vU c
t − uU c

x)Eb dx

≤ Cδ
5
6

∫

R

(E + ψb+ Ub)
2
dx+ Cδ

2
3

∫

R

b2ω2 dx. (4.15)

Moreover, (1.23)2 gives that

∫

R

εvb
[

(U r
−)t + (U r

+)t
]

E dx−
∫

R

εub
[

(U r
−)x + (U r

+)x
]

E dx

=:

∫

R

εvb(U r
±)tE dx−

∫

R

εub(U r
±)xE dx

= −
∫

R

εvλ±
(

V r
±, s±

) (

U r
±
)

x
bE dx−

∫

R

εub(U r
±)xE dx. (4.16)

Due to (2.7), (2.8) and max
{∣

∣λ±
(

V r
±, s±

)∣

∣

}

< max

{

√

γRθ±v
−2
±

}

, we have

−
∫

R

εvλ±
(

V r
±, s±

) (

U r
±
)

x
bE dx

≤ 2max {v±} ·max

{

√

γRθ±v
−2
±

}
∫

R

ε
(

U r
±
)

x
|bE| dx

=: C3

∫

R

ε
(

U r
±
)

x
|bE| dx

≤ C3

∫

R

ε
(

U r
±
)

x
|b (E + ub)| dx+ C3

∫

R

ε
(

U r
±
)

x

∣

∣ub2
∣

∣ dx

≤ C3ε‖b‖L∞‖
(

U r
±
)

x
‖‖E + ψb+ Ub‖+ 2C3εβ

∫

R

(

U r
±
)

x
b2 dx

≤ Cε‖b‖ 1
2 ‖bx‖

1
2 δ

1
2 (1 + t)−

1
2 ‖E + ψb+ Ub‖+ 2C3εβ

∫

R

(

U r
±
)

x
b2 dx

≤ Cεε
1
2

0 δ
1
2

(

(1 + t)−2 + ‖bx‖2 + ‖E + ψb+ Ub‖2
)

+ 2C3εβ

∫

R

(

U r
±
)

x
b2 dx. (4.17)
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First choosing ε
1
2

0 < 2β and then taking 2C3εβ <
1
8
in (4.17), i.e.,

εβ <
1

32max{v±} ·max

{

√

γRθ±v
−2
±

} (4.18)

leads to

−
∫

R

εvλ±
(

V r
±, s±

) (

U r
±
)

x
bE dx

≤ Cδ
1
2

(

(1 + t)−2 + ‖bx‖2 + ‖E + ψb+ Ub‖2
)

+
1

8

∫

R

(

U r
±
)

x
b2 dx. (4.19)

By using the Cauchy inequality and |u| < 2β, we obtain

−
∫

R

εub(U r
±)xE dx ≤

∫

R

(

U r
±
)

x
|b| · 2εβ |E| dx ≤

∫

R

(

U r
±
)

x

(

1

4
b2 + 4ε2β2E2

)

dx

≤ 1

4

∫

R

(

U r
±
)

x
b2 dx+ 4εβ2

∫

R

(

U r
±
)

x
εE2 dx. (4.20)

Further taking εβ2 < 1
16

in (4.20) implies

−
∫

R

εub(U r
±)xE dx ≤ 1

4

∫

R

(

U r
±
)

x
b2 dx+

1

4

∫

R

(

U r
±
)

x
εE2 dx. (4.21)

Thus combining (4.14), (4.15), (4.19) and (4.21) leads to

d

dt

∫

R

εvUEb dx+
1

8

∫

R

(U r
±)x(εE

2 + b2) dx+

∫

R

v(E + ψb+ Ub)Ub dx

≤ Cδ
1
2

(

(1 + t)−2 + ‖bx‖2 + ‖E + ψb+ Ub‖2
)

+ Cδ
2
3

∫

R

b2ω2 dx. (4.22)

Summing (4.12), (4.13) and (4.22) up and following the similar calculation way as (3.18) and (3.19), then

integrating the resulting inequality with respect to t yields that

‖
(

φ, ψ, ζ,
√
εE, b

)

‖2 +
∫ t

0

‖(ψx, ζx, E + ψb+ Ub)‖2 dτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

R

(

φ2 + ζ2 + εE2 + b2
) ((

U r
−
)

x
+

(

U r
+

)

x

)

dxdτ

≤ C‖(φ0, ψ0, ζ0, E0, b0)‖2 + Cδ
1
6 + Cδ

2
3

∫ t

0

∫

R

(

φ2 + ζ2 + b2
)

ω2 dxdτ

+ Cδ
1
2

∫ t

0

‖φx‖2 dτ + Cδ
1
2

∫ t

0

‖bx‖2 dτ, (4.23)

where we have taken εβ2 ≤ 1
16
. Finally, like (3.20), it is not hard to verify that for α = ĉ/4,

∫ t

0

∫

R

(

φ
2 + ψ

2 + ζ
2 + b

2
)

ω
2 dxdτ ≤ C + C

∫ t

0

‖ (φx, ψx, ζx, bx, E + ψb + ūb) ‖2 dτ
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+ C

∫ t

0

∫

R

(

φ
2 + ζ

2 + εE
2 + b

2
) (

(Ur
−)x + (Ur

+)x
)

dxdτ (4.24)

holds. Then substituting (4.24) into (4.23) and choosing δ small enough leads to (4.2).

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.1.

It remains to prove the following lemma about the energy ‖(√εEx, bx)‖2.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that all the conditions in Theorem 1.2 hold. For all 0 < t < T , there exists a

constant C̄ depending only on v±, u± and θ± such that if 0 < ε < C̄, then

‖(
√
εEx, bx)‖2 +

∫ t

0

‖(Ex, bx)‖2dτ

≤ C‖(φ0, ψ0, ζ0)‖2 + C‖(E0, b0)‖2H1 + Cδ
1
6 + C(δ

1
2 + ε0)

∫ t

0

‖φx‖2 dτ. (4.25)

Proof. Firstly, by employing similar computations as from (3.44) to (3.46), we have

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
εvE2

x +
1

2
vb2x

)

dx+

∫

R

vE2
x dx

=

∫

R

εuxE
2
x dx−

∫

R

ε
u

v
vxE

2
x dx+

∫

R

uxb
2
x dx−

∫

R

u

v
vxb

2
x dx

− 2

∫

R

vx
v
bxEx dx−

∫

R

(ψb)xvEx dx−
∫

R

(Ub)xvEx dx. (4.26)

Recall that |U | < 3
2
β and ‖ (φ, ψ) ‖H2 ≤ ε0. By using the decay rate of viscous contact wave, the Sobolev

inequality (2.4) and the Cauchy inequality, we can derive from (4.26) that

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
εvE2

x +
1

2
vb2x

)

dx+

∫

R

vE2
x dx

≤ C

∫

R

(|φx|+ |ψx|)(vE2
x + b2x) dx+ C

∫

R

(|Vx|+ |Ux|)(vE2
x + b2x) dx

+ C

∫

R

(|ψxb|+ |ψbx|+ |Uxb|) |Ex| dx+

∫

R

|vUbxEx| dx

≤ C‖ (φx, ψx) ‖L∞‖
(√
vEx, bx

)

‖2 + C(δ
1
2 + ε0)‖

(√
vEx, ψx, bx

)

‖2

+ Cδ−
1
2

∫

R

U 2
xb

2 dx+
1

2

∫

R

vE2
x dx+

1

2

∫

R

vU 2b2x dx

≤ C(δ
1
2 + ε0)‖

(√
vEx, ψx, bx

)

‖2 + Cδ
1
2 (1 + t)−2 +

1

2
‖
√
vEx‖2

+
9

8
β2 max{v±}‖bx‖2, (4.27)

where in the last inequality we have used

δ−
1
2

∫

R

U 2
xb

2 dx ≤ Cδ−
1
2 ‖b‖2L∞‖Ux‖2 ≤ Cδ−

1
2 ‖b‖2L∞

(

‖U c
x‖2 + ‖

(

U r
±
)

x
‖2
)
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≤ Cδ−
1
2 ‖b‖ · ‖bx‖

[

δ2(1 + t)−
3
2 + δ(1 + t)−1

]

≤ Cδ
1
2 ‖bx‖(1 + t)−1

≤ Cδ
1
2

[

‖bx‖2 + (1 + t)−2
]

.

Then by choosing ε0 and δ suitably small, we can reach from (4.27)

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
εvE2

x +
1

2
vb2x

)

dx+
1

4

∫

R

vE2
x dx

≤ C(δ
1
2 + ε0)‖ (ψx, bx) ‖2 + Cδ

1
2 (1 + t)−2 +

9

8
β2 max {v±} ‖bx‖2. (4.28)

Secondly, similar to the derivation of (3.49), we have

− d

dt

∫

R

εvEbx dx+

∫

R

b
2
x dx

= −
∫

R

εψxEbx dx−
∫

R

εUxEbx dx+

∫

R

ε
u

v
Eφxbx dx+

∫

R

ε
u

v
EVxbx dx

+

∫

R

ε
1

v
φxEEx dx+

∫

R

ε
1

v
VxEEx dx+

∫

R

εE
2
x dx+

∫

R

(E + ψb+ Ub)vbx dx

≤ Cεε0

∫

R

(|ψxbx|+ |φxbx|+ |φxEx|) dx+ Cε

∫

R

(|UxE|+ |VxE|) (|bx|+ |Ex|) dx

+ ε

∫

R

E
2
x dx+ C

∫

R

|(E + ψb+ Ub)bx| dx

≤ Cεε0‖(φx, ψx, bx, Ex)‖2 + Cεδ
−

1
2

∫

R

(

|UxE|2 + |VxE|2
)

dx

+ Cεδ
1
2

∫

R

(

b
2
x + E

2
x

)

dx+ ε‖Ex‖2 + C‖E + ψb+ Ub‖2 + 1

2
‖bx‖2,

≤ Cε(δ
1
2 + ε0)‖(φx, ψx, bx, Ex)‖2 + Cεδ

3
2 ‖Eω‖2 + Cεδ

1
2 (1 + t)−2

+ ε‖Ex‖2 + C‖E + ψb+ Ub‖2 + 1

2
‖bx‖2, (4.29)

where in the last inequality of (4.29) we have used

εδ−
1
2

∫

R

(

|UxE|2 + |VxE|2
)

dx

≤ Cεδ−
1
2

(∫

R

(Θc
x)

2
E2 dx+

∫

R

(

U r
±
)2

x
E2 dx

)

≤ Cεδ−
1
2

(∫

R

δ2ω2E2 dx+ ‖E‖2L∞‖
(

U r
±
)

x
‖2
)

≤ Cεδ
3
2 ‖Eω‖2 + Cεδ−

1
2 ‖E‖‖Ex‖ · δ(1 + t)−1

≤ Cεδ
3
2 ‖Eω‖2 + Cεδ

1
2 ‖Ex‖2 + Cεδ

1
2 (1 + t)−2.
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Hence,

− d

dt

∫

R

εvEbx dx+
1

2
‖bx‖2 ≤ Cε(δ

1
2 + ε0)‖(φx, ψx, bx, Ex)‖2 + Cεδ

3
2 ‖Eω‖2

+ Cεδ
1
2 (1 + t)−2 + C‖E + ψb+ Ub‖2 + ε‖Ex‖2. (4.30)

Multiplying (4.30) by 5
2
β2 max{v±} and summing it to (4.28), together with v > 1

4
min {v±} gives

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
εvE

2
x +

1

2
vb

2
x − 5

2
εβ

2 max{v±}vEbx
)

dx

+

(

1

16
min{v±} −

5

2
εβ

2 max{v±}
)

‖Ex‖2

+

(

5

4
β
2 max{v±} − 9

8
β
2 max{v±}

)

‖bx‖2

≤ Cδ
1
2 (1 + t)−2 + C(δ

1
2 + ε0)‖ (ψx, bx) ‖2 + Cεβ

2(δ
1
2 + ε0)‖(φx, ψx, bx, Ex)‖2

+ Cεβ
2
δ

3
2 ‖Eω‖2 + Cεβ

2
δ

1
2 (1 + t)−2 + C‖E + ψb+ Ub‖2. (4.31)

By taking 1
16

min{v±} − 5
2
εβ2 max{v±} > 1

32
min {v±} in (4.31), i.e. εβ2 < min{v±}

80max{v±} , we can obtain

d

dt

∫

R

(

1

2
εvE2

x +
1

2
vb2x −

5

2
εβ2 max{v±}vEbx

)

dx+
1

32
min {v±} ‖Ex‖2

+
1

8
β2 max{v±}‖bx‖2 ≤ Cδ

1
2 (1 + t)−2 + C(δ

1
2 + ε0)‖(φx, ψx, bx, Ex)‖2

+ Cδ
3
2 ‖Eω‖2 + C‖E + ψb + Ub‖2. (4.32)

Integrating (4.32) with respect to t, then choosing ε0 and δ suitably small leads to

∫

R

(

1

2
εvE2

x +
1

2
vb2x

)

dx+
1

64
min{v±}

∫ t

0

‖Ex‖2 dτ

+
1

16
β2 max{v±}

∫ t

0

‖bx‖2 dτ ≤ C‖(E0, E0x, b0x)‖2 + Cδ
1
2

+ C(δ
1
2 + ε0)

∫ t

0

‖(φx, ψx)‖2 dτ + Cδ
2
3

∫ t

0

‖Eω‖2 dτ

+ C

∫ t

0

‖E + ψb+ ūb‖2 dτ + 5

2
εβ2 max{v±}

∫

R

|vEbx| dx. (4.33)

By using the Cauchy inequality to the last term of (4.33) and recalling that εβ2 < min{v±}
80max{v±} , we can obtain

5

2
εβ2 max{v±}

∫

R

|vEbx| dx ≤ 1

4

∫

R

vb2x dx+ Cβ2

∫

R

εE2 dx. (4.34)

Plugging (4.34) into (4.33), then employing (3.15), (4.2) and (4.24), together with taking ε0 and δ small

enough, we can conclude (4.25).
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Recalling β := max {|u±|} > 0, from the discussion about εβ in (4.18) and εβ2 in this section, we can

determine the constant C̄ that

ε < min



















1

16β2
,

min{v±}
80max{v±}β2

,

(

max

{

√

γRθ+v
−2

+ ,
√

γRθ−v
−2

−

})−1

32max {v±} β



















= min

{

min{v±}
80max{v±} · (max {|u±|})2

,

(√
γRmax

{√
θ+v

−1

+ ,
√
θ−v

−1

−

})−1

32max {v±} ·max {|u±|}

}

=: C̄. (4.35)

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.2.

Due to Theorem 1.1 and Remark 2, it is not hard to check that the other estimates for a single viscous

contact wave still hold for the combination of viscous contact wave with rarefaction waves. Hence, we finish

the proof of Proposition 3.1 for composite wave of the pattern of R1CR3, and so the proof of Theorem 1.2

is completed.
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