
IMPROVED LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS IN SOBOLEV SPACES FOR
TWO-DIMENSIONAL COMPRESSIBLE EULER EQUATIONS

HUALI ZHANG

Abstract. We establish the local existence and uniqueness of solutions to the two-dimensional
compressible Euler equations with initial velocity v0, logarithmic density ρ0, and specific vor-
ticity w0, which satisfy (v0, ρ0, w0,∇w0) ∈ H

7
4
+(R2)×H

7
4
+(R2)×H

3
2 (R2)× L8(R2).

The proof applies Smith-Tataru method [49] and the inherent wave-transport structure of the
two-dimensional compressible Euler equations. The key observation is that Strichartz estimates
hold when the regularity requirement for vorticity is lower than that for velocity and density,
even though the gradient of vorticity appears as a source term in the velocity wave equation.
Furthermore, our result presents an improvement of 1

4
-order regularity compared to previous

results [66] and [67].

1. Introduction

1.1. Background. In this paper, we study the two-dimensional compressible Euler equations,
which are of the form {

%t + div (%v) = 0, t > 0, x ∈ R2,

vt + (v · ∇)v + 1
ϱ∇p(%) = 0,

where v = (v1, v2)T, %, and p denote the fluid velocity, density, and pressure, respectively.
Throughout the paper, we assume it’s far away from vacuum. If we denote the logarithmic
density ρ by

ρ = log %, (1.1)
the compressible Euler equations can be expressed as{

ρt + (v · ∇) ρ = −divv, t > 0, x ∈ R2,

vt + (v · ∇)v + p′(eρ)∇ρ = 0.
(1.2)

We consider the state function

p(%) = %γ(constant γ ≥ 1), (1.3)

and the initial data as
(v, ρ)|t=0 = (v0, ρ0). (1.4)

The compressible Euler equations (1.2) describes the motion of compressible ideal fluids, which
has wide applications in gas dynamics and astrophysics. In mathematics, a fundamental question
concerns the sharp local well-posedness in Sobolev spaces for the equations (1.2)-(1.4). Although
a few results [7, 17, 41, 62, 66, 67] address this question, it remains an open and challenging
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2 HUALI ZHANG

problem in both two and three dimensions. In this paper, we further investigate the well-
posedness of rough solutions to the equations (1.2) in two dimensions, under lower regularity
conditions than those established in previous studies [66, 67]. To better understand the equations
(1.2), we first review some historical results related to two specific cases: the incompressible case
and the irrotational case.

For the Cauchy problem of n-D incompressible Euler equations:{
vt + (v · ∇)v +∇p = 0, t > 0, x ∈ Rn,

divv = 0,
(1.5)

Kato and Ponce [26] proved the local existence and uniqueness of solutions to the equations
(1.5) for initial velocity v0 ∈ W s,p(Rn), where s > 1 + n

p , 1 < p < ∞. Chae [13, 14] extended
the result of Kato and Ponce to the critical Triebel-Lizorkin space. For a discussion on the
continuous dependence, we refer to the work of Tao [54] and Guo-Li [19]. In contrast, Bourgain
and Li [11, 12] proved the ill-posedness of (1.5) by constructing initial data v0 ∈ W

1+n
p
,p
(Rn)

(for n = 2, 3) that leads to instantaneous blow-up. Recently, Kim and Jeong [28] proved the
ill-posedness of (1.5) when v0 ∈ H

n
2
+1(Rn), n ≥ 3.

In the case of irrotational flow, the compressible Euler equations can be written as a specific
quasilinear wave equation. More generally, quasilinear wave equations are expressed in the
following form: {

□h(ϕ)φ = q(dφ, dφ), t > 0, x ∈ Rn,

(φ, ∂tφ)|t=0 = (φ0, φ1),
(1.6)

where φ is a scalar function, d = (∂t, ∂1, ∂2, · · · , ∂n), and h(φ) a Lorentzian metric depending on
φ, and q a quadratic term of dφ. Set (φ0, φ1) ∈ Hs(Rn) ×Hs−1(Rn). The local existence and
uniqueness of (1.6) was established by Hughes-Kato-Marsden [22] when s > n/2 + 1. For the
continuous dependence, one can refer Ifrim and Tataru’s paper [24]. On the other hand, Lindblad
[36] established the ill-posedness of (1.6) by constructing counterexamples when s = 2, n = 3.
Based on the idea of [36], Ohlman [46] also proved the ill-posedness in two dimensions for s = 7

4 .
A gap exists between the well-posedness results in [22] and the ill-posedness demonstrated in
[36]. To bridge this regularity gap and relax the requirements on the initial data, a natural
idea is to establish Strichartz-type estimates for the derivatives dφ. As a first step, consider the
linear wave equation with variable coefficients

□h(t,x)φ = 0, (1.7)

as (1.7) provides a framework for understanding the nonlinear problems. Kapitanskij [29] and
Mockenhaupt-Seeger-Sogge [44] discussed the Strichartz estimates for (1.7) with smooth coef-
ficients h. For rough coefficients h ∈ C2, the study of Strichartz estimates for (1.7) in two or
three dimensions began with Smith’s result [51]. In all dimensions for h ∈ C2, the corresponding
Strichartz estimates was proved by Tataru [56]. Conversely, Smith and Sogge [52] constructed
counterexamples showing that for α < 2 there exists h ∈ Cα for which the Strichartz estimates
do not hold.

Secondly, the above regularity thresholds for (1.6) were independently improved by Bahouri-
Chemin [9] and Tataru [55] for s > n

2 + 7
8 , n = 2 or s > n

2 + 3
4 , n ≥ 3. Subsequently, Tataru

[57] refined the regularity requirements to s > n+1
2 + 1

6 , n ≥ 3. Meanwhile, Smith and Tataru
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[50] showed that the loss of one-sixth order derivatives is sharp for general variable coefficients
h. Therefore, to further improve the results for (1.6), a new approach is necessary. Klainerman
and Rodnianski [30] introduced a novel vector-field method and a remarkable Ricci curvature
decomposition, establishing local existence and uniqueness for (1.6) when s > 2 + 2−

√
3

2 and
n = 3. Based on [30], Geba [25] successfully adapted the vector-field approach to the case
n = 2, where the regularity exponent satisfies s > 7

4 + 5−
√
22

4 . By representing solutions via
wave packets, the sharp results in dimensions two and three were finally established by Smith
and Tataru [49] (see also in Lindblad [36] and Ohlman [46]), where the regularity requires
s > 7

4 , n = 2 or s > 2, n = 3 or s > n+1
2 , 4 ≤ n ≤ 5. An alternative proof of the 3D case was also

obtained by Wang [61] using the vector-field approach. It is also very interesting to consider
axisymmetric initial data; for this, please refer to the work by C.B. Wang [59], Zha-Hidano [65],
Zhou-Lei [68]. Additionally, we should mention the significant progress made on low regularity
solutions of the Einstein vacuum equations and membrane equations. We refer readers to the
following papers: Ai-Ifrim-Tataru [2], Allen-Andersson-Restuccia [3], Andersson and Moncrief
[6], Ettinger and Lindblad [18], Klainerman and Rodnianski [31], Klainerman-Rodnianski-Szefel
[32], Moschidis-Rodnianski [45], Tataru [58], Wang [60], Wang-Zhou [63] and among others.

In the general case, concerning to Cauchy problem of n-D compressible Euler equations
(1.1)-(1.4), it’s well-posed if (v0, ρ0) ∈ Hs(Rn), s > 1 + n

2 and the density is far away from
vacuum, please refer to Majda’s book [41]. Based on the pioneering work of Luk and Speck
[37, 38], significant progress has been made in low regularity well-posedness for (1.1)-(1.4) via
Strichartz estimates. In the case of 3D, Disconzi-Luo-Mazzone-Speck [17] proved the existence
and uniqueness of solutions with initial entropy S0, velocity v0, logarithmic density ρ0 and spe-
cific vorticity w0 satisfying (v0, ρ0,w0, S0) ∈ H2+×H2+×H2+×H3+ and ∆S0, curlw0 ∈ C0,δ,
where δ is a small positive number. Independently, Wang [62] also established the exis-
tence and uniqueness of solutions if (v0, ρ0,w0) ∈ Hs(R3) × Hs(R3) × Hs′(R3), 2 < s′ < s.
The works [17] and [62] are based on vector-field approach. Using a different approach–
Smith and Tataru’s method [49], and combining with semiclassical analysis, Andersson and
Zhang [7] were able to relax the regularity requirements in [17, 62], and proved the com-
plete well-posedness if (v0, ρ0,w0) ∈ H2+(R3) × H2+(R3) × H2(R3) or (v0, ρ0,w0, S0) ∈
H

5
2 (R3)×H

5
2 (R3)×H

3
2
+(R3)×H

5
2
+(R3). In the case of 2D, Zhang [66, 67] also proved the well-

posedness of (1.1)-(1.4) by setting (v0, ρ0, w0,∇w0) ∈ H
7
4
+(R2)×H

7
4
+(R2)×H

7
4
+(R2)×L∞(R2)

or (v0, ρ0, w0) ∈ H
7
4
+(R2) × H

7
4
+(R2) × H2(R2). For a discussion on ill-posedness or shock

waves, we refer readers to important results due to Abbrescia-Speck [1], An-Chen-Yin [4, 5],
Christodoulou-Miao [15], Huang-Kuang-Wang-Xiang [21], Lei-Du-Zhang [33], Luo-Yu [39, 40],
Merle-Raphaël-Rodnianski [42], Qu-Xin [47], Sideris [48], Speck [53], and Yin [64]. Additionally,
we also mention several remarkable results on free-boundary problems of the compressible Euler
equations, particularly those by Avadanei [8], Coutand-Lindblad-Shkoller [16], Jang-Masmoudi
[20], and Ifrim-Tataru [23].

1.2. Motivation. As established in [66, 67], the regularity conditions for velocity and density are
weaker than those presented in Majda’s book [41], due to the Strichartz estimates. Furthermore,
the regularity conditions imposed on velocity and density align with those for quasilinear wave
equations [49]. The current result [7] shows that 3D compressible Euler equation is well-posed
if (v0, ρ0,w0) ∈ H2+(R3)×H2+(R3)×H2(R3). However, the current 2D results [66, 67] require
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that (v0, ρ0) ∈ H
7
4
+(R2), w0 ∈ H2(R2) or w0 ∈ H

7
4
+(R2)∩Ẇ 1,∞(R2). Compared with the above

results in 2D and 3D, the regularity requirements for vorticity in 2D results [66, 67] remain less
desirable. This motivates our investigation into two-dimensional vorticity-specific regularity
conditions, with the aim of establishing well-posedness at the same level in 3D. Indeed, due to
the finite propagation speed, we can consider the problem as a perturbation of a flat Minkowski
metric. Let us start with the standard linear wave equation:{

□f = 0, t > 0, x ∈ R2,

(f, ∂tf)|t=0 = (f0, 0),

where □ = ∂2t − (∂21 + ∂22). By applying Keel-Tao’s result [27] and Knapp’s counterexample, the
sharp Strichartz estimates hold:

∥df∥L4
tL

∞
x

≲ ∥f0∥
Ḣ

7
4+ .

Therefore, for the following wave-transport system (see Lemma 1.1 below for details)
□gv ≈∇w + (dv, dρ) · (dv, dρ), (1.8)
□gρ ≈(dv, dρ) · (dv, dρ), (1.9)
Tw =0, (1.10)

we can expect the Strichartz estimates ∥dv, dρ∥L4
tL

∞
x

by setting (v0, ρ0) ∈ H
7
4
+. For ∇w appears

as a source term in (1.8), a general idea suggests the initial vorticity w0 ∈ H
7
4
+. This is the

result in [66, 67]. By careful analysis, we can find that the setting, w0 ∈ H
7
4
+ is much higher

than desired. Let us make a short explanation as follows.
We introduce a decomposition for the 2D velocity by1

vi = vi− + vi+, vi− = (−∆)−1
(
−εiaeρ∂aw

)
, i = 1, 2.

Then v+ = (v1+, v
2
+) and v− = (v1−, v

2
−) satisfy

□gv+ ≈TTv− + (dv, dρ) · (dv, dρ), (1.11)
∆Tv− ≈∇v · ∇w. (1.12)

If g is a flat metric, we can directly obtain
∥dv+∥L4

tL
∞
x

≲∥Tv−∥L1
tH

s
x
+ ∥(v, ρ)∥

L1
tH

7
4+
x

≲ ∥v∥
L∞
t H

7
4+ + ∥ρ∥

L∞
t H

7
4+ + ∥w∥L∞

t H1+
x
.

The above inequality, combining with ∥dv−∥L∞
x

≲ ∥w∥H1+ , imply that
∥dv∥L4

tL
∞
x

≲∥v∥
L∞
t H

7
4+ + ∥ρ∥

L∞
t H

7
4+ + ∥w∥L∞

t H1+
x

≲∥v0∥
H

7
4+ + ∥ρ0∥

H
7
4+ + ∥w0∥H1+ .

When the metric g in (1.11) is non-flat and depends on v and ρ, to obtain Strichartz estimates,
we need to study the geometric properties of null hypersurfaces. This is controlled by □gg. If
we set w ∈ Hs′

x (s′ ≤ 7
4), we have

□gg = ∇w + (dv, dρ) · (dv, dρ) ∈ Hs′−1
x .

Definitely, it’s crucial for us to find a condition for s′ to establish the Strichartz estimates.
Through a careful adaptation of Smith-Tataru’s method [49], we find that the Sobolev regularity

1This is inspired by Wang’s 3D result [62].
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indices s′ > 3
2 is sufficient. Therefore, applying equations (1.9) and (1.11), we can obtain a bound

for Strichartz estimates ∥dv+, dρ∥L4
tL

∞
x

. As for dv−, using (1.12), we also get a bound using
Sobolev’s imbeddings. As a result, we can derive the desired Strichartz estimates ∥dv, dρ∥L4

tL
∞
x

if (v, ρ, w) ∈ L∞
t H

7
4
+

x × L∞
t H

7
4
+

x × L∞
t H

3
2
+

x . This implies that we should assume (v0, ρ0, w0) ∈
H

7
4
+ ×H

7
4
+ ×H

3
2
+. Meanwhile, we also need to close the energy estimates with w ∈ L∞

t H
3
2
+

x

for the vorticity. Therefore, using (1.10), we have

T∇w = ∇v · ∇w.

Due to commutator and product estimates, the additional condition ∇w ∈ L8
x is necessary.

In a word, we first prove the local existence and uniqueness of solutions for the two dimen-
sional compressible Euler equations with initial data (v0, ρ0, w0,∇w0) ∈ Hs(R2) × Hs(R2) ×
Hs0− 1

4 (R2) × L8(R2), where 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2. We also establish two additional useful prop-

erties: (i) a Strichartz estimate for linear wave equations endowed with an acoustic metric,
and (ii) a type of Strichartz estimate for solutions with a regularity of velocity 7

4+, density
7
4+, and vorticity 1+. Secondly, if the initial data (v0, ρ0, w0,∇w0) belong to the spaces
H

7
4
+(R2)×H

7
4
+(R2)×H

3
2 (R2)×L8(R2), by applying frequency truncation on the initial data,

a stronger Strichartz estimate can be established on a short time interval. Moreover, this allows
us to obtain a sequence of solutions defined on these short intervals. After that, we extend this
sequence of solutions from short time intervals to a fixed, regular time interval, and a Strichartz
estimate also holds with a loss of derivatives2. Based on this Strichartz estimates, we prove the
local existence and uniqueness of solutions to the 2D compressible Euler equations for initial
data (v0, ρ0, w0,∇w0) ∈ H

7
4
+(R2)×H

7
4
+(R2)×H

3
2 (R2)×L8(R2). Compared to the earlier work

[66, 67], our result reduces the required regularity for vorticity by one-quarter order.
Next, we give some necessary notations in this paper.

1.3. Notations.
• We give the notations d = (∂t, ∂1, ∂2)

T and ∂0 = ∂t.
• We set ⟨ξ⟩ = (1 + |ξ|2)

1
2 , ξ ∈ R2, and denote by ⟨∇⟩ the corresponding Bessel potential

multiplier.
• We denote the fractional Laplacian operator

Λx = (−∆)
1
2 , ∆ = ∂21 + ∂22 .

• Let ζ be a smooth function with support in the shell {ξ ∈ R2 : 1
2 ≤ |ξ| ≤ 2}. Here, ξ

denotes the variable of the spatial Fourier transform. Let ζ also satisfy the condition∑
λ=2k,k∈Z ζ(λξ) = 1.

• Following the book [10], we introduce the Littlewood-Palay operator Pλ with the fre-
quency λ = 2k(k ∈ Z), which satisfies

Pλf =

∫
R2

e−ix·ξζ(λ−1ξ)f̂(ξ)dξ.

2This argument is inspired by the work of Ai-Ifrim-Tataru [2], which has been developed by Andersson and
Zhang [7] in 3D compressible Euler equations.
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• We also set
f<λ =

∑
λ′<λ

Pλf.

• When the function f is related to space variables, we use the notation ∥f∥Hs = ∥f∥Hs(R2).
When f is related to both time and space variables, we use the notation ∥f∥Hs

x
=

∥f(t, ·)∥Hs(R2). Similarly, we use notation ∥f∥Lp = ∥f∥Lp(R2) if f depends only the
spatial variables, and use ∥f∥Lp

x
= ∥f(t, ·)∥Lp(R2) if f depends on both time and space

variables. For mixed norms shall be denoted by ∥f∥Lp
tL

q
x
.

• We use four small parameters

ε3 ≪ ε2 ≪ ε1 ≪ ε0 ≪ 1, (1.13)

and three notations

δ ∈ (0, s− 7

4
), δ0 ∈ (0, s0 −

7

4
), δ1 =

s− 7
4

10
.

• Assume there holds

|v0, ρ0| ≤ C0, cs|t=0 > c0 > 0, (1.14)

where C0 and c0 are positive constants.
• In the following, constant C depending only on C0, c0 shall be called universal. Unless

otherwise stated, all constants that appear are universal in this sense. The notation
X ≲ Y means X ≤ CY , where C is a universal constant, possibly depending on C0, c0.
Similarly, we write X ≃ Y when C1Y ≤ X ≤ C2Y , with C1 and C2 universal constants,
and X ≪ Y when X ≤ CY for a sufficiently large constant C.

1.4. Statement of the result. Before stating our result, let us introduce a definition of the sound
speed, logarithmic density, specific vorticity, and acoustic metric.

Definition 1.1. ([37], Definition 2.1) We denote the speed of sound

cs =

√
dp

d%
. (1.15)

In view of (1.3) and (1.15), we have
cs = cs(%) (1.16)

and

c′s =
dcs
d% . (1.17)

Remark 1.1. Due to (1.16), (1.17), and (1.1), thus cs and c′s are also functions depending on ρ.

Definition 1.2. ([37], Definition 2.1) We denote the specific vorticity w as

w = e−ρcurlv. (1.18)
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Definition 1.3. ([37], Definition 2.3) We define the acoustical metric g and the inverse acoustical
metric g−1 relative to the Cartesian coordinates as follows:

g = −dt⊗ dt+ c−2
s

2∑
i=1

(
dxi − vidt

)
⊗
(
dxi − vidt

)
,

g−1 = −(∂t + vi∂i)⊗ (∂t + vj∂j) + c2s

2∑
i=1

∂i ⊗ ∂i.

(1.19)

Definition 1.4. Define a decomposition for the velocity v = v+ + v− and

vi = vi+ + vi−. (1.20)

Above, the vector v− = (v1−, v
2
−)

T is defined by

−∆vi− = εiaeρ∂aw. (1.21)

Based on these definitions, let us introduce the equivalent system of (1.2) under new variables.

Lemma 1.1. ([37], Proposition 2.4) The compressible Euler equations (1.1)-(1.3) also satisfies
the following wave-transport system

□gv
i = −εiaeρc2s∂aw +Qi,

□gρ = D, t > 0, x ∈ R2,

Tw = 0.

(1.22)

Above, Qi(i = 1, 2), D, and T are defined by

Qi = 2εiac2sw∂aρ−
(
1 + c−1

s c′s
)
gαβ∂αρ∂βv

i,

D = −3c−1
s c′sg

αβ∂αρ∂βρ+ 2
∑

1≤a<b≤2

{
∂av

a∂bv
b − ∂av

b∂bv
a
}
,

T = ∂t + v · ∇,
(1.23)

and

εia =


0, if i = a ,

1, if i < a ,

−1, if i > a .

We also define Q = (Q1, Q2)T.

We next introduce the first theorem in the paper.

Theorem 1.2. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2 and (1.14) hold. Let M0 be any positive constant.

Consider the Cauchy problem (1.22). If

∥v0∥Hs + ∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥w0∥
Hs0−

1
4
+ ∥∇w0∥L8 ≤M0,

there exists two positive constants T (depending on C0, c0,M0, s, s0) such that the Cauchy prob-
lem (1.22) is locally well-posed. Precisely,

(1) there exists a unique solution (v, ρ) ∈ C([0, T ],Hs
x) ∩ C1([0, T ],Hs−1

x ), w ∈
C([0, T ],H

s0− 1
4

x ) ∩C1([0, T ],H
s0− 5

4
x ), ∇w ∈ C([0, T ], L8

x), and (dv, dρ) ∈ L4
[0,T ]L

∞
x ,
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(2) for any 1 ≤ r ≤ s+ 1, and for each t0 ∈ [0, T ], the following linear equation
□gf = TΘ+B, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R2,

f(t0, ·) = f0 ∈ Hr
x,

∂tf(t0, ·) = f1 ∈ Hr−1
x ,

(1.24)

admits a solution f ∈ C([0, T ],Hr)× C1([0, T ],Hr−1) and the following estimates hold:

∥f∥L∞
t Hr

x
+ ∥∂tf∥L∞

t Hr−1
x

≤ CM0(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x ∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

). (1.25)

Additionally, the following estimates hold, provided a < r − 3
4 ,

∥ ⟨∇⟩a f∥L4
tL

∞
x

≤ CM0(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x ∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

), (1.26)

and the same estimates hold with ⟨∇⟩a replaced by ⟨∇⟩a−1 d. Here CM0 is a positive
constant depending on C0, c0, s, s0 and M0.

Remark 1.2. (1) The initial condition (v0, ρ0) ∈ H
7
4
+ ensures the Strichartz estimate for 2D

wave system. The vorticity regularity w0 ∈ H
3
2
+ controls the geometry condition of null

hypersurface in section 4. Meanwhile, the additional condition ∇w0 ∈ L8 is imposed
specifically to close the energy bounds for vorticity due to product estimates.

(2) For the free boundary problems, there is no Strichartz estimates of solutions. Therefore,
on the study of low regularity well-posedness, the free boundary problems is much differ-
ent from Cauchy problem. For more details, please refer to Avadanei [8] and Ifrim-Tataru
[23].

Let us now state our second theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Assume s ∈ (74 , 2] and (1.14) hold. Consider the problem (1.22). Let M0 be any
positive constant. If

∥v0∥Hs + ∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥w0∥
H

3
2
+ ∥∇w0∥L8 ≤M0, (1.27)

then there exists two positive constants T ∗(depending on C0, c0,M0, s) such that the Cauchy
problem (1.22) is locally well-posed. Precisely,

(1) there exists a unique solution (v, ρ) ∈ C([0, T ∗],Hs
x) ∩ C1([0, T ∗],Hs−1

x ), w ∈
C([0, T ∗],H

3
2
x ) ∩C1([0, T ∗],H

1
2
x ), ∇w ∈ C([0, T ∗], L8

x), and (dv, dρ) ∈ L4
[0,T ∗]L

∞
x ,

(2) for any s− 3
4 ≤ r ≤ 11

4 , and for each t0 ∈ [0, T ∗], the following linear equation
□gf = TΘ+B, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ∗]× R2,

f(t0, ·) = f0 ∈ Hr
x,

∂tf(t0, ·) = f1 ∈ Hr−1
x ,

(1.28)

admits a solution f ∈ C([0, T ∗],Hr)×C1([0, T ∗],Hr−1) and the following estimates hold:

∥f∥L∞
t Hr

x
+ ∥∂tf∥L∞

t Hr−1
x

≤ CM0(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x ∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

).

Additionally, the following estimates hold, provided a < r − (s− 1),

∥ ⟨∇⟩a f∥L4
tL

∞
x

≤ CM0(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x ∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

),
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and the same estimates hold with ⟨∇⟩a replaced by ⟨∇⟩a−1 d. Here CM0 is a positive
constant depending on C0, c0, s and M0.

Remark 1.3. Compared with Theorem 1.2, Theorem 1.3 lowers the regularity exponent of the
vorticity from 3

2+ to exactly 3
2 . This reduction is non-trivial because, if we apply Smith-Tataru’s

approach directly, we cannot obtain the Strichartz estimates for velocity and density when
w0 ∈ H

3
2 .

When (v0, ρ0, w0,∇w0) ∈ H
7
4
+(R2)×H

7
4
+(R2)×H

3
2 (R2)×L8(R2), we first use the frequency

truncation to get a sequence of initial data belonging inH 7
4
+(R2)×H

7
4
+(R2)×H

3
2
+(R2)×L8(R2).

Based on Theorem 1.2, a sequence of solutions on a short time-interval, and these intervals
depends on the size of frequency. By extending the solutions from these short time intervals to a
uniformly regular time-interval, a Strichartz estimate with a loss of derivatives can be obtained.
This leads us to prove the local existence and uniqueness of solutions to the 2D compressible
Euler equations for initial data (v0, ρ0, w0,∇w0) ∈ H

7
4
+(R2)×H

7
4
+(R2)×H

3
2 (R2)× L8(R2).

Remark 1.4. (1) Since the regularity needed for vorticity is less stringent than that for ve-
locity and density, the theorems 1.2 and 1.3 can be seen as a non-trivial extension from
2D quasilinear wave equation to the 2D quasilinear wave-transport system. Moreover,
the 2D results presented in Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 of this paper may be comparable to
the known 3D results [7, 62].

(2) Referring to the ill-posedness result in [4], we expect that the regularity of velocity
and density in Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 is optimal. Indeed, the sharp regularity of velocity,
density, and vorticity for the Cauchy problem of 2D compressible Euler equations remains
an open and challenging problem.

(3) Once it’s far away from vacuum, Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 also hold for a more general state
p = p(%) such that p′(%) > 0.

1.5. Outline of the paper. The organization of the remainder of this paper is as follows. In
Section 2, we prove the total energy estimates and uniqueness of solutions. In Section 3-7, we
give a complete proof for Theorem 1.2. In the subsequent Section 8, we present a proof for
Theorem 1.3.

2. Structures and energy estimates

In this part we aim to give good formulations of (1.2), energy estimates and uniqueness
theorems.

2.1. Good formulations. Let us start by introducing a hyperbolic system of compressible Euler
equations (1.2).
Lemma 2.1. [35] Let v and ρ be a solution of (1.2). Set U = (v1, v2, p(eρ))T. Then (1.2) satisfies
the following symmetric hyperbolic system

A0(U)∂tU+A1(U)∂1U+A2(U)∂2U = 0, (2.1)
where Aα(α = 0, 1, 2) is defined by

A0 =

 eρ 0 0

0 eρ 0

0 0 e−ρc−2
s

 , A1 =

 eρv1 0 1

0 eρv1 0

1 0 v1e−ρc−2
s

 ,
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A2 =

 eρv2 0 0

0 eρv2 1

0 1 v2e−ρc−2
s

 .

Remark 2.1. We also mention that there is another symmetrization due to Lefloch and Ukai
[34].

Next, let us introduce a good wave equation for v+.

Lemma 2.2. ([67], Lemma 2.3) Let v and ρ be a solution of (1.2) and w be defined in (1.18).
Let v+ and v− be denoted in Definition 1.4. Then v+ = (v1+, v

2
+)

T satisfies

□gv
i
+ = TTvi− +Qi. (2.2)

Lemma 2.3. ([67], Lemma 2.8) Let v and ρ be a solution of (1.2) and w be defined in (1.18).
Then ∇w satisfies

T(∂iw) = ∂iv
j∂jw, i = 1, 2. (2.3)

2.2. Commutator and product estimates. We first introduce a classical commutator estimate.

Lemma 2.4. [26] Let a ≥ 0 and Λx = (−∆)
1
2 . Then for any scalar functions h and f , we have

∥Λa
x(hf)− (Λa

xh)f∥L2
x(Rn) ≲ ∥Λa−1

x h∥L2
x(Rn)∥∇f∥L∞

x (Rn) + ∥h∥Lp
x(Rn)∥Λa

xf∥Lq
x(Rn),

where 1
p + 1

q = 1
2 .

Next, let us introduce some product estimates.

Lemma 2.5. [26] Let F (u) be a smooth function of u, F (0) = 0 and u ∈ L∞
x . For any s ≥ 0, we

have
∥F (u)∥Hs

x
≲ ∥u∥Hs

x
(1 + ∥u∥L∞

x
).

Lemma 2.6. [49] Suppose that 0 ≤ r, r′ < n
2 and r + r′ > n

2 . Then

∥hf∥
Hr+r′−n

2 (Rn)
≤ Cr,r′∥h∥Hr(Rn)∥f∥Hr′ (Rn).

Moreover, if −r ≤ r′ ≤ r and r > n
2 , we have

∥hf∥Hr′ (Rn) ≤ Cr,r′∥h∥Hr(Rn)∥f∥Hr′ (Rn).

Finally, let us introduce a modified Duhamel’s principle.

Lemma 2.7. ([67], Lemma 7.3) Let the metric g be defined in (1.3). If f(t, x; τ) is the solution
of {

□gf = 0, t > τ,

(f,Tf)|t=τ = −(Θ, B)(τ, x),

then the function
V (t, x) =

∫ t

0
f(t, x; τ)dτ,

is the solution of the linear wave equation{
□gV = TΘ+B,

(V,TV )|t=0 = (0,−Θ(0, x)).
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2.3. Energy estimates. We first introduce some energy estimates for lower-order terms in (1.22).

Lemma 2.8. ( [67], Lemma 2.12 ) Assume s ∈ (74 , 2]. Let (v, ρ) be a solution of (1.2) and w

be defined in (1.18). Let v− be defined in (1.21). Let D and Q be stated in (1.23). Then the
following estimates

∥D,Q∥Hs−1
x

≲ ∥dρ, dv∥L∞
x
∥v, ρ∥Hs

x
, (2.4)

and

∥Tv−∥Hs
x
≲ ∥v, ρ∥Hs

x
∥w∥H1+

x
, (2.5)

hold. Moreover, the function v− satisfies

∥v−∥H2+
x

≲ (1 + ∥ρ∥Hs
x
)∥w∥H1+

x
. (2.6)

Finally, we will present a total energy theorem in the following, which will be very useful.

Theorem 2.9. (Total energy estimate:type 1) Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2. Let (v, ρ) be a solution

of (1.2) and w be defined as in (1.18). Set

E(t) = ∥v∥2Hs
x
+ ∥ρ∥2Hs

x
+ ∥w∥2

H
s0−

1
4

x

+ ∥∇w∥2L8
x
,

and

E0 = ∥ρ0∥2Hs + ∥v0∥2Hs + ∥w0∥2
Hs0−

1
4
+ ∥∇w0∥2L8 .

If 0 < t ≤ 1, then the following energy inequality holds:

E(t) ≤CE0 exp

{∫ t

0
∥dv, dρ∥L∞

x
dτ + CE0 exp(

∫ t

0
∥dv, dρ∥L∞

x
dτ)

}
. (2.7)

Proof. By using (2.1), for any t > 0, we have

∥ρ∥2Hs
x
+ ∥v∥2Hs

x
≤ C

(
∥ρ0∥2Hs + ∥v0∥2Hs

)
+ C

∫ t

0
∥dv, dρ∥L∞

x
(∥ρ∥2Hs

x
+ ∥v∥2Hs

x
)dτ. (2.8)

Due to Gronwall’s inequality, it yields

∥(ρ,v)∥2Hs
x
≤ C∥(ρ0,v0)∥2Hs exp

(∫ t

0
∥(dv, dρ)∥L∞

x
dτ

)
. (2.9)

Multiplying with w on the third equation in (1.22) and integrating it on [0, t]× R2, we find

∥w∥2L2
x
≤ C∥w0∥2L2

x
+

∫ t

0
∥∇v∥L∞

x
∥w∥2L2

x
dτ. (2.10)

Operating derivatives Λ
s0− 1

4
x on Tw = 0, we then have

T(Λ
s0− 1

4
x w) = [vi,Λ

s0− 1
4

x ]∂iw. (2.11)
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Multiplying with Λ
s0− 1

4
x w on (2.11) and integrating it on [0, t]× R2, which implies that

∥Λs0− 1
4

x w∥2L2
x
≤∥Λs0− 1

4
x w0∥2L2

x
+ C

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

∫
R2

divv · |Λs0− 1
4

x w|2dxdτ
∣∣∣∣

+ C

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

∫
R2

[vi,Λ
s0− 1

4
x ]∂iw · Λs0− 1

4
x wdxdτ

∣∣∣∣
≤∥w0∥2

Hs0−
1
4
+ C

∫ t

0
∥∇v∥L∞

x
∥Λs0− 1

4
x w∥2L2

x
dτ

+ C

∫ t

0
∥Λs0− 1

4
x v∥

L
8
3
x

∥∇w∥L8
x
∥Λs0− 1

4
x w∥L2

x
dτ.

(2.12)

Combining (2.10) with (2.12) yields to

∥w∥2
H

s0−
1
4

x

≤∥w0∥2
H

s0−
1
4

x

+ C

∫ t

0
∥∇v∥L∞

x
∥w∥2

H
s0−

1
4

x

dτ

+

∫ t

0
∥v∥Hs

x
∥∇w∥L8

x
∥w∥

H
s0−

1
4

x

dτ.

(2.13)

Applying (2.3), we also obtain the energy inequality

∥∇w∥2L8
x
≤∥∇w0∥2L8

x
+ C

∫ t

0
∥∇v∥L∞

x
∥∇w∥2L8

x
dτ. (2.14)

Thanks to (2.8), (2.13) and (2.14), we get

E(t) ≤ CE0 + C

∫ t

0

(
∥dv, dρ∥L∞

x
+ ∥v∥Hs

x

)
E(τ)dτ.

By Gronwall’s inequality, we derive

E(t) ≤ CE0 exp

{∫ t

0

(
∥dv, dρ∥L∞

x
+ ∥v∥Hs

x

)
dτ

}
. (2.15)

Due to (2.9), then (2.15) becomes

E(t) ≤CE0 exp

{∫ t

0
∥dv, dρ∥L∞

x
dτ + CE0

∫ t

0
exp{

∫ t

0
∥dv, dρ∥L∞

x
dτ ′}dτ

}
≤CE0 exp

{∫ t

0
∥dv, dρ∥L∞

x
dτ + CtE0 exp(

∫ t

0
∥dv, dρ∥L∞

x
dτ)

}
.

(2.16)

Applying (2.16) and 0 < t ≤ 1, we finally have

E(t) ≤CE0 exp

{∫ t

0
∥dv, dρ∥L∞

x
dτ + CE0 exp(

∫ t

0
∥dv, dρ∥L∞

x
dτ)

}
.

This implies that (2.7) holds. Therefore, we complete the proof of this theorem. □

Theorem 2.10. (Total energy estimate:type 2) Assume s ∈ (74 , 2]. Let (v, ρ) be a solution of
(1.2) and w be defined as in (1.18). Set

Ē(t) = ∥v∥2Hs
x
+ ∥ρ∥2Hs

x
+ ∥w∥2

H
3
2
x

+ ∥∇w∥2L8
x
,

and
Ē0 = ∥ρ0∥2Hs + ∥v0∥2Hs + ∥w0∥2

H
3
2
+ ∥∇w0∥2L8 .
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If 0 < t ≤ 1, then the following energy inequality holds:

Ē(t) ≤CĒ0 exp

{∫ t

0
∥dv, dρ∥L∞

x
dτ + CĒ0 exp(

∫ t

0
∥dv, dρ∥L∞

x
dτ)

}
. (2.17)

Proof. Taking derivatives Λ
3
2
x on Tw = 0, we get

T(Λ
3
2
xw) = [vi,Λ

3
2
x ]∂iw. (2.18)

Multiplying (2.18) with Λ
3
2
xw and integrating it on [0, t]× R2, which implies that

∥Λ
3
2
xw∥2L2

x
≤∥Λ

3
2
xw0∥2L2

x
+ C

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

∫
R2

divv · |Λ
3
2
xw|2dxdτ

∣∣∣∣
+ C

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

∫
R2

[vi,Λ
3
2
x ]∂iw · Λ

3
2
xwdxdτ

∣∣∣∣
≤∥w0∥2

H
3
2
+ C

∫ t

0
∥∇v∥L∞

x
∥Λ

3
2
xw∥2L2

x
dτ

+ C

∫ t

0
∥Λ

3
2
xv∥

L
8
3
x

∥∇w∥L8
x
∥Λ

3
2
xw∥L2

x
dτ.

(2.19)

Combining (2.10) with (2.19) yields to

∥w∥2
H

3
2
x

≤∥w0∥2
H

3
2
x

+ C

∫ t

0
∥∇v∥L∞

x
∥w∥2

H
3
2
x

dτ

+

∫ t

0
∥v∥Hs

x
∥∇w∥L8

x
∥w∥

H
3
2
x

dτ.

(2.20)

Applying (2.8), (2.14) and (2.20), we obtain

Ē(t) ≤ CĒ0 + C

∫ t

0

(
∥dv, dρ∥L∞

x
+ ∥v∥Hs

x

)
Ē(τ)dτ.

By Gronwall’s inequality, then (2.17) holds. We thus complete the proof of theorem 2.10. □

2.4. Uniqueness of the solution. We now introduce two corollaries regarding the uniqueness of
solutions, which can be obtained directly from Theorems 2.9 and 2.10.

Corollary 2.11. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2 and (1.14) hold. Consider the Cauchy problem (1.22)

with the initial data (v0, ρ0, w0, ∇w0) ∈ Hs × Hs × Hs0− 1
4 × L8. If there exists a solution

(v, ρ, w) for (1.22) and (v, ρ) ∈ C([0, T ],Hs
x), w ∈ C([0, T ],H

s0− 1
4

x ), ∇w ∈ C([0, T ], L8
x) and

(dv, dρ) ∈ L4
[0,T ]L

∞
x , then it’s unique.

Corollary 2.12. Assume s ∈ (74 , 2] and (1.14) hold. Consider the Cauchy problem (1.22) with the
initial data (v0, ρ0, w0, ∇w0) ∈ Hs×Hs×H

3
2 ×L8. If there exists a solution (v, ρ, w) for (1.22)

and (v, ρ) ∈ C([0, T ∗],Hs
x), w ∈ C([0, T ∗],H

3
2
x ), ∇w ∈ C([0, T ∗], L8

x) and (dv, dρ) ∈ L4
[0,T ∗]L

∞
x ,

then it’s unique.
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3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Observing the conclusions in Theorem 1.2, it includes existence, uniqueness of solutions, and
Strichartz estimates. By using Corollary 2.11, the uniqueness of solution also holds once we
prove the existence of solutions and Strichartz estimates. Therefore, we only need to discuss the
existence of solutions and Strichartz estimates. Our idea here is to reduce the proofs of Theorem
1.2 to the case of smooth, compactly supported and small initial data.

3.1. A reduction to the case of smooth initial data.

Proposition 3.1. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2, δ ∈ (0, s − 7

4), and (1.14) hold. Consider the Cauchy
problem (1.22). For each M0 > 0, there exists positives T and M1 (depending on s, s0, C0, c0,M0)
such that, for each smooth initial data (v0, ρ0, w0) which satisfies

∥v0∥Hs + ∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥w0∥
Hs0−

1
4
+ ∥∇w0∥L8 ≤M0,

there exists a smooth solution (v, ρ, w) to (1.22) on [−T, T ]× R2 satisfying

∥v∥L∞
t Hs

x
+ ∥ρ∥L∞

t Hs
x
+ ∥w∥

H
s0−

1
4

x

+ ∥∇w∥L8
x
≤M1. (3.1)

Furthermore, the solution satisfies
(1) dispersive estimate for v, ρ and v+

∥dv, dρ, dv+∥L4
tC

δ
x
≤M1. (3.2)

(2) Let a function f satisfy equation (1.24). For each 1 ≤ r ≤ s + 1, the Cauchy problem
(1.24) is well-posed in Hr

x ×Hr−1
x , and the following estimates

∥ ⟨∇⟩a f∥L4
tL

∞
x

≤ CM0(∥f0∥Hr + ∥f1∥Hr−1 + ∥Θ∥L∞
t Hr−1

x ∩L1
tH

r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

), (3.3)

and

∥f∥L∞
t Hr

x
+ ∥∂tf∥L∞

t Hr−1
x

≤ CM0(∥f0∥Hr + ∥f1∥Hr−1 + ∥Θ∥L∞
t Hr−1∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

). (3.4)

hold, where a < r− 3
4 and CM0 is a constant depending on s, s0, C0, c0,M0. The similar

estimates hold if we replace ⟨∇⟩a by ⟨∇⟩a−1 d.

Next, we will give a proof for Theorem 1.2 based on Proposition 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 by using Proposition 3.1. Consider the initial data (v0, ρ0, w0,∇w0) ∈
Hs ×Hs ×Hs0− 1

4 × L8 and

∥v0∥Hs + ∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥w0∥
Hs0−

1
4
+ ∥∇w0∥L8 ≤M0.

Let {(v0k, ρ0k, w0k,∇w0k)}k∈Z+ be a sequence of smooth data which converges to
(v0, ρ0, w0,∇w0) in Hs ×Hs ×Hs0− 1

4 × L8, where w0k is given by

w0k = e−ρ0kcurlv0k, k ∈ Z+.

By use of Proposition 3.1, for each data (v0k, ρ0k, w0k), there exists a solution (vk, ρk, wk) to
(1.22), and corresponds to the initial data

(vk, ρk, wk)|t=0 = (v0k, ρ0k, w0k).
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We note that the solution of (1.22) also satisfies the symmetric hyperbolic system (2.1). Let
Uk = (vk, p(e

ρk))T, k ∈ Z+. For k, l ∈ Z+, we get

A0(Uk)∂tUk +

2∑
i=1

Ai(Uk)∂iUk = 0,

A0(Ul)∂tUl +
2∑

i=1

Ai(Ul)∂iUl = 0.

Applying the standard energy estimates to Uk −Ul, it yields
d

dt
∥Uk −Ul∥Hs−1

x
≤ Ck,l

(
∥dUk, dUl∥L∞

x
∥Uk −Ul∥Hs−1

x
+ ∥Uk −Ul∥L∞

x
∥∇Ul∥Hs−1

x

)
,

where Ck,l depends on the L∞
x norm of Uk and Ul. By using the Strichartz estimate of

dvk, dρk, k ∈ Z+, i.e. (3.2) in Proposition 3.1, we infer that

∥(Uk −Ul)(t, ·)∥Hs−1
x

≲ ∥(Uk −Ul)(0, ·)∥Hs−1

≲ ∥(v0k − v0l, ρ0k − ρ0l)∥Hs−1 .

Thus {(vk, p(e
ρk))}k∈Z+ is a Cauchy sequence in C([−T, T ];Hs−1

x ). Let (v, p(eρ)) be the limit.
Then

lim
k→∞

(vk, p(e
ρk)) = (v, p(eρ)) in C([−T, T ];Hs−1

x ). (3.5)

Since p(eρk) = eγρk , we therefore have ρk = 1
γ ln {p(eρk)}. By using (3.5) and Lemma 2.5, we

obtain
lim
k→∞

ρk = ρ in C([−T, T ];Hs−1
x ).

Due to
wk = e−ρkcurlvk, k ∈ Z+,

and
∂twk + (vk · ∇)wk = 0.

we can obtain
∂t(wk − wl) + vk · ∇(wk − wl) = (vl − vk) · ∇wl. (3.6)

Multiplying wk − wl on (3.6) and integrating it on [0, t]× R2, we obtain

∥wk − wl∥2L2
x
≤ C∥w0k − w0l∥2L2

x
+ C

∫ t

0
∥∇vk∥L∞

x
∥wk − wl∥2L2

x
dτ

+ C

∫ t

0
∥vk − vl∥L2

x
∥wl∥H1

x
∥wk − wl∥L2

x
dτ.

(3.7)

For (3.7), using Gronwall’s inequality, then {wk}k∈Z+ is a Cauchy sequence in C([−T, T ];L2
x).

We denote w as the limit, i.e.

lim
k→∞

wk = w in C([−T, T ];L2
x).

Since (vk, ρk) is uniformly bounded in C([−T, T ];Hs
x) and (wk,∇wk) uniformly bounded in

H
s0− 1

4
x ×L8

x, we therefore deduce (v, ρ) ∈ C([−T, T ];Hs
x), w ∈ C([−T, T ];Hs0− 1

4
x ), and ∇w ∈ L8

x.
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Using Proposition 3.1 again, the sequence {(dvk, dρk)}k∈Z+ is uniformly bounded in the space
L4([−T, T ];Cδ

x). Consequently, the sequence {(dvk, dρk)}k∈Z+ converges to (dv, dρ) in the space
L4([−T, T ];L∞

x ). That is,

lim
k→∞

(dvk, dρk) = (dv, dρ) in L4([−T, T ];L∞
x ). (3.8)

Due to (1.20), we get

∥dv+∥L∞
x

≤ ∥dv∥L∞
x
+ ∥dv−∥L∞

x
. (3.9)

By applying (1.21) and elliptic estimates, Sobolev inequalities, for s0 > 7
4 we derive

∥dv−∥L∞
x

≲ ∥d(−∆)−1(eρ∇w)∥
H

s0−
3
4

x

≲ ∥w∥
Hs0−

3
4
+ ∥ρ∥Hs

≲ ∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥v0∥Hs + ∥w0∥
Hs0−

1
4
+ ∥∇w0∥L8 .

As a result, we have dv− ∈ L4([−T, T ];L∞
x ) for finite T . This combining with (3.8)-(3.9) yields

dv+ ∈ L4([−T, T ];L∞
x ).

It remains for us to prove (1.25) and (1.26). For 1 ≤ r ≤ s + 1, using Proposition 3.1, there
exists solutions fk satisfying {

□gkfk = TΘ+B

(fk, ∂tfk)|t=0 = (f0, f1).
(3.10)

Here the metric gk has the same formulation as in (1.19) by replacing (v, ρ) to (vk, ρk). Using
(3.3) and (3.4), we have

∥ ⟨∇⟩a fk∥L4
tL

∞
x

≤ CM0(∥f0∥Hr + ∥f1∥Hr−1 + ∥Θ∥L∞
t Hr−1∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

), (3.11)

and

∥fk∥L∞
t Hr

x
+∥∂tfk∥L∞

t Hr−1
x

≤ CM0(∥f0∥Hr +∥f1∥Hr−1 +∥Θ∥L∞
t Hr−1∩L1

tH
r
x
+∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

), (3.12)

where a < r − 3
4 . From (3.12), we obtain that there exists a subsequence such that there is a

limit f satisfying

∥f∥L∞
t Hr

x
+ ∥∂tf∥L∞

t Hr−1
x

≲ ∥f0∥Hr + ∥f1∥Hr−1 + ∥Θ∥L∞
t Hr−1∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

.

By use of (3.11), we have

∥ ⟨∇⟩a f∥L4
tL

∞
x

≲ ∥f0∥Hr + ∥f1∥Hr−1 + ∥Θ∥L∞
t Hr−1∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

, a < r − 3

4
.

Furthermore, taking k → ∞ for (3.10), the limit f also satisfies{
□gf = TΘ+B,

(f, ∂tf)|t=0 = (f0, f1).

Therefore, we have finished the proof of Theorem 1.2. □

We next state a result with smooth, small initial data.
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3.2. A reduction to the case of small initial data. Since the propagation speed of system (1.22)
is finite, we therefore set c > 0 being the largest one. Let us state a result with small data:

Proposition 3.2. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2, δ ∈ (0, s − 7

4), (1.14) and (1.13) hold. Consider the
Cauchy problem (1.22). Suppose the initial data (v0, ρ0, w0) be smooth, supported in B(0, c+2)

and satisfying

∥v0∥Hs + ∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥w0∥
Hs0−

1
4
+ ∥∇w0∥L8 ≤ ε3. (3.13)

Then the Cauchy problem (1.22) admits a smooth solution (v, ρ, w) on [−1, 1]×R2, which have
the following properties:

(1) energy estimates
∥v∥L∞

t Hs
x
+ ∥ρ∥L∞

t Hs
x
+ ∥w∥

H
s0−

1
4

x

+ ∥∇w∥L8
x
≤ ε2.

(2) dispersive estimate for v and ρ

∥dv, dρ, dv+∥L4
tC

δ
x
≤ ε2,

(3) dispersive estimate for the linear equation
Let f satisfy the equation (1.24). For each 1 ≤ r ≤ s + 1, the Cauchy problem (1.24) is

well-posed in Hr
x ×Hr−1

x . Moreover, for a < r − 3
4 , the following estimates

∥ ⟨∇⟩a f∥L4
tL

∞
x

≤ CM0(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x ∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

), (3.14)

and

∥f∥L∞
t Hs

x
+ ∥∂tf∥L∞

t Hs−1
x

≤ CM0(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x ∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

). (3.15)

hold, where CM0 is a constant depending on s, s0, C0, c0,M0. The similar estimates hold if we
replace ⟨∇⟩a by ⟨∇⟩a−1 d.

In the following, we will give a proof for Proposition 3.1 based on Proposition 3.2.

Proof of Proposition 3.1 by using Proposition 3.2. We divide the proof into three steps.
Step 1. Scaling. From (3.1), we can see

∥v0∥Hs + ∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥w0∥
Hs0−

1
4
+ ∥∇w0∥L8 ≤M0. (3.16)

Take the scaling

ṽ(t, x) = v(Tt, Tx), ρ̃(t, x) = ρ(Tt, Tx).

Let
w̃ = e−ρ̃curlṽ.

Due to (3.16), we can compute out

∥ṽ0∥Ḣs + ∥ρ̃0∥Ḣs ≤M0T
s−1,

∥w̃0∥
Ḣs0−

1
4
≤M0T

s0− 1
4 , ∥∇w̃0∥L8 ≤M0T

3
4 .

Choose sufficiently small T such that

max{M0T
3
4 ,M0T

s0− 1
4 ,M0T

s−1} ≪ ε3.
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Then we have

∥ṽ0∥Ḣs + ∥ρ̃0∥Ḣs + ∥w̃0∥
Ḣs0−

1
4
+ ∥∇w̃0∥L8 ≤ ε3.

Definitely, the above homogeneous norm is not enough for us to apply Proposition 3.2. Next,
we use the physical localization technique to reduce the data with small in-homogeneous norm.

Step 2. Localization. Let χ be a smooth function supported in B(0, c+ 2), and which equals
1 in B(0, c+ 1). For any given y ∈ R2, we define the localized initial data near y:

vy
0 = χ(x− y) (v0(x)− v0(y)) ,

ρy0 = χ(x− y) (ρ0(x)− ρ0(y)) .

Using (1.18), we next define
wy
0 = e−(ρy0+ρ0(y))curlvy

0 .

Since 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2, it is not difficult for us to verify

∥(vy
0 , ρ

y
0)∥Hs

x
+ ∥wy

0∥
H

s0−
1
4

x

≲ ∥v0, ρ0∥Ḣs + ∥w0∥
Ḣs0−

1
4
≲ ε3, (3.17)

and
∥∇wy

0∥L8 ≲ ∥∇w0∥L8 + ∥v0∥Ḣs∥ρ0∥Ḣs ≲ ε3. (3.18)

Applying (3.17) and (3.18), we get

∥vy
0∥Hs

x
+ ∥ρy0∥Hs

x
+ ∥wy

0∥
H

s0−
1
4

x

+ ∥∇wy
0∥L8 ≲ ε3.

Step 3. Using Proposition 3.2. Due to Proposition 3.2, there is a smooth solution (vy, ρy, wy)

on [−1, 1]× R2 satisfying the following Cauchy problem

□gv
i = −εiaeρc2s∂aw +Qi,

□gρ = D,
Tw = 0.

(v, ρ, w)|t=0 = (vy
0 , ρ

y
0, w

y
0),

(∂tv, ∂tρ)|t=0 = (−vy
0 · ∇vy

0 + c2s∇ρ
y
0,−vy

0 · ∇ρ
y
0 − divvy

0),

(3.19)

where Qi (i = 1, 2) and D are stated as (1.23). As a result, vy +v0(y), ρ
y + ρ0(y), w

y also solves
(3.19), where the initial data coincides with (v0, ρ0, w0) in B(y, c + 1). At the same time, the
following Strichartz estimate also holds:

∥dvy, dρy∥L4
tC

δ
x
≤ ε2. (3.20)

Consider the restriction, for y ∈ R2,

(vy + v0(y)) |Ky , (ρy + ρ0(y)) |Ky , wy|Ky , (3.21)

where Ky is defined by

Ky = {(t, x) : ct+ |x− y| ≤ c+ 1, |t| < 1} .
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Then the restriction (3.21) solves (3.19) on Ky. By finite speed of propagation and the uniqueness
of solutions of (1.22), if we give

v(t, x) = vy(t, x) + v0(y), (t, x) ∈ Ky,

ρ(t, x) = ρy(t, x) + ρ0(y), (t, x) ∈ Ky,

w(t, x) = wy(t, x), (t, x) ∈ Ky,

then (v, ρ, w) satisfies (1.22) on [−1, 1]× R2. By use of Theorem 2.9, we have for t ∈ [−1, 1]

∥(v, ρ)∥Hs
x
+ ∥w∥

H
s0−

1
4

x

+ ∥∇w∥L8
x

=∥(vy, ρy)∥Hs
x
+ ∥wy∥

H
s0−

1
4

x

+ ∥∇wy∥L8
x

≤C(∥(vy
0 , ρ

y
0)∥Hs

x
+ ∥wy

0∥Hs0−
1
4
+ ∥∇wy

0∥L8) · exp
{∫ t

0
∥dvy, dρy∥L∞

x
dτ

+ C(∥(vy
0 , ρ

y
0)∥Hs

x
+ ∥wy

0∥Hs0−
1
4
+ ∥∇wy

0∥L8) exp(

∫ t

0
∥dvy, dρy∥L∞

x
dτ)

}
≤2CM0 exp

(
1 + eCM0

)
.

(3.22)

Owing to (3.20), we get
∥dv, dρ∥L4

tC
δ
x
≤ C∥dvy, dρy∥L4

tC
δ
x
≤ C. (3.23)

Taking M1 = max
{
2CM0 exp

(
1 + eCM0

)
, C

}
, then (3.1) and (3.2) hold.

It remains for us to prove (3.3) and (3.4). Let the cartesian grid 2−
1
2Z2 be in R2, and a

corresponding smooth partition of unity be∑
y∈2−

1
2 Z2

ψ(x− y) = 1,

such that the function ψ is supported in the unit ball. Consider a function fy being a solution
of {

□gyf
y = 0,

(fy, ∂tf
y)|t=0 = (ψ(x− y)f0, ψ(x− y)f1),

where gy has the same formulation as in (1.3) with the velocity vy and ρy. We therefore get

gy = g, (t, x) ∈ Ky.

By finite speed of propagation, for (t, x) ∈ Ky, we deduce

fy = f, (t, x) ∈ Ky.

Write f as
f(t, x) =

∑
y∈2−

1
2 Z2

ψ(x− y)fy(x, t).

Due to (3.14) and (3.15), for a < r − 3
4 , we obtain

∥ ⟨∇⟩a f∥4L4
tL

∞
x

≤C
∑

y∈2−
1
2 Z2

∥ψ(x− y) ⟨∇⟩a fy(x, t)∥4L4
tL

∞
x

≤C
∑

y∈2−
1
2 Z2

∥ψ(x− y)(f0, f1)∥4Hr×Hr−1 .

≲
(
∥f0∥Hr

x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x ∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

)4
,

(3.24)
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and
∥f∥L∞

t Hs
x
+ ∥∂tf∥L∞

t Hs−1
x

≤C
∑

y∈2−
1
2 Z2

(∥ψ(x− y)fy(t, x)∥L∞
t Hs−1

x
+ ∥ψ(x− y)∂tf

y∥L∞
t Hs−1

x
)

≲∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x ∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

.

(3.25)

Due to (3.22), (3.23), (3.24), and (3.25), we therefore finish the proof of Proposition 3.1. □

It remains for us to verify Proposition 3.2.

4. The proof of Proposition 3.2: a bootstrap argument

In this part, we will reduce the proof of Proposition 3.2 to a bootstrap argument. To start,
we introduce some necessary notations and definitions. Let m be a standard Minkowski metric
satisfying

m00 = −1, mij = δij , i, j = 1, 2.

Taking v = 0, ρ = 0 in g, which is record g(0). Then the inverse matrix of the metric g is

g−1(0) =

 −1 0 0

0 c2s(0) 0

0 0 c2s(0)

 ,

where cs(0) = cs(ρ)|ρ=0. By a linear change of coordinates which preserves dt, we may assume
that gαβ(0) = mαβ . Let χ be a smooth cut-off function supported in the region B(0, 3 + 2c)×
[−3

2 ,
3
2 ], which equals to 1 in the region B(0, 2 + 2c)× [−1, 1]. We denote

g = χ(t, x)(g − g(0)) + g(0), (4.1)

where g is defined as in (1.3). Consider the Cauchy problem of the following wave-transport
system 

□gv
i = −εiaeρc2s∂aw +Qi,

□gρ = D,
Tw = 0.

(v, ρ, w)|t=0 = (v0, ρ0, w0),

(4.2)

where Qi (i = 1, 2) and D are defined in (1.23), and g is denoted in (4.1).

Definition 4.1. (Definition for the set H) We denote by H the family of smooth solutions (v, ρ, w)
to the system (4.2) for t ∈ [−2, 2], with the initial data (v0, ρ0, w0) supported in B(0, 2+ c), and
for which

∥v0∥Hs + ∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥w0∥
Hs0−

1
4
+ ∥∇w0∥L8 ≤ ε3, (4.3)

∥v∥L∞
[−2,2]

Hs
x
+ ∥ρ∥L∞

[−2,2]
Hs

x
+ ∥w0∥

L∞
[−2,2]

H
s0−

1
4

x

+ ∥∇w∥L∞
[−2,2]

L8
x
≤ 2ε2, (4.4)

∥dv, dρ, dv+∥L4
[−2,2]

Cδ
x
≤ 2ε2. (4.5)
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4.1. Statement of bootstrap argument.

Proposition 4.1. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2, δ ∈ (0, s − 7

4), (1.14) and (1.13) hold. Then there
is a continuous functional3 G : H → R+, satisfying G(0, 0) = 0, so that for each (v, ρ, w) ∈ H
satisfying G(v, ρ) ≤ 2ε1 the following properties hold:

(1) The function v, ρ, and w satisfies G(v, ρ) ≤ ε1.
(2) The following estimate holds,

∥v∥L∞
[−2,2]

Hs
x
+ ∥ρ∥L∞

[−2,2]
Hs

x
+ ∥w∥

L∞
[−2,2]

H
s0−

1
4

x

+ ∥∇w∥L∞
[−2,2]

L8
x
≤ ε2, (4.6)

∥dv, dρ, dv+∥L2
[−2,2]

Cδ
x
≤ ε2. (4.7)

(3) For 1 ≤ r ≤ s+ 1, the problem
□gf = TΘ+B, (t, x) ∈ [−2, 2]× R2,

f(t0, ·) = f0 ∈ Hr
x(R2),

∂tf(t0, ·) = f1 ∈ Hr−1
x (R2),

is well-posed in Hr
x × Hr−1

x . Moreover, on [−2, 2] × R2, for a < r − 1, we have the
Strichartz estimate

∥ ⟨∇⟩a f∥L4
tL

∞
x

≲ ∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x ∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

,

and the energy estimate
∥f∥L∞

t Hr
x
+ ∥∂tf∥L∞

t Hr−1
x

≲ ∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x ∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

.

Next, we will prove Proposition 3.2 based on Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.2 by use of Proposition 4.1. Observe that the initial data (3.13) in
Proposition 3.2 satisfies

∥v0∥Hs + ∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥w0∥
H

s0−
1
4

x

+ ∥∇w0∥L8
x
≤ ε3.

We denote by A the subset of those γ ∈ [0, 1] such that the equation (4.2) admits a smooth
solution (vγ , ργ , wγ) with the initial data

vγ |t=0 =γv0,

ργ |t=0 =γρ0,

wγ |t=0 =e−ργ(0)curlvγ(0),

and such that G(vγ , ργ) ≤ ε1 and (4.6)-(4.7) hold. We claim that the set A is not empty.
Taking γ = 0, then

(vγ , ργ , wγ)(t, x) = (0, 0, 0),

is a smooth solution of (4.2) with the initial data
(vγ , ργ , wγ)|t=0 = (0, 0, 0).

Thus, 0 ∈ A. If we can prove 1 ∈ A, the proposition 3.2 follows immediately by applying
Proposition 4.1. Next, we will prove that A = [0, 1]. Thus, it’s suffices for us to prove that A is
both open and closed in [0, 1].

3For the definition of G, see (4.8) below.
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We assume γ ∈ A. Then (vγ , ργ , wγ) is a smooth solution to (4.2), where

wγ = e−ργcurlvγ .

Let β be close to γ. By using the continuity of G, we have

G(vβ , ρβ) ≤ 2ε1,

Similarly, (4.3), (4.4) and (4.5) also hold for (vβ , ρβ , wβ). Applying Proposition 4.1, we derive
that

G(vβ , ρβ) ≤ ε1.

In a similar way, the estimates (4.6), (4.7) also hold for (vβ , ρβ , wβ). Thus, β ∈ A and A is open
set.

Let γk ∈ A, k ∈ N+ and γ be a limit satisfying limk→∞ γk = γ. Then there exists a sequence
{(vγk , ργk , wγk)}k∈N+ being smooth solutions to (4.2) and

∥(vγk , ργk)∥L∞
t Hs

x
+ ∥wγk∥

L∞
t H

s0−
1
4

x

+ ∥∇wγk∥L∞
t L8

x
+ ∥dvγk , dργk∥L4

tC
δ
x
≤ ε2.

Then there exists a subsequence of {(vγk , ργk , wγk)}k∈N+ such that (vγ , ργ , wγ) is the limi. More-
over, (vγ , ργ , wγ) satisfies

∥(vγ , ργ)∥L∞
t Hs

x
+ ∥wγ∥

L∞
t H

s0−
1
4

x

+ ∥∇wγ∥L∞
t L8

x
+ ∥dvγ , dργ∥L4

tC
δ
x
≤ ε2.

Similarly, we also get G(vγ , ργ) ≤ ε1. This implies γ ∈ A. So A is a closed set. We therefore
complete the proof of Proposition 3.2. □

It still remains for us to give a definition of G and prove Proposition 4.1.

4.2. Definition of the functional. In order to define G, we need a new foliation for the space-time
and introduce new norms. Assume (v, ρ, w) ∈ H. Give an extension for g (g is defined in (4.1)),
which equals to the Minkowski metric for t ∈ [−2,−3

2 ]. When no confusion can arise, we still
record it g.

For each θ ∈ S1, we consider a foliation of the slice t = −2 by taking level sets of the function
rθ(−2, x) = θ · x+ 2. Then θ · dx− t is a null covector field over t = −2, and it is co-normal to
the level sets of rθ(−2). Let Γθ be the graph of a null covector field given by drθ. We also define
the hypersurface Σθ,r for r ∈ R as the level sets of rθ. Thus, the characteristic hypersurface Σθ,r

is the flowout of the set θ · x = r − 2 along the null geodesic flow in the direction θ at t = −2.
We introduce an orthonormal sets of coordinates on R2 by setting xθ = θ · x. Let x′θ be given

orthonormal coordinates on the hyperplane prependicular to θ, which then define coordinates
on R2 by projection along θ. Then (t, x′θ) induce the coordinates on Σθ,r, and Σθ,r is given by

Σθ,r = {(t, x) : xθ − φθ,r = 0}

for a smooth function φθ,r(t, x
′
θ).

We now introduce two norms for functions defined on [−2, 2]× R2, for a ≥ 1,

|||f |||a,∞ = sup
−2≤t≤2

sup
0≤j≤1

∥∂jt f(t, ·)∥Ha−j(R2),

|||f |||a,2 =
(

sup
0≤j≤1

∫ 2

−2
∥∂jt f(t, ·)∥2Ha−j(R2)dt

) 1
2 .
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We also denote
|||f |||a,2,Σθ,r

= |||f |Σθ,r
|||a,2,

where the right hand side is the norm of the restriction of f to Σθ,r, taken over the (t, x′θ)

variables used to parametrise Σθ,r. Similarly, the notation

∥f∥Ha(Σθ,r),

denotes the Ha(R) norm of f restricted to the time t slice of Σθ,r using the x′θ coordinates on
Σt
θ,r.
For 7

4 < s0 < s ≤ 2, we now define the functional G as

G(v, ρ) = sup
θ,r

|||dφθ,r − dt|||s0− 1
4
,2,Σθ,r

. (4.8)

4.3. Proof of Proposition 4.1. Before our proof, let us introduce two propositions as follows.

Proposition 4.2. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2 and δ0 ∈ (0, s0 − 7

4). Let (v, ρ, w) ∈ H such that
G(v, ρ) ≤ 2ε1. Then we have

G(v, ρ) ≲ ε2. (4.9)
Furthermore, for each t it holds that

∥dφθ,r(t, ·)− dt∥
C

1,δ0
x′

≲ ε2 + ∥dg(t, ·)∥
C

δ0
x (R2)

. (4.10)

Proposition 4.3. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2. Suppose that (v, ρ, w) ∈ H and G(v, ρ) ≤ 2ε1. For

any 1 ≤ r ≤ s+ 1, and for each t0 ∈ [−2, 2], the linear, non-homogenous equation
□gf = TΘ+B, (t, x) ∈ [t0, 2]× R2,

f(t, x)|t=t0 = f0 ∈ Hr
x(R2),

∂tf(t, x)|t=t0 = f1 ∈ Hr−1
x (R2),

admites a solution f ∈ C([−2, 2],Hr
x)× C1([−2, 2],Hr−1

x ) and the following estimates holds:

∥f∥L∞
t Hr

x
+ ∥∂tf∥L∞

t Hr−1
x

≲ ∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x ∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

. (4.11)

Additionally, the following estimates hold, provided a < r − 3
4 ,

∥ ⟨∇⟩a f∥L4
tL

∞
x

≲ ∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x ∩L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

. (4.12)

The similar estimate (4.12) holds if we replace ⟨∇⟩a by ⟨∇⟩a−1 d.

Based on Propositions 4.2 and 4.3, we are able to prove Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. By using Propositions 4.2 and 4.3, we only need to verify (4.6) and
(4.7). Due to Theorem 2.9 and (4.3), we have

∥v∥L∞
[−2,2]

Hs
x
+ ∥ρ∥L∞

[−2,2]
Hs

x
+ ∥w∥

L∞
[−2,2]

H
s0−

1
4

x

+ ∥∇w∥L∞
[−2,2]

L8
x
≲ ε3.

Note that ε3 ≪ ε2. It implies that the estimate (4.6) holds. Applying Proposition 4.3 to (2.2),
for δ ∈ (0, s− 7

4), we can obtain

∥dv+∥L4
[−2,2]

Cδ
x
≲ ∥v0∥Hs + ∥Tv−∥L∞

t Hs−1
x

+ ∥Tv−∥L1
tH

s
x
+ ∥Q∥L1

tH
s−1
x

. (4.13)
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Similarly, we also have

∥dρ∥L4
[−2,2]

Cδ
x
≲ ∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥v, ρ∥L∞

t Hs
x
∥dv, dρ∥L4

tL
∞
x
. (4.14)

Using (2.4) and (2.5), the inequality (4.13) becomes

∥dv+∥L4
[−2,2]

Cδ
x
≲ ∥v, ρ∥L∞

t Hs
x
∥w∥

L∞
t H

s0−
1
4

x

+ ∥v, ρ∥L∞
t Hs

x
∥dv, dρ∥L4

tL
∞
x
. (4.15)

The estimate (4.15) combines with (4.5)-(4.6) yield

∥dv+∥L4
[−2,2]

Cδ
x
≲ ε3. (4.16)

Due to (2.6) and (4.6), we can obtain

∥dv−∥L4
[−2,2]

Cδ
x
≲ ∥ρ∥L∞

[−2,2]
Hs

x
(1 + ∥w∥

L∞
[−2,2]

H
s0−

1
4

x

) ≲ ε3. (4.17)

Adding (4.16) and (4.17), it implies

∥dv∥L4
[−2,2]

Cδ
x
≲ ε3. (4.18)

In a similar way, using (4.14), and combining with (4.5)-(4.6), we get

∥dρ∥L4
[−2,2]

Cδ
x
≲ ε3. (4.19)

Noting ε3 ≪ ε2, and seeing (4.16), (4.18), and (4.19), we can obtain (4.7). Therefore, we have
finished the proof of Proposition 4.1. □

It still remains for us to prove Proposition 4.2 and 4.3, which will be presented in Section 5
and 6 respectively.

5. The proof of Proposition 4.2

To prove Proposition 4.2, the key relies on discussing the regularity of the characteristic
hypersurface. We begin by introducing the following result:

Proposition 5.1. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2. Let (v, ρ, w) ∈ H so that G(v, ρ) ≤ 2ε1. Then

|||gαβ −mαβ |||s0− 1
4
,2,Σθ,r

+ |||λ(gαβ − P<λg
αβ), dP<λg

αβ , λ−1∇P<λdg
αβ |||s0− 5

4
,2,Σθ,r

≲ ε2. (5.1)

To prove Proposition 5.1, including 4.2, it suffices to restrict our attention to the case where
θ = (0, 1) and r = 0. We fix this choice, and suppress θ and r in our notation. We use (x2, x

′)

instead of (xθ, x′θ). Then Σ is defined by

Σ =
{
x2 − φ(t, x′) = 0

}
.

Let ∆x′ be a Laplacian operator on Σ, and

Λx′ = (−∆x′)
1
2 . (5.2)

The hypothesis G(v, ρ) ≤ 2ε1 implies that

|||dφθ,r(t, ·)− dt|||s0− 1
4
,2,Σ ≤ 2ε1. (5.3)

By using (5.3) and Sobolev imbedding, we have

∥dφ(t, x′)− dt∥
L4
tC

1,δ0
x′

+ ∥∂tdφ(t, x′)∥L4
tC

δ0
x′

≲ ε1, (5.4)
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where we use s0 > 7
4 and δ0 ∈ (0, s0 − 7

4). Noting that (v, ρ, w) ∈ H, we can obtain

|||v|||s,∞ + |||ρ|||s,∞ + |||w|||s0− 1
4
,∞ + ∥dv, dρ, dv+∥L4

tC
δ
x
≲ ε2. (5.5)

Next, we will prove Proposition 5.1.

5.1. Characteristic energy estimates and the proof of Proposition 5.1. To start, let us introduce
two lemmas about characteristic energy estimates, which are referred to in [49].

Lemma 5.2. ([49], Lemma 5.5) Assume s ∈ (74 , 2]. Let f̃(t, x) = f(t, x′, x2 + φ(t, x′)). Then we
have

|||f̃ |||s− 1
4
,∞ ≲ |||f |||s− 1

4
,∞, ∥df̃∥L4

tL
∞
x

≲ ∥df∥L4
tL

∞
x
, ∥f̃∥

H
s− 1

4
x

≲ ∥f∥
H

s− 1
4

x

.

Lemma 5.3. ([49], Lemma 5.4) For r ≥ 1, we have
sup

t∈[−2,2]
∥f∥

Hr− 1
2 (R2)

≲ |||f |||r,2,

sup
t∈[−2,2]

∥f∥
Hr− 1

2 (Σt)
≲ |||f |||r,2,Σ.

If r > 3
2 , then

|||f1f2|||r,2 ≲ |||f2|||r,2|||f1|||r,2.
Similarly, if r > 1, then

|||f1f2|||r,2,Σ ≲ |||f2|||r,2,Σ|||f1|||r,2,Σ.

Next, we prove two characteristic energy estimates for the hyperbolic system (2.1).

Lemma 5.4. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2. Suppose that U = (v1, v2, p(eρ))T satisfies the hyperbolic

symmetric system

A0(U)∂tU+
2∑

i=1

Ai(U)∂iU = 0. (5.6)

Then
|||U|||s0− 1

4
,2,Σ ≲ ∥dU∥L4

tL
∞
x
+ ∥U∥

L∞
t H

s0−
1
4

x

. (5.7)

Proof. By a change of coordinates x2 → x2−φ(t, x′) and setting Ũ(t, x) = U(t, x′, x2+φ(t, x
′)),

the system (5.6) is transformed to

A0(Ũ)∂tŨ+
2∑

i=1

Ai(Ũ)∂iŨ = −∂tφ∂2Ũ−
2∑

α=0

Aα(Ũ)∂αφ∂αŨ.

For φ is independent of x2, we further get

A0(Ũ)∂tŨ+
2∑

i=1

Ai(Ũ)∂iŨ = −∂tφ∂2Ũ−
2∑

α=0

Aα(Ũ)∂αφ∂αŨ. (5.8)

To prove (5.7), we first establish the 0-order estimate. A direct calculation on[−2, 2]×R2 shows
that

|||Ũ|||20,2,Σ ≲ ∥dŨ∥L1
tL

∞
x
∥Ũ∥L2

x
+ ∥∇dφ∥L1

tL
∞
x′
∥Ũ∥L2

x

≲ ∥dŨ∥L1
tL

∞
x
∥Ũ∥L2

x
+ ∥∇dφ∥L1

tL
∞
x
∥Ũ∥L2

x
.
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By using Lemma 5.2, (5.4) and (5.5), we can prove that

|||U|||0,2,Σ ≲ ∥dU∥L2
tL

∞
x
+ ∥U∥L∞

t L2
x
. (5.9)

Next, we will prove the (s0− 1
4)-order estimate. Operating the derivative of ∂βx′(1 ≤ |β| ≤ s0− 1

4)
on (5.8) and integrating it on [−2, 2]× R2, we get

∥∂βx′Ũ∥2L2
Σ
≲ ∥dŨ∥L1

tL
∞
x
∥∂βx Ũ∥L∞

t L2
x
+ |I1|+ |I2|, (5.10)

where

I1 = −
∫ 2

−2

∫
R2

∂βx′
(
∂tφ∂3Ũ

)
· Λβ

x′Ũdxdτ,

I2 = −
2∑

α=0

∫ 2

−2

∫
R2

∂βx′
(
Aα(Ũ)∂αφ∂αŨ

)
· ∂βx′Ũdxdτ.

Write I1 as

I1 =−
∫ 2

−2

∫
R2

(
∂βx′(∂tφ∂3Ũ)− ∂tφ∂3∂

β
x′Ũ

)
∂βx′Ũdxdτ

+

∫ 2

−2

∫
R2

∂tφ · ∂3∂βx′Ũ · ∂βx′Ũdxdτ,

=−
∫ 2

−2

∫
R2

[∂βx′ , ∂tφ∂3]Ũ · ∂βx′Ũdxdτ

Similarly, I2 can be written by

I2 =−
2∑

α=0

∫ 2

−2

∫
R2

(
∂βx′

(
Aα(Ũ)∂αφ∂αŨ)−Aα(Ũ)∂αφ∂α∂

β
x′Ũ

)
· ∂βx′Ũdxdτ

+

2∑
α=0

∫ 2

−2

∫
R2

(
Aα(Ũ)∂αφ

)
· ∂α(∂βx′Ũ) · ∂βx′Ũdxdτ.

By using Lemma 2.4, we infer that

|I1| ≲
(
∥∂βŨ∥L∞

t L2
x
∥d∂tφ∥L1

tL
∞
x
+ sup

θ,r
∥∂βx′∂tφ∥L2(Σθ,r)∥dŨ∥L1

tL
∞
x

)
· ∥∂βŨ∥L∞

t L2
x (5.11)

and
|I2| ≲

(
∥∂βx′Ũ∥L2

tL
2
x
∥d∇φ∥L1

tL
∞
x
+ ∥dŨ∥L1

tL
∞
x
sup
θ,r

∥∂βx′dφ∥L2(Σθ,r)

)
· ∥∂βx′Ũ∥L∞

t L2
x

+
(
∥dŨ∥L2

tL
∞
x
∥∇φ∥L2

tL
∞
x
+ ∥Ũ∥L2

tL
∞
x
∥∇2φ∥L2

tL
∞
x

)
· ∥∂βŨ∥2L∞

t L2
x
.

(5.12)

Take sum of 1 ≤ β ≤ s0 − 1
4 on (5.10). By using Lemma 5.2, (5.11), (5.12), (5.5), and (5.4), we

obtain

|||∂x′U|||s0− 5
4
,2,Σ ≲ ∥dU∥L4

tL
∞
x
+ ∥dU∥

L∞
t H

s0−1
x

. (5.13)

Operating ∇ on (5.6), we have

A0(U)∂t(∇U) +
2∑

i=1

Ai(U)∂i(∇U) = −
2∑

α=0

∇(Aα(U))∂αU,
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In a similar way, we can obtain

|||∇U|||s0− 1
4
,2,Σ ≲ ∥dU∥L4

tL
∞
x
+ ∥dU∥

L∞
t H

s0−1
x

. (5.14)

Thanks to ∂tU = −
∑2

i=1(A
0)−1Ai(U)∂iU and Lemma 5.3, we can carry out

|||∂tU|||s0− 1
4
,2,Σ ≲ |||U|||s0− 1

4
,2,Σ|||∂tU|||s0− 1

4
,2,Σ ≲ ∥dU∥L4

tL
∞
x
. (5.15)

The estimate (5.15) together with (5.9), (5.13), (5.14) thus gives (5.7). This conclude the proof
of this lemma. □

Lemma 5.5. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2. Let U satisfy the assumption in Lemma 5.4. Then

|||λ(U− P<λU), dP<λU, λ
−1d∇P<λU|||s0− 5

4
,2,Σ ≲ ε2. (5.16)

Proof. Let ∆0 be a standard multiplier of order 0 on R2, such that ∆0 is additionally bounded
on L∞(R2). Clearly, we have

A0(U)∂t(∆0U) +
2∑

i=1

Ai(U)∂i(∆0U) = −[∆0, A
α(U)]∂αU.

Applying Lemma 5.4, we derive

|||∆0U |||2
s0− 1

4
,2,Σ

≲ ∥dU∥L4
tL

∞
x
∥∆0U∥2

L∞
t H

s0
x

+ ∥[∆0, A
α(U)]∂αU∥

L2
tH

s0−
1
4

x

∥∆0U∥
L∞
t H

s0−
1
4

x

.

(5.17)
Due to commutator estimates, we obtain

∥[∆0, A
α(U)]∂αU∥

L2
tH

s0−
1
4

x

≲ ∥dU∥L4
tL

∞
x
∥∆0U∥

L∞
t H

s0−
1
4

x

.

According to the inequality (5.17), it turns out

|||∆0U|||2
s0− 1

4
,2,Σ

≲ ∥dU∥L4
tL

∞
x
∥∆0U∥2

L∞
t H

s0−
1
4

x

. (5.18)

To get a bound for λ(U− P<λU), we write

λ(U− P<λU) = λ
∑
µ≥λ

PµU,

where PµU satisfies the above conditions for ∆0U. Applying (5.18) and replacing s0 − 1
4 to

s0 − 5
4 , we get

|||λ(U− P<λU)|||2
s0− 5

4
,2,Σ

=
∑
µ≥λ

|||µPµU · λ
µ
|||2
s0− 5

4
,2,Σ

≲∥U∥2
L∞
t H

s0−
1
4

x

≲ ε22.

Taking square of the above inequality, which yields

|||λ(U− P<λU)|||s0− 5
4
,2,Σ ≲ ε2.

Finally, applying (5.17) to ∆0 = P<λ and ∆0 = λ−1∇P<λ shows that

|||dP<λU|||s0− 5
4
,2,Σ + |||λ−1d∇P<λU|||s0− 5

4
,2,Σ ≲ ε2.

Therefore, the estimate (5.16) holds. We have finished the proof of this lemma. □
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Taking advantage of Lemma 5.4, inequalities (4.4) and (4.5), we can directly obtain:

Corollary 5.6. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2. Suppose (v, ρ, w) ∈ H. Then the following estimate

holds:
|||v|||s0− 1

4
,2,Σ + |||ρ|||s0− 1

4
,2,Σ ≲ ε2.

Next, let us prove the characteristic energy estimates for vorticity.

Lemma 5.7. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2. Suppose that (v, ρ, w) ∈ H. Then we have

|||w|||s0− 1
4
,2,Σ + |||∇w|||s0− 5

4
,2,Σ ≲ ε2. (5.19)

Proof. By a change of coordinates x2 → x2−φ(t, x′) and setting w̃(t, x) = w(t, x′, x2+φ(t, x′)),
the third equation in (1.22) is transformed to

∂tw̃ + ṽ · ∇w̃ = −∂tφ∂2w̃ − ṽj∂jφ∂jw̃.

For φ is independent of x2, we then get

∂tw̃ + ṽ · ∇w̃ = −∂tφ∂2w̃ − ṽ1∂1φ∂1w̃. (5.20)

multiplying with Λα
x′w̃, and integrating on [0, t]× R2, we can obtain

∥w̃∥20,2,Σ ≤C∥∇v∥L4
tL

∞
x
∥w̃∥2L∞

t L2
x
+ C∥dφ− dt∥s0− 1

4
,2,Σ∥w̃∥

2
L∞
t L2

x
.

Similarly, using (2.3), we can obtain

∥∇w∥2
s0− 5

4
,2,Σ

≤C∥∇v∥L4
tL

∞
x
∥w̃∥2

L∞
t H

s0−
1
4

x

+ C∥dφ− dt∥s0− 1
4
,2,Σ∥w̃∥

2

L∞
t H

s0−
1
4

x

+ C∥dφ− dt∥s0− 1
4
,2,Σ∥w̃∥

L∞
t H

s0−
1
4

x

∥∇w̃∥L∞
t L8

x
(1 + ∥v∥L∞

t H
s0
x
).

Taking advantage of inequalities (4.3) and (4.5), we find

∥∇w∥s0− 5
4
,2,Σ ≲ ε2, (5.21)

and
∥w∥0,2,Σ ≲ ε2. (5.22)

Due to ∂x′w = ∇w∂x′φ, we obtain

∥∂x′w∥s0− 5
4
,2,Σ ≲ ∥∇w∥s0− 5

4
,2,Σ. (5.23)

Combining (5.21), (5.22), with (5.23) yields the estimate (5.19). We complete the proof of this
lemma. □

Finally, we are ready to prove Proposition 5.1.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. From Lemma 5.5, it only remains for us to verify that

|||gαβ −mαβ |||s0− 1
4
,2,Σθ,r

≲ ε2.

Due to Lemma 5.4, (5.4), and (5.5), we get

sup
θ,r

|||v|||s0− 1
4
,2,Σθ,r

+ sup
θ,r

|||ρ|||s0− 1
4
,2,Σθ,r

≲ ε2.
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By using the definition of g (see (4.1)), and Lemma 5.3, the following estimate

|||gαβ −mαβ |||s0− 1
4
,2,Σθ,r

≲ |||v|||s0− 1
4
,2,Σθ,r

+ |||v · v|||s0− 1
4
,2,Σθ,r

+ |||c2s − c2s(0)|||s0− 1
4
,2,Σθ,r

≲ ε2,

holds for s0 > 7
4 . Therefore, the estimate (5.1) holds. This concludes the proof of this lemma. □

It also remains for us to obtain Proposition 4.2. To achieve the goal, we need to introduce a
new frame on the null hypersurface Σ.

5.2. Null frame. We introduce a null frame along Σ as follows. Let

V = (dr)∗,

where r is the defining function of the foliation Σ, and where ∗ denotes the identification of
covectors and vectors induced by g. Then V is the null geodesic flow field tangent to Σ. Let

σ = dt(V ), l = σ−1V.

Thus l is the g-normal field to Σ normalized so that dt(l) = 1, hence

l = ⟨dt, dx2 − dφ⟩−1
g (dx2 − dφ)∗ .

Therefore, the coefficients lj are smooth functions of v, ρ and dφ. Conversely, we have

dx2 − dφ = ⟨l, ∂2⟩−1
g l∗. (5.24)

Seeing from (5.24), dφ is also a smooth function of v, ρ and the coefficients of l.
Next we introduce the vector fields e1 tangent to the fixed-time slice Σt of Σ. We do this

by applying Grahm-Schmidt orthogonalization in the metric g to the Σt-tangent vector fields
∂1 + ∂1φ∂2.

Finally, we denote
l = l + 2∂t.

It follows that {l, l, e1} form a null frame in the sense that

⟨l, l⟩g = 2, ⟨e1, e1⟩g = 1,

⟨l, l⟩g = ⟨l, l⟩g = 0, ⟨l, e1⟩g = ⟨l, e1⟩g = 0.

The coefficients of each fields is a smooth function of v, ρ and dφ, and by assumption we also
have the pointwise bound

|e1 − ∂1|+ |l − (∂t + ∂2)|+ |l − (−∂t + ∂2)| ≲ ε1.

Based on the above setting, we introduce a result about the decomposition of curvature tensor.

Lemma 5.8. ([49], Lemma 5.8) Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2. Suppose f satisfying

gαβ∂2αβf = F.

Let (t, x′, φ(t, x′)) denote the projective parametrisation of Σ, and for 0 ≤ α, β ≤ 1, let /∂α denote
differentiation along Σ in the induced coordinates. Then, for 0 ≤ α, β ≤ 1, one can write

/∂α/∂β(f |Σ) = l(f2) + f1,
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where

∥f2∥
L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
+ ∥f1∥

L1
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
≲ ∥df∥

L∞
t H

s0−
5
4

x

+ ∥df∥L4
tL

∞
x
+ ∥F∥

L1
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
.

Corollary 5.9. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2 and δ0 ∈ (0, s0 − 7

4). Let R be the Riemann curvature
tensor for the metric g. Let e0 = l. Then for any 0 ≤ a, b, c, d ≤ 2, we can write

⟨R(ea, eb)ec, ed⟩g |Σ = l(f2) + f1, (5.25)

where |f1| ≲ |∇w|+ |dg|2 and |f2| ≲ |dg|. Moreover, the characteristic energy estimates

∥f2∥
L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
+ ∥f1∥

L1
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
≲ ε2, (5.26)

holds. Additionally, for any t ∈ [−2, 2], it follows

∥f2(t, ·)∥Cδ0
x′ (Σ

t)
≲ ∥dg∥

C
δ0
x (R3)

. (5.27)

Proof. Due to the definition of curvature tensor, we have

⟨R(ea, eb)ec, ed⟩g = Rαβµνe
α
ae

β
b e

µ
c e

ν
d,

where
Rαβµν =

1

2

[
∂2αµgβν + ∂2βνgαµ − ∂2βµgαν − ∂2ανgβµ

]
+ F (gαβ , dgαβ),

where F is a sum of products of coefficients of gαβ with quadratic forms in dgαβ . Due to Lemma
5.8, the estimate (5.25) holds. Next, we will prove (5.26) and (5.27).

Applying Proposition 5.1, the term F satisfies the bound required of f1. It suffices for us to
consider

1

2
eαae

β
b e

µ
c e

ν
d

[
∂2αµgβν + ∂2βνgαµ − ∂2βµgαν − ∂2ανgβµ

]
.

We therefore look at the term eαae
µ
c ∂2αµgβν , which is typical. By (5.3) and Proposition 5.1, we

get

|||lα − δα0|||s0− 1
4
,2,Σ + |||lα + δα0 − 2δα2|||s0− 1

4
,2,Σ + |||eα1 − δα1|||s0− 1

4
,2,Σ ≲ ε1. (5.28)

By using (5.28) and Proposition 5.1, the term ea(e
µ
c )∂µgβν satisfies the bound required of f1,

we therefore consider ea(ec(gβν)). Since the coefficients of ec in the basis /∂α have tangential
derivatives bounded in L2

tH
s0− 5

4
x′ (Σ), we are reduced by Lemma 5.8 to verifying that

∥gαβ∂2αβgµν∥
L1
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
≲ ε2.

Note gαβ∂2αβgµν = □ggµν . By use of Corollary 5.6 and Lemma 5.7, we have

∥□ggµν∥
L1
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
≲ ∥□gv∥

L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
+ ∥□gρ∥

L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)

≲ ∥∇w∥
L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
+ ∥(dv, dg) · (dv, dg)∥

L1
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)

≲ ∥∇w∥
L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
+ [2− (−2)]

1
4 ∥dv, dρ∥L4

tL
∞
x
∥dv, dρ∥

L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)

≲ ε2.

Above, ∇w and (dg)2 are included in f1. Therefore, we have finished the proof of this corollary.
□
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Based on the above null frame, we can discuss the estimates for connection coefficients as
follows.

5.3. Estimates for connection coefficients. Define

χ = ⟨De1 l, e1⟩g , l(lnσ) =
1

2
⟨Dll, l⟩g .

For σ, we set the initial data σ = 1 at the time −2. Thanks to Proposition 5.1, we have

∥χ∥
L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
+ ∥l(lnσ)∥

L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
≲ ε1. (5.29)

In a similar way, if we expand l = lα/∂α in the tangent frame ∂t, ∂x′ on Σ, then

l0 = 1, ∥l1∥s0− 1
4
,2,Σ ≲ ε1. (5.30)

Next, we will establish some estimates for connections along the hypersurface.

Lemma 5.10. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2 and δ0 ∈ (0, s0 − 7

4). Let χ be defined as before. Then

∥χ∥
L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
≲ ε2. (5.31)

Furthermore, for any t ∈ [−2, 2],

∥χ∥
C

δ0
x′ (Σ

t)
≲ ε2 + ∥dg∥

C
δ0
x (R2)

. (5.32)

Proof. Along the null hypersurface, χ satisfies a transport equation (see Klainerman and Rod-
nianski [30]). This tells us:

l(χ) = ⟨R(l, e1)l, e1⟩g − χ2 − l(lnσ)χ.

Due to Corollary 5.9, we can rewrite the above equation by

l(χ− f2) = f1 − χ2 − l(lnσ)χ, (5.33)

where
∥f2∥

L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
+ ∥f1∥

L1
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σ)
≲ ε2, (5.34)

and for any t ∈ [0, T ],
∥f2(t, ·)∥Cδ0

x′ (Σ
t)
≲ ∥dg∥

C
δ0
x (R2)

. (5.35)

Let Λx′ be defined in (5.2). To be simple, we set

F = f1 − χ2 − l(lnσ)χ.

Applying integration by parts on (5.33), we obtain

∥Λs0− 5
4

x′ (χ− f2)(t, ·)∥L2
x′ (Σ

t) ≲ ∥[Λs0− 5
4

x′ , l](χ− f2)∥L1
tL

2
x′ (Σ

t) + ∥Λs0− 5
4

x′ F∥L1
tL

2
x′ (Σ

t). (5.36)

By using s0 > 7
4 , Hs0− 5

4
x′ (Σt) is an algebra. This ensures that

∥Λs0− 5
4

x′ F∥L1
tL

2
x′ (Σ

t) ≲ ∥f1∥
L1
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σt)
+ ∥χ∥2

L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σt)

+ ∥χ∥
L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σt)
· ∥l(lnσ)∥

L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σt)

+ ∥µ∥
L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σt)
· ∥χ∥

L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σt)
.

(5.37)
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For a ≥ 0, a direct calculation tells us
[Λa

x′ , l]f =Λa
x′(lα/∂αf)− lα/∂αΛ

a
x′f

=Λa
x′/∂α(l

αf)− Λa
x′(/∂αl

αf)− lαΛa
x′/∂αf

=− Λa
x′(/∂αl

αf) + [Λa
x′/∂α, l

α]f.

As a result, we can bound ∥[Λs0− 5
4

x′ , l](χ− f2)∥L2
x′ (Σ

t) by

∥[Λs0− 5
4

x′ , l](χ− f2)∥L2
x′ (Σ

t) ≤∥/∂αlα(χ− f2)(t, ·)∥
H

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σt)

+ ∥[Λs0− 5
4

x′ /∂α, l
α](χ− f2)(t, ·)∥L2

x′ (Σ
t).

(5.38)

Note l0 = 1 and s0 > 7
4 . Applying Kato-Ponce’s commutator estimate and Sobolev embeddings,

the right hand side of (5.38) can be bounded by

∥l1(t, ·)∥
H

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σt)
∥Λs0− 5

4
x′ (χ− f2)(t, ·)∥L2

x′ (Σ
t). (5.39)

Because of (5.29), (5.30), (5.34), (5.36), (5.37) and (5.39), we thus prove that

sup
t

∥(χ− f2)(t, ·)∥
H

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σt)
≲ ε2. (5.40)

The estimate (5.40) combining with (5.34) yield (5.31). Due to (5.33), we find

∥χ− f2∥Cδ0
x′

≲ ∥f1∥L1
tC

δ0
x′

+ ∥χ2∥
L1
tC

δ0
x′

+ ∥l(lnσ)χ∥
L1
tC

δ0
x′
. (5.41)

Using Sobolev’s imbedding, we have

Hs0− 5
4 (R) ↪→ Cδ0(R), δ0 ∈ (0, s0 −

7

4
). (5.42)

Taking advantage of (5.35), (5.41), and (5.42), we get (5.32). At this stage, we have finished the
proof of this lemma. □

Finally, we present a proof for Proposition 4.2 as follows.

5.4. The proof of Proposition 4.2. First, we will verify (4.9). By using (5.1) and (5.24) for
|||g −m|||s0− 5

4
,2,Σ, then the inequality (4.9) follows from the following bound:

|||l − (∂t − ∂2)|||s0− 1
4
,2,Σ ≲ ε2.

Above, it is understood that one takes the norm of the coefficients of l − (∂t − ∂2) in the
standard frame on R1+2. The geodesic equation, together with the bound for Christoffel symbols
∥Γα

βγ∥L4
tL

∞
x

≲ ∥dg∥L4
tL

∞
x

≲ ε2, imply that

∥l − (∂t − ∂2)∥L∞
t,x

≲ ε2.

Therefore, it suffices for us to bound the tangential derivatives of the coefficients for l− (∂t−∂2)
in the norm L2

tH
s0− 5

4
x′ (Σ). By using Proposition 5.1, we can estimate the Christoffel symbols

∥Γα
βγ∥

L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σt)
≲ ε2.
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Note that Hs0− 5
4

x′ (Σt) is a algebra when s0 >
7
4 . We thus derive

∥Γα
βγe

β
1 l

γ∥
L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σt)
≲ ε2.

In what follows, we can establish the following bound:

∥ ⟨De1 l, e1⟩ ∥
L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σt)
+ ∥ ⟨De1 l, l⟩ ∥

L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σt)
+ ∥ ⟨Dll, l⟩ ∥

L2
tH

s0−
5
4

x′ (Σt)
≲ ε2. (5.43)

In fact, the first term in (5.43) is χ, which can be bounded by using Lemma 5.10. For the second
term in the left side of (5.43), consider

⟨De1 l, l⟩ = ⟨De1 l, 2∂t⟩ = −2 ⟨De1∂t, l⟩ .

Then it can be bounded by use of Proposition 5.1. Similarly, using Proposition 5.1, we can
obtain the desired estimate for the last term in (5.43). Therefore, the rest of proof is to obtain

∥dφ(t, x′)− dt∥
C

1,δ0
x′ (R) ≲ ε2 + ∥dg(t, ·)∥

C
δ0
x (R2)

.

In order to do this, it suffices for us to show that

∥l(t, ·)− (∂t − ∂x2)∥C1,δ0
x′ (R) ≲ ε2 + ∥dg(t, ·)∥

C
δ0
x (R2)

.

It’s clear that the coefficients of e1 are small in Cδ0
x′ (Σt) perturbations of their constant coefficient

analogs. Thus, it’s left for us to prove

∥ ⟨De1 l, e1⟩ (t, ·)∥Cδ0
x′ (Σ

t)
+ ∥ ⟨De1 l, l⟩ (t, ·)∥Cδ0

x′ (Σ
t)
≲ ε2 + ∥dg(t, ·)∥

C
δ0
x (R2)

.

Above, the first term is bounded by Lemma 5.10, and the second by using

∥ ⟨De1∂t, l⟩ (t, ·)∥Cδ0
x′ (Σ

t)
≲ ∥dg(t, ·)∥

C
δ0
x (R2)

.

Therefore, (4.10) holds. We complete the proof of Proposition 4.2.

6. The proof of Proposition 4.3 and Strichartz estimates

In this part, our goal is to give a proof of Proposition 4.3 and establish Strichartz estimates
of solutions.

6.1. The proof of Proposition 4.3. We first introduce Strichartz estimates for linear inhomoge-
neous wave equations.

Proposition 6.1. Assume s ∈ (74 , 2]. Suppose that (v, ρ, w) ∈ H and G(v, ρ) ≤ 2ε1. For each
1 ≤ r ≤ s+ 1, then the linear, homogenous equation{

□gF = 0,

F (t, x)|t=t0 = F0, ∂tF (t, x)|t=t0 = F1,

is well-posed for the initial data (F0, F1) in Hr
x ×Hr−1

x . Moreover, the solution satisfies, respec-
tively, the energy estimates

∥F∥L∞
t Hr

x
+ ∥∂tF∥L∞

t Hr−1
x

≤ C
(
∥F0∥Hr

x
+ ∥F1∥Hr−1

x

)
,

and the Strichartz estimates

∥ ⟨∇⟩a F∥L4
tL

∞
x

≤ C
(
∥F0∥Hr

x
+ ∥F1∥Hr−1

x

)
, a < r − 3

4
. (6.1)
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The similar estimate (6.1) also holds if we replace ⟨∇⟩a by ⟨∇⟩a−1 d.

Remark 6.1. The proof of Proposition 6.1 will be given in Section 7.

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 4.3 by use of Proposition 6.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.3 by using Proposition 6.1. Let g be stated as in Proposition 4.3. Let V
satisfy the linear, homogenous equation{

□gV = 0,

V (t, x)|t=t0 = f0, TV (t, x)|t=t0 = f1 −Θ(t0, x),
(6.2)

where (f0, f1 −G(t0, x)) ∈ Hr
x ×Hr−1

x . Let Q satisfy the the linear, nonhomogenous equation{
□gQ = TΘ+B,

Q(t, x)|t=t0 = 0, TQ(t, x)|t=t0 = Θ(t0, x),
(6.3)

where Θ(t0, x) ∈ Hr−1
x . Due to T = ∂t + v · ∇, we can rewrite (6.2) and (6.3) as{

□gV = 0,

V (t, x)|t=t0 = f0, ∂tV (t, x)|t=t0 = f1 −Θ(t0, x)− v · ∇f0(t0, x),

and {
□gQ = TΘ+B,

Q(t, x)|t=t0 = 0, ∂tQ(t, x)|t=t0 = Θ(t0, x).

Therefore, the sum f = V +Q satisfies
□gf = TΘ+B,

f(t, x)|t=t0 = f0 ∈ Hr
x(R2),

Tf(t, x)|t=t0 = f1 ∈ Hr−1
x (R2).

Observe that the proof for (4.11) and (4.12) relies on V and Q. By Proposition 6.1, we can infer

∥V ∥L∞
t Hr

x
+ ∥∂tV ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x

≤ C
(
∥f0∥Hr

x
+ ∥f1 −Θ(t0, ·)− (v · ∇)V (t0, ·)∥Hr−1

x

)
,

and

∥ ⟨∇⟩a V ∥L4
tL

∞
x

≤ C
(
∥f0∥Hr

x
+ ∥f1 −Θ(t0, ·)− (v · ∇)V (t0, ·)∥Hr−1

x

)
, a < r − 3

4
.

Thanks to s > 7
4 and r < s+ 1, it turns out

∥V ∥L∞
t Hr

x
+ ∥∂tV ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x

≤C
(
∥f0∥Hr

x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ(t0, ·)∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥v∥Hs0

x
∥∇f0(t0, ·)∥Hr−1

x

)
≤C

(
∥f0∥Hr

x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x

)
,

(6.4)

and
∥ ⟨∇⟩a V ∥L4

tL
∞
x

≤ C
(
∥f0∥Hr

x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x

)
, a < r − 3

4
. (6.5)

By applying Lemma 2.7 and Proposition 6.1, we can also prove

∥Q∥L∞
t Hr

x
+ ∥∂tQ∥L∞

t Hr−1
x

≤ C
(
∥Θ(t0, ·)∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L1

tH
r + ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1

)
, (6.6)
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and
∥ ⟨∇⟩aQ∥L4

tL
∞
x

≤ C
(
∥Θ(t0, ·)∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥Θ∥L1

tH
r
x
+ ∥B∥L1

tH
r−1
x

)
, a < r − 1. (6.7)

Adding (6.4) and (6.6), we get (4.11). Adding (6.5) and (6.7), we obtain (4.12). Therefore, we
complete the proof of Proposition 4.3. □

We can also obtain the following Strichartz estimates of solutions.

6.2. Strichartz estimates for solutions.

Proposition 6.2. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2. Suppose (v, ρ, w) ∈ H and G(v, ρ) ≤ 2ε1. Let v+ be

defined in (1.20). Then for a < s− 3
4 , we have

∥ ⟨∇⟩a ρ, ⟨∇⟩a v+∥L4
tL

∞
x

≲ ∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥v0∥Hs + ∥w0∥H1+ . (6.8)

The similar estimate (6.8) holds if we replace ⟨∇⟩a by ⟨∇⟩a−1 d.

Proof. We note the functions ρ and v+ satisfy the system{
□gρ = D,
□gv+ = TTv− +Q.

(6.9)

By using the Strichartz estimate in Proposition 6.1 (taking r = s and a < r − 3
4) , we obtain

∥ ⟨∇⟩a ρ, ⟨∇⟩a v+∥L4
tL

∞
x

≲∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥v0∥Hs + ∥Tv−∥L∞
[−2,2]

Hs−1
x

+ ∥Q,Tv−∥L1
[−2,2]

Hs
x

≲∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥v0∥Hs + (∥w∥L∞
[−2,2]

H1+
x

+ ∥dρ, dv∥L4
[−2,2]

L∞
x
)∥ρ,v∥L∞

[−2,2]
Hs

x
.

(6.10)

Operating Λa′
x on (2.3), we have

T(Λa′
x ∇w) =[Λa′

x ,T]∇w + Λa′
x (∇v · ∇w)

=[Λa′
x ,v · ∇]∇w + Λa′

x (∇v · ∇w).

By using commutator and product estimates, for 0 ≤ a′ < 1., we can obtain the following energy:

∥w∥2
L∞
[−2,2]

H1+a′
x

≲∥w0∥2
L∞
[−2,2]

H1+a′
x

+

∫ t

0
∥∇v∥L∞

x
∥w∥2

H1+a′
x

dτ +

∫ t

0
∥∇v∥Ca′

x
∥w∥2H1

x
dτ.

Due to Gronwall’s inequality, we get

∥w∥
L∞
[−2,2]

H1+a′
x

≲ ∥w0∥L∞
[−2,2]

H1+a′
x

exp

(∫ t

0
∥dv∥Ca′

x
dτ

)
, 0 ≤ a′ < 1. (6.11)

Due to (4.4), (4.5) and (6.11), the estimate (6.10) becomes

∥ ⟨∇⟩a ρ, ⟨∇⟩a v+∥L4
tL

∞
x

≲ ∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥v0∥Hs + ∥w0∥H1+ , a < s− 3

4
.

□

The Proposition 6.2 states a Strichartz estimate of solutions with a very low regularity of the
velocity, density, and vorticity. This also motivates the following proposition.
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Proposition 6.3. Assume 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2 and δ ∈ (0, s − 7

4). Suppose (v, ρ, w) ∈ H and
G(v, ρ) ≤ 2ε1. Let v+ be defined in (1.20). Then we have

∥dρ, dv∥L2
tC

δ
x
≲ ∥ρ∥L∞

t Hs
x
+ ∥v∥L∞

t Hs
x
+ ∥w∥L∞

t H1+2δ
x

. (6.12)

Furthermore, the Strichartz estimates

∥dv, dρ, dv+∥L4
tC

δ
x
≤ ε2, (6.13)

and the energy estimates

∥v∥L∞
t Hs

x
+ ∥ρ∥L∞

t Hs
x
+ ∥w∥

L∞
t H

s0−
1
4

x

+ ∥∇w∥L∞
t L8

x
≤ ε2, (6.14)

hold.

Proof. Due to (6.9), and using the Strichartz estimate in Proposition 6.1 (taking r = s and
a = 1), we have

∥dρ, dv+∥L2
tC

δ
x
≲ ∥ρ∥L∞

t Hs
x
+ ∥v∥L∞

t Hs
x
+ ∥w∥L∞

t H1+δ
x

. (6.15)

Recall
v = v+ + v−, vi− = (−∆)−1(εiaeρ∂aw).

By Sobolev imbedding Cδ
x ↪→ H1+2δ

x , we then get
∥∇v−∥Cδ

x
≲ ∥∇(−∆)−1(eρ∇w)∥H1+2δ

≲ ∥eρ∇w∥H2δ

≲ ∥ρ∥Hs
x
+ ∥w∥H1+2δ

x
.

(6.16)

Thanks to (6.15) and (6.16), we have proved (6.12). For s0 > 7
4 , using Theorem 2.10, we conclude

that
∥∇ρ,∇v+,∇v∥L2

tC
δ
x
≲ ∥ρ∥L∞

t Hs
x
+ ∥v∥L∞

t Hs
x
+ ∥w∥

L∞
t H

s0−
1
4

x

≲ ∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥v0∥Hs + ∥w0∥
Hs0−

1
4
+ ∥∇w0∥L8

x
.

(6.17)

By using (4.3) and (6.17), we have

∥∇ρ,∇v+,∇v∥L2
tC

δ
x
≲ ε3. (6.18)

Due to (1.22), it yields
∥Tρ,Tv∥L4

tC
δ
x
≲ ∥∇ρ,∇v∥L4

tC
δ
x
. (6.19)

Note that ε3 ≪ ε2. Taking advantage of (6.18) and (6.19), we therefore obtain (6.13). By using
Theorem 2.9 and (6.13), the estimate (6.14) holds. Therefore, we have finished the proof of this
proposition. □

Remark 6.2. The Strichartz estimate (6.12) requires a very low regularity of the velocity, density,
and vorticity. We hope that the regularity exponent in (6.12) is sharp.

It only remains for us to prove Proposition 6.1. This will be discussed in the next section.

7. Proof of Proposition 6.1

In this section, following Smith-Tataru’s paper [49], we will present a proof for Proposition
6.1 by using wave-packet approximation, .
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7.1. The proof of Proposition 6.1. In order to prove Proposition 6.1, we first reduce it to phase
space. Given a frequency scale λ ≥ 1 (λ = 2j , j ∈ N+), we consider the smooth coefficients

gλ = P<λg =
∑
λ′<λ

Pλ′ ,

where g is defined in (4.1). We now introduce a proposition in the phase space, which will be
very useful.

Proposition 7.1. Suppose (v, ρ, w) ∈ H and G(v, ρ) ≤ 2ε1. Let f satisfy{
□gf = 0, (t, x) ∈ [−2, 2]× R2,

(f, ∂tf)|t=t0 = (f0, f1).
(7.1)

Then for each (f0, f1) ∈ H1 × L2 there exists a function fλ ∈ C∞([−2, 2]× R2), with

suppf̂λ(t, ·) ⊆ {ξ ∈ R2 :
λ

8
≤ |ξ| ≤ 8λ},

such that  ∥□gλ
fλ∥L4

[−2,2]
L2
x
≲ ε0(∥f0∥H1 + ∥f1∥L2),

fλ(−2) = Pλf0, ∂tfλ(−2) = Pλf1.
(7.2)

Additionally, if r > 3
4 , then the following Strichartz estimates holds:

∥fλ∥L4
[−2,2]

L∞
x

≲ ε
− 1

4
0 λr−1(∥Pλf0∥H1 + ∥Pλf1∥L2). (7.3)

Next, we give a proof for Proposition 6.1 based on Proposition 7.1.

Proof of Proposition 6.1 by use of Proposition 7.1. We divide the proof into several cases.
(i) r = 1. Using basic energy estimates for (1.24), we have

∥∂tf∥L2
x
+ ∥∇f∥L2

x
≲ (∥f0∥H1 + ∥f1∥L2) exp(

∫ t

0
∥dg∥L∞

x
dτ)

≲ ∥f0∥H1 + ∥f1∥L2 .

Then the Cauchy problem (7.1) holds a unique solution f ∈ C([−2, 2],H1
x) and ∂tf ∈

C([−2, 2], L2
x). It remains to show that the solution f also satisfies the Strichartz estimate

(6.1).
Without loss of generality, we take t0 = 0. For any given initial data (f0, f1) ∈ H1 × L2, and

t0 ∈ [−2, 2], we take a Littlewood-Paley decomposition

f0 =
∑
λ

Pλf0, f1 =
∑
λ

Pλf1,

and for each λ we take the corresponding fλ as in Proposition 7.1. If we set

f =
∑
λ

fλ,

then f matches the initial data (f0, f1) at the time t = t0, and also satisfies the Strichartz
estimates (7.3). In fact, f is also an approximate solution for □g in the sense that

∥□gf∥L2
tL

2
x
≲ ε0(∥f0∥H1 + ∥f1∥L2).
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We can derive the above bound by using the decomposition

□gf =
∑

λ□gλ
fλ +

∑
λ□g−gλ

fλ.

The first term can be controlled by Proposition 7.1. As for the second term, using g00 = −1,
we can rewrite ∑

λ□g−gλ
fλ =

∑
λ(g − gλ)∇dfλ.

By using Hölder’s inequality, it follows that

∥
∑

λ□g−gλ
fλ∥L2

x
≲ supλ

(
λ∥g − gλ∥L∞

x

) (∑
λ ∥dfλ∥2L2

x

) 1
2
. (7.4)

Due to Bernstein’s inequality, we have

supλ
(
λ∥g − gλ∥L∞

x

)
≲ supλ

(
λ
∑
µ>λ

∥gµ∥L∞
x

)
≲ supλ

(
λ
∑
µ>λ

µ−(1+δ)∥dgµ∥Cδ
x

)
≲ ∥dg∥Cδ

x
(
∑

µµ
−δ) ≲ ∥dg∥Cδ

x
.

(7.5)

Combining (7.4) and (7.5), we get∑
λ□g−gλ

fλ ≲ ε0(∥f0∥H1 + ∥f1∥L2).

For given F ∈ L1
tL

2
x, we set

MF =

∫ t

0
f τ (t, x)dτ,

where f τ (t, x) is the approximate solution formed above with the Cauchy data

f τ (τ, x) = 0, ∂tf
τ (τ, x) = F (τ, ·).

By calculating

□gMF =

∫ t

0
□gf

τ (t, x)dτ + F,

it follows that
∥□gMF − F∥L2

tL
2
x
≲ ∥□gf

τ∥L1
tL

2
x
≲ ε0∥F∥L2

tL
2
x
.

Using the contraction principle, we can write the solution f in the form

f = f̃ +MF,

where f̃ is the approximation solution formed above for initial data (f0, f1) specified at time
t = 0, and

∥F∥L2
tL

2
x
≲ ε0(∥f0∥H1 + ∥f1∥L2).

The Strichartz estimates now follow since they holds for each f τ , τ ∈ [0, t]. By Duhamel’s
principle, we can also obtain the Strichartz estimates for the linear, nonhomogeneous wave
equation {

□gf = F ′,

f |t=0 = f0, ∂tf |t=0 = f1.
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That means
∥ ⟨∇⟩a f∥L4

tL
∞
x

≲ ∥f0∥H1 + ∥f1∥L2 + ∥F ′∥L1
tL

2
x
, a <

1

4
.

(ii) 1 < r ≤ s+ 1. Based on the above result, we plan to transform the initial data in H1 × L2.
Operating ⟨∇⟩r−1 on (7.1), we have

□g ⟨∇⟩r−1 f = −[□g, ⟨∇⟩r−1]f.

Let ⟨∇⟩r−1 f = f̄ . Then f̄ is a solution to{
□gf̄ = −[□g, ⟨∇⟩r−1] ⟨∇⟩1−r f̄ ,

(f̄(t0), ∂tf̄(t0)) ∈ H1 × L2.
(7.6)

To handle this case, we need to bound the right term as

∥[□g, ⟨∇⟩r−1] ⟨∇⟩1−r f̄∥L4
tL

2
x
≲ ε0(∥df̄∥L∞

t L2
x
+ ∥ ⟨∇⟩m df̄∥L4

tL
∞
x
), (7.7)

provided m > 1− s. To prove it, we apply analytic interpolation to the family

f̄ → [□g, ⟨∇⟩r−1] ⟨∇⟩1−r f̄ .

For Rez = 0, noting g00 = −1, we use the commutator estimate (c.f. (3.6.35) of [26]) to get

∥[gαβ , ⟨∇⟩z]∂2αβ f̄∥L2
x
= ∥[gαi, ⟨∇⟩z]∂i(∂αf̄)∥L2

x
≲ ∥dg∥L∞

x
∥df̄∥L2

x
.

For Rez = s, we use the Kato-Ponce commutator estimate

∥[gαβ , ⟨∇⟩z] ⟨∇⟩−z ∂2αβ f̄∥L2
x
=∥[gαi, ⟨∇⟩z] ⟨∇⟩−z ∂i(∂αf̄)∥L2

x

≲∥dg∥L∞
x
∥df̄∥L2

x
+ ∥gαβ −mαβ∥Hs

x
∥ ⟨∇⟩−z ∇df̄∥L∞

x
.

(7.8)

Taking advantage of
∥dg∥L4

tL
∞
x
+ ∥gαβ −mαβ∥L∞

t Hs
x
≲ ε0,

we can bound (7.8) by

∥[gαβ , ⟨∇⟩z] ⟨∇⟩−z ∇2
αβ f̄∥L2

x
≲ ε0(∥df̄∥L2

x
+ ∥ ⟨∇⟩−z ∇df̄∥L∞

x
).

Let us go back (7.6). Using the discussion in case r = 1, for θ < 0, we obtain

∥ ⟨∇⟩(θ−1) df̄∥L4
tL

∞
x

≲ ε0(∥ ⟨∇⟩r−1 f0∥H1 + ∥ ⟨∇⟩r−1 f1∥L2 + ∥df̄∥L2
x
+ ∥ ⟨∇⟩−r ∇df̄∥L4

tL
∞
x
),

≲ ε0(∥f0∥Hr + ∥f1∥Hr−1 + ∥df̄∥L2
x
+ ∥ ⟨∇⟩−r ∇df̄∥L4

tL
∞
x
).

(7.9)

Taking θ = −r + 1 in (7.9), we can see

∥ ⟨∇⟩−r ∇df̄∥L4
tL

∞
x

≲ ε0(∥f0∥Hr + ∥f1∥Hr−1). (7.10)

By (7.6), (7.7), and (7.10), we have

∥ ⟨∇⟩a f, ⟨∇⟩a−1 df∥L2
tL

∞
x

≲ ε0(∥f0∥Hr + ∥f1∥Hr−1), a < r − 1.

□
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Remark 7.1. From Proposition 7.1, it implies that there is a good approximate solution fλ for
the problem {

□gλ
f = 0, (t, x) ∈ [−2, 2]× R2,

(f, ∂tf)|t=t0 = (Pλf0, Pλf1).
(7.11)

In the case of ε0λ ≤ 1, we can take fλ = Pλf , where f is the exact solution of (7.11). Applying
energy estimates for (7.11), we can see

∥df∥L∞
[−2,2]

L2
x
≲ ∥Pλf0∥H1 + ∥Pλf1∥L2 . (7.12)

Moreover, for g00
λ = −1, so we have

∥□gλ
fλ∥L2

[−2,2]
L2
x
≲∥[gαi

λ , ∂αPλ]∂if∥L2
[−2,2]

L2
x
+ ∥Pλ(∂αg

αi
λ )∂if∥L2

[−2,2]
L2
x

≲∥dgλ∥L2
[−2,2]

L∞
x
∥df∥L∞

[−2,2]
L2
x

≲ε0(∥Pλf0∥H1 + ∥Pλf1∥L2).

The Strichartz estimate (7.3) follows from Sobolev imbeddings and (7.12). Hence, the rest of
the paper is to establishing Proposition 2.10 in the case that

ε0λ≫ 1.

7.2. Proof of Proposition 7.1. By using Remark 7.1, it suffices for us to consider the problem if
the frequency λ is large enough, namely

λ ≥ ε−1
0 .

In this case, we can construct an approximate solution to (7.1) by using wave packets. We also
note that the proposition 7.1 has two parts: (7.2) and (7.3). The conclusion of the first part,
i.e. (7.2) will be established in the following Proposition 7.5 and 7.6. The inequality (7.3) will
be proved in Proposition 7.8.

Before our proof, we introduce a spatially localized mollifier Tλ by

Tλf = χλ ∗ f, χλ = λ2χ(λ−1y),

where χ ∈ C∞
0 (R2) is supported in the ball |x| ≤ 1

32 , and has integral 1. By choosing χ

appropriately, any function φ with frequency support contained in {ξ ∈ R2 : |ξ| ≤ 4λ} can be
factored φ = Tλφ̃, where ∥φ̃∥L2

x
≈ ∥φ∥L2

x
.

7.2.1. A normalized wave packet. Let’s begin with the definition of a normalized wave packet.

Definition 7.1 ([49],Definition 8.1). Let the hypersurface Σω,r and the geodesic γ be defined in
Section 5. A normalized wave packet centered around γ is a function f of the form

f = ε
1
4
0 λ

− 5
4Tλ(uh),

where
u(t, x) = δ(xω − φω,r(t, x

′
ω)), h = h0((ε0λ)

1
2 (x′ω − γ′ω(t))).

Here, h0 is a smooth function supported in the set |x′| ≤ 1, with uniform bounds on its derivatives
|∂αx′h0(x

′)| ≤ cα.
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Remark 7.2. The advantage of this definition is that the derivatives of wave packets involve only
the tangential behavior of the restrictions of various functions to the characteristic surfaces Σω,r,
as opposed to their regularity within the support of the wave packet. Therefore, we don’t need
to discuss the behavior of the null foliations ∪r∈RΣω,r in transversal directions.

We give two notations here. We denote L(ϕ,ψ) to denote a translation invariant bilinear
operator of the form

L(ϕ,ψ)(x) =

∫
K(y, z)ϕ(x+ y)ψ(x+ z)dydz,

where K(y, z) is a finite measure. If X is a Sobolev spaces, we then denote Xκ the same space
but with the norm obtained by dimensionless rescaling by κ,

∥ϕ∥Xκ = ∥ϕ(κ·)∥X .

Since 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2, we get s0 − 5

4 >
1
2 . For κ < 1, we have ∥ϕ∥

H
s0−

5
4

κ (R)
≲ ∥ϕ∥

Hs0−
5
4 (R)

.
Based on the above definition, let us calculate what we will get when we operate □gλ

on wave
packets.

Proposition 7.2. Let f be a normalized packet. Then there exists another normalized wave
packet f̃ and functions φm(t, x′ω),m = 0, 1, 2, so that

□gλ
Pλf = L(dg, dP̃λf̃) + ε

1
4
0 λ

− 5
4PλTλ

∑
m=0,1,2

ψmδ
(m)(x′ω − φω,r), (7.13)

where the functions ψm = ψm(t, x′ω) satisfy the scaled Sobolev estimates

∥ψm∥
L2
tH

s0−
5
4

a,x′ω

≲ ε0λ
1−m, m = 0, 1, 2, a = (ε0λ)

− 1
2 . (7.14)

Proof of Proposition 7.2. For brevity, we consider the case ω = (0, 1). Then xω = x2, and
x′ω = x′. We write

□gλ
Pλf = λ−1([□gλ

, PλTλ] + PλTλ□gλ
)(uh). (7.15)

For the first term in (7.15), noting gλ supported at frequency ≤ 4λ, then we can write
[□gλ

, PλTλ] = [□gλ
, PλTλ]P̃λT̃λ

for some multipliers P̃λ and T̃λ which have the same properties as Pλ and Tλ. Therefore, by
using the kernal bounds for PλTλ, we conclude that

[□gλ
, PλTλ]f = L(dg, df).

For the second term in (7.15), we use the Leibniz rule

□gλ
(uh) = h□gλ

u+ (gαβ
λ + gβα

λ )∂αu∂βh+ u□gλ
h. (7.16)

Let ν denote the conormal vector field along Σ. We thus know ν = dx2 − dφ(t, x′). In the
following, we take the greek indices 0 ≤ α, β ≤ 1.

For the first term in (7.16), we can compute out

gαβ
λ ∂2αβu =gαβ

λ (t, x′, φ)νανβδ
(2)
x2−ϕ − 2(∂2g

αβ
λ )(t, x′, φ)νανβδ

(1)
x2−ϕ

+ (∂22g
αβ
λ )(t, x′, φ)νανβδ

(0)
x2−ϕ − gαβ

λ (t, x′, φ)∂2αβφδ
(1)
x2−ϕ

+ ∂2g
αβ
λ (t, x′, φ)∂2αβφδ

(0)
x2−ϕ.
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Above, δ(m)
x2−ϕ = (∂mδ)(x2 − φ). Due to Leibniz rule, we can take

ψ0 = h
{
(∂22g

αβ
λ )(t, x′, φ)νανβ + (∂2g

αβ
λ )(t, x′, φ)∂2αβφ

}
,

ψ1 = h
{
2(∂2g

αβ
λ )(t, x′, φ)νανβ − gαβ

λ (t, x′, φ)∂2αβφ
}
,

ψ2 = h(gαβ
λ − gαβ)νανβ ,

Taking advantage of (4.9), Proposition 5.1, and Corollary 5.6, we can conclude that this settings
of ψ0, ψ1, and ψ2 satisfy the estimates (7.14).

For the second term in (7.15), we have

(gαβ
λ + gβα

λ )∂αu∂βh =
1

2
να(g

αβ
λ + gβα

λ )(t, x′, φ)∂βhδ
(1)
x2−ϕ

− 1

2
να∂2(g

αβ
λ + gβα

λ )(t, x′, φ)∂βhδ
(0)
x2−ϕ.

Then we can take

ψ0 =
1

2
να∂2(g

αβ
λ + gβα

λ )(t, x′, φ)∂βh, ψ1 =
1

2
να(g

αβ
λ + gβα

λ )(t, x′, φ)∂βh.

Thanks to (4.9), Proposition 5.1, and Corollary 5.6, we conclude that this settings of ψ0 and ψ1

satisfy the estimate (7.14).
For the third term in (7.15), we take

ψ0 = gαβ
λ (t, x′, φ)∂2αβh.

By using (4.9), Proposition 5.1, and Corollary 5.6 again, this settings of ψ0 satisfies the estimates
(7.14). □

As a immediate consequence, we can obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 7.3. Let f be a normalized wave packet. Then the following estimates hold:

∥dPλf∥L∞
t L2

x
≲ 1, ∥□gPλf∥L2

tL
2
x
≲ ε0.

From Proposition 7.2 and Corollary 7.3, a single normalized wave packet is not enough for
us to construct approximate solutions to a linear wave equation. Therefore, we discuss the
superposition of wave packets as follows.

7.2.2. Superpositions of wave packets. The index ω stands for the initial orientation of the wave
packet at t = −2, which varies over a maximal collection of approximately ε

− 1
2

0 λ
1
2 unit vectors

separated by at least ε
1
2
0 λ

− 1
2 . For each ω, we have the orthonormal coordinate system (xω, x

′
ω)

of R2, where xω = x · ω, and x′ω are projective along ω.
Next, we decompose R2 into a parallel tiling of rectangles of size (8λ)−1 in the xω direction,

and (4ε0λ)
− 1

2 in the other directions x′ω. The index j ∈ N corresponds to a counting of these
rectangles in this decomposition. We let Rω,j denote the collection of the doubles of these
rectangles, and let Σω,j denote the element of the Σω foliation upon which Rω,j is centered. The
distinct elements of the foliation, denoted by Σω,j are thus separated by at least (8λ)−1 at t = 2,
and thus by (9λ)−1 at all values of t, as shown in (7.18) below. Let γω,j denote the null geodesic
contained in Σω,j which passes through the center of Rω,j at time t = 2.
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We denote the slab Tω,j as

Tω,j = Σω,j ∩ {|x′ω − γω,j | ≤ (ε0λ)
− 1

2 }, (7.17)

and let
Σω = ∪r∈RΣω,r.

For each ω the slabs Tω,j satisfy a finite-overlap condition; indeed, slabs associated to different
elements of Σω are disjoint, and those associated to the same Σω have finite overlap in the x′ω
variable, since the flow restricted to any Σω,r is C1 close to translation. We next introduce some
geometry properties for these slabs.

By (5.2) and (5.29), then the estimate

|drθ − (θ · dx− dt)| ≲ ε1,

holds pointwise uniformly on [−2, 2]× R2. This also implies that

|φθ,r(t, x′θ)− φθ,r′(t, x
′
θ)− (r − r′)| ≲ ε1|r − r′|. (7.18)

On the other hand, (4.10) tells us

∥d2x′
ω
φω,r(t, x

′
ω)− d2x′

ω
φω,r′(t, x

′
ω)∥L∞

x′ω
≲ ε2 + ρ̄(t), (7.19)

where set
ρ̄(t) = ∥dg∥

C
δ0
x
.

By using (7.18) and (7.19), we get

∥dx′
ω
φω,r(t, x

′
ω)− dx′

ω
φω,r′(t, x

′
ω)∥L∞

x′ω
≲ (ε2 + ρ̄(t))

1
2 |r − r′|

1
2 .

For dxω−dφω,r is null and also |dg| ≤ ρ̄(t), this also implies Hölder-12 bounds on dφω,r. Therefore,
we suppose that (t, x) ∈ Σω,r and (t, y) ∈ Σω,r′ , that |x′ω − y′ω| ≤ 2(ε0λ)

− 1
2 , and that |r − r′| ≤

2λ−1. Using (5.2), we can obtain

|lω(t, x)− lω(t, y)| ≲ ε
1
2
0 λ

− 1
2 + ε

− 1
2

0 ρ̄(t)λ−
1
2 .

Due to γ̇ω = lω and ∥ρ̄∥L4
t
≲ ε0, any geodesic in Σω which intersects a slab Tω,j should be

contained in the similar slab of half the scale.
We now introduce a lemma for superpositions of wave packets from a certain fixed time.

Lemma 7.4. [[49],Lemma 8.5 and Lemma 8.6] Let 7
4 < s0 ≤ s ≤ 2, δ0 ∈ (0, s0− 7

4) and 0 < µ < δ0.
Let a scalar function v̄(t, x) be formulated by

v̄(t, x) = ε
1
4
0 λ

− 1
4Pλ

∑
ω,j

Tλ(ψ
ω,jδxω−ϕω,j(t,x′

ω)
).

Set a = (ε0λ)
− 1

2 . Then we have

∥v̄(t)∥2L2
x
≲

∑
ω,j

∥ψω,j∥2
H

1
2+µ
a

, if ρ̄(t) ≤ ε0, (7.20)

and
∥v̄(t)∥2L2

x
≲ ε−1

0 ρ̄(t)
∑
ω,j

∥ψω,j∥2
H

1
2+µ
a

, if ρ̄(t) ≥ ε0. (7.21)
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Remark 7.3. Thanks to (7.20) and (7.21), we can carry out

∥v̄(t)∥2L2
x
≲

(
1 + ε−1

0 ρ̄(t)
)∑

ω,j

∥ψω,j∥2
H

1
2+µ
a

. (7.22)

Proposition 7.5 ([49],Proposition 8.4). Let f =
∑

ω,j aω,jf
ω,j , where fω,j are normalized wave

packets supported in Tω,j . Then we have

∥dPλf∥L∞
t L2

x
≲ (

∑
ω,j

a2ω,j)
1
2 , (7.23)

and
∥□gλ

Pλf∥L1
tL

2
x
≲ ε0(

∑
ω,j

a2ω,j)
1
2 . (7.24)

Proof. We first prove a weaker estimate comparing with (7.23)

∥dPλf∥L2
tL

2
x
≲ (

∑
ω,j

a2ω,j)
1
2 . (7.25)

By using (7.22) and replacing Pλ by λ−1∇Pλ, and ψω,j = aω,jζ
ω,j , we have

∥∇Pλf(t)∥2L2
x
≲ (1 + ε−1

0 ρ̄(t))
∑
ω,j

a2ω,j .

Due to the fact ∥ρ̄∥L4
t
≲ ε0, we can see that

∥∇Pλf∥2L2
tL

2
x
≲

∑
ω,j

a2ω,j . (7.26)

We also need to get the similar estimate for the time derivatives. We can calculate

∂th = γ̇(t)(ε0λ)
1
2 h̃, ∂tδ(xω − φω,j) = ∂tφω,jδ

(1)(xω − φω,j).

For γ̇ ∈ L∞
t and ∂tφω,j ∈ L∞

t , then we have

∥∂tPλf∥2L2
tL

2
x
≲

∑
ω,j

a2ω,j . (7.27)

Together with (7.26) and (7.27), we have proved (7.25).
To prove (7.24), we use the formula (7.13). Considering the right hand of (7.13), by using

(7.25), we can bound the first term by

∥L(dg, dP̃λf̃)∥L1
tL

2
x
≲ ∥dg∥L4

tL
∞
x
∥dP̃λf̃∥L2

tL
2
x
≲ ε0(

∑
ω,j

a2ω,j)
1
2 . (7.28)

It only remains for us to estimate the second right term on (7.13). If we set

ϑ = ε
1
2
0 λ

− 5
4PλTλ

∑
ω,j

aω,j ·
∑

m=0,1,2

ψω,j
m δ

(m)
xω−ϕω,j

 , (7.29)

we have
∥ϑ∥2L2

x
= (1 + ρ̄(t)ε−1

0 )
∑
ω,j

a2ω,j
∑

m=0,1,2

λm−1∥ψω,j
m (t)∥2

H1+µ
a

.
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By (7.14), we therefore get

∥ϑ∥2L1
tL

2
x

≲
(∫ 2

−2
[1 + ρ̄(t)ε−1

0 ]dt

)∫ 2

−2

∑
ω,j

a2ω,j
∑

m=0,1,2

λ2(m−1)∥ψω,j
m (t)∥2

H1+µ
a

dt


≲ε0(

∑
ω,j

a2ω,j)
1
2 .

(7.30)

Due to (7.13), using (7.28), (7.29), and (7.30), we have proved (7.24). Using (7.25) and (7.24),
and classical energy estimates for linear wave equation, we obtain (7.23). □

7.2.3. Matching the initial data. Although we have constructed the approximate solutions using
superpositions of normalized wave packets, we also need to complete this construction, i.e.
matching the initial data for the solutions.

Proposition 7.6 ([49], Proposition 8.7). Given any initial data (f0, f1) ∈ H1 × L2, there exists a
function of the form

f =
∑
ω,j

aω,jf
ω,j ,

where the function fω,j are normalized wave packets, such that

Pλf(−2) = Pλf0, ∂tPλf(−2) = Pλf1.

Furthermore, ∑
ω,j

a2ω,j ≲ ∥f0∥2H1 + ∥f1∥2L2 .

7.2.4. Overlap estimates. Since the foliations Σω,r varing with ω and r, so a fixed Σω,r may
intersect with other Σω′,r′ . As a result, we should be clear about the number of λ-slabs which
contain two given points in the space-time [−2, 2]× R2.

Corollary 7.7 ([49], Proposition 9.2). For all points P1 = (t1, x1) and P2 = (t2, x2) in space-time
R+ × R2 , and ε0λ ≥ 1, the number Nλ(P1, P2) of slabs of scale λ that contain both P1 and P2

satisfies the bound

Nλ(P1, P2) ≲ε
− 1

2
0 λ−

1
2 |t1 − t2|−

1
2 .

After the construction of approximate solutions, we still need to prove the key estimate (7.3).

7.2.5. The proof of (7.3). To start the proof, let us define T = ∪ω,jTω,j , where Tω,j is set in
(7.17). We also denote χJ be a smooth cut-off function, and χJ = 1 on a set J .

Proposition 7.8. Let t ∈ [−2, 2] and

f =
∑
J∈T

aJχJfJ ,

where
∑

J∈T a
2
J ≤ 1 and fJ are normalized wave packets in J . Then

∥f∥L4
tL

∞
x

≲ ε
− 1

4
0 (lnλ)

1
4 . (7.31)
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Proof. This proof follows Smith-Tataru’s paper [49](Proposition 10.1 on page 353).
Let us first make a partition of the time-interval [−2, 2]. By decomposition, there exists a

partition {Ij} of the interval [−2, 2] into disjoint subintervals Ij such that with the size of each
Ij , |Ij | ≈ λ−1, and the number of subintervals j ≈ λ. We claim that, by the Mean Value
Theorem, there exists a number tj such that

∥f∥4L4
tL

∞
x

≤
∑
j

∥f∥4L4
Ij
L∞
x

≤
∑
j

∥f(tj , ·)∥4L∞
x
, (7.32)

where tj is located in Ij , and |tj+1 − tj | ≈ λ−1. Let us explain the (7.32) as follows. To be
simple, we let Ij0 = [0, λ−1] and Ij0+1 = [λ−1, 2λ−1].By mean value theorem, on Ij0 , we have

∥f∥4L4
Ij0

L∞
x

= ∥f(tj0 , ·)∥4L∞
x
λ−1.

We also have
∥f∥4L4

Ij0+1
L∞
x

= ∥f(tj0+1, ·)∥4L∞
x
λ−1.

If tj0 ≤ 1
2λ

−1 or tj0+1 ≥ 3
2λ

−1, then |tj0+1 − tj0 | ≥ 1
2λ

−1. Otherwise, tj0 ∈ [12λ
−1, λ−1] and

tj0+1 ∈ [λ−1, 32λ
−1]. In this case, we combine Ij0 , Ij0+1 together and set I∗j0 = Ij0 ∪ Ij0+1. On

the new interval I∗j0 , we can see that

∥f∥4L4
I∗
j0

L∞
x

= 2λ−1∥f(t∗j0 , ·)∥
4
L∞
x
,

and
2∥f(t∗j0 , ·)∥

4
L∞
x

= ∥f(tj0 , ·)∥4L∞
x
+ ∥f(tj0+1, ·)∥4L∞

x
.

For f is a contituous function, we then get

∥f(t∗j0 , ·)∥L∞
x

=

{
1

2
(∥f(tj0 , ·)∥4L∞

x
+ ∥f(tj0+1, ·)∥4L∞

x
)

} 1
4

, t∗j0 ∈ [
1

2
λ−1,

3

2
λ−1].

When no confusion arise, we still set tj0 = t∗j0 ∈ [12λ
−1, 32λ

−1]. On the next time-interval
Ij0+2 = [2λ−1, 3λ−1], we have

∥f∥4L4
Ij0+2

L∞
x

= ∥f(tj0+1, ·)∥4L∞
x
λ−1, tj0+1 ∈ [2λ−1, 3λ−1].

We thus obtain |tj0+1 − tj0 | ≥ 1
2λ

−1. In this way, we can decompose [−2, 2].
Therefore, to prove (7.31), and combining with (7.32), we only need to show that∑

j

|f(tj , xj)|4 ≲ ε−1
0 lnλ, (7.33)

where xj is arbitrarily chosen. We then set the points Pj = (tj , xj).
Since each points lies in at most ≈ ε

− 1
2

0 λ
1
2 slabs, so we may assume that |aJ | ≥ ε

1
2
0 λ

− 1
2 .

Then we decompose the sum f =
∑

J∈T aJχJfJ dyadically with respect to the size of aJ . We
next decompose the sum over j via a dyadic decomposition in the numbers of slabs containing
(tj , xj). We may assume that we are summing over M points (tj , xj), each of which is contained
in approximately L slabs. Then |f(tj , xj)| ≲ N− 1

2L and∑
j

|f(tj , xj)|4 ≲ L4MN−2. (7.34)
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Combining (7.33) with (7.34), so we only prove

L4MN−1 ≲ ε−1
0 lnλ. (7.35)

This is a counting problem, which we will prove it by calculating in two different ways. It’s
based on the number K of pairs (i, j) for which Pi and Pj are contained in a common slab,
counted with multiplicity. For J ∈ T , we denote by nJ the number of points Pj contained in J .
Then

K ≈
∑
nJ≥2

n2J ≳ N−1(
∑
nJ≥2

nJ)
2.

Note that
∑

J∈T nJ ≈ML. We consider it into two cases. If∑
nJ≥2

nJ ≤
∑
nJ=1

nJ ,

then N ≈ ML. In this case, combining with the fact that L ≲ ε
− 1

2
0 λ

1
2 , then (7.35) holds.

Otherwise, we have
K ≳ N−1M2L2. (7.36)

In this case, by using Corollary 7.7, we obtain

K ≲ ε
− 1

2
0 λ−

1
2

∑
1≤i,j≤M,i ̸=j

|ti − tj |−
1
2 . (7.37)

The sum is maximized in the case that tj are close as possible, i.e. if the tj are consecutive
multiples of λ−1. Therefore, for M ≈ λ, we can update (7.37) as

K ≲ε−
1
2

0 λ−
1
2λ

1
2

∑
1≤i,j≤M,i ̸=j

|i− j|−
1
2

≲ε−
1
2

0 (
∑

1≤i,j≤M,i ̸=j

|i− j|−1)
1
2 (

∑
1≤i,j≤M,i ̸=j

1)
1
2

≲ε−
1
2

0 (M lnM)
1
2 · (M2)

1
2

=M
3
2 ε

− 1
2

0 (lnλ)
1
2 .

(7.38)

Combining (7.38) and (7.36), we get (7.35). Therefore, we have finished the proof of Proposition
7.8. □

8. Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section, we will prove the existence of solutions for Theorem 1.3 (uniqueness was
already established in Corollary 2.12). First, we reduce Theorem 1.3 to the case of smooth
initial data with bounded frequency support (see Proposition 8.1 below). Next, we present
a small data result with smoother vorticity than that in Proposition 8.1 (see Proposition 8.2
below). Finally, based on Proposition 8.2, we develop a semi-classical method4 to prove the
Strichartz estimate involving the original regular vorticity in Proposition 8.1, thereby completing
the proof of Proposition 8.1.

4This approach is inspired by Bahouri-Chemin [9], Tataru [55], and Ai-Ifrim-Tataru [2].
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8.1. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Denote Pj being the Littlewood-Paley operator with the frequency
2j(j ∈ Z). By frequency truncation, we set a sequence of initial data (v0j , ρ0j) satisfying

v0j = P≤jv0, ρ0j = P≤jρ0, (8.1)

where (v0, ρ0) is stated as (1.27), and P≤j =
∑

k≤jPk. Following (1.18), we define

w0j = e−ρ0jcurlv0j . (8.2)

Due to (1.27), we can obtain

∥w0j∥
H

3
2
=∥e−ρ0jcurlv0j∥

H
3
2

≤∥e−ρ0jP≤j(e
ρ0w0)∥

H
3
2

≤CM0e
2M0 .

(8.3)

Similarly, we have

∥∇w0j∥L8 ≤CM0. (8.4)

Adding (8.1), (8.3), and (8.4), we can see

∥v0j∥Hs + ∥ρ0j∥Hs + ∥w0j∥
H

3
2
+ ∥∇w0j∥L8 ≤ CM0e

2M0 = E(0). (8.5)

Using (1.14), (8.1) and (8.2), we get

|v0j , ρ0j | ≤ C0, cs|t=0 ≥ c0 > 0. (8.6)

Before we give a proof of Theorem 1.3, let us now introduce Proposition 8.1.

Proposition 8.1. Let s be stated as in Theorem 1.3. Let (1.14)-(1.27) hold. Let (v0j , ρ0j , w0j)

be stated in (8.1) and (8.2). For each j ≥ 1, consider Cauchy problem (1.22) with the initial
data (v0j , ρ0j , w0j). Then for all j ≥ 1, there exists two positive constants T ∗ > 0 and M2 > 0

(T ∗ and M2 only depends on M0, s, C0 and c0) such that (1.22) has a unique solution (vj , ρj) ∈
C([0, T ∗];Hs

x), wj ∈ C([0, T ∗];H
3
2
x ). To be precise,

(1) the solution vj , ρj and wj satisfy the energy estimates

∥vj∥L∞
[0,T∗]H

s
x
+ ∥ρj∥L∞

[0,T∗]H
s
x
+ ∥wj∥

L∞
[0,T∗]H

3
2
x

+ ∥∇wj∥L∞
[0,T∗]L

8
x
≤M2, (8.7)

and
∥vj , ρj∥L∞

[0,T∗]×R2
≤ 2 + C0. (8.8)

(2) the solution vj and ρj satisfy the Strichartz estimate

∥dvj , dρj∥L4
[0,T∗]L

∞
x

≤M2. (8.9)

(3) for s− 3
4 ≤ r ≤ 11

4 , consider the following linear wave equation{
□gjfj = 0, [0, T ∗]× R2,

(fj , ∂tfj)|t=0 = (f0j , f1j),
(8.10)
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where (f0j , f1j) = (P≤jf0, P≤jf1) and (f0, f1) ∈ Hr
x × Hr−1

x . Then there is a unique
solution fj on [0, T ∗]× R2. Moreover, for a ≤ r − (s− 1), the following estimates

∥ ⟨∇⟩a fj∥L2
[0,T∗]L

∞
x

≤M3(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
),

∥fj∥L∞
[0,T∗]H

r
x
+ ∥∂tfj∥L∞

[0,T∗]H
r−1
x

≤M3(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
),

(8.11)

hold, where M3 is a universal constant depends on C0, c0,M0, s. Above, the similar
estimate holds if we replace ⟨∇⟩a by ⟨∇⟩a−1 d.

Based on Proposition 8.1, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 by using Proposition 8.1. If we set Uj = (p(ρj),vj)
T, by Lemma 2.1 and

1.1, for j ∈ N+ we have

A0(Uj)∂tUj +Ai(Uj)∂iUj = 0,

∂twj + (vj · ∇)wj = 0.

Then for any j, l ∈ N+, we obtain

A0(Uj)∂t(Uj −Ul) +Ai(Uj)∂i(Uj −Ul) =− {Aα(Uj)−Aα(Ul)}∂αUl,

∂t(wj − wl) + (vj · ∇)(wj − wl) =− {(vj − vl) · ∇}wl.
(8.12)

Due to (8.12), using (8.7)-(8.9), we can show that

∥Uj −Ul∥L∞
[0,T∗]H

1
x
+ ∥wj −wl∥

L∞
[0,T∗]H

1
2
x

≤ C2(∥v0j − v0l∥Hs + ∥ρ0j − ρ0l∥Hs + ∥w0j −w0l∥
H

3
2
).

Here C2 is a positive constant depending on M2. By Lemma 2.5, so we get

∥vj−vl, ρj−ρl∥L∞
[0,T∗]H

1
x
+∥wj−wl∥

L∞
[0,T∗]H

1
2
x

≤ C2(∥v0j−v0l∥Hs+∥ρ0j−ρ0l∥Hs+∥w0j−w0l∥
H

1
2
).

Thus, {(vj , ρj , wj)}j∈N+ is a Cauchy sequence in H1
x×H1

x×H
1
2
x . Let the limit be (v, ρ, w). Then

(vj , ρj , wj) →(v, ρ, w) in H1
x ×H1

x ×H
1
2
x . (8.13)

By using (8.7), a subsequence of {(vj , ρj , wj)}j∈N+ is weakly convergent. Therefore, if m→ ∞,
then

(vjm , ρjm , wjm ,∇wjm)⇀(v, ρ, w,∇w) in Hs
x ×Hs

x ×H
3
2
x × L8

x. (8.14)

Due to (8.13) and (8.14), then (v, ρ, w,∇w) is a strong solution of (1.22) in Hs
x×Hs

x×H
3
2
x ×L8

x.
Also, points (1), (2), and (3) of theorem 1.3 hold. Therefore, we have finished the proof of
Theorem 1.3.

□

All that remains is to prove Proposition 8.1. We will postpone this proof until Section 8.3.
Instead, we turn to introduce Proposition 8.2, which, compared to Proposition 8.1, provides a
small-data existence result with a smoother vorticity.
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8.2. Proposition 8.2 for small data. By the finite propagation speed of system (1.22), we denote
c > 0 as the largest speed.

Proposition 8.2. Assume s ∈ (74 , 2], δ ∈ (0, s− 7
4) and (1.13) hold. Let δ1 =

s− 7
4

10 . For each small,
smooth initial data (v0, ρ0, w0) supported in B(0, c+ 2) which satisfies

∥v0∥Hs + ∥ρ0∥Hs + ∥w0∥
H

3
2+δ1

+ ∥∇w0∥L8 ≤ ε3, (8.15)

there exists a smooth solution (v, ρ, w) to (1.22) on [−2, 2]× R2 satisfying

∥v∥L∞
[−2,2]

Hs
x
+ ∥ρ∥L∞

[−2,2]
Hs

x
+ ∥w∥

L∞
[−2,2]

H
3
2+δ1
x

+ ∥∇w∥L∞
[−2,2]

L8
x
≤ ε2. (8.16)

Furthermore, the solution satisfies the following properties
(1) dispersive estimate for v, ρ, and v+

∥dv, dρ, dv+∥L4
[−2,2]

Cδ
x
≤ ε2. (8.17)

(2) For any t0 ∈ [−2, 2], let f satisfy equation{
□gf = 0,

(f, ∂tf)|t=t0 = (f0, f1).
(8.18)

For each 1 ≤ r ≤ s+ 1, the Cauchy problem (8.18) is well-posed in Hr
x ×Hr−1

x , and the
following estimate holds:

∥ ⟨∇⟩a f∥L4
[−2,2]

L∞
x

≲ ∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
, a < r − 3

4
, (8.19)

and the same estimates hold if we replace ⟨∇⟩a by ⟨∇⟩a−1 d.

Proof. For 7
4 + δ1 < s, by replacing the regularity exponents in Proposition 3.2 to s = s, s0 =

7
4 + δ1, the conclusion of Proposition 8.2 follows immediately. □

Remark 8.1. This Strichartz estimates is stronger than (8.9), since the regularity of vorticity in
Proposition 8.2 is higher than that in Proposition 8.1.

8.3. Proof of Proposition 8.1. To prove Proposition 8.1, we divide the proof into three parts.
First, as presented in subsection 8.3.1, we obtain a solution to Proposition 8.1 over a short
time interval. Second, we derive robust Strichartz estimates for the low- and mid-frequency
components of the solutions within these short intervals, albeit with a loss of derivatives, as
demonstrated in subsection 8.3.2. Finally, in subsection 8.3.3, we extend these solutions to a
regular time interval. Similarly, the solutions to the linear wave equations can also be extended
to this regular time interval, as shown in subsection 8.3.4.

8.3.1. Energy estimates and Strichartz estimates on a short time-interval. Take the scaling

ṽ0j = v0j(Tt, Tx), ρ̃0j = ρ0j(Tt, Tx).

Referring to (1.18), we define
w̃0j = e−ρ̃0jcurlṽ0j .
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Thus, we can infer

∥ṽ0j∥Ḣs + ∥ρ̃0j∥Ḣs ≤T s−1∥(∥v0j∥Ḣs + ρ0j∥Ḣs),

∥w̃0j∥
Ḣ

3
2+δ1

=∥e−ρ̃0jcurlṽ0j∥
Ḣ

3
2+δ1

≤T
1
2
+δ1∥e−ρ0jcurlv0j∥Ḣ2+δ1

=T
1
2
+δ1∥w0j∥

Ḣ
3
2+δ1

≤T
1
2
+δ12δ1j∥w0j∥

Ḣ
3
2
.

(8.20)

Similarly, we can deduce

∥∇w̃0j∥L8 ≤T
7
4 ∥∇w0j∥L8 .

Define
T ∗
j = 2−δ1j [1 + E(0)]−3, (8.21)

where E(0) is stated as in (8.5). Taking T in (8.20) as T ∗
j , for s > 7

4 , (8.20) yields

∥ṽ0j∥Ḣs + ∥ρ̃0j∥Ḣs + ∥w̃0j∥
Ḣ

3
2+δ1

+ ∥∇w̃0j∥L8 ≤ 2−
δ21
2
j [1 + E(0)]−

1
2 .

Note ∥ṽ0j∥L∞ ≤ ∥v0j∥L∞ and ∥ρ̃0j∥L∞ ≤ ∥ρ0j∥L∞ . Due to (8.6), we have

∥ṽ0j∥L∞ + ∥ρ̃0j∥L∞ ≤ ∥v0j∥L∞ + ∥ρ0j∥L∞ ≤ C0.

For a small parameter ε3 stated in Proposition 8.2, we choose N0 = N0(s,M0, c0, C0) such that

2−
δ21
2
N0 [1 + E(0)]−

1
2 ≪ ε3,

2−δ1N0(1 + C∗)
3{1 + C3

∗ [E(0)]−3[1 + E(0)]−3} ≤ 1,

C2−
3
4
δ1N0 [E(0)]−

9
4 [1 + E(0)]3[

1

3
(1− 2−δ1)]−2 ≤ 2.

(8.22)

Above, C∗ is denoted by

C∗ = CE(0)e2 exp{CE(0)e2}. (8.23)

Therefore, for j ≥ N0, we have

∥ṽ0j∥Ḣs + ∥ρ̃0j∥Ḣs + ∥w̃0j∥
Ḣ

3
2+δ1

+ ∥∇w̃0j∥L8 ≤ ε3. (8.24)

Since the estimate (8.24) is formulated in terms of homogeneous norms, we need to use physical
localization techniques to extend these bounds to the inhomogeneous case.

Define a smooth function χ ∈ C∞
0 (R2) supported in B(0, c+2), and χ equals 1 in B(0, c+1).

Given y ∈ R2, we define the localized initial data for the velocity and density near y:
v̄0j(x) =χ(x− y) (ṽ0j(x)− ṽ0j(y)) ,

ρ̄0j(x) =χ(x− y) (ρ̃0j(x)− ρ̃0j(y)) .
(8.25)

Referring to (1.18), we set
w̄0j = e−ρ̄0jcurlv̄0j . (8.26)
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Taking advantage of (8.24), (8.25) and (8.26), we obtain
∥v̄0j∥Hs + ∥ρ̄0j∥Hs + ∥w̄0j∥

H
3
2+δ1

+ ∥∇w̄0j∥L8

≤C(∥ṽ0j∥Ḣs + ∥ρ̃0j∥Ḣs + ∥w̃0j∥
Ḣ

3
2+δ1

+ ∥∇w̃0j∥L8)

≤ε3.
(8.27)

Using Proposition 8.2, for every j, there is a smooth solution (v̄j , ρ̄j , w̄j) on [−2, 2]×R2 satisfying
□g̃j v̄

i
j = −εiaeρ̄j+ρ̃0j(y)c̃2j∂aw̄j + Q̃i,

□g̃j ρ̄j = D̃,
T̃w̄j = 0,

(v̄j , ρ̄j , w̄j)|t=0 = (v̄0j , ρ̄0j , w̄0j).

(8.28)

Above, the quantities c̃2j and g̃j are defined by

c̃2j = c2s(ρ̄j + ρ̃0j(y)),

g̃j = g(v̄j + ṽ0j(y), ρ̄j + ρ̃0j(y)),

T̃ = ∂t + (v̄j + ṽ0j(y)) · ∇,
(8.29)

and Q̃i, i = 1, 2 and D̃ have the same formulations with Qi,D by replacing (v, ρ) to (v̄j +

ṽ0(y), ρ̄j + ρ̃0(y)). Using Proposition 8.2 again, on [−2, 2]× R2, we infer

∥v̄j∥L∞
[−2,2]

Hs
x
+ ∥ρ̄j∥L∞

[−2,2]
Hs

x
+ ∥w̄j∥

L∞
[−2,2]

H
3
2+δ1
x

+ ∥∇w̄j∥L∞
[−2,2]

L8
x
≤ ε2,

and
∥dv̄j , dρ̄j∥L4

[−2,2]
Cδ

x
≤ ε2.

Furthermore, using (8.19), for 1 ≤ r ≤ s+ 1, the linear equation5{
□g̃jF = 0, [−2, 2]× R2,

(F, ∂tF )|t=t0 = (F0, F1), t0 ∈ [−2, 2],
(8.30)

admits a solution F ∈ C([−2, 2],Hr
x)×C1([−2, 2],Hr−1

x ). Moreover, for k < r− 1, the following
estimate holds6:

∥ ⟨∇⟩k F, ⟨∇⟩k−1 dF∥L4
[−2,2]

L∞
x

≤C(∥F0∥Hr
x
+ ∥F1∥Hr−1

x
). (8.31)

Note (8.28). Then the function (v̄j + ṽ0j(y), ρ̄j + ρ̃0j(y), w̄j) is also a solution of the following
system 

□g̃j (v̄j + ṽ0j(y)) = −εiaeρ̄j+ρ̃0j(y)c̃2s∂aw̄j + Q̃i,

□g̃j (ρ̄j + ρ̃0j(y)) = D̃,
T̃w̄j = 0,

(v̄j + ṽ0j(y), ρ̄j + ρ̃0j(y), w̄j)|t=0 = (ṽ0j , ρ̃0j , w̃0j).

5Here g̃j is given by (8.29).
6For all j, the initial norm of the initial data (8.27) is uniformly controlled by the same small parameter ϵ3, and

the regularity of the initial data (8.27) only depends on s, so the constant in (8.31) is uniform for all g̃ depending
on j.
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For y ∈ R2, we consider the restrictions

(v̄j + ṽ0j(y)) |Ky , (ρ̄j + ρ̃0j(y))|Ky , w̄j |Ky , (8.32)

where
Ky = {(t, x) : ct+ |x− y| ≤ c+ 1, |t| < 1} .

Then the restrictions (8.32) solve (1.22) on Ky. Due to finite speed of propagation, a smooth
solution (v̄j + ṽ0j(y), ρ̄j + ρ̃0j(y), w̄j) solves (1.22) on Ky.

Let a function ψ be supported in the unit ball such that∑
y∈3−

1
2 Z2

ψ(x− y) = 1.

Therefore, the function
ṽj(t, x) =

∑
y∈3−

1
2 Z2

ψ(x− y)(v̄j + ṽ0j(y)),

ρ̃j(t, x) =
∑

y∈3−
1
2 Z2

ψ(x− y)(ρ̄j + ρ̃0j(y)),

w̃j(t, x) = e−ρ̃jcurlṽj ,

(8.33)

is a smooth solution of (1.22) on [−1, 1]×R2 with the initial data (ṽj , ρ̃j , w̃j)|t=0 = (ṽ0j , ρ̃0j , w̃0j),
On the other hand, the initial data (ṽ0j , ρ̃0j , w̃0j) is a scaling of (v0j , ρ0j , w0j) with the space-

time scale T ∗
j , and the system (1.22) is scaling-invariant. Therefore, the function

(vj , ρj , wj) = (ṽj , ρ̃j , w̃j)((T
∗
j )

−1t, (T ∗
j )

−1x),

is a solution of (1.22) on [0, T ∗
j ]× R2 (T ∗

j is defined as in (8.21)) with the initial data

(vj , ρj , wj)|t=0 = (v0j , ρ0j , w0j).

Referring (8.33) and using (8.30)-(8.31), we can see
∥dṽj , dρ̃j∥L4

[0,1]
Cδ

x
≤ sup

y∈3−
1
2 Z2

∥dv̄j , dρ̄j∥L4
[0,1]

Cδ
x

≤C(∥v̄0j∥Hs + ∥ρ̄0j∥Hs + ∥w̄0j∥
H

3
2
+ ∥∇w̄0j∥L8).

(8.34)

By changing of coordinates (t, x) → ((T ∗
j )

−1t, (T ∗
j )

−1x) for each j ≥ 1, we get

∥dvj , dρj∥L4
[0,T∗

j
]
Cδ

x
≤(T ∗

j )
−( 3

4
+δ)∥dṽj , dρ̃j∥L4

[0,1]
Cδ

x
. (8.35)

Using (8.34), (8.35), (8.21), and δ ∈ (0, s− 7
4), it follows

∥dvj , dρj∥L4
[0,T∗

j
]
Cδ

x
≤C(T ∗

j )
−( 3

4
+δ)(∥v̄0j∥Hs

x
+ ∥ρ̄0j∥Hs

x
+ ∥w̄0j∥

H
3
2
x

)

≤C(T ∗
j )

−( 3
4
+δ)

{
(T ∗

j )
s−1∥v0j , ρ0j∥Ḣs

x
+ (T ∗

j )
3
2 ∥w0j∥

Ḣ
3
2
x

+ (T ∗
j )

7
4 ∥∇w0j∥L8

x

}
≤C(∥v0j∥Hs + ∥ρ0j∥Hs + ∥w0j∥

H
3
2
+ ∥∇w0j∥L8).

(8.36)

Comining (8.36) and (8.5), we obtain
∥dvj , dρj∥L4

[0,T∗
j
]
Cδ

x
≤CE(0). (8.37)
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Set
E(T ∗

j ) = ∥vj∥L∞
[0,T∗

j
]
Hs

x
+ ∥ρj∥L∞

[0,T∗
j
]
Hs

x
+ ∥wj∥

L∞
[0,T∗

j
]
H

3
2
x

+ ∥∇wj∥L∞
[0,T∗

j
]
L8
x
.

Due to (8.37), (8.22), and (8.21), we get

∥dvj , dρj∥L4
[0,T∗

j
]
Cδ

x
≤ (T ∗

j )
3
4 ∥dvj , dρj∥L4

[0,T∗
j
]
Cδ

x
≤ 2.

By using Theorem 2.10, we have

E(T ∗
j ) ≤ CE(0)e2 exp{CE(0)e2}.

Similarly, for 1 ≤ r ≤ s+ 1, there exists a unique solution for the Cauchy problem{
□gjF = 0, (0, T ∗

j ]× R2,

(F, ∂tF )|t=0 = (F0, F1) ∈ Hr
x ×Hr−1

x .
(8.38)

Moreover, for a < r − 1, we have

∥ ⟨∇⟩a−1 dF∥L4
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x

≤C(∥F0∥Hr
x
+ ∥F1∥Hr−1

x
), (8.39)

and

∥F∥L∞
[0,T∗

j
]
Hr

x
+ ∥∂tF∥L∞

[0,Tj ]
Hr−1

x
≤ C(∥F0∥Hr

x
+ ∥F1∥Hr−1

x
).

Gathering the results above, there is a uniform bound for vj , ρj and wj . However, the length
of the interval [0, T ∗

j ] is not uniform and depends on j. To construct a solution as the limit of
these smooth solutions, we must extend them over a uniformly regular time interval.

8.3.2. A loss of Strichartz estimates on a short time-interval. We will discuss it into two cases7,
the high frequency and low frequency for dvj and dρj .

Case 1: high frequency(k ≥ j). Due to (8.37), we get

∥dvj , dρj∥L4
[0,T∗

j
]
Ca

x
≤ CE(0), a ∈ [0, s− 7

4
). (8.40)

For k ≥ j, using Bernstein inequality and (8.40), we have

∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L4
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x

≤2−ka∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L4
[0,T∗

j
]
Ca

x

≤C2−ja∥dvj , dρj∥L4
[0,T∗

j
]
Ca

x

≤C2−jaE(0).

(8.41)

Taking a = 9δ1 in (8.41), we obtain

∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L4
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x

≤C2−δ1k · [1 + E(0)]32−7δ1j , k ≥ j, (8.42)

7Here, we mainly inspired by Tataru [55], Bahouri-Chemin [9], and Ai-Ifrim-Tataru [2]. Of course, our work
based on the property of Strichartz estimates in Proposition 6.2 and careful analysis on vorticity. Moreover, we
eventually conclude it by induction method.
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Case 2: low frequency(k < j). In this case, it’s much different from the high frequency.
Fortunately, there is some good estimates for difference terms Pk(dρm+1−dρm) and Pk(dvm+1−
dvm). Following (1.20) and (1.21), we set

vm = v+m + v−m, v±m = (v1±m, v
2
±m),

−∆vi−m = εiaeρm∂awm.

We will obtain some good estimates of Pk(dvm+1− dvm) and Pk(dρm+1− dρm) by using (8.38)-
(8.39). Indeed, this good estimate is from a loss of derivatives of Strichartz estimate. We claim
that

∥vm+1 − vm, ρm+1 − ρm∥L∞
[0,T∗

m+1]
L2
x
≤ 2−(s−δ1)mE(0), (8.43)

∥wm+1 − wm∥L∞
[0,T∗

m+1]
L2
x
≤ 2−( 3

2
−δ1)mE(0). (8.44)

To verify (8.43) and (8.44), we start from the initial data. Applying Bernstein’s inequality, we
get

∥v0(m+1) − v0m∥L2 ≲2−sm∥v0(m+1) − v0m∥Ḣs . (8.45)

Similarly, we obtain
∥ρ0(m+1) − ρ0m∥L2 ≲ 2−sm∥ρ0(m+1) − ρ0m∥Ḣs ,

∥w0(m+1) − w0m∥L2 ≲ 2−
3
2
m∥w0(m+1) − w0m∥

Ḣ
3
2
.

(8.46)

Based on (8.45) and (8.46), we can use the structure of the system (1.22) to prove (8.43)-(8.44).
Let Um = (vm, p(ρm))T. Then Um+1 −Um satisfies{

A0(Um+1)∂t(Um+1 −Um) +Ai(Um+1)∂i(Um+1 −Um) = Πm,

(Um+1 −Um)|t=0 = U0(m+1) −U0m,
(8.47)

where
Πm = −[A0(Um+1)−A0(Um)]∂tUm − [Ai(Um+1)−Ai(Um)]∂iUm. (8.48)

From (8.48), we can see
|Πm| ≲ |Um+1 −Um| · |dUm|.

Multiplying Um+1 −Um on (8.47) and integrating it on R2, we have
d

dt
∥Um+1 −Um∥2L2

x
≲ ∥(dUm+1, dUm)∥L∞

x
∥Um+1 −Um∥2L2

x
. (8.49)

Integrating (8.49) on [0, T ∗
m+1], using Gronwall’s inequality and Strichartz estimate (8.37), it

yields
∥Um+1 −Um∥L∞

[0,T∗
m+1]

L2
x
≲∥U0(m+1) −U0m∥L2

x
.

Due to (8.45) and (8.46), we then have

∥Um+1 −Um∥L∞
[0,T∗

m+1]
L2
x
≤ 2−(s−δ1)mE(0).

By using Lemma 2.5, we show that

∥vm+1 − vm, ρm+1 − ρm∥L∞
[0,T∗

m+1]
L2
x
≤ 2−(s−δ1)mE(0).
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Thus, the estimate (8.43) holds. To prove (8.44), we consider the transport equation of wm+1 −
wm:

∂t(wm+1 − wm) + (vm+1 · ∇)(wm+1 − wm) = −(vm+1 − vm) · ∇wm. (8.50)

Multiplying with wm+1 − wm on (8.50) and integrating it on [0, t]× R2, we derive

∥wm+1 − wm∥2L2
x
≤∥w0(m+1) − w0m∥2L2

x
+ C

∫ t

0
∥∇vm+1∥L∞

x
∥wm+1 − wm∥2L2

x
dτ

+ C

∫ t

0
∥vm+1 − vm∥

L
8
3
x

∥wm+1 − wm∥L2
x
∥∇wm∥L8

x
dτ

≤∥w0(m+1) − w0m∥2L2
x
+ C

∫ t

0
∥∇vm+1∥L∞

x
∥wm+1 − wm∥2L2

x
dτ

+ C

∫ t

0
∥vm+1 − vm∥

H
1
4
x

∥wm+1 − wm∥L2
x
∥∇wm∥L8

x
dτ.

(8.51)

We also note that

∥vm+1 − vm∥
H

1
4
x

≲ ∥vm+1 − vm∥1−
1
4s

L2
x

∥vm+1 − vm∥
1
4s
Hs

x
. (8.52)

Taking advantage of (8.46), (8.43), (8.40), (8.51), and (8.52), and using Gronwall’s inequality
gives

∥wm+1 − wm∥L∞
[0,T∗

m+1]
L2
x
≲ 2−( 3

2
−δ1)mE(0).

This implies that (8.44) holds. On the other hand, for δ1 < s − 7
4 , using Strichartz estimates

(8.39)(similar to (6.12)), it yields

∥∇(ρm+1 − ρm)∥
L4
[0,T∗

m+1]
C

δ1
x

+ ∥∇(v+(m+1) − v+m)∥
L4
[0,T∗

m+1]
C

δ1
x

≤C∥ρm+1 − ρm,vm+1 − vm∥
L∞
[0,T∗

m+1]
H

7
4+2δ1
x

+ ∥wm+1 − wm∥
L∞
[0,T∗

m+1]
H

1+2δ1
x

.
(8.53)

Noting s = 2 + 10δ1 and using (8.43)-(8.44), we can bound (8.53) by

∥∇(ρm+1 − ρm)∥
L4
[0,T∗

m+1]
C

δ1
x

+ ∥∇(v+(m+1) − v+m)∥
L4
[0,T∗

m+1]
C

δ1
x

≤ 2−7δ1mE(0). (8.54)

Applying (8.44) and Sobolev imbeddings, we can establish

∥∇(v−(m+1) − v−m)∥
L4
[0,T∗

m+1]
C

δ1
x

≤∥∇(v−(m+1) − v−m)∥
L∞
[0,T∗

m+1]
C

δ1
x

≤C∥wm+1 − wm∥
L∞
[0,T∗

m+1]
H

1+2δ1
x

≤C2−7δ1m[1 + E(0)]2.

(8.55)

Adding (8.54) and (8.55), it yields

∥∇(ρm+1 − ρm)∥
L4
[0,T∗

m+1]
C

δ1
x

+ ∥∇(vm+1 − vm)∥
L4
[0,T∗

m+1]
C

δ1
x

≤ C2−7δ1m[1 + E(0)]2. (8.56)
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By using (1.22) and (8.56), we obtain
∥∂t(ρm+1 − ρm)∥

L4
[0,T∗

m+1]
C

δ1
x

+ ∥∂t(vm+1 − vm)∥
L2
[0,T∗

m+1]
C

δ1
x

≤∥∇(ρm+1 − ρm),∇(vm+1 − vm)∥
L4
[0,T∗

m+1]
C

δ1
x

· (1 + ∥vm, ρm∥L∞
[0,T∗

m+1]
Hs

x
)

≤C[1 + E(0)]32−6δ1m.

(8.57)

Due to (8.56) and (8.57), for k < m, we get

∥Pkd(ρm+1 − ρm), Pkd(vm+1 − vm)∥L4
[0,T∗

m+1]
L∞
x

≤ C2−δ1k · 2−6δ1m[1 + E(0)]3, (8.58)

and
∥Pkd(ρm+1 − ρm), Pkd(vm+1 − vm)∥L1

[0,T∗
m+1]

L∞
x

≤ C2−δ1k · 2−6δ1m[1 + E(0)]3.

8.3.3. Uniform energy and Strichartz estimates on a regular time-interval [0, T ∗
N0

]. Recall (8.21),
then T ∗

N0
= [E(0)]−32−δ1N0 . Recall (8.42) and (8.58). Therefore, when k ≥ j and j ≥ N0, using

(8.42) and Hölder’s inequality, we have

∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x

≤(T ∗
j )

3
4 ∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L4

[0,T∗
j
]
L∞
x

≤(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 · C[1 + E(0)]32−δ1k2−7δ1j .

(8.59)

When k < j and m ≥ N0, using (8.58) and Hölder’s inequality, we obtain

∥Pkd(ρm+1 − ρm), Pkd(vm+1 − vm)∥L1
[0,T∗

m+1]
L∞
x

≤ (T ∗
N0

)
3
4 · C[1 + E(0)]32−δ1k2−6δ1m. (8.60)

On the other side, when k ≥ j and j < N0, using (8.42), we get

∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L1
[0,T∗

N0
]
L∞
x

≤(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 ∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L4

[0,T∗
N0

]
L∞
x

≤(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 ∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L4

[0,T∗
j
]
L∞
x

≤(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 · C[1 + E(0)]32−δ1k2−7δ1j .

(8.61)

When k < j and m < N0, using (8.58) and Hölder’s inequality, it yields
∥Pkd(ρj+1 − ρj), Pkd(vj+1 − vj)∥L1

[0,T∗
N0

]
L∞
x

≤(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 ∥Pkd(ρj+1 − ρj), Pkd(vj+1 − vj)∥L4

[0,T∗
N0

]
L∞
x

≤(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 ∥Pkd(ρj+1 − ρj), Pkd(vj+1 − vj)∥L4

[0,T∗
j+1

]
L∞
x

≤(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 · C[1 + E(0)]32−δ1k2−6δ1j .

(8.62)

Due to a different time-interval for the sequence (vj , ρj , wj), we will discuss the solutions
(vj , ρj , wj) if j ≤ N0 or j ≥ N0 + 1 as follows.

Case 1: j ≤ N0. In this case, (vj , ρj , wj) exists on [0, T ∗
j ], and [0, T ∗

N0
] ⊆ [0, T ∗

j ]. As a result,
we don’t need to extend solutions (vj , ρj , wj) if j ≤ N0. Using (8.37) and Hölder’s inequality,
we get

∥dvj , dρj∥L1
[0,T∗

N0
]
L∞
x

≤ (T ∗
N0

)
3
4 ∥dvj , dρj∥L4

[0,T∗
N0

]
L∞
x

≤ C(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 [1 + E(0)].
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By (8.22), this yields

∥dvj , dρj∥L1
[0,T∗

N0
]
L∞
x

≤ 2.

By using Newton-Leibniz’s formula and (8.6), it follows that

∥vj , ρj∥L∞
[0,T∗

N0
]×R3

≤ |v0j , ρ0j |+ ∥dvj , dρj∥L1
[0,T∗

N0
]
L∞
x

≤ 2 + C0.

Using Theorem 2.10, we get

E(T ∗
N0

) ≤ CE(0)e2 exp{CE(0)e2}.

Case 2: j ≥ N0+1. In this case, we expect to extend the time interval I1 = [0, T ∗
j ] to [0, T ∗

N0
].

Our idea is to use (8.42), (8.58), and Theorem 2.10 to calculate the energy at time T ∗
j . Starting

at T ∗
j , we can also get a new time-interval.

We set

I1 = [0, T ∗
j ] = [t0, t1], |I1| = [E(0)]−32−δ1j .

By using frequency decomposition, we get

dvj =
∑∞

k=jdvj +
∑j−1

k=1Pkdvj

=P≥jdvj +
∑j−1

k=1

∑j−1
m=kPk(dvm+1 − dvm) +

∑j−1
k=1Pkdvk.

(8.63)

Similarly, we also have

dρj =P≥jdρj +
∑j−1

k=1

∑j−1
m=kPk(dρm+1 − dρm) +

∑j−1
k=1Pkdρk. (8.64)

When k ≥ j, using (8.59) and (8.61), we have8

∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x

≤(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 · C[1 + E(0)]32−δ1k2−7δ1j . (8.65)

When k < j, using (8.60) and (8.62), it follows9

∥Pkd(ρm+1 − ρm), Pkd(vm+1 − vm)∥L1
[0,T∗

m+1]
L∞
x

≤ (T ∗
N0

)
3
4 · C[1 + E(0)]32−δ1k2−6δ1m. (8.66)

We will use and (8.65)-(8.66) to give a precise analysis of (8.63)-(8.64) and get some new time-
intervals, and then we try to extend ρj from [0, T ∗

j ] to [0, T ∗
N0

]. Our strategy is as follows. In
step 1, we extend it from [0, T ∗

j ] to [0, T ∗
j−1]. In step 2, we use induction methods to conclude

these estimates and also extend it to [0, T ∗
N0

].
Step 1: Extending [0, T ∗

j ] to [0, T ∗
j−1] (j ≥ N0 + 1). To start, referring (8.21), we need

to calculate E(T ∗
j ) for obtaining a length of a new time-interval. Then we shall calculate

8In the case j ≥ N0 we use (8.59). In the case j < N0, we take T ∗
j = T ∗

N0
and use (8.61) to give a bound on

[0, T ∗
N0

].
9In the case m ≥ N0 we use (8.60). In the case m < N0, we take T ∗

m+1 = T ∗
N0

and use (8.62) to give a bound
on [0, T ∗

N0
].
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∥dvj , dρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x

. Using (8.63) and (8.64), we derive that

∥dvj , dρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x

≤∥P≥jdvj , P≥jdρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x
+
∑j−1

k=1∥Pkdvk, Pkdρk∥L1
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x

+
∑j−1

k=1

∑j−1
m=k∥Pk(dvm+1 − dvm), Pk(dρm+1 − dρm)∥L1

[0,T∗
j
]
L∞
x

≤∥P≥jdvj , P≥jdρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x
+
∑j−1

k=1∥Pkdvk, Pkdρk∥L1
[0,T∗

k
]
L∞
x

+
∑j−1

k=1

∑j−1
m=k∥Pk(dvm+1 − dvm), Pk(dρm+1 − dρm)∥L1

[0,T∗
m+1]

L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑∞

k=j2
−δ1k2−7δ1j

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−1

k=12
−δ1k2−7δ1k

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−1

k=1

∑j−1
m=k2

−δ1k2−6δ1m

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 [
1

3
(1− 2−δ1)]−2.

we get

∥dvj , dρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x

≤ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 [
1

3
(1− 2−δ1)]−2 ≤ 2. (8.67)

By using (8.67) and (8.6), we get
∥vj , ρj∥L∞

[0,T∗
j
]
L∞
x

≤ ∥v0j , ρ0j∥+ ∥dvj , dρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x

≤ C0 + 2.

By (8.67), (8.22) and Theorem 2.10, we have

E(T ∗
j ) ≤ CE(0)e2 exp{CE(0)e2} = C∗. (8.68)

Above, C∗ is stated in (8.23). Starting at the time T ∗
j , seeing (8.21) and (8.68), we can obtain

an extending time-interval with a length of (C∗)
−32−δ1j . But, if T ∗

j + (C∗)
−32−δ1j ≥ T ∗

j−1, we
have finished this step. Else, we need to extend it again.

Case 1: T ∗
j + (C∗)

−32−δ1j ≥ T ∗
j−1. In this case, we can get a new interval

I2 = [T ∗
j , T

∗
j−1], |I2| = (2δ1 − 1)[E(0)]−32−δ1j .

Moreover, referring (8.65) and (8.66), we derive

∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L1
[T∗

j
,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x

≤ (T ∗
N0

)
3
4 · C(1 + C∗)

32−δ1k2−7δ1j , k ≥ j, (8.69)

and k < j,

∥Pk(dρj − dρj−1), Pk(dvj − dvj−1)∥L1
[T∗

j
,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x

≤ (T ∗
N0

)
3
4 · C(1 + C∗)

32−δ1k2−6δ1(j−1). (8.70)

Using (8.22) and j ≥ N0 + 1, (8.69) and (8.70) yields

∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L1
[T∗

j
,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x

≤ (T ∗
N0

)
3
4 · C[1 + E(0)]32−δ1k2−6δ1j , k ≥ j, (8.71)

and k < j,

∥Pk(dρj − dρj−1), Pk(dvj − dvj−1)∥L1
[T∗

j
,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x

≤ (T ∗
N0

)
3
4 · C[1 + E(0)]32−δ1k2−5δ1(j−1). (8.72)
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Therefore, we obtain the following estimate

∥dvj , dρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x

≤∥P≥jdvj , P≥jdρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x
+
∑j−1

k=1∥Pkdvk, Pkdρk∥L1
[0,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x

+
∑j−1

k=1∥Pk(dvj − dvj−1), Pk(dρj − dρj−1)∥L1
[0,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x

+
∑j−2

k=1

∑j−2
m=k∥Pk(dvm+1 − dvm), Pk(dρm+1 − dρm)∥L1

[0,T∗
j−1

]
L∞
x
.

(8.73)

Due to (8.65) and (8.71), it yields

∥P≥jdvj , P≥jdρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑∞

k=j2
−δ1k(2−7δ1j + 2−6δ1j)

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑∞

k=j2
−δ1k2−6δ1j × 2.

(8.74)

Due to (8.66) and (8.72), it follows∑j−1
k=1∥Pk(dvj − dvj−1), Pk(dρj − dρj−1)∥L1

[0,T∗
j−1

]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−1

k=12
−δ1k(2−6δ1(j−1) + 2−5δ1(j−1))

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−1

k=12
−δ1k2−5δ1(j−1) × 2.

(8.75)

Inserting (8.74)-(8.75) into (8.73), we derive that

∥dvj , dρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑∞

k=j2
−δ1k2−6δ1j × 2

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−1

k=12
−δ1k2−5δ1(j−1) × 2

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−1

k=12
−δ1k2−7δ1k

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−2

k=1

∑j−2
m=k2

−δ1k2−6δ1m

≤C(1 + E3(0))(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 [
1

3
(1− 2−δ1)]−2.

(8.76)

By using (8.76), (8.22) and Theorem 2.10, we can establish

|vj , ρj | ≤ 2 + C0,

E(T ∗
j−1) ≤ C∗.

(8.77)

Case 2: T ∗
j + (C∗)

−32−δ1j < T ∗
j−1. In this case, we record

I2 = [T ∗
j , t2], |I2| = (C∗)

−32−δ1j .

Referring (8.65) and (8.66), we can derive

∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L1
I2
L∞
x

≤ (T ∗
N0

)
3
4 · C(1 + C∗)

32−δ1k2−7δ1j , k ≥ j, (8.78)

and

∥Pk(dρj −dρj−1), Pk(dvj −dvj−1)∥L1
I2
L∞
x

≤ (T ∗
N0

)
3
4 ·C(1+C∗)

32−δ1k2−6δ1(j−1), k < j. (8.79)
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Similarly, on I1 ∪ I2, we have

∥dvj , dρj∥L1
I1∪I2

L∞
x

≤∥P≥jdvj , P≥jdρj∥L1
I1∪I2

L∞
x
+
∑j−1

k=1∥Pkdvk, Pkdρk∥L1
[0,T∗

k
]
L∞
x

+
∑j−1

k=1∥Pk(dvj − dvj−1), Pk(dρj − dρj−1)∥L1
I1∪I2

L∞
x

+
∑j−2

k=1

∑j−2
m=k∥Pk(dvm+1 − dvm), Pk(dρm+1 − dρm)∥L1

I1∪I2
L∞
x
.

Noting that I1 ∪ I2 ⊆ T ∗
k when k ≤ j − 1, we therefore obtain

∥dvj , dρj∥L1
I1∪I2

L∞
x

≤∥P≥jdvj , P≥jdρj∥L1
I1∪I2

L∞
x
+
∑j−1

k=1∥Pkdvk, Pkdρk∥L1
I1∪I2

L∞
x

+
∑j−1

k=1∥Pk(dvj − dvj−1), Pk(dρj − dρj−1)∥L1
I1∪I2

L∞
x

+
∑j−2

k=1

∑j−2
m=k∥Pk(dvm+1 − dvm), Pk(dρm+1 − dρm)∥L1

[0,T∗
m+1]

L∞
x

(8.80)

Inserting (8.65), (8.66) and (8.78) and (8.79) to (8.80), it follows that

∥dvj , dρj∥L1
I1∪I2

L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑∞

k=j2
−δ1k2−6δ1j × 2

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−1

k=12
−δ1k2−5δ1(j−1) × 2

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−1

k=12
−δ1k2−7δ1k

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−2

k=1

∑j−2
m=k2

−δ1k2−6δ1m

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 [
1

3
(1− 2−δ1)]−2.

(8.81)

Applying (8.81) and Theorem 2.10, we get

|vj , ρj | ≤ 2 + C0,

E(t2) ≤ C∗.

Therefore, we can repeat the process with a length with (C∗)
−12−δ1j till extending it to T ∗

j−1.
Moreover, on every new time-interval with (C∗)

−12−δ1j , the estimates (8.78) and (8.79) hold.
Set

X1 =
T ∗
j−1 − T ∗

j

C−3
∗ 2−δ1j

= (2δ1 − 1)C3
∗ [E(0)]−3. (8.82)

Then we need a maximum of X1-times to reach the time T ∗
j−1 both in case 2 (it’s also adapt to

case 1 for calculating the times). As a result, we can calculate

∥dvj , dρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x

≤∥P≥jdvj , P≥jdρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x
+
∑j−1

k=1∥Pkdvk, Pkdρk∥L1
[0,T∗

k
]
L∞
x

+
∑j−1

k=1∥Pk(dvj − dvj−1), Pk(dρj − dρj−1)∥L1
[0,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x
.

+
∑j−2

k=1

∑j−2
m=k∥Pk(dvm+1 − dvm), Pk(dρm+1 − dρm)∥L1

[0,T∗
m]

L∞
x
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Due to (8.65), (8.66), (8.78), (8.79), and (8.22), we obtain

∥dvj , dρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑∞

k=j2
−δ1k2−6δ1j × (2δ1 − 1)C3

∗ [E(0)]−3

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−1

k=12
−δ1k2−5δ1(j−1) × (2δ1 − 1)C3

∗ [E(0)]−3

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−1

k=12
−δ1k2−7δ1k

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−2

k=1

∑j−2
m=k2

−δ1k2−6δ1m

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 [
1

3
(1− 2−δ1)]−2.

(8.83)

Therefore, by using (8.83) and Theorem (2.10), we get

∥vj , ρj∥L∞
[0,T∗

j−1
]×R3

≤ 2 + C0,

E(T ∗
j−1) ≤ C∗.

(8.84)

At this stage, both in case 1 or case 2, seeing from (8.84), (8.83), (8.76), (8.77), through a
maximum of X1 = (2δ1−1)C3

∗ [E(0)]−3 times with each length C−3
∗ 2−δ1j or (2δ1−1)[E(0)]−32−δ1j ,

we shall extend the solutions (vj , ρj ,wj) from [0, T ∗
j ] to [0, T ∗

j−1], and

∥vj , ρj∥L∞
[0,T∗

j−1
]×R3

≤ 2 + C0, , E(T ∗
j−1) ≤ C∗,

∥dvj , dρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−1
]
L∞
x

≤ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 [
1

3
(1− 2−δ1)]−2.

(8.85)

From (8.85), we have extended the solutions (vm, ρm,wm) (m ∈ [N0, j − 1]) from [0, T ∗
m] to

[0, T ∗
m−1]. Moreover, referring (8.65) and (8.66), (8.85), and (8.82), we get

∥Pkdvm, Pkdρm∥L1
[0,T∗

m−1]
L∞
x

≤∥Pkdvm, Pkdρm∥L1
[0,T∗

m]
L∞
x

+ ∥Pkdvm, Pkdρm∥L1
[T∗

m,T∗
m−1]

L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 2−δ1k2−7δ1m + C(1 + C∗)

32−δ1k2−7δ1m × (2δ1 − 1)C3
∗ [E(0)]−3

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 2−δ1k2−7δ1m + C[1 + E(0)]32−δ1k2−6δ1m × (2δ1 − 1).

(8.86)

For k ≥ m ≥ N0 + 1, due to (8.22) and (8.86), it yields

∥Pkdvm, Pkdρm∥L1
[0,T∗

m−1]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 2−δ1k2−5δ1m × 2δ1 , (8.87)
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Similarly, if m ≥ N0 + 1, using (8.22), for k < j, the following estimate holds:

∥Pk(dρm − dρm−1), Pk(dvm − dvm−1)∥L1
[0,T∗

m−1]
L∞
x

≤∥Pk(dρm − dρm−1), Pk(dvm − dvm−1)∥L1
[0,T∗

m]
L∞
x

+ ∥Pk(dρm − dρm−1), Pk(dvm − dvm−1)∥L1
[T∗

m,T∗
m−1]

L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 2−δ1k2−6δ1(m−1)

+ C(1 + C∗)
32−δ1k2−6δ1(m−1) × (2δ1 − 1)C3

∗ [E(0)]−3

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 2−δ1k2−5δ1(m−1) × 2δ1 .

(8.88)

Step 2: Extending time interval [0, T ∗
j ] to [0, T ∗

N0
]. Based the above analysis in Step 1, we can

give a induction by achieving the goal. We assume the solutions (vj , ρj , wj) can be extended
from [0, T ∗

j ] to [0, T ∗
j−l] through a maximam Xl times and

Xl =
T ∗
j−l − T ∗

j

C−3
∗ 2−δ1j

=
E(0)−1(2−δ1(j−l) − 2−δ1j)

C−3
∗ 2−δ1j

=
C3
∗

[E(0)]3
(2δ1l − 1).

(8.89)

Moreover, the following bounds

∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−l
]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 2−δ1k2−5δ1j × 2δ1l, k ≥ j, (8.90)

and
∥Pk(dρm+1 − dρm), Pk(dvm+1 − dvm)∥L1

[0,T∗
m−l

]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 2−δ1k2−5δ1m × 2δ1l, k < j,

(8.91)

and
∥dvj , dρj∥L1

[0,T∗
j−l

]
L∞
x

≤ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 [
1

3
(1− 2−δ1)]−2. (8.92)

and
|vj , ρj | ≤ 2 + C0, E(T ∗

j−l) ≤ C∗. (8.93)
In the following, we will check the estimates (8.89), (8.90), (8.91), (8.92), and (8.93) hold when
l = 1, and it also holds when we replace l by l + 1.

Using (8.85), (8.87), (8.82), and (8.88), then (8.90)-(8.93) hold by taking l = 1. Let us now
check it for l + 1. In this case, it implies that T ∗

j−l ≤ T ∗
N0

. Therefore, j − l ≥ N0 + 1 should
hold. Starting at the time T ∗

j−l, seeing (8.21) and (8.93), we shall get an extending time-interval
of (vj , ρj , wj) with a length of (C∗)

−32−δ1j . Hence, we can go to the case 2 in step 1, and the
length every new time-interval is C−3

∗ 2−δ1j . Therefore, the times is

X =
T ∗
j−(l+1) − T ∗

j−l

C−3
∗ 2−δ1j

= 2δ1l(2δ1 − 1)C3
∗ [E(0)]−3. (8.94)
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Thus, we can deduce that

Xl+1 = Xl +X = (2δ1(l+1) − 1)C3
∗ [E(0)]−3. (8.95)

Moreover, for k ≥ j, we have
∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L1

[0,T∗
j−(l+1)

]
L∞
x

≤∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−l
]
L∞
x

+ ∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L1
[T∗

j−l
,T∗

j−(l+1)
]
L∞
x
.

Using (8.65) and (8.93)
∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L1

[T∗
j−l

,T∗
j−(l+1)

]
L∞
x

≤C(1 + C∗)
3(T ∗

N0
)
3
4 2−δ1k2−7δ1j × 2δ1l(2δ1 − 1)C3

∗ [E(0)]−3, k ≥ j.
(8.96)

Due to (8.22), it yields

(1 + C∗)
3C3

∗ [E(0)]−3[1 + E(0)]−32−δ1N0 ≤ 1.

Hence, from (8.96) we have
∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L1

[T∗
j−l

,T∗
j−(l+1)

]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 2−δ1k2−5δ1j × 2δ1l(2δ1 − 1), k ≥ j.

(8.97)

Using (8.90) and (8.97), so we get

∥Pkdvj , Pkdρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−(l+1)
]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 2−δ1k2−5δ1j × 2δ1(l+1), k ≥ j. (8.98)

If k < j, we can derive
∥Pk(dρm+1 − dρm), Pk(dvm+1 − dvm)∥L1

[0,T∗
m−(l+1)

]
L∞
x

≤∥Pk(dρm+1 − dρm), Pk(dvm+1 − dvm)∥L1
[0,T∗

m−l
]
L∞
x

+ ∥Pk(dρm+1 − dρm), Pk(dvm+1 − dvm)∥L1
[T∗

m−l
,T∗

m−(l+1)
]
L∞
x
.

(8.99)

When we extend the solutions (vj , ρj , wj) from [0, T ∗
j−l] to [0, T ∗

j−(l+1)], then the solutions
(vm, ρm, wm) is also extended from [0, T ∗

m−l] to [0, T ∗
m−(l+1)]. Seeing (8.66) and (8.93), we can

obtain
∥Pk(dρm+1 − dρm), Pk(dvm+1 − dvm)∥L1

[T∗
m−l

,T∗
m−(l+1)

]
L∞
x

≤C(1 + C∗)
3(T ∗

N0
)
3
4 2−δ1k2−6δ1m × 2δ1l(2δ1 − 1)C3

∗ [E(0)]−3.
(8.100)

Hence, for m− l ≥ N0 + 1, using (8.22), it yields

(1 + C∗)
3C3

∗ [E(0)]−3[1 + E(0)]−32−δ1N0 ≤ 1.

Based on the above results, (8.100) becomes
∥Pk(dρm+1 − dρm), Pk(dvm+1 − dvm)∥L1

[T∗
m−l

,T∗
m−(l+1)

]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 2−δ1k2−5δ1m × 2δ1l(2δ1 − 1).

(8.101)
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Inserting (8.91) and (8.101) to (8.99), we have

∥Pk(dρm+1 − dρm), Pk(dvm+1 − dvm)∥L1
[0,T∗

m−(l+1)
]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 2−δ1k2−5δ1m × 2δ1(l+1), k < j,

(8.102)

Next, we can bound

∥dvj , dρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−(l+1)
]
L∞
x

≤∥P≥jdvj , P≥jdρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−(l+1)
]
L∞
x

+
∑j−1

k=j−l

∑j−1
m=k∥Pk(dvm+1 − dvm), Pk(dρm+1 − dρm)∥L1

[0,T∗
j−(l+1)

]
L∞
x

+
∑j−1

k=1∥Pkdvk, Pkdρk∥L1
[0,T∗

j−(l+1)
]
L∞
x

=∥P≥jdvj , P≥jdρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−(l+1)
]
L∞
x

+
∑j−1

k=j−l∥Pkdvk, Pkdρk∥L1
[0,T∗

j−(l+1)
]
L∞
x
+
∑j−(l+1)

k=1 ∥Pkdvk, Pkdρk∥L1
[0,T∗

j−(l+1)
]
L∞
x

+
∑j−1

k=1

∑j−1
m=j−(l+1)∥Pk(dvm+1 − dvm), Pk(dρm+1 − dρm)∥L1

[0,T∗
j−(l+1)

]
L∞
x

+
∑j−(l+2)

k=1

∑j−(l+2)
m=k ∥Pk(dvm+1 − dvm), Pk(dρm+1 − dρm)∥L1

[0,T∗
j−(l+1)

]
L∞
x

=Θ1 +Θ2 +Θ3 +Θ4 +Θ5,

(8.103)

where

Θ1 =∥P≥jdvj , P≥jdρj∥L1
[0,T∗

j−(l+1)
]
L∞
x
,

Θ2 =
∑j−(l+2)

k=1

∑j−(l+2)
m=k ∥Pk(dvm+1 − dvm), Pk(dρm+1 − dρm)∥L1

[0,T∗
j−(l+1)

]
L∞
x
,

Θ3 =
∑j−1

k=1

∑j−1
m=j−(l+1)∥Pk(dvm+1 − dvm), Pk(dρm+1 − dρm)∥L1

[0,T∗
j−(l+1)

]
L∞
x
,

Θ4 =
∑j−(l+1)

k=1 ∥Pkdvk, Pkdρk∥L1
[0,T∗

j−(l+1)
]
L∞
x
,

Θ5 =
∑j−1

k=j−l∥Pkdvk, Pkdρk∥L1
[0,T∗

j−(l+1)
]
L∞
x
.

(8.104)

On time-interval [0, T ∗
j−(l+1)], we note that there is no growth for Θ2 and Θ4 in this extending

process. For example, considering Θ2, the existing time-interval of Pk(dvm+1− dvm) is actually
[0, T ∗

m+1], and [0, T ∗
j−(l+1)] ⊆ [0, T ∗

m+1] if m ≥ j − (l + 2). Therefore, we can use the bounds
(8.65) and (8.66) to handle Θ2 and Θ4. While, considering Θ1,Θ3, and Θ5, we need to calculate
the growth in Strichartz estimates. Based on this idea, let us give a precise analysis on (8.104).

According to (8.98), we can estimate Θ1 by

Θ1 ≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑∞

k=j2
−δ1k2−5δ1j × 2δ1(l+1). (8.105)
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Due to (8.65), we have

Θ2 ≤
∑j−(l+2)

k=1

∑j−(l+2)
m=k ∥Pk(dvm+1 − dvm), Pk(dρm+1 − dρm)∥L1

[0,T∗
m+1]

L∞
x
,

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−(l+2)

k=1

∑j−(l+2)
m=k 2−δ1k2−6δ1m.

(8.106)

For 1 ≤ k ≤ j − 1 and m ≤ j − 1, using (8.102), it follows

Θ3 ≤
∑j−1

k=1

∑j−1
m=j−(l+1)∥Pk(dvm+1 − dvm), Pk(dρm+1 − dρm)∥L1

[0,T∗
m−(l+1)

]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−1

k=1

∑j−1
m=j−(l+1)2

−δ1k2−5δ1m × 2δ1(l+1).
(8.107)

Due to (8.65), it yields

Θ4 ≤
∑j−(l+1)

k=1 ∥Pkdvk, Pkdρk∥L1
[0,T∗

k
]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−(l+1)

k=1 2−δ1k2−7δ1k.

(8.108)

If j − l ≤ k ≤ j − 1, then k + l + 1− j ≤ l. By using (8.90), we can estimate

Θ5 =
∑j−1

k=j−l∥Pkdvk, Pkdρk∥L1
[0,T∗

j−(l+1)
]
L∞
x

=
∑j−1

k=j−l∥Pkdvk, Pkdρk∥L1
[0,T∗

k−(k+l+1−j)
]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−1

k=j−l2
−δ1k2−5δ1j2δ1(k+l+1−j).

(8.109)

Inserting (8.105), (8.106), (8.107), (8.108), (8.109) to (8.103), it follows
∥dvj , dρj∥L1

[0,T∗
j−(l+1)

]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑∞

k=j2
−δ1k2−5δ1j × 2δ1(l+1)

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−(l+2)

k=1

∑j−(l+2)
m=k 2−δ1k2−6δ1m

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−1

k=1

∑j−1
m=j−(l+1)2

−δ1k2−5δ1m × 2δ1(l+1)

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−(l+1)

k=1 2−δ1k2−7δ1k

+ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4
∑j−1

k=j−l2
−δ1k2−5δ1k2δ1(k+l+1−j)

(8.110)

In the case of j − l ≥ N0 + 1 and j ≥ N0 + 1, the estimate (8.110) yields
∥dvj , dρj∥L1

[0,T∗
j−(l+1)

]
L∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 (1− 2−δ1)−2

{
2−δ1j2δ1(l+1) + 2−6δ1

+ 2−5δ1[j−(l+1)]2δ1(l+1) + 2−6δ1 + 2−5δ1(j−l)2δ1(l+1−j)
}

≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 (1− 2−δ1)−2

{
2−6δ1N0 + 2−6δ1 + 2−5δ1N0 + 2−6δ1 + 2−6δ1N0

}
≤C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗

N0
)
3
4 [
1

3
(1− 2−δ1)]−2.

(8.111)

By using (8.6), (8.22), (8.111), and Theorem 2.10, we have proved

|vj , ρj | ≤ 2 + C0, E(T ∗
j−(l+1)) ≤ C∗. (8.112)
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Gathering (8.95), (8.98), (8.102), (8.111) and (8.112), the estimates (8.89)-(8.93) hold for l+ 1.
Thus, our induction hold (8.89)-(8.93) for l = 1 to l = j − N0. Therefore, we can extend the
solutions (vj , ρj ,wj) from [0, T ∗

j ] to [0, T ∗
N0

] when j ≥ N0. We denote

T ∗ = min{1, T ∗
N0

} = min{1, [E(0)]−32−δ1N0}. (8.113)

Taking l = j −N0 in (8.92)-(8.93), we therefore get

E(T ∗) ≤ C∗, ∥vj , ρj∥L∞
[0,T∗]L

∞
x

≤ 2 + C0,

∥dvj , dρj∥L1
[0,T∗]L

∞
x

≤ C[1 + E(0)]3(T ∗
N0

)
3
4 [
1

3
(1− 2−δ1)]−2 ≤ 2,

(8.114)

where N0 and C∗ (depending on C0, c0, s,M0) are denoted in (8.22) and (8.23). Similarly, we
conclude

∥dvj , dρj∥L4
[0,T∗]L

∞
x

≤C[1 + E(0)]3[
1

3
(1− 2−δ1)]−2. (8.115)

Due to (8.113), (8.114), (8.115), we have proved (8.7), (8.8), and (8.9).
It still remains for us to prove (8.10) and (8.11). We present the proof in the following

subsection.

8.3.4. Strichartz estimates of linear wave equation on time-interval [0, T ∗
N0

]. We still expect the
behaviour of a linear wave equation endowed with gj = g(vj , ρj). So we claim a theorem as
follows

Proposition 8.3. For s− 3
4 ≤ r ≤ 11

4 , there is a solution fj on [0, T ∗
N0

]×R2 satisfying the following
linear wave equation {

□gjfj = 0,

(fj , ∂tfj)|t=0 = (f0j , f1j),
(8.116)

where (f0j , f1j) = (P≤jf0, P≤jf1) and (f0, f1) ∈ Hr
x ×Hr−1

x . Moreover, for a ≤ r − (s − 1), we
have

∥ ⟨∇⟩a−1 dfj∥L4
[0,T∗

N0
]
L∞
x

≤ CM0(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
),

∥fj∥L∞
[0,T∗

N0
]
Hr

x
+ ∥∂tfj∥L∞

[0,T∗
N0

]
Hr−1

x
≤ CM0(∥f0∥Hr

x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
).

(8.117)

Proof of Proposition 8.3. Firstly, there are some Strichartz estimates for short time intervals.
By applying the extension method described in subsection 8.3.2 and summing the short-time
estimates corresponding to these intervals, we can derive a specific type of Strichartz estimate
that incurs a loss of derivatives. Due to

a+ 9δ1 ≤ r − (s− 1) + 9δ1 < r − (s− 1) + (s− 7

4
) < r − 3

4
, (8.118)

using (8.116), (8.38) and (8.39), we therefore have

∥ ⟨∇⟩a−1+9δ1 dfj∥L4
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x

≤C(∥f0j∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1j∥Hr−1

x
)

≤C(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
).

(8.119)
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Next, we will discuss the cases of high frequency and low frequency. For k ≥ j, which corresponds
to the high frequency, we apply Bernstein’s inequality to obtain

∥ ⟨∇⟩a−1 Pkdfj∥L4
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x

=C2−9δ1k∥ ⟨∇⟩a−1+9δ1 Pkdfj∥L4
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x

≤C2−δ1k2−8δ1j∥ ⟨∇⟩a−1+9δ1 dfj∥L4
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x
.

(8.120)

Combining (8.119) and (8.120), for a ≤ r − (s− 1), we obtain

∥ ⟨∇⟩a−1 Pkdfj∥L4
[0,T∗

j
]
L∞
x

≤C2−δ1k2−8δ1j(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
), k ≥ j. (8.121)

For k ≤ j, which corresponds to the low frequency, we need to discuss the difference terms. For
any integer m ≥ 1, we have {

□gmfm = 0, [0, T ∗
m]× R2,

(fm, ∂tfm)|t=0 = (f0m, f1m),

and {
□gm+1fm+1 = 0, [0, T ∗

m+1]× R2,

(fm+1, ∂tfm+1)|t=0 = (f0(m+1), f1(m+1)).

Then the difference term fm+1 − fm is satisfied by{
□gm+1(fm+1 − fm) = (gαim+1 − gαim )∂2αifm, [0, T ∗

m+1]× R2,

(fm+1 − fm, ∂t(fm+1 − fm))|t=0 = (f0(m+1) − f0m, f1(m+1) − f1m).

Due to (8.39), (8.118), and Duhamel’s principle, which yields

∥ ⟨∇⟩a−1 Pk(dfm+1 − dfm)∥L4
[0,T∗

m+1]
L∞
x

≤C∥f0(m+1) − f0m∥
H

r−9δ1
x

+ C∥f1(m+1) − f1m∥
H

r−1−9δ1
x

+ C∥(gm+1 − gm) · ∇dfm∥L1
[0,T∗

m+1]
Hr

x

≤C2−9δ1m(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
) + C∥gm+1 − gm∥L1

[0,T∗
m+1]

L∞
x
∥∇dfm∥L∞

[0,T∗
m+1]

Hr−1
x

.

(8.122)

By applying energy estimates and the Bernstein inequality, it follows that
∥∇dfm∥L∞

[0,T∗
m+1]

Hr−1
x

≤C∥dfm∥L∞
[0,T∗

m+1]
Hr

x

≤C(∥f0m∥Hr+1
x

+ ∥f1m∥Hr
x
)

≤C2m(∥f0m∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1m∥Hr−1

x
).

(8.123)

By utilizing the Strichartz estimates (8.39) and Lemma 2.7, we obtain
2m∥gm+1 − gm∥L1

[0,T∗
m+1]

L∞
x

≤2m(T ∗
m+1)

3
4 ∥vm+1 − vm, ρm+1 − ρm∥L4

[0,T∗
m+1]

L∞
x

≤C2m(∥vm+1 − vm, ρm+1 − ρm∥
L∞
[0,T∗

m+1]
H

3
4+δ1
x

+ ∥wm+1 − wm∥
L∞
[0,T∗

m+1]
H

δ1
x
)

≤C2−8δ1m [1 + E(0)]3 .

(8.124)
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Above, we also use (8.43), (8.44), and (8.21). According to (8.123) and (8.124), for k < j and
k ≤ m, (8.122) tells us that

∥ ⟨∇⟩a−1 Pk(dfm+1 − dfm)∥L4
[0,T∗

m+1]
L∞
x

≤ C2−δ1k2−8δ1m∥(f0, f1)∥Hr
x×Hr−1

x
[1 + E(0)]3 . (8.125)

Although we have established some estimates for difference terms, we also need to discuss the
energy estimates. This is necessary because the key point of the extension method (in subsection
8.3.2) crucially relies on the uniform bound of the energy. To achieve this goal, we take the
operator ⟨∇⟩r−1 on (8.116), which yields the following result:{

□gj ⟨∇⟩r−1 fj = [□gj , ⟨∇⟩r−1]fj ,

(⟨∇⟩r−1 fj , ∂t ⟨∇⟩r−1 fj)|t=0 = (⟨∇⟩r−1 f0j , ⟨∇⟩r−1 f1j).
(8.126)

To estimate [□gj , ⟨∇⟩r−1]fj , we will divide it into two cases: s− 3
4 < r ≤ s and s < r ≤ 11

4 .
Case 1: s− 3

4 < r ≤ s. In this situation, we note that

[□gj , ⟨∇⟩r−1]fj =[gαij −mαi, ⟨∇⟩r−1 ∂i]∂αfj + ⟨∇⟩r−1 (∂igj∂αfj)

=[gj −m, ⟨∇⟩r−1∇]dfj + ⟨∇⟩r−1 (∇gjdfj).
(8.127)

By (8.127) and Kato-Ponce estimates, we have10

∥[□gj , ⟨∇⟩r−1]fj∥L2
x
≤ C(∥dgj∥L∞

x
∥dfj∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥ ⟨∇⟩r (gj −m)∥

L
2

1+r−s
x

∥dfj∥
L

2
s−r
x

) (8.128)

By Sobolev’s inequality, it follows that

∥ ⟨∇⟩r (gj −m)∥
L

2
1+r−s
x

≤ C∥gj −m∥Hs
x
. (8.129)

Taking advantage of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg and Young’s inequalities, which yields

∥dfj∥
L

3
s−r
x

≤C∥ ⟨∇⟩r−1 dfj∥
3/4

3/4+(2−s)

L2
x

∥ ⟨∇⟩r−(s− 3
4
) dfj∥

2−s
3/4+(2−s)

L∞
x

≤C(∥dfj∥Hr−1
x

+ ∥ ⟨∇⟩r−(s− 3
4
) dfj∥L∞

x
)

(8.130)

Case 2: s < r ≤ 11
4 . For s < r ≤ 11

4 , applying Kato-Ponce estimates, we have

∥[□gj , ⟨∇⟩r−1]fj∥L2
x
=∥gαij −mαi, ⟨∇⟩r−1]∂2αifj∥L2

x

≤C(∥dgj∥L∞
x
∥dfj∥Hr−1

x
+ ∥ ⟨∇⟩r−1 (gj −m)∥

L
2

1+s−r
x

∥∇dfj∥
L

2
r−s
x

).
(8.131)

By Sobolev’s inequality, it follows that

∥ ⟨∇⟩r−1 (gj −m)∥
L

2
1+s−r
x

≤ C∥gj −m∥Hs
x
. (8.132)

Note that 7
4 < s ≤ 2. By applying the Gagliardo-Nirenberg and Young’s inequalities, we derive:

∥∇dfj∥
L

3
1+s−r
x

≤C∥ ⟨∇⟩r−1 dfj∥
3/4

3/4+(2−s)

L2
x

∥ ⟨∇⟩r−(s− 3
4
) dfj∥

2−s
3/4+(2−s)

L∞
x

≤C(∥dfj∥Hr−1
x

+ ∥ ⟨∇⟩r−(s− 3
4
) dfj∥L∞

x
).

(8.133)

10If r = s, then L
3

s−r
x = L∞

x .
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Therefore, in both cases, for s − 3
4 < r ≤ 11

4 , using (8.128)-(8.130) and (8.131)-(8.133), we can
derive

∥[□gj , ⟨∇⟩r−1]fj∥L2
x
∥dfj∥Hr−1

x
≤C∥dgj∥L∞

x
∥dfj∥2Hr−1

x
+ C∥gj −m∥Hs

x
∥dfj∥2Hr−1

x

+ C∥gj −m∥Hs
x
∥ ⟨∇⟩r−

s
2
−1 dfj∥L∞

x
∥dfj∥Hr−1

x

≤C(∥dgj∥L∞
x
+ ∥gj −m∥Hs

x
+ ∥ ⟨∇⟩r−(s− 3

4
) dfj∥L∞

x
)∥dfj∥2Hr−1

x

+ C∥gj −m∥2Hs
x
∥ ⟨∇⟩r−(s− 3

4
) dfj∥L∞

x
.

The above estimate, when combined with (8.126), yields
d

dt
∥dfj∥2Hr−1

x
≤C(∥dgj∥L∞

x
+ ∥gj −m∥Hs

x
+ ∥ ⟨∇⟩r−(s− 3

4
) dfj∥L∞

x
)∥dfj∥2Hr−1

x

+ C∥gj −m∥2Hs
x
∥ ⟨∇⟩r−(s− 3

4
) dfj∥L∞

x
.

Using Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

∥dfj(t)∥2Hr−1
x

≤C(∥dfj(0)∥2Hr−1
x

+ C

∫ t

0
∥gj −m∥2Hs

x
∥ ⟨∇⟩r−(s− 3

4
) dfj∥L∞

x
dτ)

· exp
{∫ t

0
∥dgj∥L∞

x
+ ∥gj −m∥Hs

x
+ ∥ ⟨∇⟩r−(s− 3

4
) dfj∥L∞

x
dτ

}
.

(8.134)

On the other hand, the Newton-Leibniz formula tells us

∥fj(t)∥L2
x
≤∥fj(0)∥L2

x
+

∫ t

0
∥∂tfj∥L2

x
dτ. (8.135)

Summarizing the results from (8.134), (8.135) and (8.114), for t ∈ [0, T ∗
N0

], we obtain

∥fj(t)∥2Hr
x
+ ∥dfj(t)∥2Hr−1

x

≤CeC∗(∥f0∥2Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥2Hr−1

x
+ C∗)

· exp
{∫ t

0
∥ ⟨∇⟩r−

s
2
−1 dfj∥L∞

x
dτ · exp

(∫ t

0
∥ ⟨∇⟩r−(s− 3

4
) dfj∥L∞

x
dτ

)}
.

(8.136)

For a ≤ r − (s− 1), based on (8.121), (8.125), and (8.136), and following the extension method
outlined in subsection 8.3.2, we can obtain the following bounds:

∥ ⟨∇⟩a−1 Pkdfj∥L4
[0,T∗

N0
]
L∞
x

≤C2−δ1k2−8δ1j(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
)×

{
2δ1(j−N0)

} 3
4

≤C2−
3
4
δ1N02−δ1k2−4δ1j(∥f0∥Hr

x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
), k ≥ j,

(8.137)

and
∥ ⟨∇⟩a−1 Pk(dfm+1 − dfm)∥L4

[0,T∗
N0

]
L∞
x

≤C2−δ1k2−8δ1m(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
)(1 + E3(0))×

{
2δ1(m+1−N0)

} 3
4

≤C2−
3
4
δ1N02−δ1k2−4δ1m(∥f0∥Hr

x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
) [1 + E(0)]3 , k < j.

(8.138)

By decomposing the frequency, we obtain

dfj = P≥jdfj +
∑j−1

k=1

∑j−1
m=kPk(dfm+1 − dfm) +

∑j−1
k=1Pkdfk.
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By using (8.137) and (8.138), we get

∥ ⟨∇⟩a−1 dfj∥L4
[0,T∗

N0
]
L∞
x

≤C(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
) [1 + E(0)]3 [

1

3
(1− 2−δ1)]−2. (8.139)

Applying (8.136) and (8.139), we obtain
∥fj∥L∞

[0,T∗
N0

]
Hr

x
+ ∥dfj∥L∞

[0,T∗
N0

]
Hr−1

x
≤A∗ exp(B∗e

B∗),

where C∗ is as stated in (8.23) and
A∗ =Ce

C∗(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
+ C∗),

B∗ =C(∥f0∥Hr
x
+ ∥f1∥Hr−1

x
) [1 + E(0)]3 [

1

3
(1− 2−δ1)]−2.

At this stage, we have proved (8.117). □
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