arXiv:2108.02619v2 [math.AP] 22 Aug 2021

Large-time behavior of solutions to the outflow problem

for the compressible Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations
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Abstract

We investigate the large-time behavior of solutions toward the combination of the boundary layer
and 3-rarefaction waves to the outflow problem for the compressible non-isentropic Navier-Stokes
equations coupling with the Maxwell equations through the Lorentz force (called the Navier-Stokes-
Maxwell equations) on the half line Ry. 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. We prove that this typical composite wave pattern
is time-asymptotically stable with the composite boundary condition of the electromagnetic fields,
under some smallness conditions and the assumption that the dielectric constant is bounded. This
can be viewed as the first result about the nonlinear stability of the combination of two different

wave patterns for the IBVP of the non-isentropic Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations.
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1 Introduction

Plasma dynamics is a field of studying flow problems of electrically conducting fluids. A complete
analysis in this broad field includes the study of the gasdynamic field, the electromagnetic fields and
the radiation field simultaneously in [43]. In this paper, we consider the motion of an electrically
conducting fluid in the presence of electric field and magnetic field. At the macroscopic level, the flow
of this electrically conducting fluid such as the movement in the electromagnetic fields generated by itself
is described by hydrodynamics equations, for example the compressible Navier-Stokes equations. Since
the dynamic motion of the fluid and the electromagnetic fields couple strongly, the governing system in
the non-isentropic case is derived from fluid mechanics with appropriate modifications to take account
of the electromagnetic effects, which consists of the laws of conservation of mass, momentum and energy,
Maxwell’s law, and the law of conservation of electric charge (see [14], [17]). In this paper, we shall

restrict ourselves to the one-dimensional motion (see [4], [50]) on the half line R :

Pt + (Pu)x - 07
p(us + uuy) + py = pigy — (E + ub)b,
R
ﬁp(& +ubly) + pug = pul + K0z + (B + ub)?, (1.1)
eB — b, + E+ub=0,
bt - Ex - O,

where (z,t) € Ry xR,. The detailed mathematical derivation of system (1.1) will be given in Appendix.
Here, p(z,t) > 0 denotes the mass density; u(z,t) is the fluid velocity; 6(z,t) > 0 is the absolute
temperature; E(x,t) and b(x,t) denote the electric field and the magnetic field, respectively. The
pressure p is expressed by the equations of states. For the sake of simplicity, we will focus on only

polytropic fluids throughout this paper, namely

p = Rph = ApTexp <’YT?18> , (1.2)

where s is the entropy. The parameters in the above equations, respectively, R > 0 is the gas constant
and v > 1 is the adiabatic exponent; ¢ > 0 in (1.1), and (1.1), is the viscosity coefficient of the fluid;
the heat conductivity coefficient x in (1.1), is assumed to be a positive constant. Moreover, € > 0 in
(1.1), denotes the dielectric constant.

The system (1.1) is obtained from the Navier-Stokes equations coupling with the Maxwell equations
through the Lorentz force. Thus it is usually called the Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations. Notice that
the same terminology was used by Masmoudi in [33] and Duan in [2] but for the different models. In
this paper, we consider the initial-boundary value problem for the compressible non-isentropic Navier-

Stokes-Maxwell equations on a half line. The initial data for the system (1.1) is given by

(p7u797E7 b)($70) = (p07u07007E07b0)(33)7 inf /00(:17) >0, inf 00(33) > 0. (13)
zeR4 zeR4



We assume that the initial data in the far field x = 400 is constant, namely

lim _(po, uo, 0o, Eo, bo)(z) = (P4, ut, 04, By, by ),

r—r—+00

and the boundary data for u and 0 at x = 0 is given by the following constants
(u,0)(0,t) = (u—,0_), Yt=>0,
where py > 0, 0+ > 0 and u_ < 0. The following compatibility conditions hold as well
up(0) =u—_, 6p(0) =6_.
In particular, we suppose the boundary values for £ and b satisfy the following condition:

(VeE —b) (0,t) = 0. (1.4)

Actually, setting V = (eE, b)", equations (1.1) 4 and (1.1); can be transformed as the following
form
0 -1 /e wu

Vi+ AV, + BV =0, for A= , B= . (1.5)
~1/e 0 0 0

Here Matrix A has two eigenvalues A\ = 1/4/¢ and Ay = —1/4/e. Direct calculations show that the

pair of Riemann invariants {W7, Ws} associated with the eigenvalues A\; and A2 can be taken as

(W1 Wo) = Y {VEE b, VEE + b}, (16)
Using this pair of Riemann invariants, we can diagonalize the equations in (1.5) as
Wi+ AW, + DW =0,

where W := (W7, Wg)T and A := diag(\1, A2). The basic theory of hyperbolic systems of conservation
laws (for example, see [47]) shows that we must specify the boundary value W1(0,t) since A\ > 0; and
W5(0,1) is determined by the initial data since A2 < 0. Now each W; (i = 1 or 2) is a linear combination
of the V; (i =1 and 2), so we must specify only one condition on the components of V' at the boundary
x = 0. Due to (1.6), we specify the boundary value on /eE — b satisfying (1.4). It should be pointed
out that this type of boundary condition has ever been mentioned by Chen-Jerome-Wang in [1].

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, and the vanishing dielectric constant
limit problem 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?. Li and Mu [26] studied the low Mach number limit



problem for the solution of the full compressible Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations converging to that of
the incompressible system in R3. Later, Jiang and Li in [15] studied the vanishing dielectric constant
limit and obtained the convergence of the 3-D Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations to the full compressible
magnetohydrodynamic equations in the torus T3. Recently, Xu in [48] studied the large-time behavior
of the classical solution toward some given constant states and obtained the time-decay estimates in
the whole space R? with small initial perturbation in H® N L'. For the one-dimensional non-isentropic
model, Fan and Hu in [4] obtained the uniform estimates with respect to the dielectric constant and
the global-in-time existence in a bounded interval without vacuum. Furthermore, Fan and Ou in [5]
considered the one-dimensional full equations for a thermo-radiative electromagnetic fluid in a form
similar to that in (1.1); and established the similar result to [4].

However, for the one-dimensional compressible Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations, there are few re-
sults about the large-time behavior of the solution toward some non-constant states, especially wave
patterns. To the authors’ best knowledge, there are only four relevant results. To the Cauchy problem,
Luo-Yao-Zhu [32] and Yao-Zhu [50] established the stability of rarefaction wave for the compressible
isentropic and non-isentropic Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations under suitable smallness conditions, re-
spectively. Huang-Liu in [13] 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 this in our paper, except for the similar dissipative term E + ub. Recently, Yao-Zhu in [49] study
the asymptotic stability of the superposition of viscous contact wave with rarefaction waves for the
compressible Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations, which is the first result on the combination of two dif-
ferent wave patterns of this complex coupled model. But for the large-time behavior of solutions to
an IBVP of the non-isentropic Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations, as far as we know there are still few
results. Here, we will partly give a positive answer for this important problem.

In fact, equations (1.1) reduce to the classical Navier-Stokes equations if we ignore the effects of
the electromagnetic fields. Motivated by the relationship between the Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations
and Navier-Stokes equations, we temporarily assume that F. = by = 0, namely, the initial-boundary

values satisfying

Z‘EIEOO(p()’uo’eO’EO’bO)(x) = (p+7u+70+7070)7 (17)
(u,0,/eE —1)(0,t) = (u—,6_,0), Vt>0, (1.8)

and can consider the large-time behavior of solutions to the outflow problem (1.1)-(1.3) and (1.7)-(1.8)
in the setting of E(x,t) = b(xz,t) = 0. Then the above outflow problem is reduced to consider the

corresponding outflow problem of the Navier-Stokes equations:

pt+ (Pu)x = 07
p(Ut + qu) +px = UUgy,
R

ﬁp(et + uex) + puz = Nui + Hexxa



with the initial-boundary values
(pv u, 9)(:177 0) = (p(]a U, 90)(:17) - (p+7 U, 9+)7 as  x — +09,

(u,0)(0,8) = (u_,0_), Yt>0.

Hence, under the assumption E; = by = 0, when time tends to infinity, it is reasonable for us to
expect that the solutions to the outflow problem (1.1)-(1.3) and (1.7)-(1.8) asymptotically converge
to the profiles the same as that of the Navier-Stokes equations. Moreover, the cases for F; # 0 and
by # 0 which lead to more complex structures are left for study in future.

In the past three decades, there have been many works on the large-time behavior of solutions
to the Cauchy problem of 1-D compressible Navier-Stokes equations (including its isentropic case)
with some end constant states at far fields @ = 400 of initial data. We refer interested readers to
[18, 19, 27, 30, 37, 42, 10, 12, 8, 3, 6] and some references therein. The above literatures show that the
large-time behavior of solutions to the Cauchy problem with the far field constant states of initial data
is basically governed by its corresponding Riemann solutions to the compressible Euler equations, just
as contact discontinuity and shock wave are replaced by the corresponding viscous contact wave and
(shifted) viscous shock wave, respectively.

However, for the large-time behavior of solutions to an IBVP of the Navier-Stokes equations, there
exists a different wave phenomenon from the Cauchy problem. In fact, the authors of [28, 29, 31]
found a new wave phenomenon while studying the IBVP for scalar viscous conservation law. This
phenomenon appeared due to the boundary effect, and they named it boundary layer. Since this
wave’s form is the stationary solution, other people also call it stationary solution. From then on,
the investigation of the existence and stability of the boundary layer, including the stability of its
combinations with viscous hyperbolic waves has aroused many researchers’ interests. Later, Matsumura
in [34] gave the complete classification of the large-time behavior of the solutions for the compressible
isentropic Navier-Stokes equations in terms of the far field states and the boundary data. According
to the sign of u_, i.e. the value of fluid velocity at the boundary z = 0, the IBVP of the Navier-
Stokes equations can be divided into three cases: the outflow problem (u_ < 0), the inflow problem
(u— > 0) and the impermeable wall problem (u_ = 0). Since then, some conjectures in [34] have been
extensively investigated and verified for the isentropic and non-isentropic Navier-Stokes equations by
many authors. Here, we mention several works on the asymptotic stability analysis of wave patterns to
the IBVP: [21, 24, 11, 25, 20, 44, 40] for the outflow problem, [38, 9, 46, 45, 39] for the inflow problem
and [35, 36, 7] for the impermeable wall problem.

These three kinds of IBVP are still important topics in the theory of fluid dynamics and plasma
physics. So it is meaningful and interesting to study the corresponding problems for the Navier-Stokes-
Maxwell equations. In the present paper, we only discuss the outflow problem. The outflow boundary
value u_ < 0 means that fluid blows out from the boundary x = 0 with the velocity u_. Thus
this problem is called the outflow problem (see [34]). The outflow boundary condition implies that the

characteristic of the hyperbolic equation (1.1), for the density p is negative around the boundary so that



boundary conditions on u and 6 to parabolic equations (1.1), and (1.1), are necessary and sufficient for
the wellposedness of the hydrodynamic parts. Motivated by [44, 11, 20], we will consider asymptotic
stability of solutions towards the superposition of the boundary layer (including the nondegenerate
case) and the 3-rarefaction wave under some smallness conditions and with the composite boundary
condition of the electromagnetic fields. To our knowledge, this can be viewed as the first result for the
Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations in this direction.

Here, we briefly give some remarks on our problem and review some key analytical techniques.
Compared with the result of [44] and [20] for compressible Navier-Stokes equations, the outflow problem
for compressible non-isentropic Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations is more complicated.

Due to the strong interaction between the fluid motion and the electromagnetic fields, the main
difficulties to prove the nonlinear stability of wave patterns lie in the additional terms produced by the
electrodynamic effects. The first bad term about the electric field E and the magnetic field b we suffered
is — fg fR+(E + b + ub)bdxdr. But the lack of damping decay mechanism of the magnetic field b
hinders us from obtaining the time-space integrable good term fg fR+ b2 dadr, which is disadvantageous
to the derivation of the zero-order energy estimates. To overcome this obstacle, we try to use the
structure of the Maxwell equations and package extra terms together with the bad term — fg fR+(E +
b + Ub)1bdxdr to produce a compound time-space integrable good term fot fR+ (E + b + 4b)? dxdrT,
which is crucial to obtain the zero-order energy estimates and is essential to get high-order energy
estimates. One can see Lemma 3.3 of the zero-order energy estimates for details.

Secondly, we would encounter some obstacles under the composite boundary condition of the
electromagnetic fields: (y/eE — b)(0,t) = 0. For example, once using the Poincaré type inequal-
ity (3.14) to estimate fot Jz, @2b? dzdr, then the bad term §3 fot b?(0,7)dr would arise. But the ab-
sence of good term fot fR+ b? dzdr makes it invalid to apply L Sobolev inequality (3.10) to estimate
b%(0,t). This requires a good term produces from the boundary estimates so that we can absorb
the corresponding bad term by choosing ¢ suitably small. In addition, to treat the boundary term
fg fR+ - (%QEE2 + %@bz + Eb)x dazdr in (3.20), the sign of u_ is bad for this term. This fact also urges
us to use the boundary condition (v/eE — b)(0,t) = 0 and the additional technical condition (3.21) to
produce a boundary good term %fot VEE?(0,7)dr in (3.20) such that we can employ it to absorb the
former bad term &3 fot b%(0,7)dr indeed. On the other hand, for boundary terms fot Jz, = (Eubs), dadr
and fg fR+ 2e (EE;), dadr, we try to use the specific structure of the Maxwell equations and the com-
posite boundary condition (y/eE — b)(0,t) = 0 to transform E.(0,t¢) and b,(0,¢) into some suitable
forms and get desired estimates eventually; see (3.42)-(3.50) and (3.55) for details.

Thirdly, for the boundary layer 4, we have to estimate the terms including the weight 4, such as
- fot fR+ Uy (eE2 + b*) dadr on the right-hand side of the inequality (see in (3.23)). It is not workable
to apply usual method to estimate this term directly. Motivated by the idea of [44]: for each (u,0)(z)
there exists a constant My > 1 just depending on u_,0_, py, us, 0, such that @, > 0 and 6, > 0 on
[My, +0), we divide the integral into two parts: — {fot OMO +fg ]\4/}50} %ﬂx (&E2 + b2) dxzdr. This
treatment avoids us to estimate the bad term fot AZ(?O %ﬂx (&E2 + b2) dzdr. Then together with the

boundary good term % f(f VEE?(0,7)dr in (3.20), we can obtain the desired estimates; see the proof of



(3.24)-(3.27) for details.

Fourthly, 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 (2.31) that € is bounded for some
specific positive constants C. Through some elaborate analysis, we can finally determine the value of
the constant C. One can see the discussion about € in (3.21), (3.31), (3.35), (3.47), (3.57) and (3.59) for
details. So far it is unclear how to remove such restriction for the nonlinear stability of wave patterns
on the Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations.

In the appendix, we provide a mathematical derivation for the one-dimensional model (1.1). We
also obtain additional four 1-D models, which remains to be studied in mathematics and physics in

future.

Notations: Throughout this paper, we denote positive constants generally large (respectively,
generally small) independent of x and ¢ by C' (respectively, by ¢). And the character ‘C’ and ‘¢’ may
vary from line to line. |- |[z» stands the LP-norm on the Lebesgue space LP(R;) (1 < p < o0). For the
sake of convenience, we always denote || - || = || - ||,2. What’s more, H* will be used to denote the usual
Sobolev space W*2(R_) (k € Z,) with respect to variable z.

2 Preliminaries and main results
Let

C(pv 8) = \/pﬁ(pv 8) =V R~0 =: C(p79)7 M(p7u79) = Ma

C

which are called the local sound speed and the local Mach number. Let

u
et 1= c(pt,04) = /R4, My = M(py,uq,04) = M,

which are called the sound speed and the Mach number at the far field x = +oo, respectively. We
divide the state space: the quarter 3D space {(p,u,0) | p > 0, 6 > 0} into three parts:

Q= { (p.10.0) | [ul < VA |
Pusan = { (o, 0) | Jul = VRr8 |
Qsuper = {(p,u, 9)‘ lu| > \/R—’ye},

which are called subsonic, transonic and supersonic regions, respectively. If we add the alternative

condition v < 0 or u > 0 into these regions, then we have six connected subsets Q;flb, r'E  and Qgﬁlper.

2.1 Boundary layer

It is known that the corresponding hyperbolic system of (1.1) with (1.2) has three characteristic values

/\I(P,U,H) =u— R 0, )\2(p7u79) =u, /\3(p7u79) =u+ /R0



For the outflow problem u_ < 0, one easily knows A\; < A < 0 at the boundary z = 0. So if uy < 0 and
u_ is sufficiently close to u such that u_ < 0 also holds, then a stationary solution (p, @, é, E, 5) (x) to
the outflow problem (1.1)-(1.3) and (1.7)-(1.8) is expected:

(pi)e =0,  wERy,

1ﬁﬂ9~m + Py = ,U'LNL?C + /Qémma (2’1)

'&(0) =U—, 6(0) = 9—7 (ﬁ,@,é)(—i—oo) = (p+7u+70+)7

inf p(x) >0, inf 6(z) >0,
SCER+ Z‘ER+

with E = b = 0, where p := p(p, 0~) — Rpf. The stationary solution is usually called the boundary
layer, see [34], [44] for example. From the fact that p(x) > 0 and u_ < 0, we have

po=p(0) = ) =2 ) <0, (2.2)

= s

u— a(z)’

Thus, (2.1) is equivalent to the coupling of (2.2) and the following ordinary differential equations:

iy = 22 (G —uy) + R (g - 9—*)] . zeR,,
T u o uy
b= 22 | B ) 2 (0 00) 2. 23)
(@,6)(0) = (u_,0-), (@ 0)(+00) = (us,604),
where py := p(p4,05) = Rpy0.. The strength of the boundary layer is measured by
d0=lusy —u_|+10+—06_]. (2.4)
Then we have the following lemma.
Lemma 2.1. (Existence of the boundary layer) Suppose that the boundary data (u—,0_) satisfy
(u—,0-) e M+ :={(u,0) € R?: |(u—uy,0—0,)] < o} (2.5)

for a certain positive constant &y. Notice that (2.5) is equivalent to the inequality 6 < dg.

(i) For the supersonic case My > 1, there exists a unique smooth solution (t,0)(z) to the problem
(2.3) satisfying
dk

_ (k)
(a(a;) g, f(z) — 9+) ‘ <O, Wim = k=0,1,2,, (2.6)




where ¢ and C are positive constants.

(ii) For the transonic case My = 1, there exists a centre-stable manifold M C M™ consisting of two
trajectories T'; := (M;1, Mi2) (§), 1 = 1,2, £ € Ry, tangent to the line puy(u—uy)— (y—1)x(0 —
0+) = 0 on the opposite directions at (u4,04). Depending on the location of (u—,0_), this case

1s divided into three subcases:

Subcase 1. For each (u—,0_) € M™*, (a,0) C M, it holds that

~ k
(ﬁ(x) —uy, () — 0+>( )‘ <06, k=0,1,2,- . (2.7)

Subcase 2. For each (u—_,0_) € M satisfying % — (04 — 0-) < M;2(§), where & is

—1)2k(u_—u — k(U —
determined uniquely by M;1(§) = (VRJBY+(2_1)2’:) + (['IQM}Y)JFR('ZY_(%%}ZT,

unique solution (i, 0) C M™* satisfying

i = 1 or 2, there exists a

i 9 9 W C il k
(u(:l?) - U+, (33)— +) = W? _071727"' ) (28)
and
Gy >0, 6,>0 for 2> 1. (2.9)

Subcase 3. For each (u—_,0_) € M™, if it does not belong to Subcases 1 or 2, then there exists no

solution.

(iii) For the subsonic case My < 1, there exists a curve such that the unique smooth solution (i, 0)(x)
to the problem (2.3) satisfying (2.6).

Remark 1. For the transonic case M, = 1, @i, > 0 and 6, > 0 when z > 1 will be fundamental to
obtain some energy estimates in the proof of Theorem 2.1 and 2.3. See Section 3 for details. The result
of Case (ii) is borrowed from [44] and we skip the proof for brevity. We should mention that Lemma
2.1 was first obtained by Zhu et al. in [20] by using the central manifold theorem and Qin in [44] gave

another proof of Case (ii) by employing the qualitative theory of ordinary differential equations.

The asymptotic stability of the boundary layer (p, @, 6.0, 0) is stated in the following theorem.
Theorem 2.1. Assume that the boundary layer (ﬁ,&,é,0,0) exists under one of the following three
conditions: (1) My > 1; (ii) My = 1; (iii) M4+ < 1. In addition, the dielectric constant € satisfies

0<e<C (2.10)

for some positive constant C (depending only on |u_| and |uy|). Then there exist two small positive
constants §1 and €1 which are independent of T, such that if 0 < 6 < min{dy,d1} and the initial data
satisfies

Gpo, w0, 60, o, bo) = (7,6, 0,0) [ < 1, (2.11)



then the initial-boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.3) and (1.7)-(1.8) has a unique global solution (p,u, 0, E,b).
Moreover, the solution (p,u,8, E,b) converges to the boundary layer (p, u, 6~, 0,0) uniformly as time tends

to infinity in the sense that:

tlg)_aoo xseuRI:l (psu,0,E,b)(x,t) — (p,1,0,0,0)(z)| = 0. (2.12)
Remark 2. Motivated by [20] and [51], we expect to study the convergence rate of the solutions
towards the non-degenerate boundary layer for the 1-D Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations. The main
difficulty in the analysis lies that we can’t get the weighted time-space integrable good terms fot fR+ (1+
7)¢W; s E? dzdr and fot fR+(1 + 7)8W); 5b? dzdr simultaneously, and only can obtain the dissipation
good term fg fR+(1 + 7)5W; 5(E + ub)? dedr instead, which is a typical feature of the Navier-Stokes-
Maxwell equations with regularity-loss property. Precisely, obstacle occurs in the zero-order weighted
energy estimates on F and b. By employing some similar argument as that of Lemma 3.3, then choosing
B, € and § suitably small, it holds that

(1+1)¢ /]R+ W5 <p77(a;,t) + %€E2 + %bQ - sEﬂb) dz
t t
—I—c/ (14720, 7) dr + (1 — Ju_| \/g)/ (1+ r)EVEE2(0, 7) dr
0 0
t
v [ T W9, dads

t
+c// (1+T)§W,;,ﬁ](sz,§x,E+ub)]2 dxdr
0 Jr,

t
<C Wy 5 (60, 0, o, Eo, bo)|* dz + 05/ (1+7) eE*(0,7)dr
R, 0

t t
48 [ N6 VEERB)IP AT +C [ [ €14 1) Wi (06,0 dadr
0 0 JRry
! 1 1
— 519/ / (14+7)Ws 15 (—ﬂ€E2 + =1b® + Eb) dadr
0 Ja. 2 2
! ¢-1 L o, Lo -
+ EQ+7)" " Wyp| zeE” + -b° +ebub | dadr. (2.13)
0 JRy A\ 2 2
Here, W g := (14 Bx)” is an algebraic weight and 7(z, ) is defined in Lemma 3.3. In order to not only
obtain the weighted space integrable good term (1 4 )¢ fR+ W3 (5E2 + b2) dz from the first term on

the left-hand side of (2.13), but also apply an induction to £ of the last term on the right-hand side of
(2.13), we hope that there exist two positive constants m and M such that

1 1
<§5 — a1> E? + <§ — a2> b* + cEib > m (eE? + b%) (2.14)

10



and
1 1
<§s+k1> E? + <§ +k2> b? + cEub < M (E + ub)? (2.15)

for some given constants 0 < a1 < %E, 0<ay < % and ki, ks > 0. However, by means of positive
semidefinite quadratic form, it is not hard to deduce 1 > e@? from (2.14) and ¢@? > 1 from (2.15),
respectively. This implies (2.14) and (2.15) can not be established simultaneously. Thus it seems unable
to apply an induction to £ of (2.13) to get the desired convergence rate just depending only on the
weighted time-space integrable compound good term fg fR+(1 +7)Wy 5 (E + ub)2 daxdr.

2.2 Rarefaction wave

It is well known that the 3-rarefaction wave curve through the right-hand side state (p4,u4,0) is

_ 1—
0<p<pg, p'70=p "0y,

R3 (p.,.,u.,.,@.,.) = (p7u70) P _ : (216)
U= uq + / \/ Rypl 0, & d¢
P+

So for each pair of data (u_,0_) with the restriction condition
_1
(0-/04)7 1 py - 43
(. :u+—|—/ \/ Rypy 704 €7 dE, (2.17)
P+

there exists a unique p_ such that (p_,u—_,0_) € R3(p+,u+,64). The 3-rarefaction wave (p",u", 0")(x/t)
connecting (p—,u_,0_) and (p4,u+,64) is the unique weak solution globally in time to the following

Riemann problem:

pt + (pu)z =0, zeR, t>0,

(pu)e + (pu* +p), =0,
B A

(p—vu—ve—)v z <0,
(p,u,@)(x,O) =

(p+,u+,9+), 3§‘>0,

with the electric field rarefaction wave E = 0 and the magnetic field rarefaction wave b = 0. Here
0_ < 64 (or equivalently, p_ < py, u— < uy). In addition, if A3(p—,u_,0_) > 0, then the rarefaction
then

As(p—,u_,0_) > 0. Thus in this situation, one can expect that the solutions to the outflow problem

wave is constant on (x,t) € R_ x [0,+00). For the outflow problem when u_ € Q_, U,

converge towards 3-rarefaction wave which is similar to the Cauchy problem of (1.1). To give the details
of the large-time behavior of the solutions to the outflow problem, it is necessary to construct a smooth

approximation (p, @, 0)(z,t) of (p",u",0")(x/t). To this end, we borrow the idea from [11] and [37].
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Consider the solution to the following Cauchy problem:
wy + wwy, = 0, reR, t>0,
w_, x <0, (2.19)

w(a:, 0) = ax
w_ + Cq5r/ yle ¥ dy, x>0.
0

Here 4, := wy —w_ > 0,0 < a <1 < g are two constants to be determined later, and C; is a constant
such that C, f0+°O yle ¥ dy = 1. Let wy = A\3(p+,us,0+) and (p, 4,0, E,b)(z,t) be defined as

<ﬂ+\/R7§> (z,t) =w(z,1+1), zeR, t>0,

(7779) (2,6) = o764,

p(x,t) _
i) =uet [ \[RuplT0L €
P+

E(z,t) = b(x,t) = 0.

(2.20)

Due to w— > 0 and (2.19), one has w(z,t) = w_ on R_ x [0,4+00). From (2.20), one easily knows that
(p,u,0)(x,t) is constant on R_ x [0, +00) too. Here we restrict (p, i, 0)(z,t) in the half space {z > 0}
and still use (p, @, 0)(x,t) to represent (p,u,0)(z,t)|+>0. Then one easily has

R - 1 R - 1
[ﬁ <ﬁ9 + 51‘?)} + [p‘ﬂ <ﬁ9 + §a2> +ﬁa] =0, (2.21)
t x

_ (p—au—ae—)7 $—>O+,

\ (p+,U+,9+), T — +00,
where p := p(p,0) = Rpf. Then the following lemma holds.
Lemma 2.2. (see [11]) (p,u,0)(x,t) satisfies

(ﬁl‘x?éﬂfl‘)‘ S C(‘amﬁ’ + 'ai)} v (‘Tvt) S R-i- X R-i-;

(ii) For any p (1 < p < 400), there exists a constant Cp, such that
_ 1 L 1
P2+ T, B2) (D)0 < Cpgmin{d,a’ 7,67 (1+) 7}, (2.22)

1 1
1 (Foes oz, Oza) ()l 1r < Cpgmin{ (8, + 62)a> 77, (67 + 8¢ )(1+ )" Ta); (2.23)
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(iii) If z < (u— + /RYO_)(1 + ), then (p,u,0)(z,t) — (p—,u_,0_) = 0;

(iv) lim¢— o0 SUP,cR,
Now we can give the local stability of the 3-rarefaction wave:

Theorem 2.2. Assume (py,uq,04) € Q_ U{u >0}, 6 <0, and

1
(0—/04)7=Tpy _
U =uy + / VR0, €T de > — /Ry

P+

In addition, the dielectric constant € satisfies
0<e<C (2.24)

for some positive constant C' (depending only on |us| and 01). There is a suitably small constant 3 > 0
which is independent of T', such that if

o+ |[(po, w0, 0o, Eo, bo) — (po, o, 0o, 0,0)|| g1 < €2, (2.25)

then the outflow problem (1.1)-(1.3) and (1.7)-(1.8) has a unique global solution (p,u,0,E,b)(z,t).
Furthermore,
lim sup [(p,u,0,E,b)(x,t) — (p",u",6",0,0)(x/t)| = 0. (2.26)

t—-+o0 z€R |

2.3 Superposition of the boundary layer and rarefaction wave

Now let (py,uy,04) € Q, U{u > 0} For (ps,us,0y) € R3(py,uy,04) N (Q UL, let Sy =
{(p,u,0)] pu = pyuy} be a family of surfaces. From Section 2.2, we know that for each point (ps, ws, 0x)
there exists a uniquely determined 3-rarefaction wave connecting it and (p4,u,601). Among the three
variables, p., us and 6, just one is independent, the other two can be determined accordingly. Precisely

speaking, if let p, be independent, then
1— 11—y . P+ 1—v ~¥—3
pe <Pty P Oe=py 04, ul=ugp+ Ryp 04§72 dS. (2.27)
o+

Obviously, both u, and 6, are strictly increasing and continuously differentiable with respect to pi.
From Section 2.1, we can easily know that each boundary layer belongs to one surface of the family.

Consider the family S, to be a function of p,, then

ds, duy
1 = Uy + p*a = Uy + / R0,. (2.28)
Due to (ps,us,0x) € Q_, UL, we know that R3(ps,us,0,) and each one of S, owns a unique

intersection point, i.e., (p«,us,0x). Moreover, all of S, never intersect each other, especially when
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(ps, Ug, 04) € Ty For Case 1: if

tran-

(0-/64)7 T ps - L
0# |u_ —uy — / Ryp 704 &7 dE| <« 1, (2.29)
P+

then it is expected that there exists a unique point (p, u«, 64) € Ra(p4,uy,04)NQ  such that p,, u.,
0., u_ and 6_ satisfy (2.1) just when (p4,uy,604) is replaced by (ps,us,0) there. For Case 2: when
(P Us, 04) € R3(p4,us,04) N, it holds that u, = —v/R76,, which means (p., u., 6,) is unique too.

Let
(5,,0) = (5,%,0) + (7,7,0) — (per s, 6.), (2.30)

with £ = b = 0, and the strength of boundary layer denoted by § = |(ux —u_,0, —6O_)]. Under the

preliminaries above, we can state the third result.

Theorem 2.3. Assume (p4,uy,04) € Q_ U{u > 0}, (p«,us,0s) € Ry(pg,uq,04) N (2, U T Gan)
and Py, Us, O, u_, O_ satisfy (2.1) just when (py,us,04) there is replaced by (p«, us, 6x). In addition,
the dielectric constant € satisfies

0<e<C (2.31)

for some positive constant C' (depending only on |uy| and 01). There exist two small positive constants
do and e3 which are independent of T', such that if 0 < § < min{dy,d2} and

a =+ [[(po, w0, 8o, Bo, bo) = (po, o, 00,0, 0)|| 1 r, ) < €3, (2.32)

then the outflow problem (1.1)-(1.3) and (1.7)-(1.8) has a unique global solution (p,u,0, E,b)(z,t).

Furthermore,

lim sup |(p,u,0)(z,t) — (5, @, 0)(x) — (p",u",0")(x/t) + (ps, s, 0:)| =0, (2.33)

t——+o0 zeR

and
lim sup |[(E,b)(x,t) — (0,0)] = 0. (2.34)

t——+o0 zeR

Remark 3. From (3.60) for the case M, = 1, we can take the constant C' in (2.31) as

1
64max{fu_|,fuy|} - (max{lu-|, [uy]} + /By max{6_,0,])

C = (2.35)

Then for each given ¢ satisfying the condition (2.31), our system (1.1) is explicitly well-defined. On the
one hand, when we take max{|u_|, |uy|} suitably small, the dielectric constant € can be large enough,
which can be seen from the conditions (2.31) and (2.35) directly. This fact can relax the requirement
of smallness of . On the other hand, the conditions (2.31) and (2.35) together can relax the restriction
on max{|u_|,|us+|} as long as the dielectric constant ¢ is suitably small. Thus, an interesting problem

occurs, that is how to remove the technical condition (2.31) in future.
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Remark 4. For the compressible non-isentropic Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations, the asymptotic sta-
bility of the wave patterns to the inflow problem and the impermeable wall problem can also be taken

into account and remains to be studied in future.

3 Proofs of the theorems

It is easy to know that the proof of Theorems 2.1, 2.2 is similar to and simpler than that of Theorem
2.3 below, thus the details of Theorems 2.1, 2.2 are omitted here. And it is noted that Theorem
2.3 concerns two cases of the boundary layer: one is non-degenerate, the other is degenerate. If the
boundary layer is not degenerate, i.e. decays exponentially, then employing a Poincaré-type inequality,
one easily knows that all the terms concerning the boundary layer are easier to be controlled than the
counterparts of the degenerate case. Hence, we only consider the proof of Theorem 2.3 concerning the
superposition of the degenerate boundary layer and the 3-rarefaction wave.
Recall
(5, 0)(w,t) = (5,1, 0)(w) + (p, 1, 0)(w, 1) = (py s, 0s) .

After some simple calculations, we can obtain

N

(p+ipe+pin=F z€Ry, t>0,

R /4 A . ~ B A
ﬁp <6t +u9x) + Pty = KOyy +,uu:20 + h,

k(AquJ’?é)(O?t) = (p—7u—76—)7 (Avﬁﬂé)("’_oovt) = (p+,u+,9+),

where p_ := (pauy)/u_, and py, us, Oy, u_, 6_ satisfy (2.1). Here p := p(p, é) = Rpf and

f: (U = ui) po + (P — pu) Uz + (U — ws) P + (P — ps) Uas
g:ﬁ[(a_u*)ﬂx‘i‘(a_u*)ﬂx] +(ﬁ_p*)aax+(ﬁ_ﬁ_ 7)90 - P__P* 7907
~ R 7 ~ B _ R B -
h= =0 | = ) ot (= ) O] + = (0= pu) i
+ (ﬁ - ﬁ)ax + (ﬁ - ﬁ)ax - Ré (ﬁ - p*) Ug.
Combining @, > 0 and (2.1), we obtain that
I+ 18]+ (B < C (@ = we) ] + |7 — ua| @) (3.1)
Define the perturbation as
(6,9, ¢, B b)(2,t) = (p— p,u— 10,0 — 0, B, b)(x,1). (3.2)
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Then we transform the initial-boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.3) and (1.7)-(1.8) as

¢t+u¢x+pwx:f7 ‘TER+7 t>07

p (e +uy) + (p — D)o = fithee — (E + b+ ub)b + g,
%P ((t + u(ﬂc) +p7pm = ”(ﬂcw + w/)?g + (E + ¢b + @b)2 + h,

eBy — by + E+ b+ ub =0,

bt_szov

with the initial data

(¢0771Z)07C07E07b0)($) = (¢771Z)7<7E7 b)(ﬂ?,O) — (070707070)7 as T — +00,

and the boundary condition

(¢7 1/}7 C? \/EE - b)(07 t) = (p(07 t) - p—,0,0, 0)7
where X
[ =—lgp—pa¥ — f,

[

. ) _ 9 _
g = —,O’LLm¢ + Dy — PUzy— + PUze — S0,
p p p

= — bt = By = (vfe + i)

ISHRSE

+ KOy 4 2ilipthy + 2puliyliy + a2 — %i}.
For interval I C [0,00), we define a function space X (I) as
(¢771Z)7<7E7 b) eL™ (I7 Hl(R-l')) )
X(I):= (6,0, E,b) | (¢g, By, by) € L? (I; L*(Ry))

(%,Cx) € L2 (I; HI(R+))

(3.3)

(3.4)

To prove Theorem 2.3 for brevity, we only devote ourselves to deriving the uniform a priori estimates

of the perturbation from the superposition of the degenerate boundary layer and the 3-rarefaction wave

to the initial-boundary value problem (3.3)-(3.6).

Proposition 3.1. (A priori estimates) Suppose that the boundary layer in Theorem 2.3 is degenerate.
Let (¢,9,(, E,b) € X(0,T) be a smooth solution to the problem (3.3)-(3.6) on 0 <t < T for T > 0.
There exist a positive constant C (depending only on |ux| and 01) and two suitably small positive

constants d3 and ¢ such that if the dielectric constant ¢ and the strength of boundary layer § satisfy
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e < C, 6 <min{dy,d3} and the following a priori assumption holds:

(¢7¢7C7E7 b)(t)HHl < €0, (37)

sup ||
0<t<T

then (¢, C, E,b)(x,t) satisfies

T
(6,9, ¢, VEE, b)II3n + VEE*(0,1)] +/0 (s Py Cos By by Yo Coa) |2 AT

sup
0<t<T

T 3
+ / [qs?(o,f) + ¢2(0,7) + VEE?*(0,7) + EiEE(O,T)} dr
0

T
" / (12 + b+ G| + [/ (6,6, ¢, VEE, B[] dr

< C (|’(¢07¢07C07E07b0)”%(1 + 6+ Oé%) . (38)

Owing to a smallness assumption (3.7) on ||(¢,v,(, E,b)(t)| g1, a quantity |[(¢,,(, E,b)(t)| L is
also sufficiently small, i.e.

||(¢7¢7C7E7 b)(t)HLoo < \/5607 (39)
where we have used the following Sobolev inequality
1 1
1 Fllzee <V2IFIZ(FNZ,  for f(z) € H' (Ry). (3.10)

Once Proposition 3.1 is proved, we can close the a priori assumption (3.7). The global existence of
the solution to the initial-boundary value problem (3.3)-(3.6) then follows from the standard continu-
ation argument based on the local existence and the a priori estimates. For 0 < ¢ < C, the estimate
(3.8) and the equations (3.3) imply that

/0 <H<<z>x,wx,<x,Ex,bx)<t>H2+ %H(%wm@,Ex,bx)@)\\z

>dt<oo,

which easily leads to
lim  ||(¢z, ¥z, Cos Eay be)()])? = 0. (3.11)

t——+o0

Then using the Sobolev inequality (3.10), together with (3.11), directly implies the large time behavior
of the solutions: (2.33) and (2.34).

Firstly, due to (3.9) and the smallness of g, it is easy to deduce the following properties, which will
be frequently used in the sequel.

Lemma 3.1. If the strength of boundary layer 6 = |(us — u—, 6. — 0_)| is small enough, then

(i) a(x), u(x,t), u(z,t) and u(z,t) satisfy

3 1 5
Fu- < u(z) < Fu- < 0, 2u- < u(z,t) < ug,

17



R 3
[a(z, )] < g max{fu_|, |utl}, Jule, )] < 2max{fu_[, Ju+]}.

(i) 0(x), 0(x,t), O(x,t) and O(x,t) satisfy
1 i 3 3 _
0< 56_ <f(z) < 50_, 0< Z0_ <Oy < O(x,t) <Oy,
T . 5 5
3 min{f_,04} < 0(x,t) < 1 max{0_,04},

imin{ﬁ_,&_} < O(x,t) < gmax{ﬁ_,&_}.

(i) po, (&), pla,t), pla,t) and plx,t) satisfy
1

30_\"1
0 <pqt 10, < ps < Pty

L(BNTT <3 36_ ﬁ<_( y <
2,0+ 40, pLx 2,0+, P+ 40, pT,T) = P4,

1 /36_ e < 1 /36_ ﬁ< ) <
- —— x = - - x P
2p+ 49+ P\, 2p+7 4p+ 49+ P\, 4p+

Next, the following useful lemma plays an important role in the proof of the a priori estimates.
Lemma 3.2. Assume functions z(x,t) € H:(R), then

(i) for the boundary layer u(x) satisfying Subcase 2 of the transonic case My = 1, it holds

/ 222 da < O822(0, 1) + 82| 2| (3.12)
Ry

(ii) for the smooth approzimate rarefaction wave u(x,t), it holds

/ w222 dx < C’a%HzH <HZmH2 +(1+ t)_%> . (3.13)
R4

Proof. (3.12) follows easily by employing the following Poincaré type inequality used by Nikkuni [41]:
2@, )] < [20,0)] + 22|zl 2(e,0) € HARy) (3.14)

and the decay rate of the degenerate boundary layer. For (3.13), by using the Sobolev inequality (3.10)

and (2.22) in Lemma 2.2, we have

_ _ _ 1 _2
/]R 52" dz < ||2lfgo i |* < 2|2l - |z - [al® < Cllz]l - l20]l - @3 (1 +1) 73
+
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< Cad 2] (Jlz? + (1 +0)75).

3.1 Zero-order energy estimates

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that the conditions in Proposition 3.1 hold. Then for all 0 <t < T, we have the

following zero-order energy estimates

t
(6,9, ¢, VeE, b)|* +/0 [62(0,7) + VEE2(0,7) + (6, Go, B + b+ ) °] dr

t 1
+ /O IV (6,46, €, VEE, B dr < Cll(b0, 00, o, Eo, bo)|l” + C(8 + a)

ol"'

+C / [(¢as VEEz, by)|| dr. (3.15)

Proof. The proof of the zero-order energy estimates in Lemma 3.3 includes the following two steps.
Step 1: Inspired by the work of the compressible Navier-Stokes equations in [19] and [44], we take
P(s) =s—1—Ins for s >0, and set

1 g /0
n(e,t) = S0° + RO® <§> + 2 e <5> .

Tedious calculations give rise to

(o i, t)); + Hy + iy wm + g O — Qi (Bt b — (B + gb+ by, (3.16)
where
B A e
H = pu-n(@,t) + (p = p)¥ — piphs — w257,
0— RH;;@T/) Rpr¢ g+ (2utigihy + 2y, + 2 4 KOy %

_ p9x¢ 4+ ﬁemm(p B ﬁ) + /fﬂgc(p B ﬁ) +ph g + Kggxegc
(v—1)6 p o 0

R . Op + pii2 — Pty + h ) 6
+p Oy + rn P Pl [(7—1)<I><B>+<I><7>].
71 p p 0

Next, we use the specific structure of the Maxwell equations to treat the terms about electromagnetic
fields on the right-hand side of (3.16). Multiplying (3.3), by E and (3.3); by b respectively, then

summing them up gives

%(EEz +82), — (Eb)y + (E + b+ ab)E = 0. (3.17)
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Multiplying (3.3), by @b and applying (3.3); deduces
1 1
(eBub); — 5 (a(cE* + b)), + éﬂx(eEz +b?) 4 (E + b + tb)ab
_ 1o o -
= 5l (eE* 4+ b°) + cEbiy. (3.18)

Then summing (3.17), (3.18) and (3.16) up gives

1 1 1 1 0
<p nx,t) + §EE2 + 5b2 + aEzlb) + (H — <§a5E2 + 5@52 + Eb>> + ugwi
t T

+ m%@% + %ax(eEZ +07) + (B + b+ ab)? = Q — %az(sﬁ + %) + e Ebiy
¢
5

+ (E + b + ab)? (3.19)

Set 1 := max{|u_|, |us+|}. The boundary condition \/¢E(0,t) = b(0,¢) implies the following boundary

estimate
¢ 1. o 1 4
— | zaueE* + —ub” + Eb | dxdr
o Jr, 2 2 -

-/ t (%U_EE%O,T) + U t0,7) + E<0,T>b<0ﬁ>> dr
0

= /t (u_eE*(0,7) + vE*(0,7)) dr = /t (1 — |u_|v2) VEE*(0,7)dr
0 0

t 3 t
z/ (1= B1ve) VeE*(0,7)dr > Z/ VEE?(0,7)dr, (3.20)
0 0
where in the last inequality we have taken
1—5\/§>§ ie 525<i (3.21)

Moreover, using the boundary condition (3.5), thanks to the good sign of u_, we can get

t t t ~
/ H,dzdr = —/ H(0,7)dr = —u_Rp_H_/ o <£> (0,7)dr
0 JRy 0 0 P

! 2
> c/o ¢“(0,7) dr. (3.22)

Integrating (3.19) with respect to x and ¢, then plugging (3.20) and (3.22) into the resulting equality,
and employing (3.9), we obtain

1 1 1 [t
/ <p.n(x,t)+—EE2+—b2> dx—l——/ Ve (vVEE, b)||* dT
R, 2 2 2 Jo
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3 [t ¢
3 [VEB O dr+er [ [020.0) 410G B+ b+ ab)
0 0
t t
sCI!(¢o,wo,Co,Eo,bo)H2+/ ded7+// eEbi, doxdr
0 JR, 0 JRrRy

/ / +(eE? + %) d:z:d7'+/ leEab| dx. (3.23)
Ry 2

Ry

Step 2: First, we will estimate the terms — fg fR+ $Ug(eE? + b?) dadr and fg fR+ eEbuy dxdT on
the right-hand side of (3.23). For — fg fR+ 1, (e E? 4 b%) dzdr, motivated by the work of [44], we note
that in Subcase 2 of Case (ii) (4, 0)(x) is parallel to the vector (—puuy, (v — 1)k) at (ux,0s). Hence, for
each (i,0)(x) there exists a constant My > 1 just depending on u_,0_, p, us, 0, such that if © > My,
then (@, 0)(z) * (us,0y) as © — 4o00. This implies @, > 0 and 6, > 0 on [My, +00). Thanks to this

important observation, we divide the integral into two parts:

My
/ / +(eE% + b?)dadr = — {/ / / / } —Gg(eE? +b*)dadr = I, + I,.  (3.24)
Ry 2

For I, employing the Poincaré type inequality (3.14) on E and b, then using the boundary condition
VeE(0,t) = b(0,t), we can derive

t My 52
Il < C/O /0 W(EE2 + b2) dxdr
< C/t (eE*(0,7) + b*(0,7)) </MO " dx) dr
~ Jo 7 7 o (1+02)?
t My 52$
+C/0 (el B2ll® + llb2[I?) (/0 md»”ﬂ) dr

t t
< 05/ cE2(0,7) d7+05/ (B + lball?) dr, (3.25)
0 0

where in the last inequality we have used the following simple inequality:
0<In(l+z) <z zeRy.

Moreover, i, > 0 (z > My) implies

/ / liy (e E% + b%) dadr < 0. (3.26)

Combining (3.25) and (3.26), we can get

/ / +(eE? +b?) dzdr < 05/ eE2(0,7) d¢+05/ |(VEEy, by)||? dr. (3.27)
Ry 2
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For fot fR+ eEbu; dzdT, we have

t t
/ / eEbu; dedr = / / e(E + ub — ub)bu, dedr
0 JRy 0 JRy

t t
—/ / cub®iy dedr + / / e(E 4 ub)buy dedr =: J1 + Jo. (3.28)
R 0 JRy

Set P := max{0_,04+}, B3 := b1 + /RyP2 and recall 8; = max{|u_|,|us|}. Due to (i) of Lemma 3.1,

elementary calculations give rise to
'—< + 1/ R0 > ( ﬁ1+vR’Yﬂ2> Uy
<7 (51 + v RW@) Uy = 153%- (3.29)

lay| = ‘—uux - =

Then using (i) of Lemma 3.1 and (3.29) gives that

t
1< 2y / / b dadr < / / b dadr, (3.30)
o Jr,

where in the last inequality we have chosen

5 1
i.e. < —, 31
5153 <15 € B1B3e < 6l (3.31)

By using the Cauchy inequality and the decay rate of smooth approximate rarefaction wave, we can

deduce

dadr

t
| Ja| < / / |E + ub| - Pﬁﬁﬂmb
0o Jr,: 4
1 t
—cl/ (E + ub)® dadr + — / / 5§ 2520 dadr
2 0 Ry 2(31

1 t
—cl// (E + ub)® dxdr+—6§a2// @ || oo T b? dzdT
2 0 Ry 3261 Ry r

1 t
—c1/ (E + ub)? dadr + —536 a/ / tib* dadr,
2" Jo Jry 32¢1 Ry

where ¢; is a constant the same as that in (3.23). Then choosing « suitably small leads to

IN

IN

IN

1 t
|Jo| < 501/ (E + ub)? dadr + 128/ / i b? dedr. (3.32)
0o Jr,

Putting (3.30) and (3.32) into (3.28), we have

1 [t 1 t
< — / / i b? dzdr + —¢; / / (E + ub)? dadr. (3.33)
16 Jo Jr, 2" Jo Jr,

22

eEbu; daxdr
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Next, recalling |@(z,t)| < 2/ and using the Cauchy inequality, the space integration term fR+ leEub| dx

in (3.23) can be estimated as follows:

/ le Eub| dazg/ €
Ry Ry

where in the last inequality we have chosen

3
E - —=pB1b
2/81

1 1
de—/ dﬁmwfh%/‘ﬁdxé—/i@E%Hﬂd@(aw)
4 Jr, 4 R 4 Jr,

1
Bre <3 (3.35)
Combining (3.27), (3.33), (3.34) and (3.23), then choosing ¢ suitably small, we can obtain
1 5 1, T[N~ 2
p-n(z,t)+-eE°+=b" | dov+ — [ ||[Vu(VeE,b)|*dr
- 4 4 16 J,
1 t t 9
43 [VEB O+ [ [R0) 4 1asGon B+ v+ b ar
0 0
t t
< C”(¢07¢07C07E07b0)H2 +C5/ ”(\/E.Ex,bx)”2 dT+/ dedT (336)

0 0o JRry

Finally, for the terms fg fR+ Q dxdr, by performing some similar computations as in [44] and choos-

ing § and « suitably small, we obtain

t t
/ Qdedr + ¢ / / o (6,6, O)? dadr
0o Jr, 0o Jr,

1 t t t
<ge [ wacPar +.05 [ 0.+ corab) (14 [IonemoIPer), @
0 0 0
where ¢ is a constant the same as that in (3.36). Putting (3.37) into (3.36), then taking § and « small
enough, we can arrive at (3.15).

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.3.

3.2 High-order energy estimates

In the following lemma, we will control the energy ||(v/Z2E.,bs)|*.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that the conditions in Proposition 3.1 hold. Then for all 0 <t < T, we have the

following energy estimate
¢ t o,
IVEE:bo) P+ VEER0,0) + [ (Enbo)lPar+ [ dE20.7)ar
0 0

1 t
< € (160, %0, ) + | (Bosbo) ) + €3 + a) (1 + ol df) . (3.38)
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Proof. Firstly, taking the derivative of (3.3), with respect to  and multiplying it by E, then integrating

the resulting equality with respect to x, we obtain

d 1

— | ZeE2dx— / byw By da +/ E?ds = —/ (Yb), B, dz —/ (ub), By da. (3.39)
dt Jr, 2 Ry R, Ry R,

Secondly, taking the derivative of (3.3); with respect to x and multiplying b,, then integrating the

resulting equality with respect to x, we get

d 1b2

2 dx — / Eagby dz = 0. 3.40

Combining (3.39) and (3.40), we obtain

1
g/ = (B2 +12) dx—/ (Epby), dz+ | FEidx
dt R+ 2 R+ R+

_ /R B - / (iib), By dur. (3.41)

Ry

Now we estimate the boundary term in (3.41). The boundary condition /E(0,t) = b(0,t) implies
VEE(0,t) = by(0,1). (3.42)
Moreover, taking « = 0 for (3.3); leads to
be(0,1) = E,(0, ). (3.43)
Combining (3.42) and (3.43), we obtain
E,(0,t) = b,(0,) = VEE(0,1). (3.44)

On the other hand, taking = = 0 for (3.3),, together with the boundary condition /¢E(0,t) = b(0,1),
we have

b2(0,t) = eEy(0,t) + E(0,t) + u_b(0,t) = eE;(0,t) + (1 + u_+/e) E(0,¢t). (3.45)

Using (3.44) and (3.45), we can derive

_/Ot /]R+ (Euby), d:EdT:/Ot (Exbe) (0,7)dr

= /t VEE(0,7) - [eE-(0,7) + (1 4+ u_ve) E(0,7)] dr
0

- /t 5%E3(0,7') dr + /e (1 4+ u_ve) /t(ETE)(O,T) dr
0 0

24



! 1 1
— / e2E2(0,7)dr + 5\/E (1 +u_v/z) E*(0,t) — 5\/E (14 u_+/z) E*(0,0).
0
Due to u— < 0, we have
L+ uvE=1-|u_| VZ 21— BiVe
By choosing

1
ie. Ble< >
1.€ ﬁ1€_4,

DO | =

1— Bive >

we can get ) )
5\/2 (14 u_vz) E*(0,t) > Z\/EE2(0,15).

Furthermore, using the Sobolev inequality implies
1 1
—3Ve(l+u-ve) E2<0,0)‘ < '5\/5 (1+u—vE)| - | Eolli~ < Cll Bl

It follows that 1
— SVE(L+u-vE) E2(0,0) = — Cl|Eoli3.

By plugging (3.48) and (3.49) into (3.46), we can deduce the following boundary estimate

t t
1
—// (Exbs), dxde/ E%EE(O,T)dTJrZ\/EE?(o,t)—CHEOH%,l.
0 JR4 0

Next, by using (3.7), |a(z,t)| < %51, and the Cauchy inequality, we have

- / (Yb)y Ey d — / (b) Ey dw
Ry Ry
< / (b Es| + |0ba By + ity Ea| + isbEy]) da
R4

< C(IIbllze + l[¥llz=) - (1ell® + 11 Ball* + [[b2]1%)
1
+—/ Egdx+9/3%/ bgdx+/ b E,| da
4 Jr, 47 Jr, R,

1 9 .
< Ceall(ba: Exs )| + 1Eol + 16800l + [ JibEu] do.

R4

Moreover, using the Cauchy inequality, (3.12), (3.13) and /eE(0,t) = b(0,t) leads to

1 1
/ liybE,| do < —/ Egda;+c/ u2b* dx < —|yExH2+C/ w2b*dr +C [ wlb*dx
Ry 8 Jr, Ry 8 Ry

Ry

4
3

1, |2 + C8E2(0,1) + C (52 + soa%) be||? + Ceoars (1 4+ )75,
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(3.49)
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(3.51)
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Thus putting (3.51)-(3.52) into (3.41), and integrating the resulting inequality with respect to t, then
employing (3.50) and choosing £, a and § suitably small gives

1 t t
IVEEb)IP + 3VEE 0.0+ [ B2 ar+ [ edE20.m)ar
0 0
1 t t t
< C (|Eol 3 + l1bos|?) + Cas +Cao/ \\¢x|y2d7+053/ aE2(o,T)dT+55%/ [bz]?d7.  (3.53)
0 0 0

Now we turn to estimate the term 5437 fg |b2]|2 d7 in (3.53). Multiplying (3.3), by —b, and inte-

grating the resulting equation with respect to z, together with (3.3),, we can deduce

d

—— | eEbydz+ [ bidz
il 5

= —/ sEbmder/ (E + b+ ub)b, dx = —/ eEEmder/ (E + b+ ub)b, dz
Ry Ry Ry Ry

z—/ E(EEx)xdx-i-/ EE:%dm—i-/ (E + b + ub)b, dx
Ry Ry Ry

1 1
g—/ E(EEx)xda:—i—/ aEﬁder—/ (E+1/zb+zlb)2dx+—/ b2 du,
R, R, 2 Jr, 2 Jr,

ie.

—i/ 26 Eb, dx + ||by||* < —/ 2e(EEy ) dx + 2¢|| B, ||* + || E + b + ab||>. (3.54)
dt R+ R+

For the first term on the right-hand side of (3.54), using (3.44) gives the following boundary estimate

t t t
—// 2e (FE;), d:EdT:/ 2€(EEm)(0,T)dT:/ 2€%(EET)(0,T)(].T
0 JRy 0 0
= e2E2(0,t) — e2 E%(0,0) < £2 E2(0, ). (3.55)

Multiplying (3.54) by 837 and integrating the resulting inequality with respect to ¢, then adding it to
(3.53) and employing (3.55) leads to

1 t
VB )P + (§ - 88 ) VEE2(0.0+ 35 [ [balPar
0
t t 3
+(1—165§e)/ ||Em||2d7'+/ e2E2(0,7)dr
0 0
t
< C (| Eol% + [[boz||?) + Cas +8/3%/ |E + b + ab||> dr
0

t t
—1—050/ \|¢w\|2d7+053/ 5E2(0,7)d7'+165%/ ¢ |Eb,| du. (3.56)
0 0 Ry
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In order to absorb the bad term 16437 fR+ e |Ebg| dz and hold the time-space integrable good term
fg | E:||? d7, we choose (¢ satisfying

1 - 166%¢ % ie. ﬂ%afggé. (3.57)
Hence,
1657 /[R+ € |Eb,| dz < 16833 /R+ <%b§ + %E2> dz < iHbIH2 + 86%||VeE|%. (3.58)
What’s more, taking 1 .
— —8p% >3 e Bie < o (3.59)

so that we can transform the term (1/4 — 83%¢) \/eE*(0,t) in (3.56) into a good term. Putting (3.58)
into (3.56) and using (3.15), then choosing €, ¢ and « suitably small, we can conclude (3.38).

Recalling 1 = max{|u_|,|us|}, B2 = max{0_,0,} and B3 = B1 + VRy[P2, from the discussion
about ¢ in (3.21), (3.31), (3.35), (3.47), (3.57) and (3.59), we can determine the constant C in the

following manner:

e < mi { 1 1 1 1 1 1 }
min 15020 a0 o 0 YRR a2 o0 020 ey
16827 6451085° 9627 4827 3242 6457

(1 o1} 1 1 -
_64—51m1n{@, E}_645153_6451 CENa 5 C, (3.60)

such that ¢ < C. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.4.

In the following two lemmas, we show the estimates for the first-order derivative (¢, 1y, ;).

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that the conditions in Proposition 3.1 hold. Then for all 0 <t < T, we have the

following energy estimate

t 1
161* + /0 (€2(0,7) + [loz11*) d7 < C (lI(wo, ) I + [1(d0, Eo, bo) [ F2) + C(8 + a19). (3.61)

Proof. Motivated by the work of [19] and [44], firstly, differentiating (3.3); with respect to z and
multiplying the resulting equation by 2 yields

2 2 2
(&) 4 <U¢x> (b + Px Gzz + Gz _ f:c ¢:c (362)
t T

2p3 2p3 “p? p? p?

To remove the high-order Spatial derivative term %—d’“ of (3.62), we need to employ the equation

(3.3),. Multiplying (3.3), by , after some elementary computations, we can get

p /)y P P ) p P P
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2/3:(:1/} - ﬁx¢) 1/}96 (p - ﬁ)x¢x _ f% + ﬁxfw — M(bxw:c:c

b

L + -
p p

% (3.62) + (3.63) gives

M¢Z2C Gz NUQ%
<2p3 T >t+< 2p°

where

Q4=

2

p P P

oo p_¢2> RA
P )

oppapety P (Ema T ) O iy poa?

73

p? p?

it (RoeC + Rot, + Bs0) e pedv

(P2t — Py + Po (U — us)] Yy _ Zﬁxwm

- + 2

p p

P

2 2

p p p

. . _ . O
— (PPl — Pud + Wiigy® — PPlizy + pJ) ﬁ—;

R
22

s—9¢§+C(w§+<§)+C(f2+f§+§2+ﬂim)

+C [(&i + |am|) + (ﬂgzg + |ﬂm|)] (¢2 + 7/)2 + 42) .

Integrating (3.64) with respect to = and ¢, due to the good sign of u_ again, we obtain

. 3
6= +/0 (62(0,7) + léall?) dr < C[(vo, d0a)I* + D _ Ki

i=1

t
+0<||wu2+/0 ||<¢x,<m,E+¢b+ab>||2d¢>,

where

t
K1::C’// <f2+f§+§/2+ﬁ§x> dzdr,
0 JRy

t
oim [ [ 1l (6207 )

t
Ky := C/O /]R+ (T2 + |Tga]) (¢* + ¢° + ¢?) dadr.

Recalling @(0,t) = u, and using the following elementary inequality on @ — w.:

|2(z, )] =

2(0.1) + / 25, ) dy' < 120,0)] + 2z 1220,
0
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P

o, P
+ ?qbi =Q4— (B +1b+ ub)bﬁ,

bﬁ'

(3.63)

(3.64)

(3.65)

(3.66)

(3.67)



we can derive

t
K; < C/ / (@ — w)?a@2 + (@ — uy)?02 + a2, | dedr
0 JRy

t
< c/ / (2l @2 + (i — wa)?@ + @2,] dadr < C( + ). (3.68)
0 JRy
Moreover, it is easy to deduce

t
Ky < Co /0 (62(0,7) + | (o s Co)1P) I, (3.69)

1 t
K < Ca <1+ / u<¢x,¢x,<x>u?d7). (3.70)

Plugging (3.68)-(3.70) into (3.66) then employing (3.15) and (3.38), together with taking ¢ and « small
enough, we can conclude (3.61). This completes the proof of Lemma 3.5.
O

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that the conditions in Proposition 3.1 hold. Then for all 0 <t < T, we have the

following energy estimate

t 1
H(w:m CZ‘)”2 + /(; ”(1/11‘1‘7 CSE:C)”2 dr S C (H((b(bq/}(h COa E07 bO)H%‘Il + 6 + aﬁ) . (371)

Proof. Motivated by the treatment can be done for the Navier-Stokes equations, we multiply (3.3), by

% to obtain

wSCSC _ wSCSC

g
P p

1 2 1 2 djgx _ 1 2 ~
<§T/Jx>t - <1/1t1/1x + 57“/195):0 + MT = —§U:c1/1x + (=D

+ (E +¢b+ ab)bw;x.

Integrating the above equality over Ry x [0,¢] gives

t t t t
lall? + /O [ thasl dr + /O Izt dr < Clla? + C /O 2(0,7)dr +C /0 /R pal? dadr
+

t t
+c// |az|¢§d$d7+c// [(p—§)% + (E + b+ b)? + ¢?] dadr.
o Jr, o Jr,

(3.72)

Utilizing the Sobolev inequality yields

t t t
c /0 G2(0,7)dr < C /O 2 dr < C /O e izl dr
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1 t t
<7 [ WualPdr+0 [ e (373)
0 0

and

t t t i
c / / [ dzdr < C / el s e |2 d7 < © / e | 10 ¥ dr
o Jr, 0 0
1 t ) 4 t ) 1 t ) % t )
<1 / lasl?dr + C sup [} / a2 dr < 1 / lhae 2 d7 + Ced / leel2dr.  (3.74)
4 Jo 0<r<t 0 4 Jo 0
Similar to the treatment of (3.68), by employing (3.12) and (3.13) in Lemma 3.2, we have
t t
0/ / |02 ddr + 0/ / [(p—§)2 + (E + b+ ib)? + ¢] dedr
o Jr, o Jr,
t
<C [ [ (1l + (02 + Gt PG+ C02) 4 (267 + 52 + 6 + (B + b+ b)) dadr
o Jry
t
< 0{ [ 16artes P+ 60,7+ |B o+ v+ abfP] ar +a +5} | (3.75)
0
Plugging (3.73)-(3.75) into (3.72), then employing (3.15), (3.38) and (3.61), we can obtain

t t
ool + [ el + [l ar < € (1Gol? + 10t o)l + 3+ ath). (.76)

On the other hand, multiplying (3.3), by C””T”, we can get

Rl 1 R _ ¢z,
= ROy Cow — 57— ( + 12) 5 — e ples (E + b+ ﬁb)QC””—m.
2(y—1) ! p P p

Integrating the above equality over Ry x [0,¢] gives

t t t
1Gall? + /O a2 dr + /O IVaaCall d7 < CllGosl? + C /0 ¢2(0,7)dr

t
+C/ / {[t0 + ip| G + [[t0a] + 02 + |h] + (B + b+ ab)?] - |(ua| } dadr. (3.77)
0 Jr,

Analogously, we can also obtain the following estimates:

t t
2 ~ 2 2
Oég@ﬂw+qéAjwﬁwawmumﬁWMwwmw

1 t ) t ) ) 1
4 0 0
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and

t t
/ / (E + gb + b)? |(aa] dadr < Ceg / 1B + b + @bl ol d
0 JRy 0

1 t t
< 1/ H§m|]2d7+0/ | E + b + ab||* dr. (3.79)
0 0

Combining (3.77)-(3.79), then employing (3.15), (3.38), (3.61) and (3.76) yields

t t
161+ [ enalPar+ [ VG dr < O (10, v, oo Bos o)l + 6 +0) . (350)

Lemma 3.6 thus follows easily from (3.76) and (3.80).
U

Proof of Proposition 3.1: We combine Lemma 3.3-Lemma 3.6, then choose ¢y, 6 and a small enough

to finish the proof of Proposition 3.1. O

4 Appendix: Derivation of 1-D models

In this appendix, we will give a mathematical derivation of system (1.1) for the completeness. As a
by-product, we also obtain some additional 1-D models.

NSM concerns the motion of conducting fluids (gases) in the electromagnetic fields with a very broad
range of applications. Since the dynamic motion of the fluid and the electromagnetic fields interact
strongly on each other, we must take into account the hydrodynamic and electrodynamic effects for the

governing system. The equations of NSM flows have the following form ([14], [17], [48]):

Op + div(pu) = 0,

p(Ou+u-Vu)+Vp=p'Au+ A+ )V (divu) + p.E + J x B,

p%(&ﬁ +u-Vo)+ 6@ divu = div(kVE) + N(u) + (J — peu) - (E +u x B),
06 06
1 (4.1)
eOyE — —curl B+ J =0,
Ho

0¢B 4+ curl E = 0,

Otpe +divd =0, edivE =p,, divB =0,

where (z,t) € R® x Ry. Here, p(x,t) > 0 denotes the mass density, u = (uj,ug,u3) € R? the
fluid velocity, 6(x,t) > 0 the absolute temperature, E = (E1, Es, F3) € R3 the electric field, B =
(B1, Bo, B3) € R3 the magnetic field, and p.(x,t) the electric charge density. The pressure p and the
. . . S o R

internal energy e are expressed by the equations of states for polytropic fluids: p = Rpf, e = ﬁH.
R > 0 is the gas constant and v > 1 is the adiabatic exponent. N(u) in (4.1); denotes the viscous

/ N 2
dissipation function: N(u) = Zf’ -1 (gz; + 3—2) + A (divu)?. i/ and X are the viscosity coefficients
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of the fluid which satisfy p/ > 0 and 2u’ + 3\ > 0. The electric current density J can be expressed by
Ohm’s law: J = p.u + o(E + u x B). o > 0 denotes the electic conductivity coefficient. The heat
conductivity coefficient s in (4.1); and the magnetic permeability o in (4.1), are positive constants.
Finally, ¢ > 0 in (4.1), is the dielectric constant.

There is quite limited mathematical progress for the original nonlinear system since as pointed out
by Kawashima in [17], the system (4.1) is neither symmetric hyperbolic nor strictly hyperbolic. Because
of this, the classical local well-posedness theorem (cf. [16]) is invalid to the system (4.1). In addition,
the tightly coupled hydrodynamic and electrodynamic effects produce strong nonlinearities, which leads
to many difficulties. Owing to the mathematically complicate structure of the original nonlinear system
(4.1), some simplified models are derived according to the actual physical application. As it was pointed
out by Imai in [14], the assumption that the electric charge density p. ~ 0 is physically beneficial to the
research of plasmas. Here, we would mention that the quasi-neutrality assumption p. ~ 0 is different
from the assumption of exact neutrality p. = 0 since the latter would lead to the superfluous condition
div E = 0. According to this quasi-neutrality assumption, we can eliminate the terms involving p. in

the system (4.1) and derive the following simplified system (cf. [48]):

Op + div(pu) = 0,

p (O +u-Vu)+Vp=pAu+ N+ )V(divu) + J x B,

%p(@lﬁ +u-V0)+pdivu =div(kV0) + N(u) + J - (E+u x B), (4.2)

ey B —curl B+ J =0,

OB+ curl E =0, divB =0,

with the electric current density J = E + u x B. Here we take pug = o = 1 for simplicity. The
system (4.2) is usually called the Navier-Stokes-Maxwell equations (NSM) because it is obtained from
the Navier-Stokes equations coupling with the Maxwell equations through the Lorentz force.

We shall derive the one-dimensional motion on a spatial domain. Without loss of generality, consider
a three-dimensional NSM flow with spatial variables @ = (x1,x2,23) which is moving only in the
longitudinal direction x; and uniform in the transverse directions (z2,x3). This means that all the
quantities (p,u, 0, E, B) appearing in (4.2) are independent of the second and the third component of
space variable (x1,x9,x3). According to the location of the dependent spatial variable, for example
x1 (below x1 will be denoted by ), we set u := (u, 0, 0) for the sake of the hydrodynamic feature
of this one-dimensional flow. If the dependent spatial variable takes xo (respectively, x3), we can set
u = (0, u, 0) (respectively, u := (0, 0, u)) correspondingly. And the discussion is analogous. For this

reason we have only to consider the following nine different cases.

e Case I: w:=(u, 0,0), E:=(0,0, E), B:=(0,0b,0).
e Case2: w:=(u, 0,0), E:=(0, E,0), B:=(0,0,b).
Denote p := A+ 2u’. For Case 1, by employing direct calculations for (4.2), we can deduce the

32



following one-dimensional system:

Pt + (pu)m = 07
p(up + uuy) + pr = pigy — (E 4 ub)b,
R
ﬁp(&g + uby) 4 puy = put + Kkbpp + (E + ub)?, (4.3)
eEy — b, + F+ub=0,
by — E, = 0.
For Case 2, we introduce a new dependent variable: b = —b. Then the resulting system is the same as

(4.3). We should mention that Fan et al. in [4] chose the component of u, E and B the same as that

of Case 1 and first obtained system (4.3).
e Case 3: wu:=(u, 0,0), E:=(0,0, E), B:=(0,0,0).
e Case &: w:=(u, 0,0), E:=(0, F,0), B:=(0,0b,0).

For these two cases, we can deduce the following system:

p

Pt + (Pu)x - 07

p(ut + uux) + Py = UUgy — sza
R

v—1

cE,+ E=0, E,=0,

by —ub=0, b —=0.

From (4.4), and (4.4);, we can obtain

e Case 5: wu:=(u, 0,0), E:=(0,0, E), B:= (b, 0,0).
e Case 6: w:=(u, 0,0), E:=(0, E,0), B:=(b,0,0).

For these two cases, we can deduce the following system:

Pt + (Pu)x - 07
p(Ut + qu) +px = UUgy,
R

Eb=0,
EEt+E207 Ex:07

(=0, b,=0.
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(4.5)5 and (4.5), lead to

or

E =0, b= constant.

e Case 7: w:=(u, 0,0), E:=(F, 0,0), B:=(0,0b,0).
e Case 8: wu:=(u, 0,0), E:=(FE, 0,0), B:=(0,0,D0).

For these two cases, we can deduce the following system:

pt+ (Pu)x = 07
P(Ut + uuﬂc) + Pz = HUgg — Ub2a
R

/7_
Eb=0, cE,+E=0,
(bs —ub=0, b =0.

By a reasoning similar to the above, we obtain that
E = E(z,t) = E(x,0) s, b=0;

or
E =0, b=bx)=0b(0) elo w(,0)dy

e Case9: w:=(u, 0,0), E:=(F 0,0), B:=(b 0,0).

For this case, we can deduce the following system:

.
Pt + (pu)m = 07
p(ut + qu) + Pr = UUgy,

R
———p(0 + uby) + pug = gl + Kby + E2,

v—1
EEt+E:O,
by =0, by =0.

From (4.7), and (4.7)5, we can obtain

E = E(z,t) = E(x,0) e™¢, b= constant.
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As a result, for the above-mentioned cases, we obtain five 1-D compressible non-isentropic models:
(4.3)-(4.7). We can see that system (4.3) (i.e., system (1.1)) includes the electrodynamic effects into
the dissipative structure of the hydrodynamic equations and turns out to be more complicated than
that in the other four models. Moreover, it may be interesting to note that the electromagnetic fields
E and b in systems (4.4)-(4.7) can in principle be determined explicitly by the dielectric constant e,
the boundary data for b at © = 0, and the initial data for £ and wu.

Further discussion about these five one-dimensional models in mathematics and physics would be

meaningful and interesting.
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